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A LINEAR VARIANT OF THE NEARLY GORENSTEIN PROPERTY

SORA MIYASHITA

ABSTRACT. The nearly Gorenstein property is a generalization of the Gorenstein property. In this paper,

we introduce a new property (♮) that extends the nearly Gorenstein property in semi-standard graded rings.

We show (♮) relates to a property in affine semigroup rings and generalizes results on Veronese subrings.

Furthermore, (♮) and the nearly Gorenstein property are equivalent in Ehrhart rings of (0,1)-polytopes with

the integer decomposition property and in rings with minimal multiplicity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nearly Gorenstein rings are a generalization of Gorenstein rings introduced in [11], defined using the

trace of the canonical modules (see Definition 2.1).

Definition 1.1 (see [11, Definition 2.2]). A Cohen–Macaulay local ring (or positively graded k-algebra

over a field k) R admitting a canonical moduleωR is called nearly Gorenstein if tr(ωR)⊃mR, where mR

is the (graded) maximal ideal of R.

Every nearly Gorenstein local (or positively graded) ring R is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum

Spec(R)\ {mR} (see [11, Section 2]). Recent studies have actively analyzed the structure of nearly Goren-

stein rings ([3–7]). Specifically, the nearly Gorenstein property in certain types of affine semigroup rings

has been examined in [10–13, 15, 19–23, 25]. The main focus of this paper is a property broader than

nearly Gorenstein, which is defined in semi-standard graded rings. Let us review the definitions of stan-

dard graded rings and semi-standard graded rings.

Definition 1.2. Let R=
⊕

i∈N
Ri be a Noetherian graded k-algebra over a field R0 = k. If R= k[R1], that

is, R is generated by R1 as a k-algebra, then we say that R is standard graded. If R is finitely generated as

a k[R1]-module, then we say that R is semi-standard graded.

If R is a Noetherian semi-standard graded ring, its Hilbert series is

Hilb(R,t) =
h0 +h1t+ · · ·+hst

s

(1− t)dimR
,

where hi ∈ Z for any 1 6 i 6 s, hs 6= 0 and
∑s

i=0hi 6= 0. The sequence (h0,h1, . . . ,hs) is called the

h-vector of R, with h0 = 1. If R is Cohen–Macaulay, then hi > 0 holds for any i (see [27]), and if R is

standard graded, hi > 0 for any i (see [26]). The integer s, called the socle degree of R, is denoted by

s(R). For a Cohen–Macaulay ring R, the degree of Hilb(R,t) is called the a-invariant of R, denoted by

a(R), and it is given by a(R) = s(R)−dimR.
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The Ehrhart rings A(P) of lattice polytopes P are a typical class of semi-standard graded rings (see

Definition 2.11). Let S be a pointed affine semigroup and assume that its affine semigroup ring k[S] is

semi-standard graded. Then it is known that k[S] is normal if and only if k[S] is isomorphic to an Ehrhart

ring of lattice polytope (see [14, Proposition 4.2]). The nearly Gorenstein property of semi-standard

graded affine semigroup rings is discussed in several papers. For instance, a weakened form of the nearly

Gorenstein property, described by extremal rays of the affine semigroup, plays an important role in [19].

Remark 1.3 (see [19, Corollary 3.6]). Let S be a pointed affine semigroup, and let ES be the subset of a

minimal generating system of S corresponding to the 1-dimensional faces of the cone R>0S. Let R= k[S]

be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded affine semigroup ring. Assume tr(ωR) ⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R.

Then, R is Gorenstein if and only if hs(R) = 1.

In [10], the nearly Gorenstein property of Ehrhart rings, a special case of semi-standard graded affine

semigroup rings, is examined. This study defined the floor polytope ⌊P⌋ and remainder polytope {P}

of a lattice polytope P (see Definition 2.13) and explored their relationship with the nearly Gorenstein

property through the Minkowski decomposition. For simplicity, we use the notation [P] instead of ⌊aPP⌋

for simplicity, where aP is the codegree of P (see Proposition 2.12 and Definition 2.14).

Remark 1.4 (see [10, Theorem 1]). Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope.

(1) If Ehrhart ring A(P) of P is nearly Gorenstein, then P = [P]+ {P}.

(2) If P= [P]+ {P}, then there exists K∈Z>0 such that Ehrhart ringA(kP) of kP is nearly Gorenstein

for all integers k> K.

Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope and let CP be the cone over P. Define S= CP ∩Zd+1. Note that S is

an affine semigroup and A(P) = k[S]. The conditions in Remark 1.3 and Remark 1.4 can be understood

through a ring-theoretic property.

Theorem A (Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 4.8). Let S be a pointed affine semigroup and let R = k[S]

be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded affine semigroup ring. Then the following holds.

(1) tr(ωR)⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R if and only if
√

trR(ωR)1R⊃mR.

(2) For a lattice polytope P⊂Rd with S=CP∩Zd+1, P= [P]+{P} if and only if
√

trR(ωR)1R⊃mR.

Based on this theorem, we introduce property (♮), which lies between the nearly Gorenstein property

and the Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum property in semi-standard graded rings.

Definition 1.5. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring and let mR be the unique graded

maximal ideal of R. We say that R satisfies the property (♮) if
√

trR(ωR)1R⊃mR.

In [11, Section 2, Section 4], the relationship between nearly Gorenstein property and ring-theoretic

operations such as residue rings by regular sequences, tensor products, and Veronese subrings is examined.

This paper also explores the relationship between property (♮) and these operations. First, the residue

ring by a regular sequence of a ring satisfying (♮) also satisfies (♮). Additionally, by considering tensor

products, it is possible to easily construct examples that satisfy (♮) but are not nearly Gorenstein. In

particular, the following theorem, which provides generalizations of Remark 1.4 and [11, Corollary 4.7]

regarding Veronese subrings.
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Theorem B (Theorem 5.6). Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring.

(1) If R satisfies (♮), then R(k) satisfies (♮) for any k > 0.

(2) Assume R is standard graded with dimR > 0. Then the following is true:

(a) If R satisfies (♮), then R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k > a(R/trR(ωR)1R);

(b) If R is nearly Gorenstein, then R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k > 0.

Since a(R/trR(ωR)1R) = s(R0) = 0 if R is nearly Gorenstein, Theorem B (2) (b) is a special case of

Theorem B (2) (a). Thus, Theorem B (2) is a generalization of [11, Corollary 4.7]. Several examples

demonstrate that the above theorem does not generally hold if the assumptions are further weakened. For

instance, Theorem B (1) with (♮) replaced by nearly Gorenstein does not hold for (non-standard and)

semi-standard graded domains (see Remark 5.8 (b)) in general. Furthermore, Theorem B (2) (a) with (♮)

replaced by Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum also does not hold in general (see Remark 5.8 (a)).

While Theorem B (1) is valid for semi-standard graded rings, Theorem B (2) assumes standard grading.

However, it turns out that a statement similar to Theorem B (2) (a) also holds for semi-standard graded

rings if they are domain or level (i.e., every degree of the minimal generating system of the canonical

module is the same). The following gives a generalization of Remark 1.4 (2) mentioned earlier.

Theorem C (Corollary 5.19). Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring that is either do-

main or level. If R satisfies (♮), there exists kR ∈ Z>0 such that R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k> kR.

We examine a class where the nearly Gorenstein property and property (♮) are equivalent. The nearly

Gorenstein property of square-free Veronese subrings and Hibi rings is discussed in [11]. We also explore

property (♮) in Ehrhart rings arising from (0,1)-polytopes with the integer decomposition property, as

addressed in [10]. This family includes order polytopes of posets and base polytopes of matroids. Previous

studies have investigated the nearly Gorenstein property of Hibi rings [11] and Ehrhart rings of stable set

polytopes from perfect graphs [22]. In this class, property (♮) is equivalent to being nearly Gorenstein.

Theorem D (Theorem 6.4). Let P be an (0,1)-polytope which has the integer decomposition property.

Then A(P) satisfies (♮) if and only if A(P) is nearly Gorenstein.

In [11, Section 6], the nearly Gorenstein property of rings which have minimal multiplicity is discussed.

Lastly, we prove that in this case, property (♮) is equivalent to the nearly Gorenstein property.

