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PRIME IDEALS OF MOH AND THE CHARACTERISTIC OF THE FIELD

LAURA GONZALEZ AND FRANCESC PLANAS-VILANOVA

ABSTRACT. We reprove and generalize a result of Moh which bounds the minimal number of
generators of an ideal in a power series ring in three variables over a field. As a consequence, we
obtain minimal generating sets for the first prime of Moh, proving that the minimal number of
generators might decrease depending on the field characteristic. This contradicts an statement of
Sally. Finally, we show that these minimal generating sets are standard basis with the negative
degree reverse lexicographic order.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be a field, n > 3 be an odd integer, m = (n + 1)/2 and A an integer greater than
n(n + 1)m, with ged(A\,m) = 1. In his papers [7, 8], Moh considers the following family of k-
algebra morphisms p, : k[[z,y,2] — k[[t], where p,(z) = t"™ + t"™*A p.(y) = tFD™ and
pn(2) = tF2m  Let P, := ker(p,) and let ;(P,) denote its minimal number of generators. Moh
proves that, if k has characteristic zero, then u(P,) = n + 1. Shortly after, Sally gives in her book
[9] an excellent overview of Moh’s work. In a Remark in pages 61-62, she writes “Once Moh’s
primes are constructed in k[z,y, z],with k of characteristic 0, then one can show that they also
exist in k[[x,y, 2], for k a field of any characteristic.” In her discussion, she affirms that, if P, is
the corresponding ideal in characteristic p > 0, then u(P,) > u(P,). Much more recently, Mehta,
Saha and Sengupta in [6] revisit Moh’s primes focusing on given an iterative procedure for finding a
set of polynomials that minimally generates P,. It is worth to mention that in the papers of Moh,
it is not mentioned, at least explicity, that the ideals P, can be generated by polynomials. Mehta,
Saha and Sengupta also give a Grobner basis of the ideal P; Nk|x,y, 2], revealing the difficulty of
finding a Grobner basis of P, Nk[z,y, 2] in general.

In the present paper we first study, what is to us, the key result of Moh in [7]. That result
gives a lower bound on the minimal number of generators of an ideal @ of k[z,y, 2] in terms of
the dimension of some k-vector spaces V. associated to an order ¢ in k[z,y, z]] and to the ideal
Q@ (see [7, Theorem 4.3]). It is readily seen that that theorem holds true in any dimension and
for any characteristic of k. Our main contribution, besides giving a more detailed proof, is to
show a somewhat more explicit method of finding (and extending to) minimal generating sets of
@, contained in the k-linear space spanned by a fixed minimal generating set of ), and satisfying
certain conditions linked to the V. and o (see Theorem B.1] for more details).

Secondly, by means of our extension of the result of Moh, we construct sets of polynomials that
minimally generate P := P, (n = 3), so m = 2, and for A\ = 25, but for any characteristic. We
prove that p(P) = 4, not only in characteristic 0, but also in characteristic p > 5 (see Theorem [A.7]).
Surprisingly enough, we see that p(P) = 2 in characteristic 2 and p(P) = 3 in characteristic 3,
which contradicts the aforementioned inequality p(P,) > u(P,) in the book of Sally (Theorems E10]
and [£13). And what is more, it leaves as an open problem to find a subfamily of the family of
primes of Moh, or an alternative family of primes in k[[z, y, z]], with an unbounded minimal number
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of generators, and where k is a field of characteristic other than 0. We hope to come back to this
question in a near future.

Finally, we show that the minimal generating sets provided for P are, in fact, standard basis
with the negative degree reverse lexicographic order >g4s on the set of monomials.

For any unexplained notation we refer to the books [1I, 14} [5].

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES
This section is devoted to introduce some terminology and easy preliminary results.

Notation 2.1. We denote the set of non-negative integers by N. Fix d € N, d > 1. Let nq,...,nqg €
N, n; > 1, with ged(nq,...,n4) = 1. Let S = (nq,...,ny) be the numerical semigroup generated
by n1,...,nq. For r € N, let

F(r,S) = {a=(ai,...,aq) e N | aqny + -+ + agng =}
stand for the set of factorizations of r. Note that if r € S, then F(r,S) = 0.

Notation 2.2. Let k be a field, x = x1,...,24 a set of variables over k and Mong = {x* | @ € Nd}
the set of monomials x* = z{'---z? with multi-index exponent a = (a1,...,0q) € N¢. The
degree of x* is defined as deg(x®) = |a| = aq + -+ + aq. Let k[x]] = k[x1,...,24]] denote the
power series ring with coefficients in k. Any power series can be written as f = > cna Aax®, with
Ao € k. The support of f, f # 0, is Supp(f) = {o € N? | A\, # 0}. The order of f, f # 0, is
ord(f) = min{|a| € N | a € Supp(f)}. The leading form of f, f # 0, is LF(f) = Z|a\:ord(f) Aax®;
f is said to be homogeneous if f = LF(f). If f, g are homogeneous, both of order r, then f+ ¢ =0
or f—+g is homogeneous of order r. In this paper, whenever we work with power series rings in three
variables or in one variable, they will be denoted x,y, z or t, respectively. For instance, if d = 3
and f = 2% — 2zy® + 2%yz — y°2* € k[[z,y, 2]}, then Supp(f) = {(0,0,3),(1,3,0),(2,1,1),(0,5,4)},
ord(f) = 3 and LF(f) = 25.

Let o : k[x]] — k[x]] be the k-algebra morphism defined by o(z;) = z}*, for i = 1,...,d.
Given f = > cnaAax® € K[x]|, f # 0, the o-order of f is defined as cord(f) := ord(c(f)).
Note that oord(f) € S. The o-leading form of f is f7 = o YLF(o(f))) = 2 acF(rs) AaX",
where r = cord(f); f is said to be o-homogeneous if o(f) is homogeneous, that is, if f = f°.
Let f7 := f — f, which will be called the tail of f. Following with the previous example, if
S = (3,4,5), and o(x) = 3, o(y) = t* and o(z) = t°, then o(f) = 2% — 223y'2 + 26y*2> — 420220
oord(f) =15 € S, LF(o(f)) = 2 — 223y'2 + 25¢y42°, f7 = 23 — 2293 + 2%yz and f7 = —y°2%.

Given a subset & of k[[x]], let 7 = {f7 | f € A, f # 0} denote the set of its o-leading forms.
We understand that if = or Z = {0}, then 8% = 0.

Remark 2.3. Let r € N. Set W, ={g € k[x]| | g # 0, g = g7, oord(g) =} U{0}. Then, g € W,
if and only if g = > cp(,5) Aax”. Since F(r,S) is finite, W, = (x* [ a € F(r,8)) is the k-vector
space spanned by the monomials x%, with a € F(r,S). Thus, the elements of W, are polynomials.
Ifr € S, then W,. # 0 and dim W, > 1. If r = 0, then Wy = (1). If r ¢ S, we just define W, = {0}.
Observe that the definition of W, depends on the chosen o.

Let h =3 cna Aax® € K[x]]. Given 7 € S, let hy = 3 cp(,5) Aax” € W, be the polynomial
obtained as the summation of all the monomial terms of h of o-order r. In particular, the summation
> res hr is well-defined and h can be written as h =) s hy.

Lemma 2.4. Let Q be a proper ideal of K[[x]]. Let r € S. Set
V., ={g€ W, |g#0, there exists f € Q such that g = f°} U{0}.
Then V.. is a k-vector subspace of W,.. Moreover, if g € W,., g # 0, then the following are equivalent:

(a) g € Vy;
(b) g € Q or there exists h € k[x]], h # 0, such that oord(h) > r and such that f := g+ h € Q.
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In such a case, g = f% and h = f7.

