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HILBERT-SAMUEL POLYNOMIALS FOR ALGEBRAS

WITH SPECIAL FILTRATIONS

JONAS T. HARTWIG, ERICH C. JAUCH, AND JOÃO SCHWARZ

Abstract. The notion of multiplicity of a module first arose as consequence of Hilbert’s
work on commutative algebra, relating the dimension of rings with the degree of certain
polynomials. For noncommutative rings, the notion of multiplicity first appeared in the
context of modules for the Weyl algebra in Bernstein’s solution of the problem of analytic
continuation posed by I. Gelfand. The notion was shown to be useful to many more
noncommutative rings, especially enveloping algebras, rings of differential operators, and
quantum groups. In all these cases, the existence of multiplicity is related to the existence
of Hilbert-Samuel polynomials. In this work we give an axiomatic definition of algebras
with a notion of multiplicity, which we call very nice and modest algebras. We show, in an
abstract setting, how the existence of Hilbert-Samuel polynomials implies the existence of
a notion of multiplicity. We apply our results for the category of min-holonomic modules
— a notion which coincides with holonomic modules for simple algebras — and that shares
many similarities with it. In particular, we generalize the usual results in the literature
that are stated for Ore domains, in the more general context of prime algebras, and we
show that rational Cherednik algebras admit a notion of multiplicity.
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1. Introduction

The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of an affine algebra A over a base field k1, denoted in this
paper by GKA or GK(A), is a type of measure of growth of the algebra. It was introduced
in [20], along with the Gelfand-Kirillov transcendence degree. That paper posed the famous
Gelfand-Kirillov Conjecture: if g is an algebraic Lie algebra over a field of characteristic 0,
the skew-field2 of fractions of its enveloping algebra is a suitable Weyl field. (We now know
that the Conjecture is false [1].) Let Wn(k) denote the rank n Weyl algebra over a field k
of zero characteristic. The first use of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension was to show that if
Wn(k) ≃ Wm(k), then m = n. The notion of growth of algebras is also clearly related to
the notion of growth of other algebraic structures [5], particularly groups [26, Chapter 11].

In 1976, Borho and Kraft [11] developed the properties of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension,
and soon its relevance in ring theory became apparent. In particular, the dimension became
an important tool in the study of enveloping algebras ([24], [25]). With the development
of the theory of quantum groups, again the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension proved to be very
useful ([13]). In this last case, powerful algorithms exists to compute this invariant (see
[15]).

It also became very relevant to noncommutative projective geometry, where it is a good
substitute of the Krull dimension (cf. [42], [8]). Indeed, if A is an affine commutative alge-
bra, GK(A) = Krull(A), so the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension can be seen as a generalization
of the Krull dimension.

At the International Congress of Mathematicians in Amsterdam, 1954, I. M. Gelfand
posed an important problem of analytic continuation of certain meromorphic functions.
The problem was solved, but its solution involved some heavy machinery, such as Hironaka’s
resolution of singularities. Later, I. N. Bernstein [9] offered an elementary proof, using
just basic considerations of the representation theory of the Weyl algebra; namely, he
introduced the notion of holonomic modules, which are very important in algebra and
geometric analysis [12] [23]. For a good account of this story, see [26, Chapter 8], where
Bernstein’s solution to Gelfand’s problem is shown in detail.

He also introduced a notion of multiplicity, originally from commutative algebra [33], for
the first time for noncommutative rings. The notion of holonomic modules was generalized
for D-modules over more general algebraic varieties and other classes of algebras, such as

1in other words, a finitely generated associative unital not-necessarily-commutative k-algebra
2division ring
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enveloping algebras; and the same with the notion of multiplicity. All notions of multiplicity
of an algebra appearing in the literature [26, Chapter 12] share a common core. We define
axiomatically algebras that satisfy these properties: we introduce the concept of very nice
and modest algebras (Definition 3.4).

In all known cases, such as differential operators, enveloping algebras or quantum groups,
the existence of multiplicity follows from the fact that these algebras admit nice filtrations
with Hilbert-Samuel polynomials. We axiomatize this in Theorem 3.11 and prove that the
rational Cherednik algebras admits a notion of multiplicity — a fact that seems to have
escaped the attention of specialists ([45], [31], [7]). For very nice and modest algebras we
introduce a small variation of the notion of holonomicity: the min-holonomic modules, fol-
lowing the approach of [3]. Our notion coincides with the usual one in the case the algebra
is simple, and the present authors do not know any examples of algebras for which the
two notions differ. For rings of differential operators ([10], [16]) and enveloping algebras
([25], [24]) the combination of the notions of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension and multiplicity
proved to be very fruitful. To the best of our knowledge, all uses of multiplicity in the
literature were for Ore domains, such as differential operators, enveloping algebras or quan-
tum groups. With only small changes, we obtained analogues of results of the category
of holonomic modules for Ore domains for the category of min-holonomic modules in case
the algebra is only assumed to be a prime ring. We believe these results to be new. As
consequence, for instance, our theory can be applied to category of holonomic modules for
rational Cherednik algebras when the parameter is regular (and so the algebra is simple
and holonomic and min-holonomic modules coincide).

Finally, we survey the three most important classes of filtered algebras which have
Hilbert-Samuel polynomials: namely, almost commutative algebras, somewhat commu-
tative algebras and filtered semi-commutative algebras. We also consider an obvious (but
as far as we know, new) generalization of the notion of somewhat commutative algebras,
which we call vaguely commutative algebras (cf. Definition 4.27). We show that spherical
subalgebras of any symplectic reflection algebra [18] are modest algebras, and hence always
have a notion of multiplicity — another fact not mentioned by specialists. We also consider
the Poincaré series of filtered algebras, for it can also give information about the existence
or not of Hilbert-Samuel polynomials; and filtrations by ordered semigroups other then N,
where it has been shown that one can essentially reduce multifiltrations to N-filtrations.

The main point of the paper is to lay down a foundation for the study algebras with a
notion of multiplicity, which is as useful for representation theory as it was for the case of
the Weyl algebra. Our main references are [26], [35, Chapter 8], [30], [3] and [36].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic facts about
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension and filtered algebras. The notions of very nice and modest
algebras are introduced in Section 3. In Section 4, we consider several important classes of
algebras equipped with a filtration subject to some conditions, their interrelationships and
properties. In particular we introduce the class of vaguely commutative algebras. Lastly,
in Section 5, we study semigroup filtrations techniques of re-filtering.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. The basics of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. We follow [26, Chapters 1, 2]
and [35, Section 8.1] closely. Throughout, k denotes the base field, and is arbitrary unless
otherwise explicitly stated.

Definition 2.1. Let Φ be the set of functions f : N → R such that there exists an n0 ∈ N
with:

f(n) > 0 and f(n+ 1) ≥ f(n), ∀n ≥ n0.

For two functions in Φ, we write f ≤∗ g if there are constants c,m ∈ N such that f(n) ≤
cg(mn). If g ≤∗ f also, we write f ∼ g. We represent the class of f in Φ/ ∼ by G(f).
This equivalence class of f is called its growth, and the relation induced by ≤∗ in Φ/ ∼ is
denoted ≤.

Notation 2.2. Let y ∈ R, y ≥ 0. The growth of the function n 7→ ny is denoted Py. Let
y ∈ R, y > 0. The growth of the function n 7→ en

y
is Ey.