Theorem E (Theorem 6.8). Let R=
⊕

i>0Ri be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring. Assume

that R has minimal multiplicity. Then R satisfies (♮) if and only if R is nearly Gorenstein.

Outline. The outline of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we prepare some foundational facts and

definitions for later discussions. We collect basic definitions and properties of commutative rings, semi-

standard graded affine semigroup rings and Ehrhart rings arising from a lattice polytope. In Section 3, we

introduce property (♮), the main topic of this paper, for Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded rings and

present fundamental aspects of property (♮). Specifically, we show that by considering the residue rings

by regular sequences and the tensor product with Artinian Gorenstein rings, we can construct new rings

that satisfy property (♮). In Section 4, we show Theorem A and characterize the rings that satisfy property

(♮) in the case of semi-standard graded affine semigroup rings. In Section 5, we prove Theorem B and

Theorem C, exploring the relationship between property (♮) and Veronese subrings. First, we present
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Theorem B, which generalizes [11, Corollary 4.7]. Additionally, we establish Theorem C, extending

[10, Theorem 1] to semi-standard graded integral domains and to level rings that are not necessarily

domains, beyond Ehrhart rings. In Section 6, we show Theorem D and Theorem E. We prove that property

(♮) and nearly Gorenstein are equivalent in both the Ehrhart rings of (0,1)-polytopes with the integer

decomposition property and rings with minimal multiplicity.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND AUXILIARY LEMMAS

The goal of this section is to prepare the required materials for the discussions of our main results.

2.1. Preliminaries on commutative rings. Throughout this paper, for a graded ring R =
⊕

i∈Z
Ri, we

always assume that R0 is a field. In this context, Notice that every local (or positively graded) ring R has

the unique (graded) maximal ideal mR. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay positively graded ring admitting the

canonical module ωR. Let a(R) denote the a-invariant of R. Notice that a(R) = −min{j : (ωR)j 6= 0}.

Let us recall the definitions and facts about the trace ideal and the nearly Gorenstein property.

Definition 2.1. For a graded R-module M, we use the following notation: Let trR(M) denote the sum of

ideals φ(M) with φ ∈ Hom∗

R(M,R). That is,

trR(M) =
∑

φ∈Hom∗

R(M,R)

φ(M)

where Hom∗

R(M,R) = {φ ∈ HomR(M,R) : φ is a graded homomorphism}. When there is no risk of con-

fusion about the ring we simply write tr(M).

Remark 2.2. Let R be a Noetherian positively graded ring and let M and N be a graded R-module.

(1) tr(M) = tr(N) if M is isomorphic to N as a graded module up to a shift;

(2) If M is finitely generated, then trRp
(Mp) = trR(M)Rp holds for any graded prime ideal p of R;

trR ′(ωR ′) = trR(ωR)R
′ holds.

Proof. (1) is trivial. (2) follows from [16, Proposition 2.8 (viii)]. �

Definition 2.3 (see [11, Definition 2.2]). Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay local (or positively graded) ring

R=
⊕

i>0Ri admitting the canonical module ωR. We say that R is nearly Gorenstein if tr(ωR)⊃mR.

There are some remarks on nearly Gorenstein rings.

Remark 2.4. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay positively graded ring R =
⊕

i>0Ri with R0 = k. Let K ′ be a

extension field of k and set R ′ = R⊗k K ′. Then the following is true:

(1) R is nearly Gorenstein but not Gorenstein if and only if tr(ωR) = mR;

(2) R is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum Spec(R)\ {mR} if and only if
√

tr(ωR)⊃ mR. There-

fore, if R is nearly Gorenstein, then R is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum;

(3) R is a nearly Gorenstein graded ring if and only if RmR
is a nearly Gorenstein local ring;

(4) trR ′(ωR ′) = trR(ωR)R
′ holds;

(5) R is nearly Gorenstein if and only if R ′ is nearly Gorenstein.

Proof. (1), (2) follows by [11, Lemma 2.1]. (4) follows by [2, Exercises 3.3.31] and [11, Lemma 1.5

(iii)]. Let us show (3). Since R0 = k is a field, we can check IRmR
∩R = I for any graded ideal I ⊂ R.
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Therefore, trR(ωR)⊃mR if and only if trR(ωR)RmR
⊃mRRmR

. Notice that trRmR
(ωRmR

) = trR(ωR)RmR

by Remark 2.2 and [2, Proposition 3.6.12 (a)]. Thus R is nearly Gorenstein if and only if RmR
is nearly

Gorenstein. Lastly, we show (5). If R is nearly Gorenstein, then so is R ′ by (4). If R ′ is nearly Gorenstein,

then trR(ωR)R
′ ⊃ mRR

′ by (4). Thus trR(ωR)R
′ ∩R ⊃ mRR

′ ∩R. Since R→ R ′ is faithfully flat, we

have trR(ωR)R
′ ∩ R = trR(ωR) and mRR

′ ∩ R = mR by [17, Theorem 7.5 (ii)]. Therefore, we have

trR(ωR)⊃mR, so R is nearly Gorenstein. �

Definition 2.5. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay positively graded ring. We call J ⊂Q(R) graded fractional

ideal of R if J is finitely generated graded R-module and J contains a homogeneous non-zero divisor of R.

For a graded fractional ideal J of R, we set

J−1 = {a ∈Q(R) : aJ⊂ R}.

There is a useful formula to calculate the trace ideal of the ideal (see [11, Lemma 1.1]). The following

is the fractional ideal version of this formula.

Lemma 2.6. Let R=
⊕

i>0Ri be a positively graded ring and let J⊂Q(R) be a graded fractional ideal.

Then we have trR(J) = J · J
−1.

Proof. Since J is a graded fractional ideal, J is generated by
{

b1

a1
, . . . , br

ar

}

⊂Q(R), where ai,bi ∈ R and

a1, . . . ,ar is non-zero divisor of R. Put x =
∏r

i=1ai. Then J is isomorphic to graded ideal xJ ⊂ R up

to degree shift. Since xJ contains a homogeneous non-zero divisor of R, we have trR(J) = trR(xJ) =

(xJ) · (xJ)−1 = J · J−1 by [11, Lemma 1.1] and Remark 2.2 (1). �

Let R be a positively graded ring and let ωR denote its canonical module. It is known that R is isomor-

phic to a graded ideal of positive grade, up to degree shift (see [28, Chapter I, Section 12]). In particular,

ωR is isomorphic to a fractional ideal of R with no degree shift. Therefore, Lemma 2.6 is useful for

calculating the trace of the canonical module.

Furthermore, we will prove some useful facts for calculating graded fractional ideals. These facts play

an important role in Section 5 and are crucial for the proof of Theorem C when R is a level ring.

Lemma 2.7. Let R be a Noetherian ring with R0 = k an infinite field. If f and g are homogeneous elements

and f is a non-zero divisor, then there exists r ∈ R0 \ {0} such that f+ rg is a non-zero divisor in R.

Proof. Assume the contrary: for every r ∈ R0 \ {0}, f+ rg is a zero divisor. Since R is a Noetherian ring,

the set of zero divisors is the union of a finite number of associated prime ideals p1,p2, . . . ,pn of R (see

[17, Theorem 6.1 (ii)]). Therefore, for each r ∈ R0 \ {0}, there exists a prime ideal Pi such that f+rg ∈ Pi.

Since R0 is an infinite field, we can choose r1,r2 ∈ R0 \ {0} such that f+ r1g ∈ P1 and f+ r2g ∈ P1. Then

we have r−1
1 f+ g ∈ P1 and r−1

2 f+g ∈ P1. Subtracting these, we obtain (r−1
1 − r−1

2 )f ∈ P1. Since

r−1
1 6= r−1

2 , it follows that f ∈ P1. Since f is a non-zero divisor of R, this yields a contradiction. �

Definition 2.8. Let R be a Noetherian positively graded ring. For a non-zero graded fractional ideal J of

R, we put indeg(J) := min{i ∈ Z : Ji 6= 0}.

Lemma 2.9. Let R be a Noetherian semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0 and let J ⊂ R be a non-

zero graded fractional ideal. Assume that R0 = k is an infinite field and there exists an R-regular element

f ∈ Jindeg(J). Then a homogeneous generating system of J as an R-module can be chosen to include f, with

all elements being R-regular.
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Proof. It is easy to choose a homogeneous generating system of J that includes f. Furthermore, it is

sufficient to prove this when J is an ideal. Let f1 = f,f2, . . . ,fl be a homogeneous generating system of J.