Proof. 1f g1,92 € V,, with g1 = —go, then g1+92 =0,and g1+g2 € V;.. If 1,92 € V;,, with g1,92 # 0
and g1 # —go, then g1,92 € W,. and g1 + g2 € W,., because W, is a vector space. Moreover, there
are fi = > end MioX® € Q, fi # 0, such that g; = f7 = ZaeF(nS) Xiox® Then, fi + fo € Q,
where f1 + fo = > cna(ALa + A2,0)x%, and f1 + fo # 0, otherwise g1 = f{ = —f7 = —go.
Moreover, g1 + g2 = fla + f2U = EOLEF(T’,S) Al,axa + EOLEF(T’,S) )‘2704Xa = EQEF(T,S) ()‘1704 + )‘27Q)Xa =
(f1 + f2)°. Therefore, g1 + g2 € V,.. Similarly, if g € V,., g # 0, and v € k, v # 0, then vg € W,,
because W, is a vector space. Furthermore, there exists f = ) cna Aax® € Q, f # 0, such that
g=f° = ZaeF(ﬁs) Aax®. Then, vf € Q, where vf = > na(¥Aa)x®, and vf # 0. Moreover,
vg =vf7 =3 ner@s) VAa)x* = (vf)7. Therefore, vg € V;. Thus, V; is a k-vector space.
Suppose that g € W,, g # 0, g € V;. By definition of V;., there exists f = Y ., fs, where
fs = ZaeF(&S) Aax®, f € Q, and such that g = f = f.. If f, =0, for all s > r, then g = f, = f,
sog € Q. If fo # 0, for some s > r, take h := > __ f;. Then h # 0, ocord(h) > r, and
f = fr+h = g+h. Conversely, suppose that g € W,., g # 0, in particular, g = ¢° and cord(g) = r.
If g € Q, take f := g and we are done. On the other hand, if there exists h € k[[x]], h # 0, such
that ocord(h) > r and such that f := g+ h € Q, then, clearly, f7 =g and g € V.. O

Note that, since @ is proper, if r = 0, it follows that Vo = 0. If r € S, we just define V. = {0}.
Observe that V,. depends on ¢ and Q.

3. REVISITING A THEOREM OF MOH

A careful reading of the proof of Theorem 4.3 of Moh in [7] reveals a very deep and rich result
(see also the proof of [8, Theorem]). The purpose of this section is to bring to the surface the
somehow hidden ideas in the proof while, at the same time, we reprove it more detailedly and
generalize it.

To simplify the statement, we will understand that a null vector space has a unique basis, or a
unique linearly independent subset, which is the empty set.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q be a proper ideal of k[x]] and let € be a finite system of generators of Q.
Let o : k[x]] = k[x]] be the k-algebra morphism defined by o(x;) = ', fori=1,...,d. Let V, be
associated to o and Q. Let & = min(ny,...,ng), s = min{oord(f) | f € Q, f # 0}, with {,s > 1.
(1) Then there exist By, ..., Be—1,Cc—1 included in (€)x, the k-linear space spanned by €,
such that for each i =0,...,& — 1,
o A7 is a (possibly empty) basis of Vyy;.
o RBo,...,Be_1,C¢_1 are pairwise disjoint.
® BoU...UBe_ 1 UC_1 is a minimal generating set of Q.
In particular,

s
|
—_

w@Q) > > dim Vi,

@
Il
o

(2) Let Zo,...,Z¢—1 C Q. Suppose that, for each i =0,...,§ — 1, D7 is a (possibly empty)
linearly independent subset of Vsyi. Then Py U ... U PD¢_1 can be extended to a minimal
generating set of Q with elements of (€)k.

Moreover, if the elements of € are polynomials, then the elements of Ao, ..., Be_1,Cc—1 can be
chosen to be polynomials and Zo U ... U D¢y can be extended to a minimal generating set of @
with polynomials.

Before the proof, we want to emphasize some aspects of this result, by comparison to the Moh’s
original theorem. First observe that it holds in any dimension and in any characteristic of the field
k. Moh focused on the lower bound of u(Q). Instead, we focus on detailing the construction of
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the minimal generating set of @ from where one can deduce that lower bound. Concretely: fixed a
(minimal) system of generators € of @, we construct a (minimal) generating set ZogU. .. Be_1UC 1
of @, included in the k-linear space spanned by %, and such that each %7 is a basis of Vyy;. In
particular, u(Q) > Z?;Ol dim Vi ; and, if @Q is generated by polynomials, then the elements of %;
and ¢’¢_1 can be taken polynomials. We have not been able to see in the papers of Moh a proof
that the ideals P, are generated by polinomials. This is not the case in the paper of Mehta, Saha
and Sengupta, in characteristic zero, where they give an iterative method to construct minimal
generating sets of P, given by polynomials (see [6, Section 4]).

The second part of our theorem asserts that it is possible to extend Zo U ... U Z¢_1, where 7
is a linearly independent subset of V. ;, to a minimal generating set of (). We will use this second
part to find the minimal generating sets of P53 in any characteristic.

In the end, two are the main ingredients of the proof: the equality cord(fg) = cord(f)+oord(g),
where f,g € Kk[x], f,g # 0, in the first part and the Steinitz exchange lemma, a ubiquitous
procedure in linear algebra, in the second part.

Proof of the Theorem [3.1. Forr > 1,set d, = dimV, and, fori =0,...,£—1,set e; = ds+- - -+dgs1.
Take ¢ = {fi,...,fy}, a finite set of generators of @ of cardinality n > 1. Let us iteratively
construct, for each i =0,...,£ — 1, #; and ¥; satisfying the following list of conditions H.
e #; and ¢; are subsets of (% ).
o If Vo, ; =0, then %; = 0.
o If Voyi #0, then B; = {fi1,..., fid,..}, card(%;) = dsyi, and H7 is a basis of V.
en>e =ds+ -+ dsgy.
eIfn=-r¢;, thenV, =0, forall s+i<r <s+¢&and¥%; =0.
o Ifn > e, then € = {gi1,---,Gin—e; } C (€)k, card(€;) = n—e; and cord(g; j) > s+1.
e In any case, Ay, ..., B;, €; are pairwise disjoint and ZByU...UHB;U%; is a set of generators
of @ of cardinality 7.
In the end, once all the %; and %; are constructed satisfying the conditions H;, we deduce that
n>e—1=ds+ - +dspe 1= Zf;ol dim Vi, and that there exist %o, ..., Be_1,C¢—1, a family of
pairwise disjoint subsets of (€)x, B; = 0, if Vs1; = 0, B7 a basis of Vi, if Viy; # 0, and such that
BoU...UPBe_1 UG ¢_1 is a set of generators of () of cardinality 7. In particular, if 4 is a minimal
generating set of @), since k[[x1, ..., z4]| is Noetherian local, one deduces that ZyU.. . UHBe_1UC¢_1

is a minimal generating set for @ too and so u(Q) =n > Z?;Ol dim Vi ;. This will prove item (1).

CONSTRUCTION OF %y AND €. By definition of s, Vs # 0. Take {vg1,...,v04,} C @ such that
{0815+ ++,v8 4.} is a basis of Vs. For each 1 < j < dj, since vo; € Q and Q = (f1,..., f), then

"
k
vo,j = E :ao,jfkv
k=1

where a’&j € k[[x]]. Note that, if alg’j is not a unit and alg’j # 0, then aord(alg’jfk) >¢é+s>s5=
oord(vg ;). In particular, the subset Ag ; of indices [ of {1,...,n} such that a& ; is invertible, with

term of order zero )\107]- € k, )\107]- # 0, and such that cord(f;) = s, is not empty. Taking o-leading
forms in both parts of the equality, we obtain

o _ l o
W= D Mgt

lGA()’j
Let Ag = A071 U...u AO,dS- Then
Ve= (1,5 v54,) € (7 |1 €M) C Vi

Thus Vi = (f7 | I € Ag). Since V, has dimension ds and {f{ | I € Ag} spans Vj, then card(Ag) > ds,
and there exists a subset I' C Ag C {1,...,n}, I' of cardinality ds, such that {f7 |l € I'} is a basis
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of Vi. In particular > d,. Renaming the elements f,..., f,;, we can suppose that {f{,... ,fgs}
is a basis of V. For [ =1,...,ds, set fo; := f; and let Bo = {fo1,..., fo.4,}- Note that By C €,
card(Ay) = ds, A is a basis of V;, and card(¢ \ Bo) =n—ds =n—eg > 0.

Suppose that n = ey = ds. In particular, %y = €, which is a set of generators of Q of cardinality
n. Let us prove that V, = 0, for all s <r < s+ §. Since n = ds, f1,..., f, have all o-order equal
to s and {f7,... =f7(77} is a basis of V. If £ = 1, there is nothing to prove. Suppose that £ > 2, and
that there exists g € V., g # 0, for some s < r < s+ &. Then g = f7, with f € @, cord(f) = r.
Since f € Q = (f1,..., fy), then f = Z?Zl b;fj, where b; € k[x]]. Let A C {1,...,n} denote the
subset of indices [ such that b; is invertible, with term of order zero y; € k, p; # 0. Suppose that
A # (). Since gord(f) = r > s, then, necessarily, >, puff = 0. Since {f{,..., f7} is a basis of
Vs, this implies y; = 0, a contradiction. Therefore A = () and all the b; are not units. But then
oord(b;fj) > £+ s > r, whereas cord(f) = r, a contradiction again. Therefore, f must be zero and
V=0, forall s <r<s+¢&.

Thus, when 1 = eg = dg, let €9 = 0, so that ByU % is a set of generators of @ of cardinality 7.