If f(n) = ln(n + 1), G(f) > P0 but G(f) < Pε , for any ε > 0. So there is no analogue
of the archimedean property for this order.

Finally, we remark that not every pair G(f), G(h) is comparable.

Notation 2.3. For f ∈ Φ,

γ(f) = lim sup
n→∞

(

logn f(n)
)

.

Proposition 2.4. Let f, g ∈ Φ.

(i) If G(f) = G(g), then γ(f) = γ(g).
(ii) γ(f + g) = sup{γ(f), γ(g)}.
(iii) If f(n) = p(n) for n ≫ 0 and p(x) ∈ R[x], then γ(f) = deg p.
(iv) If γ(f) = limn→∞ logn f(n), γ(fg) = γ(f) + γ(g).
(v) If g(n) ≤ f(an+ b), n ≫ 0, where a, b ∈ N, then γ(g) ≤ γ(f).

Proof. [26, Lemma 2.1b)], [35, Lemma 8.1.7] �

Definition 2.5. Let A be an affine algebra and V a finite dimensional generating space for
A. Let dV (n) = dim

∑n
i=0 V

i. Then G(dV ) is independent of the choice of the generating
space V ([26, Lemma 1.1]). Hence,

γ(dV ) = lim sup
n→∞

(

logn(dV (n))
)

,

is also independent of V , so by Proposition 2.4(i) this number is well-defined, and is called
the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of A, denoted GKA. We also put G(A) = G(dV ), where V
is any choice of frame for A.

Remark 2.6. This definition makes sense and is useful for non-associative algebras, like Lie
algebras ([26, Chater 12, Section 1]

Remark 2.7. When 1 ∈ V , dV (n) reduces to dim V n, and V is called a frame.
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Definition 2.8. Let A be an affine algebra. We say A has

• polynomial growth if G(A) = Pm for some natural m,
• exponential growth if G(A) = E1,
• subexponenial growth or intermediate growth if G(A) < E1 but G(A) � Pm, ∀m ∈ N.

Example 2.9. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of an affine algebra is 0 if and only if it is
finite-dimensional. The free algebra k〈x, y〉 has exponential growth, and hence its Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension is∞. Indeed, V = kx⊕ky is a generating space and dim

∑n
i=0 dim V i =

1 + 2 + . . . 2n = 2n+1 − 1.

The following Proposition is canonical and very useful:

Proposition 2.10.

(a) If 0 6= f ∈ Q[x] is polynomial of degree d, then there are rational numbers a0, a1, . . . , ad,
such that f(n) = ad

(

n
d

)

+ ad−1

(

n
d−1

)

+ . . . a1
(

n
1

)

+ a0, ∀n ∈ N.
(b) The following properties of a function f : N → Q are equivalent:

(i) There exists m ∈ N such that for all n ≥ m we have f(n) = ad
(

n
d

)

+ ad−1

(

n
d−1

)

+

. . . a1
(

n
1

)

+ a0
(ii) There exists a1, . . . , ad ∈ Q and m ∈ N such that for all n ≥ m,

f(n+ 1)− f(n) = ad

(

n

d− 1

)

+ . . . a2

(

n

1

)

+ a1.

(c) If f(n) is expressed as in (a) and f(n) ∈ Z, n ≫ 0, a0, a1, . . . , ad ∈ Z
(d) If f(n) is expressed as in (a), and for n ≫ 0, f(n) ∈ N and f(n+1)− f(n) ≥ 0, ad is

a positive integer, called the Bernstein number of f .

Example 2.11. Let A = k[x1, . . . , xd], V = kx1 ⊕ . . . kxn. Then

dim(V n+1) =

(

n+ 1 + d− 1

d− 1

)

=

(

n+ 1

d− 1

)

is a polynomial in d with degree d− 1. Since dim(V n+1) = dV (n+ 1)− dV (n) it follows
by item b) of the previous Proposition that dV is a polynomial in n with degree d. Hence
GK k[x1, . . . , xn] = d.

Note that in this example, the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension and the Krull dimension give
the same number. This is no coincidence:

Theorem 2.12. Let A be an affine commutative algebra. Then GK(A) = Krull A.

Proof. [26, Theorem 4.5]. �

Example 2.13. Let L be the infinite-dimensional Lie algebra with basis {x, y1, y2, . . .} and
brackets given by [x, yi] = yi+1, [yi, yj ] = 0. Let A = U(L). Then G(A) = G

(

exp(
√
n)
)

has
subexponential growth [26, Example 1.3].

Proposition 2.14. If A is infinite-dimensional affine algebra, then P1 ≤ G(A) ≤ E1. In
particular, if A is infinite-dimensional, its Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is at at least 1.
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Proof. [26, Proposition 1.4]. �

Theorem 2.15. There is no infinite-dimensional affine algebra with Gelfand-Kirillov di-
mension in the open real interval (1, 2). This is known as Bergman’s Gap. If α is any real
number ≥ 2, there exists an infinite-dimensional algebra A with GKA = α.

Proof. [26, Chapters 1, 2]. �

Definition 2.16. LetM be a finitely generated left A-module, where A is an affine algebra.
Choose a finite-dimensional space F ⊂ M that generates it as a module, and let V be a
frame for A. Let dF,V (n) = dim V nF . The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of M is

GKM = GKA M = lim sup
n→∞

logn dF,V (n),

and the value is independent of the choices of F, V by [26, Proof of Lemma 1.1].

2.2. Filtered algebras. For the sake of simplicity, we will consider only N-gradings and
filtrations.

Definition 2.17. A grading on an algebra A is a collection of subspaces {Ai}∞i=0 such
that A =

⊕∞
i=0Ai and AiAj ⊂ Ai+j. Note that necessarily k ⊂ A0. A grading is finite-

dimensional grading if each Ai is a finite-dimensional vector space. A graded algebra is
an algebra together with a grading. A graded algebra is connected if its grading is finite-
dimensional and A0 = k.

Definition 2.18. Let A be a graded algebra. A grading on an A-module M is a collection
of subspaces {Mi}∞i=0 such that M =

⊕∞
i=0 Mi and AiMj ⊂ Mi+j . If each Mi is finite-

dimensional, we say that the grading is finite-dimensional. A graded A-module is an A-
module M together with a grading on M .

Definition 2.19. A filtration on an algebra A is an increasing chain of subspaces F =
{Fi}∞i=0, i ≤ j ⇒ Fi ⊂ Fj , such that 1 ∈ F0, FiFj ⊂ Fi+j and A =

⋃∞
i=0 Fi. The filtration is

finite-dimensional if each Fi is finite-dimensional. A filtered algebra is an algebra together
with a filtration. We denote by grF A the associated graded algebra. As a vector space it is

grF A =

∞
⊕

i=0

(

Ai/Ai−1

)

,

with the convention that A−1 = 0. The multiplication in grF A is given by the formula
(x+Ai−1)(y +Aj−1) = (xy +Ai+j−1).

Definition 2.20. Let A be a filtered algebra. A filtration on an A-module M is an
increasing chain of subspaces Ω = {Mi}i≥0, i ≤ j ⇒ Mi ⊂ Mj, such that AiMj ⊂ Mi+j

and M =
⋃∞

i=0 Mi. If each Mi is finite-dimensional, the filtration Ω is finite-dimensional
filtration. We denote by grΩ M the associated graded module, which is a module over grF A.
As a vector space,

grΩM =

∞
⊕

i=0

(

Mi/Mi−1

)

,
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with the convention that M−1 = 0. The action of grF A on grΩM is given by (a+Ai−1)(m+
Mj−1) = (am+Mi+j−1).