We will prove this by induction on l.

It is true for l = 1. Assume it is true for l = k, and we will show it is true for l = k+ 1. Using

the induction hypothesis on the ideal J ′ = (f,f2, . . . ,fk)R, we can choose a generating system of J ′ that

includes f and such that all elements are non-zero divisors. Hence, we can assume that f2, . . . ,fk are

all non-zero divisors. Since R is a semi-standard graded ring, by Lemma 5.2, there exists a non-zero

divisor z ∈ R1. Notice that degfk+1 > degf. Then, by Lemma 2.7, there exists r ∈ R0 \ {0} such that F =

fzdegfk+1−indeg(J)+ rfk+1 is a homogeneous non-zero divisor. In this case, {f,f2, . . . ,fk,F} is a generating

system of J ′+(fk+1)R = J consisting entirely of non-zero divisors. �

We can also compute the trace of the canonical module from the minimal free resolution as follows.

Theorem 2.10 (see [11, Corollary 3.2]). Let A= k[x1, . . . ,xn] be a polynomial ring and let

F : 0 → Fp
φp
−−→ Fp−1 → ··· → F1 → F0 → R→ 0

be a graded minimal free A-resolution of the Cohen–Macaulay ring R=A/J with J⊂m2
A. Let I1(φp) be

the ideal of R generated by all components of a representation matrix of φp and let e1, . . . ,et be a basis

of Fp. Suppose that for i= 1, . . . ,s the elements
∑t

j=1 rijej generate the kernel of

ψp : Fp⊗R−→ Fp−1 ⊗R,

where

ψp = φp⊗R.

Then tr(ωR) is generated by the elements rij with i= 1, . . . ,s and j= 1, . . . ,t.

2.2. Affine semigroup rings. We recall some definitions about affine semigroups. An affine semigroup

S is a finitely generated sub-semigroup of Zd. For X ⊂ S, we denote by 〈X〉 the smallest sub-semigroup

of S containing X. We denote the group generated by S by ZS, the convex cone generated by S by

R>0S⊂ Rd. The affine semigroup S is pointed if S∩ (−S) = {0}. S is pointed if and only if the associated

cone C= R>0S is pointed (see [18, Lemma 7.12]). If S is pointed, then it is known that k[S] is isomorphic

with a positively graded affine semigroup ring (see [2, Proposition 6.1.5]). Moreover, every pointed affine

semigroup S has a unique finite minimal generating set (see [18, Proposition 7.15]). Thus C = R>0S is a

finitely generated cone. A face F⊂ S of S is a subset such that for every a,b ∈ S the following holds:

a+b ∈ F⇔ a ∈ F and b ∈ F.

The dimension of the face F equals the rank of ZF.

2.3. Ehrhart rings. We denote the natural pairing between an element n∈ (Rd)∗ and an element x ∈ Rd

by n(x). Throughout this subsection, let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope, F(P) be the set of facets of P, and

vert(P) be the set of vertices of P. Moreover, recall that we always assume P is full-dimensional and has

the facet presentation

P =
{

x ∈ Rd : nF(x)>−hF for all F ∈ F(P)
}

,(1)
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where each height hF is an integer and each inner normal vector nF ∈ (Zd)∗ is a primitive lattice point,

i.e. a lattice point such that the greatest common divisor of its coordinates is 1. Let CP be the cone over

P, that is,

CP = R>0(P× {1}) =
{

(x,k) ∈ Rd+1 : nF(x)>−khF for all F ∈ F(P)
}

.

Definition 2.11. The Ehrhart ring of P is defined as

A(P) = k[CP ∩Zd+1] = k[txsk : k ∈ N and x ∈ kP∩Zd],

where tx = tx1

1 · · ·txd

d and x= (x1, . . . ,xd) ∈ kP∩Zd.

Notice that the Ehrhart ring of P is a normal affine semigroup ring, and hence it is Cohen–Macaulay.

Moreover, we can regard A(P) as an N-graded k-algebra by setting deg(txsk) = k for each x ∈ kP∩Zd.

We also define another affine semigroup ring, the toric ring of P, as

k[P] = k[txs : x ∈ P∩Zd].

The toric ring of P is a standard N-graded k-algebra.

It is known that k[P] =A(P) if and only if P has the integer decomposition property. Here, we say that

P has the integer decomposition property (i.e. P is IDP) if for all positive integers k and all x ∈ kP∩Zd,

there exist y1, . . . ,yk ∈ P∩Zd such that x= y1 + · · ·+yk.

In order to describe the canonical module and the anti-canonical module of A(P) in terms of P, we

prepare some notation.

For a polytope or cone σ, we denote the strict interior of σ by int(σ). Notice that

int(CP) =
{

(x,k) ∈ Rd+1 : nF(x) >−khF for all F ∈ F(P)
}

.

Moreover, we define

ant(CP) :=
{

(x,k) ∈ Rd+1 : nF(x)>−khF−1 for all F ∈ F(P)
}

.

Then the following is true.

Proposition 2.12 (see [12, Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.2]). The canonical module of A(P) and the

anti-canonical module of A(P) are given by the following, respectively:

ωA(P) =
(

txsk : (x,k) ∈ int(CP)∩Zd+1
)

A(P),

ω−1
A(P)

=
(

txsk : (x,k) ∈ ant(CP)∩Zd+1
)

A(P).

Further, the negated a-invariant of A(P) coincides with the codegree of P, i.e.

a(A(P)) = −min
{

k ∈ Z>1 : int(kP)∩Zd 6=∅

}

.

Let A and B be subsets of Rd. Their Minkowski sum is defined as

A+B := {x+y : x ∈A,y ∈ B} .

We recall that the (direct) product of two polytopes P ⊂ Rd andQ⊂ Re is denoted by P×Q⊂ Rd+e.

Let P and Q be two lattice polytopes. It is known that k[P×Q] is isomorphic to the Segre product

k[P]#k[Q].
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For a subset X of Rd+1 and k ∈ Z, let Xk = {x ∈ Rd : (x,k) ∈ X} be the k-th piece of X. Moreover, for

a lattice polytope P, we denote its codegree by aP (see Proposition 2.12).

Definition 2.13 (see [10, Definition 3.3]). Let P⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope. Its floor polytope and remain-

der polytopes are defined as

⌊P⌋ := conv(int(CP)1 ∩Zd) and {P} := conv(ant(CP)1−aP
∩Zd),

respectively.

Definition 2.14. Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope with codegree aP. We set [P] = ⌊aPP⌋. Notice that [P]

coincides with conv(int(CP)aP
∩Zd).

The following is merely a restatement of the results from [10, Theorem 1.2, Lemma 3.4] using our

notation [P].

Remark 2.15. Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope with codegree aP. Then:

(1) [P]⊂
{

x ∈ Rd : nF(x)> 1−aPhF for all F ∈ F(P)
}

;

(2) {P}⊂
{

x ∈ Rd : nF(x)> (aP −1)hF−1 for all F ∈ F(P)
}

.

(3) If P = [P]+ {P}, the inclusions in (1) and (2) become equalities. In particular, both [P] and {P} are

lattice polytopes in this case.

3. RINGS SATISFYING THE PROPERTY (♮)

In this section, we introduce the property (♮) and discuss it.

Definition 3.1. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring, and let mR be the unique graded

maximal ideal of R. R satisfies the property (♮) if
√

trR(ωR)1R⊃mR.

Remark 3.2. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with R0 = k. Let K ′ be a extension

field of k and set R ′ = R⊗k K ′. Then the following is true:

(1) If R is nearly Gorenstein, it satisfies property (♮). Furthermore, if R satisfies property (♮), it is

Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum;

(2) If there exists a graded parameter ideal I = (θ1, . . . ,θdimR) with θ1, . . . ,θdimR ∈ R1 such that

trR(ωR)⊃ I, then R satisfies (♮). If k is an infinite field, the converse is also true;

(3) If R satisfies (♮), then so does R ′.