Suppose that n > ey = ds. For any g € €\ Ay, with cord(g) = s, if any, then g7 = Zfil gy, for
some )\; € k. Moreover g — Zfil i foq € Q and oord(g — Zfil i foq) > s. Take

ds
Co:={g€ €\ Boy|oord(g) > S}U {g— Z)\lfw

=1

g€ E\ By ,oord(g) = s} C (€,

where ()i stands for the k-linear space spanned by %. Since all the elements in % have o-order
bigger than s, it follows that %y and %y are disjoint. Since % is a set of generators of () and
HBoy C €, one deduces that HBy U € is a set of generators of Q) of cardinality 7.

This proves that %, and % fulfill the conditions Hy.

CONSTRUCTION OF %; AND %, 1 <i <& — 1. Note that, in particular, £ > i + 1. By the step
i — 1, there exist a family of pairwise disjoint subsets Ay, ..., B;—1,%i—1 of (€)k satisfying the
conditions H;_1. Therefore, %}, = 0, if Vi, = 0, and By = {fu,1,-- -, frd,., }> With B a basis of
Vi, if Viurx # 0. Moreover, ZBoU ... U A;_1 UE;_1 is a set of generators of @ of cardinality 7.
Furthermore, n > e;_1 =ds+-+-+dsy;—1 and, if n = e;_1, then V, =0, forall s+i—-1 <r < s+¢
and €;_1 = 0. If n > e;—_1, then €1 = {gi—11,- -, Gi—1m—e; 1} C (G, card(€i—1) = n — ei_1
and oord(g;—1,;) > s+1i— 1.

Suppose that 7 = e;_1. In this case, by the step ¢ — 1, Viy; = 0 and ¢;_1 = (). Take %; = () and
€; =0. Since €;_1 = @, it follows that ZyU...UZ,UE; = BoU...UB;,_1 = BoU.. . UB; 1UE;_1,
which is a set of generators of @) of cardinality n, by the step ¢ — 1.

Suppose that n > e;_1 and Vs,; = 0. Then take %; = () and ¢; = €;_1, so BoU...UB, UE; =
BoU...UHB;_1U%;—1, which, by the step ¢ — 1, is a set of generators of @) of cardinality 7.

Suppose that > e;_; and Vi ; # 0. Take {v;1,...,v4,,} C Q such that {Ugl, . =”§7d5+i} is a
basis of Vi ;. Since v; ; € @ and @ is generated by the elements of %o U...%;_1U%;_1, then, for
each 1 < j < ds4,

i—1 dsyk nN—€i—1
kil
Vij = Z Z ai:jfk,l + Z bﬁ,jgi—u, (1)
k=0 I=1 1=1
where af”;,bé’j € kx]l, fx1 € Br and g;_1; € €;—1. Note that oord(v; ;) = s + i and cord(fx;) =

s+k, where 0 <k <i—1and 1 <! < dg. In addition, cord(g;—1,;) > s+, for 1 <l <n—e;_;. If

afj is not a unit and afj # 0, then Jord(aﬁjfw) >&+s+k>s+i=oord(v; ), because £ > i+ 1.
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Let AZQJ» C {1,...,ds} denote the subset of indices ! such that ag’; is invertible, with term of

0, 0,
order zero )\i’j ek, )‘iJ

deduce that ) 7, r0 )\?’l-f(‘]’l = 0. Since {f§1,..., fJ 4. } is a basis of Vj, then )\?’]l- = 0, a contradiction.
i, ) ) ;s )

# 0, and suppose that A?J- # (). Taking o-leading forms in Equality (II), we

J

Therefore, all the ag’; are not units. For all k =1,...,1—1, oord(fy;) = s+k < s+1i = oord(v; ;).
Thus, similarly, and recursively on £k = 1,...,¢ — 1, one can prove that ai’;
Hence, aord(af”;fk,l) > s+ = oord(v; ), forall k =0,...,i—1and forall [ =1,...,dsyp. Let
Aij € A{1,...,m—e;—1} be the set of indices [ such that bé ;1s invertible, with term of order zero
,uij € k, /‘é,j # 0, and such that cord(g;—1;) = s+ ¢. Note that A;; # 0 for, if bé,j is not a unit,
then Jord(bajgi_u) > ¢+ s+1i > oord(v; ;). Taking o-leading forms in Equality (dI), we deduce

that
o __ I o
Vij = Z Fij9i-1,1-
lEAi,j

are not invertible.

Let A; = Ai,l Uu...u Ai,d Then

s+1i°

Veri = (W15 07 a,,,) C (91, [ 1 € Ni) € Vg

So Vsy; = (gf_u | L € A;). Since dim Vyy; = ds4; and {g;_1,; | | € A;} spans Vi, then card(A;) >
ds4i, and there exists a subset I' C A; C {1,...,n—e;_1}, card(T") = ds44, such that {gf_u |leT}
is a basis of Vyy,;. In particular,

n—ej—1 > card(A;) > card(T") = ds44,

and 1 > e;j_1 + dsy; = €;. Renaming the elements of ¢;—1 = {gi—1,1,---,9i—1,y—e;_, }, We can
suppose that {gf_u, 99y ds+i} is a basis of V. For 1 =1,...,dsyy, set fi; := gi—1, and let
Bi =A{fi1,---, fid,..}- Note that B; C ;1 C (€ )y, card(%;) = dsy; and card(€;—1) =n —e;_1.

Suppose that n = e;. In particular, card(%;) = ds1; = ¢; — €;—1 = n — ;1 = card(%;—1). Thus
B; = i1 and ByU...UB; = ByU...%;_1U%;_1, which is a system of generators of @)
of cardinality 7, by the conditions H;_; of the former step. Let us show that V., = 0, for all
s+i<r<s+¢& If £ =i+ 1, there is nothing to prove. Suppose that £ > i + 2, and that there
exists g € V., g # 0, for some s+i < r < s+&. Then g = f?, with f € @, cord(f) = r. Since
feqQ=(PBoU...UHB,), then

7 derk

f= Z Z g1 frls

k=0 I=1

where ay; € k[[x]]. Let Ag C {1,...,ds} denote the subset of indices I such that ag; is invertible,
with term of order zero Ag; € k, Ag; # 0. Suppose that Ag # (). Since cord(fy;) =s<s+i<r=
oord(f), then, necessarily, > Ao fg, = 0. Since {f61s--- ,f(‘ids} is a basis of Vj, this implies

Xo; = 0, a contradiction. Therefore Ag = () and all the ag; are not units. For all k = 1,...,4,
oord(fry) = s+ k < s+i < r = cord(f). So, in a similar vein, and recursively on k, one can
prove that ay; are not invertible for all k =1,...,i. But then, cord(ax,fr;) > £ + s > r, whereas

oord(f) = r, a contradiction again. Therefore, f must be zero and V,, =0, for all s+i < r < s+¢.

Thus, when 1 = ¢;, let €; = 0. Since #; = €i—1 C (€ )k, and by the former step, it follows
that Ay, ..., %A;, €; is a family of pairwise disjoint subsets of (¢)x, such that ZyU...UZ,UE; =
BoU...B;_1UTF;_1 is a system of generators of Q) of cardinality 7.

Suppose that n > e;. Then %#; C €;—1. Let g € €;—1 \ %, in particular, cord(g) > s +i. If
oord(g) = s + i, then g7 = Z;ljli A fo,, for some \; € k. Therefore, g — Z;ljli Aifig € Q and

e
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oord(g Zz YN fin) > s +i. Take

ds+i

oord(g) > s + z} U g— Z Aifid
=1

Observe that €; C (€)k. Since all the elements in %; have o-order equal to s+i and all the elements
of ¥; have o-order bigger than s + i, it follows that %,,...,%;,€; are pairwise disjoint. Since
BoU...UAB;_1UE;_1 is a set of generators of ) and L#; C €;_1, one deduces that ByU...ULB,U%;
is a set of generators of ) of cardinality n. This proves that %;,¢; fulfill the conditions H; and
finishes the proof of (1).

€= {ge%i_l\,@i ge%i_l\,@i,aord(g):s—ki

PROOF OF (2). Let Zp,...,%¢_1 C Q be as in the hypothesis (2), so that Z; = 0 or 27 is a
linearly independent subset of Vi ;. In this last case, set Z; = {u;1,...,u;s,}, where card(Z;) =
0;. Let By,...,PBe_1,C¢—1 be defined as in item (1). In particular, when they are not empty,
set B; = {fi1,--, fid,.,} and Ceq = {95_171,...,g§_17“_e§71}, where A7 is a basis of Vi,
oord(ge—11) > s+&—1, and BoU...UBe_1UC ¢ is a minimal generating set for Q) of cardinality

. Let us iteratively construct, for each i = 0,...,£—1, %, satisfying the following list of conditions
L;.
o A is a subset of %;.
o 97 U(A)° is a basis of Vi, understanding that 27 = 0 if 2; = (), or (%4,)° = 0 if &, = .
e 90, Bh,...,Di, B, Bis1, . , PBe_1,€¢—1 are pairwise disjoint subsets of Q).
o (DoUBH)U...U(ZiUB)UBis1U...UPBe_1UCc_q is a minimal generating set of Q.