The following techniques are common in ring theory.

Proposition 2.21. Let A be an algebra with filtration F .

(i) If grF A is an affine algebra, so is A.
(ii) If grF A is a Noetherian algebra, so is A.
(iii) If grF A is prime ring, so is A.
(iv) If grF A is a domain, so is A.

Proof. [26], [35]. �

As we know, not every domain is an Ore domain. For instance, the free associative
algebra k〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is not an Ore domain (when n > 1). In fact, as shown by Malcev
([27, Theorem 9.11]), there are noncommutative domains that cannot even be embedded
into division rings. So it will be convenient to have at hand general results providing
sufficient conditions for a domain to be an Ore domain.

Proposition 2.22. A domain R is an Ore domain if any of the following conditions hold:

(i) R is Noetherian,
(ii) R does not contain the free algebra on two elements,
(iii) R is a PI-algebra,
(iv) R is of subexponential growth; in particular, if GKR < ∞.

Proof. That (i) is sufficient for R to be an Ore domain follows from [35, 2.1.15]. By
Jategaonkar’s Theorem [26, Proposition 4.13], if a domain does not contain the free algebra
in two elements as a subalgebra, it is an Ore domain. This proves that R is an Ore domain
if (ii) holds. A subalgebra of a PI-algebra is also a PI-algebra; and the free associative
algebras does not satisfy any polynomial identity. So (iii) implies (ii). Finally, if R has
subexponential growth, then it cannot contain the free algebra on two elements. Thus (iv)
also implies (ii). �

Example 2.23. It is well known that if g if a finite dimensional Lie algebra, then U(g)
is an Ore domain. However, this can happen even if g is infinite dimensional. If L is the
infinite dimensional Lie algebra of Example 2.13, we saw U(L) has subexponential growth.

Proposition 2.24. Let (A,F) be a filtered algebra and (M,Ω) a filtered A-module. Then:

(i) GKgrF A(grΩM) ≤ GKA(M).
(ii) If F and Ω are finite-dimensional filtrations, then grF A is affine and grΩM is a

finitely generated grF A-module. Moreover, setting dM (n) = dimMn,

GKgrF A(grΩ M) = GKA(M) = γ(dM ).

Proof. [26, Lemma 6.5, Proposition 6.6]. �
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Example 2.25. Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra. Call U its enveloping algebra.
Define a filtration F = {Ui}∞i=0, with U0 = 0, Un = (k ⊕ g)n , n > 0. Then, the PBW-
Theorem says exactly that Sym(g) ≃ grF U . Since GK(Sym(g)) = Krull Sym(g) = dim g,
GK U(g) = dim g.

Proposition 2.26. Let (A,F) be a filtered algebra and M be an A-module. The following
statements are equivalent:

(a) M is a finitely generated A-module.
(b) M admits a filtration Ω such that grΩM is a finitely generated grF A-module. In this

case we say that Ω is a good filtration.

Proof. [26, Lemma 6.7]. �

Definition 2.27. Let A be a filtered algebra and M be an A-module. Two filtrations
Ω = {Mi}i≥0 and Σ = {Ni}i≥0 on M are called equivalent if there is a natural number n
such that for all i ∈ N,

Ni ⊂ Mi+n and Mi ⊂ Ni+n.

Proposition 2.28. Let A be an algebra with a finite-dimensional filtration and M an A-
module. Two finite-dimensional filtrations on M are equivalent if their associated graded
modules are finitely generated over the associated graded algebra of A.

Proof. [26, Corollary 6.12]. �

3. Very nice and modest algebras

3.1. Definitions and First Results. Let A-Mod denote the category of all A-modules,
and A-mod the full subcategory whose objects are the finitely generated A-modules.

Definition 3.1. Let A be an affine algebra. We say that GK is exact on A-mod
3 if for

any short exact sequence of finitely generated A-modules

0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0

we have
GK(M) = max{GK(M ′),GK(M ′′)}.

In general, we only have GK(M) ≥ max{GK(M ′),GK(M ′′)}, by [26, Proposition 5.1c)].
The two most general situation where GK is exact on A-mod are given by theorems of
Tauvel and Lenegan.

Theorem 3.2 (Tauvel). Let A be an affine algebra with finite-dimensional filtration F
such that the associated graded algebra grF A is finitely generated Noetherian. Then GK is
exact on A-mod.

Proof. [44], [26, Theorem 6.14]. �

Theorem 3.3 (Lenagan). Let A be a Noetherian affine PI-algebra. Then GK is exact on
A-mod.

3In [26], the authors say Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is exact for finitely generated modules.
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Proof. [26, Lemmas 10.13, 10.14, Theorem 10.15], [28]. �

It is still an open problem whether GK is exact on A-mod for every Noetherian algebra
A.

In the following, we introduce an abstract class of algebras which have the common
features of many of the algebras discussed in [26], [30], [2] and [35, Chapter 8].

Definition 3.4. An affine algebra A is called very nice if

(i) GK is exact on A-mod,
(ii) GK(M) is a non-negative integer for every finitely generated A-module M ,
(iii) there is a function e : A-mod → N, called multiplicity, satisfying the following prop-

erties for any short exact sequence 0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0 of finitely generated
A-modules:
(a) if GK(M ′) < GK(M) = GK(M ′′), then e(M) = e(M ′′);
(b) if GK(M ′) = GK(M) > GK(M ′′), then e(M ′) = e(M);
(c) if GK(M ′) = GK(M) = GK(M ′′), then e(M) = e(M ′) + e(M ′′);
(d) e(M) = 0 if and only if M = 0.

If we require only that the multiplicities e(M) belong to Q≥0, we will call the algebra
modest.

The notion of multiplicity appeared first in commutative algebra, in the work of David
Hilbert, and is a very useful tool in this subject (see [33, Section 14]). The above conditions
were explored in a more restrictive setting in [19, Section 3.1].

Example 3.5. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. Then A-mod is the cateogry of finite
dimensional modules. Conditions (i) and (ii) in the definition of very nice algebras are
trivially satisfied, since for every M ∈ A-mod, since it is finite dimensional, GKM = 0.
We can define a multiplicity function on a module M by setting e(M) := dimM .

Proposition 3.6. Let A be a very nice algebra with multiplicity function e, and let M be
a finitely generated A-module. Put d = GK(M). Let

M = M0 ) M1 ) . . . ) Mn

be a strictly decreasing chain of submodules with GK(Mi/Mi+1) = d, 0 ≤ i < n. Then:

(a) n ≤ e(M).

Proof. (a) e(M) =
∑i−1

j=0 e(Mj/Mj+1) + e(Mn) = e(M0/M1) + e(M1/M2) + · · · + e(Mn).

Each of these summands is at least 1. So n ≤ e(M). �

That is, as in [35, 8.3.17], very nice algebras are finitely partitive:

Definition 3.7. An affine algebra A with finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is called finitely
partitive if, given a finitely generated A-module M , it has integer Gelfand-Kirillov dimen-
sion and there exists n > 0 such that, for every chain

M = M0 ) M1 ) M2 ) · · · ) Mm

with GK(Mi/Mi+1) = GK(M), we have m ≤ n.
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The same can be shown for modest algebras.