Proof. (1) follows by the definition of the nearly Gorenstein property and Remark 2.4 (2). The first part of

(2) is clear. The second part of (2) follows by [2, Proposition 1.5.12]). (3) follows by Remark 2.4 (4). �

Example 3.3. Let A= Q[x1,x2,x3,x4,x5] be a polynomial ring and let

I= (x2
4 −x3x5,x3x4 −x2x5,x2

3 −x2x4,x2
1,x2

2x4,x2
2x3,x3

2)A

be an ideal of A, and set R =A/I. Note that R is standard graded where the grading is degxi = 1 for any

16 i6 5. Then we can chack R is a 1-dimensional Cohen–Macaulay ring with trR(ωR) = (x2,x3,x4,x5)R

by using Macaulay2 ([9]) and Theorem 2.10. Thus R is not nearly Gorenstein; however, R satisfies (♮)

because we can check that
√

trR(ωR)1R=
√

trR(ωR) = mR.
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Regarding quotient rings by a regular sequence, a result analogous to [11, Proposition 2.3] holds true.

Proposition 3.4. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring and let x = x1, . . . ,xr ∈ R be a

regular sequence and set R ′ = R/(x). If R satisfies (♮), then so is R ′.

Proof. We see that trR ′(ωR ′)⊃ trR(ωR)R
′ by [11, Lemma 1.5]. Then we get trR ′(ωR ′)1R

′ ⊃ trR(ωR)1R
′.

Thus
√

trR ′(ωR ′)1R ′ ⊃
√

trR(ωR)1R ′ ⊃ (
√

trR(ωR)1R)R
′ =mR ′ , as desired. �

The following is known about the relationship between nearly Gorenstein rings and tensor products.

Proposition 3.5 (see [11, Corollary 4.3]). Let A and B be Cohen–Macaulay positively graded rings over

a field k with embdimA,embdimB > 0 and let R =A⊗kB. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) R is nearly Gorenstein;

(2) R is Gorenstein;

(3) A and B are Gorenstein.

From this, it can be understood that a non-Gorenstein nearly Gorenstein ring cannot be constructed by

considering tensor products. On the other hand, a ring that is not Gorenstein but satisfies property (♮) can

be constructed by considering the following example.

Example 3.6. LetA be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring over a field k. Let a1, . . . ,an ∈Z>0

be positive integers and put R=A[x1, . . . ,xk]/(x
a1

1 , . . . ,xan
n ). If A satisfies (♮), then R satisfies (♮).

Proof. Let B = k[x1, . . . ,xn]/(x
a1

1 , . . . ,xan
n ). Notice that R ∼= A⊗kB. By [11, Theorem 4.2], trR(ωR) =

trA(ωA)R · trB(ωB)R = trA(ωA)R. Therefore,
√

trR(ωR)1R ⊃
√

trA(ωA)1AR = mAR. Since B is

Artinian, (mBR)
k = 0 for some k > 0, implying

√

trR(ωR)1R⊃mBR. Thus,
√

trR(ωR)1R⊃mR. �

4. SEMI-STANDARD GRADED AFFINE SEMIGROUP RINGS SATISFYING (♮)

4.1. Proof of Theorem A (1). The main aim of this subsection is to show the first part of Theorem A.

Let S be a pointed affine semigroup and let GS = {a1, . . . ,as} ⊂ Zd be the minimal generating system

of S. Fix the affine semigroup ring R= k[S]. For any a ∈ Zd, we set

Ra =







kxa (a ∈ S)

0 (a /∈ S).

Then R =
⊕

a∈Zd Ra is a direct sum decomposition as an abelian group, and RaRb ⊂ Ra+b for any a,b ∈

Zd. Thus we can regard R as an Zd-graded ring. Notice that f ∈ R can be uniquely expressed as the

sum of homogeneous elements f1,f2, . . . ,fn ∈ R under the Zd-grading. We set Supp(f) = {f1,f2, . . . ,fn}.

Moreover, we put ES = {a ∈GS : Na is a 1-dimensional face of S}. Thus the following holds.

Proposition 4.1 (see [19, Proposition 3.4]). Let S be a pointed affine semigroup. If R = k[S] is semi-

standard graded, then {xe : e ∈ ES}⊂ R1.

Lemma 4.2. Let R be a Zd-graded ring and let M be a finitely generated Zd-graded module. Then

trR(M) is a homogeneous ideal of R with respect to the Zd-grading.
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Proof. For a ∈ Zd, put HomR(M,R)a := {f ∈ HomR(M,R) : f(Mb)⊂ Ra+b for any b ∈ Zd}. Since M is

finitely generated Zd-graded module, we can check HomR(M,R) =
⊕

a∈Zd HomR(M,R)a by the same

proof of [2, Exercises 1.5.19 (f)]. Therefore trR(M) =
∑

f∈
⊕

a∈Zd HomR(M,R)a
f(M) is a homogeneous

ideal of R with respect to the Zd-grading. �

Lemma 4.3. Let S⊂Zd be a pointed affine semigroup. Let R= k[S] be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard

graded affine semigroup ring and let θ1, . . . ,θd ∈ R1 be a linear system of parameter, where d = dimR.

Then for any xe ∈ ES, there exists θi such that xe ∈ Supp(θi).

Proof. Put B = k[θ1, . . . ,θd]. Since R is B-module, there exists homogeneous elements xa1 , . . . ,xar ∈ R

under Zd-grading of R such that R =
∑r

i=1Bxai . Take k ∈ Z>0 such that k− deg(xai) > 0 for any

1 6 i 6 r. Since xke ∈ R =
∑r

i=1Bxai , we can write xke =
∑r

i=1gi(θ1,θ2, . . . ,θd)x
ai . Comparing

the degree degxke ∈ Zd on both sides, we have xke = y1 · · ·yk−deg(xai)x
ai for some 1 6 i 6 r and yj ∈

Supp(θnj
) where 1 6 nj 6 d for each 1 6 j 6 k− deg(xai). Since (xe)R is a prime ideal of R, we get

y1, . . . ,yk−deg(xai),x
ai ∈ (xe)R. Thus we obtain xe = y1 ∈ Supp(θi). �

Next, we prove the first part of Theorem A.

Proposition 4.4 (Theorem A (1)). Let S⊂Zd be a pointed affine semigroup and let R= k[S] be a Cohen–

Macaulay semi-standard graded affine semigroup ring. Then R satisfies (♮) if and only if

tr(ωR)⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R.

Proof. If tr(ωR) ⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R, then R satisfies (♮) because (xe : e ∈ ES)R is mR-primary ideal only

generated by degree 1 elements by Proposition 4.1.

Assume that R satisfies (♮) and let us show that tr(ωR)⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R. First, consider the case where

k is an infinite field. Then there exists a linear system of parameter ideal I = (θ1, . . . ,θdimR)R such that

tr(ωR) ⊃ I by Remark 3.2 (2). It is known that ωR is Zd-graded module of R, so tr(ωR) is Zd-graded

module by Lemma 4.2. Thus every Zd-graded homogeneous elements of I is contained tr(ωR) since

tr(ωR)⊃ I and tr(ωR) is Zd-graded. Therefore, we can see that tr(ωR)⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R by Lemma 4.3.

Next, consider the case where k is an arbitrary field. Take an infinite field K ′ = k(x). Then R ′ = R⊗k K ′

satisfies (♮) by Remark 3.2 (3), so trR ′(ωR ′) ⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R
′. Thus, trR(ωR)R

′ ⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R
′

by Remark 2.4 (4). Notice that trR(ωR)R
′ and (xe : e ∈ ES)R

′ are Zd-graded ideals by Lemma 4.2.

Therefore, we can check that trR(ωR)⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R from trR(ωR)R
′ ⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)R

′. �

Corollary 4.5. Let S be a pointed affine semigroup and let R= k[S] be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard

graded affine semigroup ring. Assume that R satisfies (♮). Then R is Gorenstein if and only if hs(R) = 1.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.4 and [19, Corollary 3.6]. �

4.2. Ehrhart rings satisfying (♮). The main aim of this subsection is to show that Theorem A (2).

Definition 4.6. Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope. Recall that CP be the cone over P. Moreover, let

VP ⊂ CP denote the union of every extremal ray of CP, that is,

VP =
⋃

v∈vert(P)

(R>0(v, 1))⊂ Rd+1.

Notice that (VP)1 = vert(P).
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Lemma 4.7. Let P⊂Rd be a lattice polytope with codegree aP. Put S=CP∩Zd+1. Then trA(P)(ωA(P))⊃

(xe : e ∈ ES)A(P) if and only if

(2) (VP ∩Zd+1)\ {0}⊂ int(CP)∩Zd+1 + ant(CP)∩Zd+1.