In the end, once all the %, are constructed satisfying the conditions L;, we deduce that
(PoUBY)U...U(Der UPBe ) UCe

is a minimal generating set of Q). In particular, Zo U ... U Z¢_; can be extended to a minimal
generating set of (). The proof basically consists on applying repeatedly the Steinitz exchange
lemma in linear algebra.

CONSTRUCTION OF 4. If 9o = (), let B, = Ay, which clearly satisfies the conditions Ly. Suppose
that 2y # 0. Take up1 € Zo C Q. Since By U ... U Be_1 UC¢_1 is a generating set of the ideal
Q, it follows that

E—1dsyg H—€g—1
uor =y > agifri+ Z bo,19¢ 1,05
k=0 I=1

where algﬁ, b%),l € k[x]]. Note that, if ao 1 is not a unit and a 75 0, then Uord(a0 1f01) >&+s>
s = oord(ug,1). Moreover, oord(ge—; l) > s+& > s = aord(uo 1). In partlcular the subset
Ao C€{1,...,ds} of indices I such that agll is invertible, with term of order zero )\ 1 €k, )\ 75 0,

is not empty Taking o-leading forms in both parts of the equality, one deduces that u01 =

e Aot )\ fo - Renaming the elements of %, we can suppose that 1 € Ag 1, so )\01 and aOl

are 1nvert1ble Set %o = {uo1, foz2,---, foa,}. Clearly, J01 1s in the vector space spanned by
%, and H(, is a basis of V;. Moreover, since agﬁ is invertible, fo 1 is in the ideal generated by
PBo1UBaU...UBe 1 UCc_1. Thus, Bo1UHBaU...UHBe_1 UC_1 is a minimal generating set

of Q.
If 6p = 1, i.e., Do = {uo1}, take B = Bo1 \ Do, which satisfies the conditions L.
Suppose that dg > 2. So, let up2 € Yo C Q. Then

E—1dstr h—eg—1

U02—a02U01+Za02f0l+ZZa oSk + Z bo,29¢ 1,05

k=1 1=1
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where a'&’é, b672 € k[x]]. Let )\ 5 € k be the term of order zero of aol2 Note that, if ao 2 is not a
unit and agzlz # 0, then 00rd(a072f071) > &+ s> s =oord(ugz). Moreover, cord(ge—1;) > s+ & >
s = oord(ug ). Let Ao2 C {2,...,ds} be the subset of indices [, 2 < | < dg, such that ag’lz is
invertible, so )\ 9 # 0. If Ago were empty, on taking o-orders in the equality above, one would
deduce that uf, = /\0 2u0 1, a contradiction with 2§ being a linearly independent subset of V.
Thus Ag2 # 0 and uf o = )\0 2u81 + Zler,z )\gzéf&l. Renaming the elements of %1 \ {uo,1}, we
can suppose that 2 € Ag 2, so )\072 and a&g are invertible. Set o2 = {uo,1,u02, fo3,---, fo.d,}-
Clearly, f§, is in the vector space spanned by %, and 4, is a basis of V. Furthermore, since
a&g is invertible, it follows that foo is in the ideal generated by %Boo U HBo U ... U Be_1 U Ce_1.
Thus, ZooU BaU...UBe_1 UC 1 is a minimal generating set of Q).

If 6p = 2, i.e., Do = {up1,u0.2}, take B = Bo2 \ o, which clearly satisfies the conditions Ly.

If 6o > 2, proceed recursively to substitute all the elements of 2 in %y. After some renaming,
one gets Ao s, = {Uo,1,---,U059> f0,50+15- -+ f0,d, }, such that By s, UABoU...UBe 1 UCe_1is a
minimal generating set of ). Then the set %[ := Bo s, \ 2o satisfies the conditions L.

Construction of %;, 1 <i < ¢ — 1. Note that, in particular, £ > i + 1. By the step i — 1, there
exist a family of subsets %,..., %, _,, each %) contained in %y, satisfying the conditions of
L;_1. That is, 27 U (%},)° is a (possibly empty) basis of V., for k = 0,...,i — 1; the family
of subsets of Q, %o, By, ..., Di—1,PBi_1, PBi, ... , PBe_1,% ¢_1 are pairwise disjoint and their union
(DoUBY)U...U(Dim1 UB,_1) UB; U...UBe_1U€e_1 is a minimal generating set of Q. For
the sake of convenience, set %), = {uk.g,+1, - - - JUkydy )

If 92; =0, let B, = %, which satisfies the conditions L;. Suppose that 2; # (). Take u;; €
2; C Q. Since (29U RBy)U...U(Dim1 UB,_ 1) UB; U...UBe_1UCc_1 is a minimal generating
set of @), then

i—1 dstk E—1dsyp p—ee_1
“zl—zzau%ﬁzzaufkﬁ Z bugg Ll (2)
k=0 =1 k=i I=1

where ak’ll,bé 1 € K[x]], fuq € Br, ge—11 € Cen. I a% is not a unit and a% # 0, then
oord(a; 1u0l) >&+s > s+ 1 = oord(u;;). Let Agl C {1,...,ds} denote the subset of in-
dices [ such that a?”f is invertible, with term of order zero )\2’{ ek, )\?”f # 0. Suppose that A?,1 + (.
Taking o-leading forms in Equality (), we deduce that ), A2, )\%ug’l = 0. Since 2§ U (%,)°

l

a basis of V5, this implies that )\(-)’l = 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore, all the a?’l are not
k,l

units for all [ = 1,...,d;. Slmllarly, one proves that a;) are not units for all k =1,...,4—1 and
alll=1,...,dsyg.

Let now Ai - {1 .,ds+i} be the subet of indices [ such that ai’ll is invertible, with term of
order zero )\Z 1> 75 0. Taking o-leading forms, one deduces that uf, = 3 AL, ” 1f{1- Since
B = {le’ .. Zd " } is a basis of V;H and u? i1 € Veti, u u7y # 0, renaming the elements of %#;,
one can suppose that 1 € AH, SO )\Z- , and ail are invertible. Set %;1 = {u;1, fi2,.. ., fi, sﬂ}

Then, f7; is in the vector space spanned by %7, and %7 is a basis of V,4;. Moreover, since a; }

is mvertlble fi,1 is in the ideal generated by ;
(90 U ,@6) U...u (92'_1 U ‘%g—l) U %,’71 UHBip1U...U %5_1 U ng_l,

which is a minimal generating set for Q.
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If §; = 1, ie., 2; = {u;1}, take B, = B;1 \ P, which satisfies L;. Suppose that 6; > 2. Let
;2 € Yo C Q. Then, similarly as before, write

1— 1d.s+k: s+'L 5 1 d5+k H—€g—1
“22—Zzazzukl+azzuzl+zaz2le+ Z Z%kal"‘ Z bl 29e—1.1-
k=0 I=1 k=i+1 I=1
As before, one first deduces that ai’zl are not units, for k = 0,...,i — 1, and I = 1,...,ds1-

So, cord(a 2ukl) > &+ s > s+i = oord(u;2). Let Ajo C {2,...,dsy;} denote the subset of
indices [ > 2 such that a:é is invertible, with term of order zero )\:IQ € k, )\:IQ # 0. If A;o were

empty, on taking o-leading forms in the equality above one would deduce that uf, = )\z;ufl, a
contradiction with 27 being a set of linearly independent elements of Vsi;. Thus A;2 # 0 and

uiy = )\j’;u‘l’l + ZleA . 212 . Renaming the elements of %, 1, we can suppose that 2 € A; 2, so
)\:g and aﬁ are invertible. Set RBio = {ui1, w2, fi3,- .-, fid,,}- Then, f; 7> is in the vector space

spanned by %7, and %7, is a basis of Vs;. Furthermore, since a; g is invertible, f; 2 is in the ideal
generated by

(90 U 936) Uu...u (92'_1 U ‘%g—l) U %,’72 UHBip1U...U %5_1 U ng_l,

which is a minimal generating set for Q. If §; = 2, i.e., Z; = {u; 1, ui2}, take B; = B, 2\ Z;, which
clearly satisfies the conditions L;. Otherwise, proceed recursively to substitute all the elements of
9; in %;. After some renaming, one gets &5, := {ui1, .-, Uis;, fis;+1,- -+ fide,:}> Where

(@0 U 936) U...u (@i—l U ‘%g—l) U 93@'751. UHBip1U...U %5_1 U ng—l

is a minimal generating set of Q. Then, the set %, := Bi s, \ V; satisfies the conditions of L;, which
finishes the whole proof. O

4. THE EXAMPLE OF MOH, FOR n = 3, IN ANY CHARACTERISTIC

In this section, k is a field and p : k[[z,y, z]] — k][[t] is the k-algebra morphism defined by Moh
in [7], with n = 3, m = 2 and A = 25, so p(z) = t5 + 31 = (1 + 2%), p(y) = t® and p(z) = 1.
Moreover o : k[[z,y, 2] — k[x,v, 2] is the k-algebra morphism defined by o(z) = 23, o(y) = y*
and o(z) = 2° and S = (3,4,5) is the numerical semigroup generated by 3,4,5. The purpose of
this section is to find minimal generating sets for the first prime of Moh, P = ker(p), showing that
its cardinality depend on the characteristic of the field k, contradicting a statement of Sally.