Proposition 3.8. Let A be a modest algebra. Then it is finitely partitive.

Proof. [2, Lemma 3.2]. �

It is an open problem if there exists algebras with finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
which are not finitely partitive.

Proposition 3.9. Let A a finitely partitive algebra with finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension.
Then K(A) ≤ GK(A) and, for every finitely generated module M , K(M) ≤ GK(M) —
where K(·) is the Krull dimension in the sense of Gabriel-Rentschler (cf. [35, Chapter 6]).

Proof. [35, §8.3.18]. �

3.2. Algebras admitting Hilbert-Samuel polynomials.

Definition 3.10. Let A be an affine algebra with a finite dimensional filtration FA such
that grFA

A is affine and Noetherian. We say that A admits Hilbert-Samuel polynomials
if for every M ∈ A-mod, and every finite dimensional good filtration Ω = {Mi}i≥0 on it,
there exists a polynomial HM,Ω(x) : N → R with rational coeficients such that HM,Ω(n) =
dim Mn for n ≫ 0.

Theorem 3.11. Let A be an affine algebra that admits Hilbert-Samuel polynomials. Then
it is very nice.

Proof. Let 0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0 be a short exact sequence in A-mod. Let Ω = {Mi}i≥0

be a finite dimensional good filtration for M , and define finite dimensional filtrations Ω′ =
{Mi ∩M ′}i≥0 for M ′ and Ω′′ = {φ(Mi)}i≥0 for M ′′, where φ : M → M ′′ in the above short
exact sequence.

Then we have a short exact sequence

0 → grΩ′M ′ → grΩM → grΩ′′M ′′ → 0.

Since grFA
A is Noetherian and grΩM is finitely generated, it is Noetherian. Hence, grΩ′M ′

and grΩ′′M ′′ are Noetherian, and hence Ω′ and Ω′′ are good filtrations by Proposition 2.26.
We have dimMn = dim(Mn ∩M ′) + dimφ(Mn), for every n ∈ N. Hence, if n ≫ 0, then
HM,Ω(n) = HM ′,Ω′(n)+HM ′′,Ω′′(n). By Proposition 2.10, the coefficient of the leading term
of each of these polynomials is positive, so deg(HM,Ω) = max{deg(HM ′,Ω′),deg(HM ′′,Ω′′)}.
Now, by Proposition 2.4(ii)(iii),

GK(M) = deg(HM,Ω) = max{GK(M ′) = deg(HM ′,Ω′), GK(M ′′) = deg(HM ′′,Ω′′)}.
Hence conditions (i) and (ii) of the definition of a very nice algebra are satisfied. It can be
shown that the degree and Bernstein numbers of the Hilbert-Samuel functions of a module
M are independent of the chosen filtration ([26, Chapter 7]). Hence we can take e(M) to
be the Bernstein number of any Hilbert-Samuel polynomial for M . This clearly satisfies
condition (iii) in the definition of a very nice algebra. Hence we are done. �
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Example 3.12. The existence of Hilbert-Samuel polynomials is usually obtained when
the graded associated algebra grFA

A is affine commutative. But they can also be shown
to exist if grFA

is an enveloping algebra [24, Chapter 9] or a quantum affine space [34].

Proposition 3.13. Let G a complex reflection group representation h, and denote by
Hc(G,h) the rational Cherednik algebra (cf. [18]) when t = 1. Then Hc(G,h) admits
Hilbert-Samuel polynomials, and hence is a very nice algebra. It is also a prime ring.

Proof. That Hc(G,h) admits Hilbert-Samuel polynomials is [45, 2.3]. Hence by Theorem
3.11, it is a very nice algebra. It is a prime ring by [6, Corollary 1.3.2(1)]. �

3.3. Holonomicity. Now we need to discuss the notion of holonomic modules. They were
initally introduced by J. Bernstein for the Weyl algebra. He proved that if M is a finitely
generated module over Wn(k), then GK(M) ≥ n. This is called the Bernstein inequality,
and it was generalized for rings of differential operators on smooth affine varieties (for
these rings, see [10], [35, Chapter 15]). If X is such a variety, and M a finitely generated
D(X)-module, then GK(M) ≥ dim X.

In both cases, the modules of minimal Gelfand-Kirillov dimension are called holonomic.
They constitute a very important subcategory of D-modules [23], [12].

Then, in an unpublished result, Gabber’s proved the following inequality:

Theorem 3.14 (Gabber). Let g be an algebraic Lie algebra over an algebraically closed
field of 0 characteristic, and M a finitely generated module. Then

GKM ≥ 1

2
GK

(

U(g)/Ann(M)
)

,

and equality holds for modules in the category O and Harish-Chandra modules in the sense
[17, Chapter 9].

Proof. See [24] or [25]. �

Remark 3.15. If the Lie algebra is not algebraic, the inequality may fail [41].

Analogues of holonomic modules are studied for many classes of algebras: symplectic
reflection algebras [31], rational Cherednik algebra on arbitrary varieties [7], etc.

Definition 3.16 ([35, 8.5.8]). A finitely generated A-module M is called holonomic if

GK(M) =
1

2
GK

(

A/Ann(M)
)

.

We adopt a different point of view, influenced by [3]. Our exposition is inspired by [19].

Definition 3.17.

(i) The holonomic number of an algebra, A, is the smallest number in the set
{

GK(M) |
M ∈ A-mod

}

, where A-mod is the category of finitely generated modules.
(ii) If A is a modest algebra, a finitely generated module M is called min-holonomic if

GK(M) = hA. The class of all min-holonomic modules is denoted H(A).
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It is an interesting question to study the relations between the notions of holonomic
and min-holonomic modules for modest algebras. To the best of our knowledge, the two
notions coincide in all known cases, such as D-modules, and it is easy to see that they are
equal if the algebra is simple.

Theorem 3.18. Let A be a modest algebra.

(a) H(A) is an abelian category.
(b) If A is Noetherian, any min-holonomic module M has finite length.
(c) If A is very nice and if e(M) = 1, the module is irreducible.
(d) If A is simple, Noetherian but not Artinian, every min-holonomic is cyclic.

Proof. If M is a finitely generated A-module, every submodule and every homomorphic
image have less then or equal Gelfand-Kirillov dimension then M . Hence, the kernel and
cokernel of a short exact sequence of min-holonomic modules is min-holonomic, an hence
(a) follows. If A is Noetherian, it satisfies the ACC condition on finitely generated modules.
But by Proposition 3.6, it also satisfies the DCC condition for holonomic modules. Hence,
(b) follows. (c) is a immediate consequence of (b). Finally, (d) follows from [16, Theorem
10.2.5]. �

Proposition 3.19. H(A) is a thick abelian subcategory of the category of finitely generated
A-modules.

Proof. Let 0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0. Since the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is exact, it is
clear that GK(M) = hA if and only if GK(M ′) = GK(M ′′) = hA. �

We recall that a left moduleM for a ring R is called a torsion module if every 0 6= m ∈ M
has torsion: there existis r 6= 0 ∈ R with r.m = 0

Proposition 3.20. If GK(A) > hA > 0, then every min-holonomic module is a torsion
module.