In particular, if trA(P)(ωA(P))⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P), then

(3) vert(P) ⊂ int(CP)aP
∩Zd+ ant(CP)1−aP

∩Zd.

Proof. By definition, A(P) is nearly Gorenstein if tr(ωA(P))⊃mA(P). By [11, Lemma 1.1], tr(ωA(P)) =

ωA(P) ·ω
−1
A(P)

. Proposition 2.12 gives the monomial generators of ωA(P) and ω−1
A(P)

in terms of the

lattice points of int(CP) and ant(CP). The ideal (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P) is generated by the monomials txs,

where x are points in vert(P). Thus, trA(P)(ωA(P))⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P) if and only if (2) holds.

We prove that (3) follows from (2). Taking the 1st piece of all sets from (2), we have the equality

vert(P) ⊂ (int(CP)∩Zd+1 + ant(CP)∩Zd+1)1.

Notice that when P is Gorenstein, int(CP)aP
∩Zd and ant(CP)−aP

∩Zd are singleton sets; therefore,

the result easily follows. Otherwise, we claim that ant(CP)1−b ∩Zd is empty for all b > aP + 1. Since

int(CP)b is empty for b < aP, we obtain the desired result. �

With the above preparations, we shall prove Theorem A (2). Since Theorem A (1) has already been

proven in Proposition 4.4, it suffices to establish the following to complete the proof.

Proposition 4.8 (Theorem A (2)). Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope and put S = CP ∩Zd+1. Then

tr(ωA(P))⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P) if and only if P = [P]+ {P}.

Proof. Notice that P ⊃ [P] + {P} is always true. Indeed, let x ∈ [P] and y ∈ {P}. By statements (1) and

(2) of Remark 2.15, we have that, for all facets F of P, nF(x+y)> 1−ahF+(a−1)hF−1 =−hF. So,

x+y ∈ P. Therefore, we obtain that P ⊃ [P]+ {P}.

We show that P ⊂ [P]+ {P} if tr(ωA(P))⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P). Since [P]+ {P} is a convex set, it suffices

to show that vert(P)⊂ [P]+ {P}. Let v be a vertex of P. Thus, by Lemma 4.7, can write v as the sum of an

element of [P]∩Zd and an element of {P}∩Zd. This implies P ⊂ [P]+ {P}, so we have P = [P]+ {P}.

Next we show that tr(ωA(P)) ⊃ (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P) if P = [P]+ {P}. Notice that (xe : e ∈ ES)A(P) is

generated by the monomials txs, where x ∈ vert(P). Consider a monomial txs with x ∈ vert(P). Since

x∈ vert(P), it can be expressed as x= x1+x2, where x1 ∈ vert([P]) and x2 ∈ vert({P}). Here, x1 is a lattice

point of [P] and x2 is a lattice point of {P}, as both [P] and {P} are lattice polytopes by Remark 2.15 (3).

Notice that the lattice points of int(CP)aP
coincide with those of [P] and the lattice points of ant(CP)1−aP

coincide with those of {P}. Thus, we have txs= (tx1saP) · (tx2s1−aP) ∈ωA(P) ·ω
−1
A(P)

. �

5. THE RELATION BETWEEN VERONESE SUBRINGS AND THE PROPERTY (♮)

This section examines the relationship between Veronese subrings and the property (♮). First, we define

Veronese subrings and their analogs for modules.

Definition 5.1. Let k > 0 be a positive integer. For a positively graded ring R =
⊕

i∈N
Ri, the k-th

Veronese subring is defined as R(k) =
⊕

i∈N
Rik. Similarly, for a graded R-module M =

⊕

i∈Z
Mi, we

define M(k) :=
⊕

i∈Z
Mik.
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The next lemma is fundamental but plays a important role in the proof of this section.

Lemma 5.2. If R is a semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0, then R1 contains a non-zero divisor.

Proof. Let R ′ = R⊗k k(x). By [2, Proposition 1.5.12], we can take a non-zero divisor f1 = r1 ⊗1k ∈ R ′

1,

where r1 ∈ R1. We can regard R as a subring of R ′ via the injection ι : R→ R ′ defined by ι(r) = r⊗1k for

any r ∈ R. Thus, r1 is a non-zero divisor in R1 because ι(r1) = f1 is a non-zero divisor in R ′

1. �

The following proposition is essential for the proof of Theorem B.

Proposition 5.3. Let R be a Noetherian semi-standard graded ring and put n = (R1)R. Let I be a

graded ideal generated by a subset of R1 and let J be a graded fractional ideal of R. If trR(J) ⊃ I,

then trR(k)(J(k))⊃ (nk−1I)(k) for any k > 0.

Proof. Let G(J) = {f1,f2, . . . ,fn} ⊂ Q(R) be a minimal generating system of J as an R-module. Let

{θ1, . . . ,θs} ⊂ R1 denote the minimal generating system of I. Since θj ∈ I ⊂ tr(J) = J · J−1, there exists

a homogeneous element gi,j ∈ J
−1 such that θj =

∑n
i=1 figi,j. Since degθj = 1, we have deggi,j =

1−degfi for any 0 6 i6 n. Let x1, . . . ,xe be a minimal generating system of n. Then have

nk−1I= (xn1
· · ·xnk−1

θj : 1 6 n1 6 n2 6 · · ·6 nk−1 6 e, 1 6 j6 s).

We can write degfi = kdi − ri for some 0 6 ri < k. We can take a non-zero divisor of y ∈ R1 by

Lemma 5.2. We write gi,j =
bi,j

ai,j
, where ai,j,bi,j is a homogeneous element of R such that ai,j is a

non-zero divisor of R and degbi,j = degai,j+1−degfi. Put

si,j = min{s ∈ N : s+degai,j ∈ kZ},

qi,j =
ysi,jbi,j

∏

ri<m6k−1xnm

ysi,jai,j
,

where
∏

ri<m60 xnm
:= 1. Then we have fi

∏ri
m=1 xnm

∈ J(k) and qi,j ∈ (J(k))−1. Indeed, we have

fi
∏ri

m=1 xnm
∈ J(k) because deg(fi

∏ri
m=1 xnm

) = ri+degfi = kdi. Moreover, since deg(ysi,jai,j) =

si,j+degai,j ∈ kZ and

deg(ysi,jbi,jxnri+1
· · ·xnk−1

) = si,j+degbi,j+k−1− ri

= si,j+(degai,j+1−degfi)+k−1− ri

= (si,j+degai,j)+k−(degfi+ ri)

= (si,j+degai,j)+k(1−di) ∈ kZ,

we have qi,j ∈ R
(k). Then we obtain qi,j ∈ (J(k))−1 because qi,j ∈ J

−1.

Thus we obtain (
∏k−1

m=1xnm
)θj =

∑n
i=1(

∏ri
m=1xnm

fi)qi,j ∈ J
(k) ·(J(k))−1, so we have trR(k)(ωR(k))

=ωR(k) ·ω−1

R(k) ⊃ (mk−1
R I)(k) by Lemma 2.6. Therefore, R(k) is nearly Gorenstein. �

Definition 5.4 (see [2, Proposition 3.3.18]). Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay positively graded ring. We say

that R is generically Gorenstein if Rp is Gorenstein for all minimal prime ideals p.

Proposition 5.5. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0. Let I be a

graded mR-primary ideal generated by a subset of R1 and put n = (R1)R. If tr(ωR) ⊃ I, then we have

trR(k)(ωR(k))⊃ (nk−1I)(k) for any k > 0.
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Proof. Since
√

trR(ωR) ⊃ mR, R is generically Gorenstein because dimR > 0. Thus, ωR is isomorphic

to a graded fractional ideal of R. For any k > 0, since ωR(k)
∼= (ωR)

(k) (see [8, Corollary (3.1.3)]) and

by Proposition 5.3, we have trR(k)(ωR(k))⊃ (nk−1I)(k). �

Next, we show one of our main results. Theorem 5.6 (2) (b) is a generalization of [11, Corollary 4.7].

Theorem 5.6 (Theorem B). Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring satisfying (♮).

(1) R(k) satisfies (♮) for any k > 0.