Remark 4.1. For two natural numbers m,n, let b,, , € k be the image of the binomial number
(:’:) € N through the ring homomorphism Z — k. We understand that if m < n, then (7:) = 0. The
well-known Theorem of Lucas says that (7;”) = H?:o (ZZ’) mod p, where m = mo+my-p+. . .+my-p*
and n =ng+mny-p+... +ng-p* 0 < my,n; <p. In particular, if char(k) = p, then b = 0 if
and only if m; < n;, for some 1.
Lemma 4.2. Letr € S, r # 0. Let v, = max{a; | @ € F(r,S)}. The following hold.

(1) If o € F(r,S), then p(x¥) = (1 4+ 2°) = 2 S°0L by, 1t®F. In particular, p(x) # 0,

{2r,2r + 251 } C Supp(p(x*)) C {2r + 25k | 0 < k < a1} and ord(p(x®)) = 2r.

(2) Letg= EaeF(nS) Ax® € W,.. If g € V,., then EaeF(ﬁs) Ao =0 and EaeF(nS) bay,1Aa = 0.
Furthermore,

(3) If dim W, = 1, then V, = 0.

(4) If W, = (x*,xP), a # B, then V, C (x* —x7). Moreover, if by, 1 # b, 1, then V,. = 0.

(5) Suppose that W, = (x*,x5,x7), with «, B, v distinct, and

(b“/l,l - b51 1,ba,,1 — b“/l,lv thl - ba1,1) #(0,0,0).
Then Vi C ((by, 1 — bgy 1)X% + (bay 1 — byy 1)x° + (bg, 1 — bay 1)X7).
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Proof. If r € S and a € F(r,S), then r = a1 - 3+ a2 -4+ a3 - 5. Thus,
p(Xa) = (t6 + t31)a1t8a2t10a3 = t%(l + t25)a1 = t2r (bomO + boq,lt25 + -+ ba1,a1t25a1) :

Since ba, 0 = bay,0r = 1, p(x®) # 0 and {2, 2r + 2501} C Supp(p(x®)) C{2r +25k |0 < k < oy }.
So cord(p(x®)) = 2r. Note that, depending on the characteristic of k, some b, ; might be zero,
which is the reason why the equality may fail. This proves (1).

Let g = ZaeF(ﬁs) Aax® € W,.. By Item (1), and using that, for any « € F(r,S), a1 < v, then

p(g) = Z )‘at2r (boq,O + ba1,1t25 + -+ ba17a1t25a1) =

a€eF(r,S)
Z Ao t?" (bal,O + ba1,1t25 N bawltzsal bt bal,yrt%"") _
a€eF(r,S)
Z bal,O)\a t2r + Z bal,l)\a t27’+25 4t Z ba1,1/r)‘a t27’+25ur’
a€F(r,S) a€F(r,S) a€F(r,S)

where by, = 0, whenever k > «a;. If g € ker(p), then ZaeF(r,S) bay kA = 0, for all 0 < k < 1.
Suppose that g € V., g € ker(p). By Lemma[2.4] there exists h =3 ... > ep(s,5) HaX” € k[z,y, 2],

h # 0, oord(h) > r, such that p(g) + p(h) = 0. Since g & ker(p), p(h) # 0. As before, and letting
vs = max{a; | o € F(s,8)}, then p(h) is equal to

Z Z bog,O,“oe t28 + Z bal,lﬂa t2s+25 NI Z bal,usﬂa t2s+25us
s>r a€F(s,S) a€F(s,S) a€F(s,S)
From the equality p(g) + p(h) = 0 and since 2r < 2s, 2r 4+ 25 # 2s and 2r + 25 < 2s + 25, it follows
that > cp(r.s) bar,0da = 0 and 3 cp(. ) bar,1Aa = 0. This proves (2).

If W, = (x*) and g = Ax® € V,,, then, by (2), A =0 and g = 0. This proves (3).

Suppose that W, = (x%,x%) and g = Ax® + ux? € W,.. By (2), A+ = 0 and by, 1A +bs, 100 = 0.
Thus, g = A\(x® — x?). Moreover, if by, 1 # bg, 1, then A = 0 and g = 0, which proves (4).

Suppose that W, = (x® x?,x7) and let g = Ax® + ux® + nx?¥ € V.. By (2), A\+p+n =0 and
bai 1A+ bg, 1p + by, 1 = 0. By hypothesis,

1 1 1
k =2
e ( bal,l b5171 b’th >
and (A, t,1) € ((by;,1 — bgy,1,0a1,1 — by,,1,08,,1 — bay 1)), which shows (5). O

Convention 4.3. From now on, a subset of monomials will be ordered from biggest to smallest,

according to the local negative degree reverse lexicographical order >4s on the set of monomials

Mong = {x® | @ € N3}, that is: x* >4, x7 & deg(x®) < deg(x?) or deg(x®) = deg(x”) and there

exists 1 < ¢ < d— 1 such that ag = By, ..., 11 = Bi+1 and a; < f;. For instance,
I1>z>y>z>a2>ay>yi>ee>yz>2 >3 >2%y>a? > >a%z2>ayz > ..

A non-zero polynomial f will be written as f = >, a,x*®), a,, € k\{0}, with x*(©) > .. > xa(),

so the leading monomial of f is LM(f) = x*(© (see Notation5.1)). A subset of polynomials fi,..., f,

will be listed according to LM(f1) > ... > LM(f,). We will usually underline the o-leading form
of any polynomial with more than one term.

Remark 4.4. A simple calculation of F(r,S) gives rise to the following W,., r € S, 3 <r < 16:
W3 = <:L'>’ Wy = <y>’ W5 = <Z>7 We = <:L'2>’ W7 = <:L'y>7 Wg = <y2’x2>7 Wy = (yz,:n3>,
W10 = <22,$2y>, Wi = <$y27$2z>7 Wio = (yg,xyz,aj4>, W13 = <y2z,xz2,x3y>,

W14 = <yz2,x2y2,:p3z>, W15 = (z3,$y3,x2yz,x5>, W16 = <3§‘4y,y4,$y225,$2 2>‘
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Lemma 4.5. Let s = min{oord(f) | f € P, f # 0}. If char(k) = 0 or p > 5, then s = 12. If
char(k) = 2, then s = 10. If char(k) = 3, then s = 9.

Proof. By Lemma 2] V. = 0, for 3 < r < 7. Suppose that char(k) =0 or p > 5. By Lemma [4.2]
we deduce that:

o Wy = <Xa,X6>, with o = (0,2,0), 8 = (1,0,1), ba, 1 —bg,,1 = —1 and V3 = 0;
e Wy = (x*xP), with a = (0,1,1), 8= (3,0,0), b, 1 —bs, 1 = —3 and Vg =0

o Wip = (x*,x%), with a = (0,0,2), 8= (2,1,0), bay, 1 — bs, 1 = —2 and Vip =0
o Wiy = (x¥,x%), with a = (1,2,0), 8 =(2,0,1), bay 1 — bg, 1 = —1 and V41 = 0;
o Wig = (x“,xB,X“Y), with a = (0,3,0), 8= (1,1,1), v = (4,0,0) and

(b“/l,l - b51717 ba1,1 - b“/l,lv bﬁh a1,1) = (37 —4, 1)'
Let us find f; € P, f; # 0, with f € Vi. By Lemma B2 Vi C (3y3 — dayz + %), so pick
f¢ = 3y3 — dxyz + 2*. Then, p(f7) = 6t™ + 4t% 4 124, Now we want to construct the tail f7. As
a general rule, we will try to find a o-homogeneous tail whose monomials have exponents in x as
smallest as possible. By Lemma[d2] if r € S, r # 0, and o € F(r,S), then ord(p(x*)) = 2r. Thus,
pick f7 € W37, where W37 is generated by the monomials

220wyl Bz, myB2?, iyt 23wyt 1t 20ty atyPz, aPyP 22 aby B Tyt a8y, 2022wty

Note that the image by p of the monomials y*22%3 € Wiy is just 7. However, we need to get a t%,
which has an odd exponent. Thus, f] must contain at least a monomial multiple of . On the other
hand, to get the term ¢'?4, we need a monomial multiple of 22. Considering that p(:ﬂy6z2) = T4
and that p(x?y*23) = t™ + 2t9 + 124 we see that one can take f/ = 3y32° — 2022 — 22yt23.
Therefore, let f 1= 3y® — dayz + a? — 3y32° — 229%22 —22y*23. Then, f7 = 3y> —dayz+2* € Wi,
fi € ker(p) = P, f7 € Viz and s = min{oord(f) | f € P, f # 0} = 12.