Proof. Let M ∈ H(A), 0 6= m ∈ M . Consider the map φ : A → M , a 7→ am. Imφ is a
submodule of M , and hence min-holonomic. We have the short exact sequence

0 → ker φ → A → imφ → 0.

As GK(A) > hA is the the biggest between GK(ker φ) and GK(im φ) = hA, we conclue
that GK(ker φ) = GK(A) > hA and hence it is not the 0 module. Hence m has torsion. �

Proposition 3.21. Let A be an affine algebra which is a prime ring and has positive
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. If I is a proper non-null left ideal of A, GKA/I ≤ GKA− 1.
In particular, this result holds if A is a Noetherian domain.

Proof. First we notice that every proper left ideal I of A is essential. Let J be another
proper left ideal. If I ∩ J = (0), then IJ ⊂ I ∩ J = (0). But as A is prime, this implies
I = (0) or J = (0), a contradiction. Hence the result follows from [35, 8.3.5(i)]. If A is a
Noetherian domain, by Proposition 2.22, then it is an Ore domain, and hence prime ([35,
Chapter 2]). �
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Proposition 3.22. Let A be a simple ring with positive Gelfand-Kirillov dimension and a
modest algebra. If I is non-zero proper left ideal, then GKA/I ≤ GKA− 1.

Proof. Suppose first that I is a principal left ideal Aa with a a regular element. Consider
the right exact sequence:

0 → A → A → A/Aa → 0,

where the first map is given by multiplication by a. If GKA = GKA/Aa, then e(A) =
e(A) + e(A/Aa), that is, e(A/Aa) = 0, which is absurd. In the general case, I contains
an ideal of the form Aa, with a a regular element, by Goldie’s regular element lemma [22,
Proposition 6.3] and the fact that I is an essential ideal (cf. proof of Proposition 3.21),
and A/I is a homomorphic image of A/Aa, implies our claim. �

The following is a strengthening of [19, Theorem 3.14]:

Proposition 3.23. Let A be an infinite-dimensional affine algebra which is also an prime
ring (for instance, an Ore domain). Suppose hA = GK(A)−1. A finitely generated module
M is min-holonomic, if and only if, it is torsion. Moreover, if A is simple, GK(A) = hA,
and every irreducible module is min-holonomic.

Proof. By Proposition 3.20, a simple f.g. module M is a torsion module. Now suppose
M f.g. torsion. Assume it is generated by m1, . . . ,mn. Since each mi is torsion, Ami

is isomorphic to a quotient of the form A/Ji, where Ji is a proper left ideal. Hence
GKA/Ji = hA by Proposition 3.21. As the category of min-holonomic modules is abelian,
each Ami ∈ H(A), and hence M =

∑

Ami ∈ H(A). If A is simple, GK(M) ≥ 1, for M
is necessarily infinite-dimensional. The simple finitely generated A-modules have the form
A/I, where I is a left-maximal ideal. Applying Proposition 3.21, GK(A/I) = hA, and
hence the module is min-holonomic. �

Example 3.24. Every irreducible module for the first Weyl algebra is holonomic.

Finally, we have the following technical improvement of the last proposition:

Proposition 3.25. Let A be an affine infinite-dimensional algebra which is a prime ring,
but not a division algebra, with GKA = 2. If M is an irreducible infinite-dimensional
module, GKM = 1

Proof. M is an irreducible module, M ≃ A/I for a suitable proper left ideal I of A. By
Proposition 3.21, GKM = 0, 1. Since M is infinite-dimensional, GKM = 1. �

4. Algebras with special filtrations

In this section, we will consider affine algebras A, and many classes of special filtrations
on them, such that the algebra is one of the following four: a) filtered-semicommutative, b)
almost commutative, c) somewhat commutative, d) vaguely commutative (a similar notion
considered in [2] and [19]).

We will first discuss almost commutative algebras. As this is the most important example
in applications ([26]), a very detailed account is given. To a lesser extent, we tried to do the
same for somewhat commutative algebras, but we had to omit some steps, as the theory
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is very technical. Vaguely commutative algebras and filtered semi-commutative algebras
have a brief exposition.

What makes these algebras so relevant, in all cases, is the same: the existence of a
Hilbert -Samuel polynomials. So the results, in the end, will follow from Theorem 3.11.

We remark that those algebras also have the notion of a Poincaré series. The relation
of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension and Poincaré series is the main topic of [30]. We will
dedicate the last subsection of this section to discuss them.

We have

almost commutative ( somewhat commutative ( vaguely commutative.

4.1. Almost commutative algebras.

Definition 4.1 ([26, Ch. 7]). An affine algebra A is called almost commutative if it
has a filtration F = {Fi}i≥0, with F0 = k, F1 is finite-dimensional, Fn = Fn

1 , n > 1,
and grF A is commutative. Such filtrations are sometimes called standard, and they are
finite-dimensional.

Proposition 4.2. If A is almost commutative and F is a standard filtration on A, then
grF A is a commutative finitely generated Noetherian algebra. Hence A is Noetherian.

Proof. [26, Proposition 7.1] �

Almost commutative algebras may seem like an artificial generalization of commutative
algebras. But, in fact:

Theorem 4.3. An algebra A is almost commutative if and only if it is a homomorphic
image of a universal enveloping algebra U(g) of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g.

Proof. [26, Theorem 7.2]. �

Example 4.4. It is well-known that the Weyl algebra Wn(k) is generated by monomials
xαyβ in the standard generators (here we are using the usual multi-index notation). We are
now going to introduce the important Bernstein filtration B = {Bi}i≥0 on Wn(k). Here
Bi is the vector space spanned by the monomials xαyβ with |α| + |β| ≤ i. Elementary
combinatorics shows that each Bi is finite-dimensional and Bi = Bi

1. Finally, grB Wn(k) =
k[z1, . . . , z2n] ([16]). So the Weyl algebras are almost commutative, and by Proposition
2.24, GK Wn(k) = 2n

We could also show that Wn(k) is almost commutative by noticing it is an homomorphic
image of the enveloping algebra of the n:th Heisenberg Lie algebra hn which has a basis
{ai, bi}ni=1 ∪ {c} with [ai, bi] = c and remaining brackets zero.

Proof. [26, Lemma 1.5]. �

Theorem 4.5 (Hilbert polynomials). Let A = k[x1, . . . , xr] by graded by the usual degree,
and let M =

⊕∞
i=0Mi be a finitely generated graded A-module.

(a) Each Mi is finite-dimensional.
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(b) There is a polynomial hM (x) ∈ Q[x] of degree at most r − 1 such that for n ≫ 0,
dimMn = hM (n).

(c) For n ≫ 0, dM (n) = dim(
⊕n

i=0 Mi) is a polynomial of degree ≤ r and rational coeffi-
cients.

Proof. [26, Theorem 7.4]. Note that (b) implies (c) by Proposition 2.10. �

Proposition 4.6. Let A =
⊕∞

i=0Ai be a commutative graded algebra with A0 = k and
finitely generated as an algebra by the subspace A1, which is finite-dimensional, and let
M =

⊕∞
i=0 Mi be a finitely generated graded A-module.

Let dM (n) = dim(
⊕n

i=0Mi); it is a polynomial in n with rational coefficients and degree
GKM .