(2) Assume R is standard graded with dimR > 0. Then the following is true:

(a) If R satisfies (♮), then R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k > a(R/trR(ωR)1R);

(b) If R is nearly Gorenstein, then R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k > 0.

Proof. (1) It is clear that R satisfies (♮) if dimR = 0, so we may assume that dimR > 0. Put n = (R1)R.

Take any k > 0. By Proposition 5.5, we have trR(k)(ωR(k)) ⊃ (nk−1I)(k), where I = trR(ωR)1R. Thus

nk−1I is an mR-primary ideal since both of I and nk−1 are mR-primary ideal. Thus (nk−1I)(k) is an

m(k)-primary ideal of R(k) generated by a subset of (R(k))1, so R(k) satisfies (♮).

(2) We show (a). Put I = trR(ωR)1R. Notice that a(R/I) = s(R/I) and I ⊃ m
s(R/I)+1

R . Take any

k > s(R/I). Since R is standard graded and I is a mR-primary ideal generated by subset of R1, we have

trR(k)(ωR(k))⊃ (mk−1
R I)(k) = I(k) ⊃ (m

s(R/I)+1

R )(k) =m(k)

by Proposition 5.5, so R(k) is nearly Gorenstein. Lastly, we show (b). if R is nearly Gorenstein, we have

a(R/trR(ωR)1R) = a(R/mR) = 0. Thus it follows from Theorem 5.6 (2) (a). �

Example 5.7. Let us consider Example 3.3 again. Recall that R is not nearly Gorenstein, but does

satisfy (♮). Moreover, we can check that trR(ωR)1R ⊃ m2 by using Macaulay2 ([9]), so we have

s(R/trR(ωR)1R) = 1. Thus R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k > 1 by Theorem 5.6 (2) (a).

Remark 5.8. There are some remarks about Theorem 5.6.

(a) Theorem 5.6 (2) (a) fails if we replace property (♮) with Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum.

Indeed, there exists a Cohen–Macaulay standard graded affine semigroup ring A which is Goren-

stein on the punctured spectrum but A(k) does not satisfy (♮) for any k > 0.

(b) Theorem 5.6 (2) (b) fails if we consider semi-standard graded rings. Indeed, there exists a nearly

Gorenstein semi-standard graded affine semigroup ring B such that B(2) is not nearly Gorenstein.

Proof. (a) Define the affine semigroup S as follows:

S= 〈(0,0,1),(2,2,3),(4,2,3),(3,3,4),(4,3,4)〉.

ThusA=Q[S] =Q[u,s2t2u3,s4t2u3,s3t3u4,s4t3u4] is standard graded affine semigroup ring with degu=

degs2t2u3 = degs4t2u3 = degs3t3u4 = degs4t3u4 = 1 because every generator of S lies on the affine hy-

perplane defined by y = z−1 which does not include the origin. Then we can check A is 3-dimensional

Cohen–Macaulay standard graded affine semigroup ring with a(A)= 0 and hs(A)= 1 by using Macaulay2

([9]). Moreover, we can check

trA(ωA) = (u,s2t2u3,s4t2u3,(s3t3u4)2,(s4t3u4)2)A



14 SORA MIYASHITA

by Theorem 2.10 and Macaulay2 ([9]). Thus A is not Gorenstein but Gorenstein on the punctured spec-

trum (see Remark 2.4) (2). Therefore, for any k > 0, A(k) is non-Gorenstein and Cohen–Macaulay stan-

dard graded affine semigroup ring with hs(A(k)) = 1 [8, Corollary 3.1.3 and Theorem 3.2.1]. Thus A(k)

does not satisfies (♮) by Corollary 4.5.

(b) Define the affine semigroup S ′ as follows:

S ′ = 〈(0,1),(3,1),(6,1),(9,1),(1,2),(4,2)〉.

Thus B= Q[S ′] is nearly Gorenstein semi-standard graded affine semigroup ring whose degree is given by

degt= degs3t = degs6t = degs9t= 1 and degst2 = degs4t2 = 2 (see [19, Example 3.8 (a)]). However,

B(2) ∼= Q[t,st,s3t,s4t,s6t,s9t,s12t,s15t,s18t] is not nearly Gorenstein. Indeed, we can check

trB(2)(ωB(2)) = (t,s3t,s6t,s9t,s12t,s15t,s18t)B(2)+(st,s4t)2B(2)

by Theorem 2.10 and Macaulay2 ([9]). Thus B(2) is not nearly Gorenstein because st /∈ trB(2)(ωB(2)).

�

Definition 5.9. Let R be a semi-standard graded ring andM a positively graded R-module. Let rtR(M) be

the maximum degree of the minimal generating system of M. R(n) = k[Rn] for any n > rtk[R1](R) (see

[1, Chapter III(*), Section 3, Lemma 2 (ii)] or [24, Lemma 3.1]).

Remark 5.10. Let R be a semi-standard graded ring and letM a finitely generated graded R-module. For

all n> rtk[R1](R) and k> 0, we have Mn+k = RkMn.

Proof. For M = R, this is a special case of [1, Chapter III(*), Section 3, Lemma 2 (i)]. For an arbitrary

R-module M, we use induction on k. For k= 1, it follows from [1, Chapter III(*), Section 3, Lemma 1].

Assume it holds for k and prove it for k+1. By the induction hypothesis and noting it holds for M = R,

we have Mn+(k+1) =M
(n+k)+1 = R1Mn+k = R1RkMn = Rk+1Mn Thus, it holds for k+1. �

Remark 5.11. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0. If R satisfies (♮),

then R(K) is nearly Gorenstein for some K > 0.

Proof. Note that there exists r > 0 such that R(r) = k[Rr] (e.g., r = rtk[R1](R)). Since R(r) is standard

graded, by Theorem 5.6 (2) (a), R(kr) = (R(r))(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k> a(R(r)/trR(r)(ωR(r))).

Therefore, if we take K= (a(R(r)/trR(r)(ωR(r)))+1)r, then R(K) is nearly Gorenstein. �

Question 5.12. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0. If R satisfies (♮),

then is there any K > 0 such that R(k) nearly Gorenstein for any k > K? Specifically, does the analogy of

Theorem 5.6 (2) (a) hold in the case of semi-standard grading?

In the remainder of this section, we will prove Question 5.12 holds if R is either a domain or a level

ring, with the necessary preparations. Specifically, we will prove Theorem C. To prove Theorem C, we

will discuss the following setup:

Setup 5.13. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0, and assume that R is

generically Gorenstein. Since ωR can be identified with a graded fractional ideal, we will treat it as such

inQ(R). Additionally, assume there exists a homogeneous R-regular element in (ωR)−a(R).

This setup deals with cases that are more general than domains, as the following shows.
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Remark 5.14. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0. If R is a domain

or generically Gorenstein and a level ring, then R satisfies the conditions of Setup 5.13.

Proof. Note that every domain is generically Gorenstein, so the statement is straightforward when R is a

domain. Moreover, if R is generically Gorenstein and level, then the statement follows because the proof

for standard graded rings in [2, Theorem 4.4.9] can be extended to semi-standard graded rings. �

The following is a technical reason why the Setup 5.13 is significant.

Proposition 5.15. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with dimR > 0.

(1) Let G(ωR) =
{

a1

b1
, a2

b2
, . . . , al

bl

}

⊂Q(R) be a minimal generating system of ωR as an R-module,

where each ai ∈ R is a homogeneous non-zero divisor for any 1 6 i6 l and let I= tr(ωR). Set

Gmin(ωR) = {f ∈G(ωR) : degf=−a(R)}.

Assume that h ∈ (trR(ωR))indeg(I). Then we can write h=
∑k

i=1 figi, where fi ∈Gmin(ωR) and

gi ∈ω
−1
R for each 1 6 i6 k.

(2) Assume Setup 5.13. Then we can choose a minimal generating system
{

a1

b1
, a2

b2
, . . . , al

bl

}

⊂Q(R)

ofωR as an R-module, where each ai ∈ R is a homogeneous non-zero divisor for any 1 6 i6 l.

Proof. (2) follows from Lemma 2.9. We show (1). We can write G(ωR) = {f1, . . . ,fl} and Gmin(ωR) =

{f1, . . . ,fk}, where 1 6 k 6 l. Since h ∈ωR ·ω−1
R by Lemma 2.6, we can express h as h =

∑l
i=1 figi,

where gi ∈ω
−1
R . It suffices to show that gi = 0 for any fi /∈Gmin(ωR).