Suppose that char(k) = 2. From the previous discussion we deduce that V. =0, for 3 <r < 9.
Let us find g1 € P, g1 # 0, with g7 € Vip. As before, by Lemma 4.2 g7 must be of the form
g9 = 2% + 2%y. Then, p(¢7) = tm. Take the monomial %23 € W35, which has no z and whose
image is p(y°23) = t™0. Let g1 := 2% + 22 2 t+rty+y 523, Then, ¢f = 22 + 2%y € Wi, g1 € ker(p) = P,
g7 € Vip and s = min{oord(f) | f € P, f # 0} = 10.

Suppose that char(k) = 3. As before, we can affirm that V., = 0, for 3 < r < 8. Let us find
hi € P, hy # 0, with kY € Vy. By Lemma [£2 h{ = yz — 2. Then, p(h{) = —t?. To vanish
this term, the tail must contain a monomial multiple of z, so we pick one of the form xy“2z%3
Then, p(zy®2z23) = ¢6+8a2+10as 4 43148az+10as A possible solution of 31 + 8ag + 10a3 = 93 is
(a2,a3) = (4,3). Note that xy*z3 € W3y and p(ay*z3?) = t58 4 1?3, To vanish t%, we can choose
y%22, which is in Wa4. So, let hy = yz — 2% — y522 + zy*2® € k[[z,v, 2]]. Then, h{ = yz — 23 € Wy,
hi € ker(p) = P, h{ € Vy and s = min{oord(f) | f€ P, f #0} =9. O

Discussion 4.6. Suppose that char(k) = 0 or p > 5. Let us find f1, fo, f3, f4 € P, f; # 0, such that
7 € Via, f§ € Vis, f§ € Vig and f{ € Vi5. Observe that s = min{oord(f) | f € P, f # 0} = 12
and £ = 3. So, by Theorem B.1], we are interested in finding elements whose o-leading form are
in Vig, Vi3 and Vi4. Moreover, by [8, Theorem|, we also have to consider Vi5, where, for n = 3,
n? +2n = 15.

By Lemma L5 we can pick f; = 3y> — 4xyz + 2% — 39325 — 209022 — 229423,

By Lemma 2] we can pick f§ = 2y? — 3x2% + 23y € Vi3. Then, p(fg) = 3t + 191, Let us find
f3 € Wag with monomials whose exponents in x be as smallest as possible. To vanish 101 take
Y2293, so p(ry*2203) = t6+8az+10as | y3148as+10a3  To obtain 31 + 8ag + 10a3 = 101, choose
(a2,a3) = (5,3). So, 23’23 € Wag and p(zy®z3) = t"6 + 191, To vanish ¢"®, choose y"2? € Was.
So, we can pick the polynomial fp = 2y? — 3z22 + 23y — 2y" 2% — zyP23.

By Lemma 2] we can pick f = y2? — 32%y? + 2232 € Vi4. Then, p(f5) = 3t™ + 2t103. Let us
find f3 € W39 with monomials whose exponents in x be as smallest as possible. To vanish 103 take
ry®22% and solve 31 + 8ap + 10a3 = 103. Thus, we can choose (a2, a3) = (4,4). So, zy*z* € Wy




12 L. GONZALEZ AND F. PLANAS-VILANOVA

and p(xytz?) = t™8 4 13, To vanish t78, choose 523 € W3g. So, we can pick the polynomial
f3 = yz? — 3x2%y? + 2232 — — 2zt
Finally, take fJ = az3 + bxy3 + ca;zyz € V5, omitting the 2® for the sake of simplicity. Then,

p(f9) = (a+b+)t*® + (b+2c)t% + ct*.

Choose (a,b,c) = (1,-2,1), so fJ = 2% — 22y + 2%yz and p(fJ) = t%9. To vanish t*°, choose
y°z* € Wyo. Thus, we can take fq = 23 — 2293 + 22yz — y° 2%

Note that the o-leading forms f7, f3, f5, f{, coincide with the homonymous elements found in
[0, Exemple 4.4], though in that example \ = 27.

In the next theorem we prove that the polynomials f1, fo, f3, f4 form a minimal generating set of
P if char(k) = 0 or p > 5. The demonstration consists in proving that the ideal I := (f1, fo, f3, f1)
is equal to P, where, by construction I C P. To prove the other inclusion we calculate the lengths
of R/(I +yR) and R/(P + yR), where R = k[[z,y, z]|, and see that they coincide. The advantage
of this method is that it can be reproduced whatever the characteristic of k is.

Theorem 4.7. If char(k) =0 orp > 5, then P is minimally generated by

3

f1=3y% —dzyz + 2* — 3y32° — 22022 — 22y*23,  fo = 2%z — 3uw2? + 2By — 29722 — P23,

fa =yz% — 32%y? 4+ 2232 — yB23 — 22yt2t,  fu = 23 — 209 + 2%yz — 02t

Proof. Let R = k[[z,y, 2]}, with maximal ideal m = (z,y,z). Set I = (f1, f2, f3, f1). By Discus-
sion[4.6] I C P. For the sake of clarity, we divide the proof in several steps.

STEP 1: If I = P, then u(P) =4 and fi, f2, f3, f1 is a minimal system of generators of P.

By Lemma [43] Discussion and Theorem Bl it follows that f1, f2, f3 is part of a minimal
system of generators of P, so u(P) > 3. Since (f1, fo, f3) C (x,y) and fi = 2% + g, with g € (x,y),
it follows that fy & (f1,f2,f3). If w(P) = 3, then (f1, f2, f3) = P and, since f; € P, then
fa € (f1, f2, f3), a contradiction. Therefore, p(P) > 3. But, if I = P, then u(P) < 4. So, u(P) =4
and f1, f2, f3, f4 is a minimal system of generators of P.

STEP 2: ht(I),ht(P) = 2 and lengthp(R/(I + yR)),lengthr(R/(P + yR)) are finite.

Clearly, (f1, f1,y) = (z%,2%,y) and 2% 23,y is a regular sequence. By [I, Corollary 1.6.19.],
grade(f1, f1,y) = grade(x?, 23,y) = 3 and fi1, f1,y is a regular sequence. In particular, since P C m,
2 < grade(I) = ht(/) < ht(P) < 2 and ht(I) = ht(P) = 2. Since (f1, f1,y) C I +yR C P+ yR, it
follows that grade(I +yR), grade(P+yR) > 3, so ht(I +yR) = 3, ht(P+yR) = 3 and R/(I +yR),
R/(P+yR) are Artinian rings. Thus, R/(I+yR) and R/(P+yR) have finite length as R-modules.

STEP 3: lengthr(R/(I +yR)) =

Set J =TI +yR = (2, 222, a:?’z 23 y). Let S = R/yR, which is a local ring of maximal mg =
m/yR, say, with residue field S/mg = k. By abuse of notation, we still denote x, z to the classes
of the variables in S. Let J = J/yR = (z* 222,232, 23). Since R — S is a surjective map and
S/J = R/J is an S-module, it follows that lengthR(R/(I—l—yR)) lengthp(R/.J) = length(S/J) =
lengthg(S/J). For 0 < i < 2, understanding m% = S and noting that J C m¥, we consider the
short exact sequences:

i+1

0— mit /T — mf/J — m/m5 — 0.

By the additivity of length, lengthg(S/J) = 6 + lengthg(m3/.J). Since mg(m3/J) = 0, it follows
that m3/J = (23,2%2) is a two-dimensional S/mg-vectorial space. Thus, lengthg(S/J) = 8.

Let D = R/P, which is a local Noetherian one-dimensional domain. Let mp = m/P be its
maximal ideal and kp = k its residue field. By abuse of notation, let x, y, z still denote the classes of
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the variables in D, so mp = (z,y, z). Since R is Cohen-Macaulay, dim(R/P) = dim(R)—ht(P) = 1.
Note that D = R/P =k[x,y, 2]/ ker(p) = Im(p) = k[[t® + ¢3!, ¢%,¢10]).