Proof. A is an homomorphic image of Sym(A1), which is a polynomial algebra in dimA1

indeterminates. In this way M becomes a finitely generated graded module over a polyno-
mial algebra, and hence the first assertion follows from Theorem 4.5. By [26, Proposition
5.1c)], GK(M) as an A-module is the same as GK(M) as an Sym(A1)-module. By [26,
Proposition 6.1b)] and Theorem 4.5c), so GK(M) = γ(dM (n)), which is precisely the degree
of dM (n) by Proposition 2.4. �

Let A be an algebra with a filtration F that turns it into an almost commutative algebra,
and M an A-module with a finite-dimensional filtration Ω such that grΩ M is a finitely
generated grF A-module. By Proposition 4.6, for n ≫ 0, dgrΩ M (n) = dim(M0 ⊕M1/M0 ⊕
M2/M1⊕ . . .⊕Mn/Mn−1) = dimMn = dΩ(n) is a polynomial in n with rational coefficients
called the Hilbert-Samuel polynomial.

The polynomial dΩ(n) can be written, using Proposition 2.10 as

dΩ(n) = ad

(

n

d

)

+ ad−1

(

n

d− 1

)

+ . . . a1

(

n

1

)

+ a0,

where e(M) = ad is a positive integer, called the multiplicity of M .

Remark 4.7. We can also define e(M) as (the leading coeficient of dΩ(n)) × (GK(M))!.

By Proposition 2.24, the degree of dΩ(n) is GK(M).
By Theorem 3.11, we have:

Theorem 4.8. An almost commutative algebra is very nice algebra.

Example 4.9. Let M be the Weyl algebra Wn(k) itself filtered by the Bernstein filtration.

dim Bj =
(

2n+j
2n

)

= j2n

(2n)! . It is a polynomial of degree 2n, which implies GKWn(k) = 2n,

in accordance with Example 4.4. The multiplicity is the leading coeficient times (2n)! -
hence, 1.

Example 4.10. Let M = k[x1, . . . , xn], with its usual filtration. M is a module for
the Weyl algebra Wn(k) and the usual filtration of M is compatible with the Bernstein

filtration. dimMj =
(

n+j
n

)

= jn

n! + . . ., a polynomial in j with degree n. Hence GKM = n.
The multiplicity is the coefficient of the leading term, 1/n!, times GK(M)!, and hence is 1.
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Example 4.11. Let M = k[x, x−1], with filtration given by Mj = BJx
−1. One can see

that Mj is spanned by xj−1, xj−2, . . . , x−j−1. So dimMj = 2j + 1. GK(M) = 1, as the
polynomial has degree 1, and the multiplicity is 2.

4.2. Somewhat commutative algebras.

Definition 4.12. An affine algebra A is called somewhat commutative if has a finite-
dimensional filtration F with F0 = k and grF A is affine commutative.

So the difference between almost commutative algebras and somewhat commutative
algebras is that, in the latter case, we do not require that the algebra is generated in
degree 1.

Example 4.13. Every almost commutative algebra is a somewhat commutative algebra,
but the converse is not true: for instance, the algebra k[y][x;−y2∂y] is somewhat commu-
tative but not almost commutative ([35, 14.3.9].)

Example 4.14. Let A be an affine regular algebra. ThenD(A) is a somewhat commutative
algebra [35, Theorem 15.1.20 a)i)ii)]. The associated graded algebra is Sym(Derk(A)).
Since A is regular, GKD(A) = GK Sym(Derk(A)) = 2GKA = 2KrullA.

Example 4.15. Consider Wn(k) the rank n Weyl algebra with Bernstein filtration B. As
we saw, this turn Wn(k) in an almost commutative algebra. Let G < GLn(k) be a finite
group that acts linearly on Wn(k). ThenWn(k)

G has an inherited filtration BG = {BG
i }i≥0.

Let h be the natural n-dimensional representation of G as given. Then grBG Wn(k)
G =

k[h ⊕ h∗]G. Since the later algebra is commutative and affine (by Noether’s Theorem in
invariant theory), the invariants of the Weyl algebra are a somewhat commutative algebra.
Also, as the associated graded algebra has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 2n, GKWn(k)

G =
2n.

Example 4.16. The previous example can be generalized considerably. Consider the
following alternative realization of the Weyl algebra: Let (V, ω) be a symplectic vector
space. Let dim V = 2n. Consider the quotient of the free algebra k〈V 〉 by the ideal
generated by xy − yx − ω(x, y), x, y ∈ V . This is the Weyl algebra Wn(k). Let G be a
finite group of automorphisms of Sp(V ). Then G acts on the Weyl algebra Wn(k) and
preserves the Bernstein filtration. The associated graded algebra of Wn(k)

G is S(V )G, and
so Wn(k)

G is somewhat commutative. The previous case is a subcase of this: let h be a
finite-dimensional vector space of dimension n and G < GL(h) finite. Then G acts on h∗

contragrediently and on h ⊕ h∗ diagonally. The vector space V = h ⊕ h∗ has a canonical
symplectic form, and so the previous example is a case of this one. The symplectic form
is: ω〈(y, f), (u, g)〉 = g(y)− f(u), f, g ∈ h∗, y, u ∈ h.

Example 4.17. Let A be an affine regular domain, and G a finite group of automorphisms
of A. Then D(A)G is a somewhat commutative algebra [19, Proposition 5.2]. The associ-
ated graded algebra is Sym(A)G, which has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 2GK(A), and by
Proposition 2.24, GKD(A)G = 2GK(A).
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We denote F = {Ai}i≥0. If M is a module with a finite-dimensional filtration Ω, we
write Ω = {Mi}i≥0. This deviate from the notation of the previous subsection but will be
very convenient here.

Call R = grF A and N = grΩ M , where Ω is a good filtration (i.e., the associated graded
modules is finitely generated over R)

R and N are obviously N-graded, say R =
⊕∞

i=0 Ri; and the same for N. But we can
use this to define a filtration R = {R∗

i }i≥0, where R∗
n = ⊕n

i=0Ri. Similarly we construct a
filtration N = {N∗

i }i≥o.

Lemma 4.18. There is an t > 0 such that R is generated, as an algebra, by R∗
t , and

moreover for every n, R∗
n ⊂ (R∗

t )
n ⊂ R∗

nt. Also An ⊂ (At)
n ⊂ Ant. A similar result holds

for N .

Proof. [35, Lemma 8.6.2]. �

Lemma 4.19. Let M be a finitely generated A-modules. Let Ω be a good filtration for M .
Let t be as in the previous lemma, and there is an s > 0 such that N∗

s generates N as an
R-module. Then for each n:

N∗
n ⊂ R∗

nN
∗
s ⊂ (R∗

t )
nN∗

s ⊂ R∗
ntN

∗
s ⊂ N∗

s+nt,

and
Mn ⊂ AnMs ⊂ (At)

nMs ⊂ AntMs ⊂ Ms+nt.

Proof. Similar to that of the previous lemma. �

An immediate consequence of this fact is the following.

Proposition 4.20. GK(A) = GK(R), and if M is a finitely generated module with good
filtration Ω, GK(M) = GK(N).

Now notice that R is commutative affine. Hence all the results from almost commutative
algebras are applicable. We can construct a filtration for R such that it becomes almost
commutative, with Hilbert polynomial p(t) which in turn gives GK(N) and e(N). It is now
needed to show that G(N) does not depends of the filtrations for A and M ; and that e(N)
does not depend on the filtrations for M . The rest of [35, Section 8.6] is too technical, so
we omit it.