Assume that gi 6= 0 for some fi /∈ Gmin(ωR). Note that degfigi = degh = indeg(I). Moreover, since

gi ∈ω
−1
R , we have f1gi ∈ R. Given that

degf1gi = degf1 +deggi < degfi+deggi = degfigi = indeg(I)

because f1 ∈Gmin(ωR) and fi /∈Gmin(ωR), it follows that f1gi = 0. Since gi is R-regular, we have f1 = 0.

This yields a contradiction because ωR 6= 0. �

Remark 5.16. Assume Setup 5.13. Let {fi : 1 6 i 6 s} denote the minimal generating system of ωR as

an R-module and let {θi : 1 6 i6 t} denote the minimal generating system of R as an k[R1]-module. Then

{fiθj : 1 6 i6 s, 1 6 j6 t} is a generating system of ωR as k[R1]-module.

The following is a key to the proof of Theorem C.

Proposition 5.17. Assume Setup 5.13. Take any K> max
{

|a(R)|,rtR(ωR),rtk[R1](R)
}

. If R(K) is nearly

Gorenstein, then R(i) is nearly Gorenstein for any i> K.

Proof. We may assume k is infinite by Remark 2.4 (5). We prove it by induction on i > K. It holds for

i= K. Assume R(i) is nearly Gorenstein for some i> K, and show R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein. Note that

R(i) and R(i+1) are standard graded because i > rtk[R1](R). Furthermore, by Proposition 5.15 (1), in the

following discussion, we may assume that all generating system ofωR are R-regular elements.

• First, consider the case when a(R) < 0. In this case, (ωR)
(i) =

⊕

j>1(ωR)ij. Since ωR(i)
∼=

(ωR)
(i)

by [8, Corollary (3.1.3)], it follows that ωR(i)
∼=
⊕

j>1(ωR)ij with no shift in degree.
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Moreover, since i > rtR(ωR), we can verify that
⊕

j>1(ωR)ij is generated by (ωR)i as an R(i)-

module by Remark 5.16. Similarly, ωR(i+1)
∼=
⊕

j>1(ωR)
(i+1)j is generated by (ωR)i+1 as an

R(i+1)-module. Note that (ωR)i+1 = R1(ωR)i by Remark 5.10.

We now demonstrate that R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein. Recall that mR(i+1) = Ri+1R
(i+1). Take

any y∈ Ri+1. Since Ri+1 = R1Ri by Remark 5.10, we can write y= xy ′ with y ′ ∈ Ri and x∈ R1.

– Consider the case when R(i) is not Gorenstein. Note that indeg(trR(i)(ωR(i))) = 1. Since

y ′ ∈mR(i) =ωR(i) ·ω−1

R(i) , we have y ′ =
∑l

j=1 fjgj, where fj ∈ (ωR(i))1 and gj ∈ (ω−1

R(i))0

for any 1 6 j6 l by Proposition 5.15 (2).

Furthermore, we can verify that gj ∈ ω
−1

R(i+1) for any 1 6 j 6 l. To show this, it suffices

to demonstrate that gj(ωR)i+1 ⊂ R, since ωR(i+1) is generated by (ωR)i+1. Take any y ∈

(ωR)i+1. Since (ωR)i+1 = R1(ωR)i, we can write y = ry ′, where r ∈ R1 and y ′ ∈ (ωR)i.

Then gjy= r(gjy
′) ∈ R, so we have gj ∈ω

−1

R(i+1) . Therefore, we obtain y=
∑l

j=1(xfj)gj ∈

ωR(i+1) ·ω−1

R(i+1) . Thus, R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein.

– Now consider the case when R(i) is Gorenstein. Note that indeg(trR(i)(ωR(i))) = 0. Since

1 ∈ R(i) =ωR(i) ·ω−1

R(i) , we have 1 =
∑l

j=1 fjgj, where fj ∈ (ωR(i))1 and gj ∈ (ω−1

R(i))−1

for any 1 6 j 6 l by Proposition 5.15 (2). Then we can check that y =
∑l

j=1(xfj)(y
′gj) ∈

ωR(i+1) ·ω−1

R(i+1) , so R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein.

• Next, consider the case of a(R) > 0. Similarly, ωR(i) =
⊕

j>0(ωR)ij is generated by (ωR)0

and (ωR)i as an R(i)-module. Likewise, ωR(i+1) =
⊕

j>0(ωR)
(i+1)j is generated by (ωR)0 and

(ωR)i+1 as an R(i+1)-module. Note that (ωR)0 contains an R-regular element because (ωR)0 ⊃

za(R)(ωR)−a(R), where z is a non-zero divisor of R1. We show that R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein.

Take any y ∈ Ri+1. We can write y = xy ′, where y ′ ∈ Ri and x ∈ R1.

– Consider the case when R(i) is not Gorenstein. Since y ′ ∈ mR(i) = ωR(i) ·ω−1

R(i) , we have

y ′ =
∑l

j=1 fjgj with fj ∈ (ωR(i))0 and gj ∈ (ω−1

R(i))1 by Proposition 5.15 (2). Moreover, we

can check xgj ∈ω
−1

R(i+1) for any 1 6 j6 l.

To show this, it suffices to show that xgj(ωR)0 ⊂ R and xgj(ωR)i+1 ⊂ R since ωR(i+1) is

generated by (ωR)0 and (ωR)i+1. First, consider xgj(ωR)0 ⊂ R. Take any y ∈ (ωR)0. Note

that (ωR(i))0 = (ωR(i+1))0 = (ωR)0. Since gj ∈ ω
−1

R(i) , we have gjy ∈ R, so (xgj)y ∈ R.

Thus, xgj(ωR)0 ⊂ R. Next, consider xgj(ωR)i+1 ⊂ R. Take any y ∈ (ωR)i+1. Since

(ωR)i+1 = R1(ωR)i, we can write y= ry ′, where r ∈ R1 and y ′ ∈ (ωR)i. Since g ∈ω−1

R(i) ,

we have gjy
′ ∈ R. Then (xgj)y = xr(gjy

′) ∈ R, so xgj(ωR)i+1 ⊂ R. Thus, we have xg ∈

ω−1

R(i+1) and y= f(xg) ∈ωR(i+1) ·ω−1

R(i+1) . Therefore, R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein.

– Consider the case when R(i) is Gorenstein. Since 1 ∈ R(i) = ωR(i) ·ω−1

R(i) , we have 1 =
∑l

j=1 fjgj, where fj ∈ (ωR(i))0 and gj ∈ (ω−1

R(i))0 for any 1 6 j6 l by Proposition 5.15 (2).

Then we see that y =
∑l

j=1(yfj)gj ∈ωR(i+1) ·ω−1

R(i+1) so R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein.

Based on the above, we have demonstrated that R(i+1) is nearly Gorenstein in all cases. Consequently, by

induction, the claim follows. �

Theorem 5.18. Assume Setup 5.13. If R satisfies condition (♮), then there exists kR ∈ Z>0 such that R(k)

is nearly Gorenstein for any k> kR.
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Proof. Put b= rtk[R1](R). Let jR denote the minimum integer j > 0 such that

bj> max
{

|a(R)|, rtR(ωR),
(

a
(

R(b)/trR(b)(ωR(b))1R
(b)

)

+1
)

b
}

and put kR = bjR. Since jR > a
(

R(b)/trR(b)(ωR(b))1R
(b)

)

+ 1, we have R(kR) = (R(b))(jR) is nearly

Gorenstein by Theorem 5.6 (2) (a). Thus, since kR > max{|a(R)|, rtR(ωR)} and R(kR) is nearly Goren-

stein, we get R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k> kR by Proposition 5.17. �

With the above preparations in place, we will now prove the final main result of this section.

Corollary 5.19 (Theorem C). Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring that is either do-

main or level. If R satisfies (♮), there exists kR ∈ Z>0 such that R(k) is nearly Gorenstein for any k> kR.