STEP 4: The integral closure of D = k[[t6 + ¢3!, ¢%,¢19] (in its field of fractions) is k[[t]].

Let k((t) = {302 _,, Mt" | A\r € k,n € N} be the ring of formal Laurent series over k, which is
well-known to be the field of fractions of k[[¢]].

Let K(D) denote the field of fractions of D. Since t3t710 = t=2 € K(D), it follows that
t2 € K(D), so (t5 4+ 3 — (#2)3)(t )" =t € K(D) and t~! € K(D). Since t € K(D) is integral
over D, then D C DJt] is an integral extension. Clearly, D[t] = k[[t® + 31,8 +1°][t] is a subring
of k[[t]]. Let us prove that D[t] = k[[t]]. To do that, consider the numerical semigroup S = (4,5),
whose Frobenius number is F/(S) = 11, and M the subsemigroup M = 2S5 = {2s | s € S} = (8, 10),
where 2F(S) = 22 is the last even element not in M.

Let f € k[[t]. Write f = @1 + o+ @3, where @1 1= S04 Ait?, 09 1= 3700 Assp2it®7 T2 and 3 1=
Zi>0 )\564_22,75564-22" Clearly ¢1 € ]k[t] C D[t] Note that @9 = Zi>0 )\55+2i((t6 + t?’l)t24+2i — t30+2i).
Since 22 is the last even number not in (8, 10), then, for each i > 0, both ¢?**2" and #30+2 are in
k[[t8,#1°] € D. Thus, 2 € D. Again, since 22 is the last even number not in (8, 10), then, for each
i >0, %072 ¢ k[[t%, 1)) € D. Therefore, p3 € D. So, f € D[t] and D[t] = k][]

As a consequence, we deduce that K (D) = k((t)). Clearly, K(D) c K(D[t]) = K(k[[t]) = k().
On the other hand, let g € k((t)) = K(k[[t]]) = K(D[t]), so g = p(t)/q(t), where p(t),q(t) € D[t],
q(t) #0. Since t € K(D) and D C K(D), it follows that p(t), ¢(t) and g = p(t)/q(t) € K(D).

Since D C D[t] = k[[t] is an integral extension, k[[t]] is integrally closed over its field of fractions
k((t)), and K(D) =k((t)), it follows that k[[¢]] is the integral closure of D.

STEP 5: lengthp(R/(P + yR)) = 8.

Since R — D = D/P is a surjective map and D/yD = R/(P + yR) is a D-module, it follows
that lengthp(R/(P + yR)) = lengthr(D/yD) = length(D/yD). Since y is a D-regular sequence
in mp, 1 < grade(mp, D) = depth(D) < dim(D) = 1, so D is a Cohen-Macaulay ring. Since
fi,fs €I C P, then fi = f4 = 0in D. Thus, 2* € yD and 2z* € yD. So, yD is an mp-primary
ideal and y is a system of parameters of D.

Let V' = k[[t]], which is a DVR. Set my its maximal ideal and ky = k its residue field. Let
v be the valuation in K(V) = k((t)) = K(D) corresponding to V. Through the isomorphism
D =R/P2K[t0 + 31,8 1] C V, then y =t and v(y) = v(t®) = 8v(t) = 8.

We have seen that D C DJt] = k[[t] = V, where ¢ is integral over D. Thus, V is a finitely
generated D-module. Moreover, V is a DVR, so a Cohen-Macaulay ring. Therefore, V is a finitely
generated Cohen-Macaulay D-module.

Note that K(D) = (D \ {0})~'D C (D \ {0})"'V C (D \ {0})"'K(D) = K(D). Therefore,
V ®p K(D) = (D\ {0})7'V = K(D). So, rankp(V) = 1. Using that y is a system of parameters
of D and [1, Corollary 4.6.11], we conclude that length(V/yV) = lengthp(D/yD) - rankp (V) =
lengthp(D/yD).

Let 0 = My C My C ... C M1 C M, = V/yV be a chain of V-submodules of V/yV of
maximal length, so M;y1/M; = ky and lengthy (V/yV) = n. Applying the additivity of length
to the exact sequences of D-modules 0 — M;1/M; — M, /M; — M, /M;+1 — 0,0 <i<n-—1,
lengthp(V/yV) = Z?:_Ol lengthp(M;1+1/M;) = n - lengthp(ky ). Since ky =k = kp, it follows that
lengthp(ky) = 1 and lengthp(V/yV) = n = length, (V/yV'). Thus,

lengthp(R/(P 4+ yR)) = length,(D/yD) = length, (V/yV) = lengthy, (V/yV) = v(y) = 8.
CONCLUSION.

Since p(y) = t®, then y ¢ P, PN yR = yP and Tor(R/P, R/yR) = 0. Consider the short exact
sequence, 0 - P/I — R/I — R/P — 0. On tensoring by R/yR we obtain the short exact sequence

0— (P/I)/y(P/I) - R/(I+yR) — R/(P+yR)— 0.
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Since lengthr(R/(I +yR)) = lengthp(R/(P+yR)) = 8, it follows that lengthr((P/I)/y(P/I)) =0
and P/I = y(P/I). By Nakayama’s Lemma, [ = P, as desired. O
Remark 4.8. SALLY’S DIAGRAM (I). The following diagram, with natural vertical morphisms, is
considered in the book of Sally [9, p. 61]. Now, let p(x) = t5 + 3!, p(y) = t® and p(z) = t'°, and
suppose that p and p are defined in an analogous way.

(2/pZ)[[z.y, 2] —— (Z/pZ)[{]

A~ A~

Zyllz,y, 2]l ———— Z[t]

~ ~

Qllz,y, 2] 7 > Q]

Let P = ker(p), P = ker(p) and P = ker(p). Theorem ET says that P is minimally generated by
the polynomials

fi= 3y3 —dxyz + zt — 3y325 — 23;y622 - x2y423, fo= 2y2z — 322 + x3y — 2y7z2 — xy523,

fa =yz% — 32%y? 4+ 2232 — ¢B23 — 2myt2?t,  fu = 23 — 229 + 2Pyz — P2t

Since the f’s have integer coefficients, they can also be considered in Z,)[[z, y, z]] and clearly belong

to P because ¢ is injective. Therefore, the classes f; of the f; in (Z/pZ)[z,v, 2] belong to P. If
p = 2, then

fi=y" +a' + 720 + 2%y, o = a2+ 2Py + ay”P,
Tom g 4ol 48, Ta= 24 ety + Pt
If p =3, then
fi=—zyz 4+t + 29522 — 2%yt Fo = -+ 2By 4y 2% — aytS,

Ezyzz—x?’z—yﬁz?’—l—xy‘lz‘l, ﬁ:z3+xy3+x2yz—y5z4.

Discussion 4.9. Suppose that char(k) = 2. Let us find g1, 92 € P, g; # 0, such that ¢J € Vo and
g9 € Via. Observe that now s = min{cord(f) | f € P, f # 0} = 10 and £ = 3. Theorem [3.1] says
that, in order to find a minimal generating set of P, one can search for linearly independent subsets
of Vig, Vi1 and Vi, However, Wiy = (232, 2%2) = (x*,x%), with a = (1,2,0) and 8 = (2,0,1), and
where b, 1 =1 and bg, ; = 0. Thus, by Lemma[4.2] Vi, = 0.

By LemmalL5] we can pick g1 = 2% 4+ 22y+y°z3. With the notations as in Remark @8], fo = z¢1,
f3 =1yaq1, f1 = zg1. Moreover, let g» be chosen as the polynomial corresponding to the element f;
in Remark .8 Concretely, let go = y3 + 2 + y32° + 22y*23. Then, ¢ € V12, g2 € P and f1 = go.

The proof of the next theorem is very similar to the proof of Theorem [£71 Consequentely, in
each step, we only give the demonstration of those details which differ from Theorem [£71 We
maintain the same notations unless stated otherwise.

Theorem 4.10. If char(k) = 2, then P is minimally generated by
g =2 +2%y+9°20, g =y + a2t + 30 + 2%yt
Proof. Set I = (g1, 92). By Discussion[4.9, I C P.
STEP 1. By Lemma 4.5, s = 10. By Theorem B.1] since £ = 3, it follows that g1, g2 is part of a
minimal system of generators of P, so u(P) > 2. But, if I = P, then pu(P) < 2. So, u(P) =2 and
g1, g2 is a minimal generating set of P.
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STEP 2. Observe that (g1,91,y) = (22, 2%,y) and 22, 2%,y is a regular sequence. The rest follows
as in Theorem 7] B
STEP 3. Note that J = I +yR = (2%,2%,y) and J = J/yR = (2%,2%). For i = 0, 1, consider the
exact sequences:
0— migt /T — mb/J — m/m5 — 0.
By the additivity of length, lengthg(S/J) = 3+ lengthg(m%/J). Let H be the ideal of S generated
by 1 = %z, g2 = 23, g3 = 22, qu = 2 and ¢5 = 2. Let

Jo=7 ., Ti=Ji1+(q) for1<i<5.