Again by Theorem 3.11:

Theorem 4.21. A somewhat commutative algebra is a very nice algebra.

The class of somewhat commutative algebras is closed under a relevant algebraic oper-
ation: almost centralizing extensions.

Definition 4.22. Let R ⊂ S be two algebras. S is called an almost centralizing extension
of R if it is generated as an algebra by R and a finite set {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ S \R, such that

[r, xi] ∈ R, ∀r ∈ R, i = 1, . . . , n;

[xi, xj ] ∈
n
∑

k=1

xkR+R, ∀i = 1, . . . , n.
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Example 4.23. Let R be an affine algebra and g a finite-dimensional Lie algebra acting
by derivations on R. Then the smash product R#U(g) is an almost centralizing extension
of R.

Proposition 4.24. An algebra that is an almost centralizing extension of a somewhat
commutative algebra, is again somewhat commutative.

Proof. [35, Proposition 8.6.9]. �

We insisted on the filtration being finite-dimensional. But in fact we have:

Proposition 4.25. If A is an affine algebra with a (non-necessarily finite dimensional)
filtration F = {Ai}i≥0 with k ⊂ A0, and M an A-module filtered by Ω, then:

GK(A) = GK(grF A) and GK(M) = GK(grΩM).

Proof. [37]. �

Example 4.26. Suppose the base field algebraically closed of zero characteristic. Let
X be an smooth irreducible affine variety and D(X) the ring of differential operators on
X. D(X) has a infinite dimensional filtration, by order of differential operator, such that
the associated graded algebra is O(T ∗X). Since GK(O(T ∗X)) = 2dimX, by the above
proposition GK(D(X) = 2dimX.

This result seems at odd with Proposition 2.24, but the idea of the paper [37] is to
somehow reduce the given filtration to a finite-dimensional one. This is the process of
re-filtering, which we are going to see further below.

4.3. Vaguely commutative algebras. We introduce the following terminology:

Definition 4.27. Let A be an affine algebra. If A has a filtration F that satisfies all
conditions of a somewhat commutative algebra, except that we allow k ( F0, then it is
called vaguely commutative algebra.

Remark 4.28. The notion of vaguely commutative algebras were investigated under several
additional assumptions in [19, Section 6.1], under the name generalized somewhat commu-
tative algebra.

Theorem 4.29. All vaguely commutative algebras are modest algebras.

Proof. [2, Theorem 3.2, Proposition 3.3] and [26, Lemma 2.1, Proposition 6.6]. �

In general, for a vaguely commutative algebra the multiplicity of a module does not
belong to N. It is of the form n/ℓGK(M), where n ∈ N+ and ℓ is the least common multiple
of the degree of the homogeneous generators of grF A.

We have a fundamental example of this situation. Let Hc(V,Γ) be a symplectic reflection
algebra at t = 1 and Uc(V,Γ) its spherical subalgebra (the canonical reference for these is
[18]).

We have a filtration for Hc(V,Γ) given by F−1 = 0, F0 = CΓ, F1 = CΓ+CΓV . Fn = Fn
1 ,

i ≥ 2. Let G be the filtration induced on Uc(V,Γ).
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Proposition 4.30. grGUc(V,Γ) ≃ S(V )Γ. Hence, Uc(V,Γ) is vaguely commutative.

Proof. [18, Theorem 1.3]. �

4.4. Filtered semi-commutative algebras.

Definition 4.31. An affine algebra A is called semi-commutative if it is generated by a
finite number of elements x1, . . . , xn with xixj = λijxj, xi, 0 6= λij , for all i, j. That is, A
is a homomorphic image of a quantum affine space.

Definition 4.32. An affine algebra A is called filtered semi-commutative if it has a finite-
dimensional filtration F , with F0 = k, such that grF A is semi-commutative

Example 4.33. As example of such algebras we haveOq

(

Mn(k)
)

, Oq

(

GLn(k)
)

, Oq

(

SLn(k)
)

and Uq

(

sln(k)
)

, where q ∈ k× is not a root of unity [36].

Theorem 4.34. Filtered semi-commutative algebras are very nice.

Proof. This is the main result in [36].
�

4.5. Some comments on Poincaré series.

Definition 4.35. Let A =
⊕∞

i=0 Ai be an algebra with finite-dimensional grading. The
Poincaré series of A is the generating function PA(t) =

∑∞
i=0 dim Ait

i. If A has a finite-
dimensional filtration, we denote by PA(t) the Poincaré-Hilbert series of the associated
graded algebra of A.

It is well known that we have a natural map ι : Q(t) →֒ Z((t)), where Q(t) = Frac Z[t],
and Z((t)) = Frac Z[[t]]. PA(t) belongs to Z[[t]]. The fundamental question is: when there
are p(t), 0 6= q(t) ∈ Z[t] such that ι

(

(p(t)/q(t)
)

= PA(t)? That is, when PA(t) can be
expressed as a rational function?

The next result shows why this is an interesting question.

Theorem 4.36. Let P (t) =
∑∞

i=0 f(i)t
i be any element of Z[[t]]. The following are equiv-

alent:

(a) P (t) is a rational function; that is, there are p(t), 0 6= q(t) ∈ Z[t], q(0) = 1, with
P (t) = p(t)/q(t)

(b) There exists 0 6= s ∈ N and a1, . . . , as ∈ Z, such there is a recurrence relation, for
n ≫ 0:

f(n+ s) = a1f(n+ s− 1) + . . .+ asf(n).

(c) There exists polynomials pj(x) ∈ Q̄(x), where Q̄ denote the algebraic numbers, and
elements αj ∈ Q̄, j = 1, . . . , s, such that f(n) =

∑s
j=1 pj(n)α

n
j , for n ≫ 0.

Proof. [29, Chapter III, Section 1], [43, Theorem 4.1.1]4. �

The Poincaré series is a polynomial if and only if the algebra is finite-dimensional, and
hence has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 0.

4[43] is not an algebra book: it is about enumerative combinatorics!
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Theorem 4.37. Let PA(t) =
∑∞

n=0 f(n)t
n be the Poincaré series of an infinite-dimensional

algebra A with a finite-dimensional grading/filtration. If PA(t) is a rational function then
its radius of convergence r is ≤ 1 and either

• r < 1 and the algebra A has exponential growth (and hence, in particular, infinite
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension), or

• r = 1 and

PA(t) =
p(t)

(1− ts)d
,

for some polynomial p(t) with p(1) 6= 0

In the later case there exists polynomials f1, . . . , fs such that f(n) = fi(n) for n ≡ i(mod s)
and n ≫ 0; max{deg(fi)} = d− 1, GK(A) = d.

Proof. [29, Chapter III, Section 1], [43, Proposition 4.1]. �

The same proof as for Theorem 4.29 gives us:

Theorem 4.38. Let A be an affine infinite-dimensional algebra such that its Poincaré
series is rational, with radius of convergence 1. Then it is a modest algebra.

4.6. The endomorphism property.

Definition 4.39. Let A be an algebra over a field k. Then we say that A has the endo-
morphism property if EndA(M) is algebraic over k, for every simple A-module M .