Proof. When dimR = 0, we see that R(k) = 0 for any k > s(R), so it suffices to prove the assertion for

dimR > 0. Then R is generically Gorenstein since R satisfies (♮) with dimR > 0. Therefore, since R

satisfies the condition of Setup 5.13 by Remark 5.14, the statement follows from Theorem 5.18. �

Corollary 5.20 ([10, Theorem 3.8]). Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope satisfying P = [P]+ {P}. Then there

exists some integer K > 0 such that A(kP) is nearly Gorenstein for any k> K.

Proof. Since A(kP) ∼=A(P)(k) for any k ∈ Z>0, it follows from Theorem A (2) and Corollary 5.19. �

Example 5.21. Consider Corollary 5.19 with the following concrete example. Define the affine semigroup

S as follows:

S= 〈(0,1),(3,1),(6,1),(9,1),(2,10)〉.

Thus, R = Q[S] is a semi-standard graded affine semigroup ring with degrees degt = degs3t = degs6t =

degs9t = 1 and degs2t10 = 10. Notice that rtk[R1](R) = 10. Using Macaulay2 ([9]), we can check that

R is level and satisfies (♮), |a(R)| = rtR(ωR) = 19, and s(R(10)/trR(10)(ωR(10))) = 2. Thus, R(k) is nearly

Gorenstein for any k> 190 by Theorem 5.6 (2) (a) and Proposition 5.17.

6. A CLASS WHOSE NEARLY GORENSTEINNESS IS EQUIVALENT TO THE PROPERTY (♮)

In this section, we will demonstrate that nearly Gorenstein properties and property (♮) are equivalent

for both Ehrhart rings arising from IDP (0,1)-polytopes and rings which have minimal multiplicity.

6.1. Ehrhart rings arising from IDP (0,1)-polytopes. First, in this subsection, we will prove that nearly

Gorenstein properties and property (♮) are equivalent for Ehrhart rings arising from IDP (0,1)-polytopes.

Definition 6.1 (see [10, Section 3]). Let P ⊂ Rd be a lattice polytope. P is called (Minkowski) indecom-

posable if P is not a singleton and if there exist lattice polytopes P1 and P2 with P = P1 +P2, then either

P1 or P2 is a singleton.

Proposition 6.2. Let P be an indecomposable lattice polytope. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) A(P) satisfies (♮);

(2) A(P) is nearly Gorenstein;

(3) A(P) is Gorenstein.
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Proof. (3)⇒ (2)⇒ (1) is clear, so we show (1)⇒ (3). By considering a field k(x), we may assume that k

is an infinite field by Remark 2.4 (5) and [2, Corollary 3.3.15]. Thus we have P = [P]+ {P} by Theorem A.

Then, using the same proof as in [10, Theorem 32], we can conclude that R is Gorenstein. �

Lemma 6.3. Let P1, . . . ,Ps be lattice polytope and let P = P1 × ·· ·×Ps. Assume that A(P)0 = k is an

infinite field. If A(P) satisfies (♮), then A(Pi) does so for all 1 6 i6 s.

Proof. It suffices to prove the case s = 2. In this case, by using Proposition 2.12, we get ωA(P)
∼=

ωA(P1)#ωA(P2) and ω−1
A(P)

∼= ω−1
A(P1)

#ω−1
A(P2)

. Then we may identify ωA(P) and ωA(P)
−1 with

ωA(P1)#ωA(P2) and ω−1
A(P1)

#ω−1
A(P2)

, respectively. It is enough to show that xv ∈ tr(ωA(P1)) for any

v ∈ vert(P1). Notice that there exists some v2 ∈ vert(P2). Since P = [P] + {P} and v× v2 ∈ vert(P),

there exist homogeneous elements xv#yv2 ∈ ωA(P1)#ωA(P2) and u1#u2 ∈ ω−1
A(P1)

#ω−1
A(P2)

such that

xv#yv2 = (v1#v2)(u1#u2) = (v1u1#v2u2), by [21, Proposition 4.2]. Thus, we get xi = v1u1 ∈ tr(ωA(P1)),

so A(P1) satisfies (♮). In the same way as above, we can show that A(P2) also satisfies (♮). �

Theorem 6.4 (Theorem D). Let P be an (0,1)-polytope which has IDP. ThenA(P) satisfies (♮) if and only

if A(P) is nearly Gorenstein.

Proof. By considering a field k(x), we may assume that k is an infinite field by Remark 2.4 (5) and

Remark 3.2 (3). It follows from Lemma [10, Lemma 33] that we can write P = P1 × ·· · ×Ps for some

indecomposable (0,1)-polytopes P1, . . . ,Ps. Thus, we have k[P] ∼= k[P1]# · · ·#k[Ps]. Notice that if P is

IDP, then so is Pi for each i ∈ [s], and A(P) (resp. A(Pi)) coincides with k[P] (resp. k[Pi]). Therefore,

since k[P] satisfies (♮), and hence k[Pi] also satisfies (♮) from Lemma 6.3. Since Pi is indecomposable,

Pi is Gorenstein by Proposition 6.2. Moreover, it follows from [12, Corollary 2.8] that |aPi
−aPj

|6 1 for

1 6 i < j6 s. Therefore, A(P) is nearly Gorenstein from [10, Theorem 34]. �

Remark 6.5. The characterization of nearly Gorensteinness of Ehrhart rings arising from IDP (0,1)-

polytopes is known in [10, Theorem 34].

6.2. Rings which have minimal multiplicity. In this subsection, we prove that being nearly Gorenstein

is equivalent to satisfying property (♮) for a ring which have minimal multiplicity.

Definition 6.6. Let R=
⊕

i>N
Ri be a Cohen–Macaulay positively graded ring. R is said to have minimal

multiplicity when e(R) = embdimR−dimR+1.

Lemma 6.7. Let R =
⊕

i>0Ri be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring with an infinite field

R0 = k. If m2
R = 0, then R is nearly Gorenstein.

Proof. Since R has minimal multiplicity with dimR = 0, ωR has a homogeneous minimal generating

system V = {θ1, . . . ,θn} as R-module, where θ1, . . . ,θn ∈Q(R)−1 and n = embdimR. Since dimkωR =

n+ 1 and mRωR 6= 0, there exists a homogeneous element θn+1 ∈ mRωR ∩R0 such that V ∪ {θn+1} is

a k-basis of ωR. Then we can define a graded k-homomorphism f : ωR → mR as f(θi) = xi for any

1 6 i 6 n and f(θn+1) = 0. Notice that f(ωR) ⊃ mR. Moreover, we can regard f as R-homomorphism

because mRf(R) = f(mRR) = 0. Therefore trR(ωR)⊃ f(ωR)⊃mR, as desired. �

Theorem 6.8 (Theorem E). Let R=
⊕

i>0Ri be a Cohen–Macaulay semi-standard graded ring. Assume

that R has minimal multiplicity. Then R satisfies (♮) if and only if R is nearly Gorenstein.
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Proof. Assume that R satisfies (♮). By considering a field k(x), we may assume that k is infinite by

Remark 2.4 (5) and Remark 3.2 (3). Since R0 = k is infinite, there exists a linear system of parameters

θ1, . . . ,θd ∈ trR(ωR) by Remark 3.2 (2), where d= dimR. Note that R is nearly Gorenstein if and only if R

admits a homogeneous R-regular sequence x = x1, . . . ,xt in trR(ωR) such that R/(x) is nearly Gorenstein,

as established in [5, Theorem 1.2] and Remark 2.4 (3). Thus, R is nearly Gorenstein if and only if R ′ =

R/(θ1, . . . ,θd) is nearly Gorenstein, so it suffices to show that R ′ is nearly Gorenstein. Since R has

minimal multiplicity and θ1, . . . ,θd ∈ R1, R ′ also has minimal multiplicity. Given that k is infinite and R ′

has minimal multiplicity, we have m2
R ′ = 0, which implies that R ′ is nearly Gorenstein by Lemma 6.7. �

Remark 6.9. LetA=Q[xi,j : 16 i6 2,16 j6 4] be a polynomial ring and let I2(X) be the ideal generated

by 2-minors of X, where X =

[

x1,1 x1,2 x1,3 x1,4

x2,1 x2,2 x2,3 x2,4

]

. Then R = A/I2(X) has a minimal multiplicity

because we can check s(R) = 1 by using Macaulay2 ([9]). Moreover, it is known that tr(ωR) = m2
R (see

[6, Theorem 1.1]), so R is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum. Thus Theorem 6.8 does not hold if we

substitute (♮) into Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum.
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