Proposition 4.40. Let A be an affine algebra and M a simple module such that the
cardinality of the base field k is strictly greater than dimM . Then EndA(M) is algebraic
over k. 5

Proof. We offer the proof for it is quite easy. Let θ ∈ EndA(M). If θ is not algebraic over
k, then M is a vector space over k(θ), which is a purely transcendental extension. Then
dimk M ≥ dimk k(θ) ≥ |k|, since in k(θ) the rational functions (θ−λ)−1, λ ∈ k are linearly
independent. However, this leads to a contradiction in cardinality. So θ is algebraic. �

Next we state a rather spectacular theorem of Quillen.

Theorem 4.41. Let A be a k-algebra with filtration F = {Ai}i≥0, not necessarily finite-
dimensional and possibly with k ( A0, such that grF A is an affine commutative algebra.
Then A satisfies the endomorphism property.

Proof. [38]. �

Theorem 4.42. Filtered semi-commutative algebras satisfy the endomorphism property.

Proof. [36]. �

5This lemma sometimes is wrongly attribued to Dixmier. In his version of the proposition, A is countably
generated and the field is uncountable
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5. More general filtrations and re-filtering

In this last section we talk about algebras filtered by semigroups that are more general
than N, and we discuss re-filtering: when, from a infinite-dimensional filtration of an affine
algebra, we extract a finite-dimensional filtration that has the same properties.

Definition 5.1. A semigroup G is called an ordered semigroup if it has a total order <
such that, x < y in G implies xz < yz abd zx < zy, for any z ∈ G.

Definition 5.2. Let A be an affine algebra algebra and G an ordered semigroup. We say
that A is filtered by G if it has been equipped with a family F = {Fg|g ∈ G} of subspaces
of A such that:

(i) Fg ⊂ Fh if g < h.
(ii) FgFh ⊂ Fgh.
(iii) Put F<g =

∑

h∈G,h<g Fh. Then A =
⋃

g∈G(Fg \ F<g).

(iv) 1 ∈ Fe \ F<e, where e is the unity of G.

Given a filtration as above, the associated graded algebra grF A is the vector space
⊕

g∈G Fg \ F<g with product (a+ F<g)(b+ F<h) = (ab+ F<gh).

Example 5.3. Let A be a G-graded algebra. Then we can introduce on it a G-filtration
F = {Fg|g ∈ G} by Fg =

⊕

h≤g Ah.

In this generality there is not much that one can say about the relation between the
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of A and grF A. We limit ourselves to just one result.

Theorem 5.4. Let A be a domain filtered by an ordered semigroup G. Define v : A →
grF A by v(a) = a + F<g for all a ∈ Fg \ F<g. If v(A) = grF A, and grF A is a domain,
then GKA ≥ GKgrF A.

Proof. [46, Theorem 6.7]. �

5.1. Multi-filtered algebras. Through the rest of this section, the ordered monoid will
be Nm, m > 0. In this case we say the algebras are multi-filtered. For a comprehensive
discussion of the computational aspects of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of certain multi-
filtered algebras related to quantum groups, see [15].

Definition 5.5. An admissible order � on Nm is a total ordering such that (0, . . . , 0) is a
minimal element in Nm, and given α, β, γ ∈ Nm, α ≺ β implies α+γ � β+γ. By Dickson’s
lemma [4, Corollary 4.48], every admissible order is a well-order.

Definition 5.6. A multi-filtration of an affine algebra A is a collection {Fγ(A)|γ ∈ Nm}
of subspaces of A such that

(i) Fγ(A) ⊂ Fδ(A) if γ � δ.
(ii) Fγ(A)Fδ(A) ⊂ Fγ+δ(A).
(iii) 1 ∈ F0(A)
(iv) A =

⋃

γ∈Nm Fγ(A).
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If all Fγ(A) are finite-dimensional, we say that we have a finite-dimensional multi-
filtration.

We already discussed how to construct the associated graded algebra, which we denote
just by G(A) for notational simplicity, in our more general construction with ordered
semigroups. Now we will discuss modules.

Definition 5.7. A multi-filtration on a left module M is a family {Fγ(M)|γ ∈ Nm} of
subspaces of M such that

(i) Fγ(M) ⊂ Fσ(M) if γ � σ,
(ii) Fγ(A)Fσ(M) ⊂ Fγ+σ(M),
(iii) M =

⋃

γ∈Nm Fγ(M).

If each Fγ(M) is finite-dimensional, we say that the multi-filtration is finite-dimensional.

Call F≺γ(M) =
⋃

σ≺γ Fσ(M).

For simplicity, we will denoted the associated graded module by G(M). As a vector
space,

G(M) =
⊕

γ∈Nm

Fγ(M) \ F≺γ(M),

and we have multiplication
(

a + F≺γ(A)
)(

m + F≺δ(M)
)

=
(

am + F≺γ+δ(M)
)

, turning it
into a grNm A-module.

We have the following generalization of a well known fact about N-filtrations:

Theorem 5.8. Let A be a multi-filtered algebra. If the associated graded algebra is left or
right Noetherian, so is A.

Proof. [21, Theorem 1.5]. �

The next result is the analogue of Proposition 2.24 for multi-filtrations.

Proposition 5.9. Let M be finitely generated multi-filtered module over an affine multi-
filtered algebra A, and let G(A) and G(M) denote the associated graded algebra and module
respectively. If G(M) is a finitely generated G(A)-module, and G(A) is affine, then

GKA M ≥ GKG(A)G(M).

Furthermore, if the multi-filtrations are finite-dimensional, equality holds.

Proof. [21, Theorem 2.8]. �

Finally, for multi-filtrations we have an analogue of Tauvel’s theorem for the exactness
of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension for finitely generated modules.

Theorem 5.10. If A is an affine algebra with a finite-dimensional multi-filtration with
F0(A) = k. If G(A) is a left Noetherian affine algebra, then GK is exact on A-mod.

Proof. [21, Theorem 2.10]. �

Example 5.11. If A is the multiparameter quantized Weyl algebra AQ,Γ
n of Maltsiniotis

[32] or Uq(sln), q 6= 0 and not a root of unity, then GK is exact on A-mod. [21].
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5.2. Re-filtering. The main result of [14] is that if we have an affine algebra A with
a multi-filtration, possibly infinite-dimensional, such that the associated graded algebra
is semi-commutative, then it has a finite-dimensional N-filtration such that the associated
graded algebra is semi-commutative. This is called re-filtering. This was not a new concept;
see the already discussed paper [37].

Theorem 5.12. Let A be an affine algebra. Suppose it has a multi-filtration such that that
its associated graded algebra is semi-commutative. Then A has a N-filtration F which such
that with respect to it A is a filtered semi-commutative algebra.

Proof. [14, Theorem 2.3]. �

Following [14], we call the algebras satisfying the hypothesis of the above theorem gen-
eralized semi-commutative.

Corollary 5.13. If A is a generalized semi-commutative algebra, then it is a very nice
algebra and it satisfies the endormorphism property.

Example 5.14. The multiparamter quantized Weyl algebra AQ,Γ
n and Uq(g), Uq(g)

+ are
generalized semi-commutative [14, Example 1.18].

Remark 5.15. The ring theoretical properties for the associated graded algebra can be
destroyed by the re-filtering process. With the usual multi-filtration, G

(

Uq(g)
)

is a domain;
this is lost in the re-filtering.
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