Then, Js = J + H = m%. Since mgJ; C J;_1, it follows that, for i = 1,...,5, J;/J;_1 = (g;) is a
one-dimensional vector space, so a simple S-module. For ¢ = 1,...,5, consider the following exact
sequences of S-modules:

0— ji_l/j — jl/j — ji/ji—l — 0.
Hence, lengthg(m?%/J) = S5 lengthg(J;/J;_1) = 5. Thus, lengthg(S/yS) = 8.

STEP 4 works as in Theorem 7l In STEP 5, note that g; = g» = 0 in D, so 22, 2* € yD and y
is a system of parameters of D. Finally, the CONCLUSION works as in Theorem [£.7] O

Remark 4.11. SALLY’S DIAGRAM (II). Theorem E.I0 says that P is minimally generated by the
polynomials g1, g2. Moreover, we have shown that, fi = g2, fo = zg1, f3 = yg1 and f1 = zg;.
Let us see that the representative ¢ := 22 4+ 22y + %23 of ¢; in Zy[z,y, 2] is not in the ideal
P+ 2Z9)l[w,y, 2]]. Indeed, if p € P+ 2Z9)[lw,y,2]], then ¢ = f — 2g, where f € Pand g €
Zo [z, y, z]]. Hence, 25(g) = p(f) — ple) = 220 + 2t% + 2t™ and, since Zy)[[t] is a domain, it
follows that g € p~1(t?20 4% +¢79). Let us see that such a g does not exist. Indeed, let g = s> s
gs = ZaeF(&S) Aox®, and suppose that g € 5~ 1(t20 + 45 +¢7). Similarly as in Lemma B2,

ﬁ(g) = Z Z ba1,0)\a 2 + Z ba1,1>\a $2s+25 + ...

s2r a€F(s,S) a€F(s,S)

This forces 2r = 20, so r = 10 and g% € Wy = (22, 2%y). Thus, ¢° = Az + pz?y, with A\ +p =1
and b1 A + b2 10 =1, so 24 = 1, a contradiction because p must be in Zy). Therefore,

P gZ (p7 2)Z(2) [[.Z', Y, Z]]/zz@) [[.Z', Y, Z]]y
showing that the equality in [9, page 62, line 1] is not correct. B
Observe that when passing to characteristic 2 it emerges the element g, € P, whose o-order is
smaller than the o-order of f1, fa2, f3, fa. The equalities fo = xg1, f3 = yg1 and fy = zg1, reveal
that fo, f3 and f; can be substituted by ¢g;. “This” is the reason why the minimal number of

generators of P might decrease when passing to characteristic p.

Discussion 4.12. Suppose that char(k) = 3. Let us find hy, he, hg € P, h; # 0, such that h{ € Vo,
hg € Vis and h§ € Vig. Now s = min{oord(f) | f € P, f # 0} =9 and £ = 3. To directly apply
Theorem Bl one should find elements whose o-leading form are in Vy, Vig and V1. However,
Wio = <Xa,XB>, with boel,l - b51,1 =1%# 0, and Wy; = <Xa,XB>, with boel,l - b51,1 =—-1#0.
Therefore, by Lemma A2 Vig = 0 and V37 = 0. In other words, the only element that we can
deduce from Theorem B.I] that is part of a minimal generating set of P is hy. In Remark A.14] we
see that Vis, Vi3 are non-zero, but they do not lead to a minimal generating set of P.

By Lemma 5] we can pick h; = yz — 2% — y522 + zy*23. With the notations as in Remark E.8]
fi=—zhy, f2 = —yh1, f3 = zhy.

Take hg = az’ 4 by + cx’yz € Wi, omitting again the z° for the sake of simplicity. Then,

p(hg) = (a4 b+ c)t*° + (b4 2¢)t% + ™.
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Choose (a,b,c) = (1,1,1), so h§ = 2® + 2y + 2%yz and p(hg) = t. So we can pick hl = —y°z%.
Therefore, let ho = 2% + zy> + 22yz — y°2*.
Take h§ = ay* + bry?z + cx?2? € Wig, omitting the zy for the sake of simplicity. Then,
p(hg) = (a4 b+ e)t*? 4 (b + 2¢)t77 + 2.

Choose (a,b,¢) = (1,1,1), s0 h§ = y* +xy*z + 2%2* and p(h§) = t%. So we can pick hj = —y*2°.
Therefore, let hy = y* + 29?2 + 2222 — y*25.

Theorem 4.13. If char(k) = 3, then P is minimally generated by
hy =yz — 2% — 822 +ay?23, hy = 22 4 ay® + 2Py — P2, by =yt Py 4 2?2 — yteP.

Proof. Set I = (hy, hga,h3). By Discussion £12] I C P.

Here STEP 1 is more laborious than in Theorem E:10l By Lemma [£5] s = 9. By Theorem [3.1]
since £ = 3, it follows that hy is part of a minimal system of generators of P and u(P) > 1.
Since hy € (x,y) and hy = 22 + f, with f € (x,y), it follows that ho & (hy). Similarly, since
hi € (z,2z) and hy = y* + g, with g € (x,2), it follows that hy & (h1). If u(P) = 1, then
P = (hy) and, since hg, hg € P, then hy, hs € (hy), a contradiction. Therefore, u(P) > 1. Suppose
that u(P) = 2. Then there exist f € R such that hi, f is a minimal system of generators of P.
Since hg,hy € P = (hy, f), it follows that he = ajhy + asf, hg = bihy + baof, where a;,b; € R,
1 <4 < 2. Since hg,hs & (h1), it follows that ay # 0 and by # 0. Moreover, if I = P, then
f =rihi + rohe + r3hg, for some r; € R, 1 < i < 3. Clearly, (r2,r3) # (0,0), otherwise f € (hy),
a contradiction. Substituting the expressions of hy and hg in the equality f = r1hy 4+ rohs + r3hg,
we obtain (1 — roag — r3ba)f = (r1 + roay + r3by)hy. If 1 — roas — r3by is a unit, then f € (hy), a
contradiction. Hence, 1—ryao—r3bs is not a unit, i.e., 1—roas—rsbs € m. Therefore, either roas &€ m,
or else r3bo & m. In the first case, ag is a unit, f € (hy,hg), P = (h1,f) C (h1,he) C 1 = P, so
hs € I = (h1,h2) C (z,2), which is a contradiction, because hz & (z,z). In the second case, by
is a unit, f € (h1,h3), P = (h1,f) C (h1,hs) CI = P, so hg € I = (h1,hs) C (x,y), which is a
contradiction because hy ¢ (z,y). Thus, pu(P) > 2. But, if I = P, then u(P) < 3. So, u(P) =3
and hi, ho, hg is a minimal generating set of P.

STEP 2. Now (h1, ha, h3,y) = (23, 23,2222 y) and 23, 23,y is a regular sequence. Then proceed
as in Theorem [4.7]

STEP 3. Observe that J = I + yR = (23, 23,2%2%,y) and J = J/yR = (23,2222, 23). Note that
mg C J C m3, where S = R/yR and mg = m/yR. For 0 < i < 2, and understanding m% = S,
consider the short exact sequences:

0— migt /T — mb/J — m/m5t — 0.

By the additivity of the length, lengthg(S/.J) = 6+ lengthg(m?/J). Since m§ C J C m, it follows
that m3/J = (2%2,22%) is a two-generated S/mg-vectorial space. Thus, lengthg(S/J) = 8.

STEP 4 works as in Theorem .7l In STEP 5, note that hy = ho = 0in D, so 23,23 € yD and y
is a system of parameters of D. Finally, the CONCLUSION works as in Theorem [£.7] O

Remark 4.14. In Discussion [4.12] we could look for elements hy and fzg, such that ﬁg € Vi2 and
h§ € Vi3. By Lemma [4.2] we could pick, for instance,

izg = —xyz + zt - xy6z2 + y3z5 - y3z10 and fzg = —y2z + :133y + y2z6 — 2.
However, (hi, ha, ilg) C P = (hy, hg, h3). Indeed, ho can be written as hy = 22 + g, where g € (z,v)
and (h1, ha, h3) C (z,y), thus ho & (hi1, ha, h3), otherwise 22 € (7).

Remark 4.15. SALLY’S DIAGRAM (III). Theorem BI3]says that P is minimally generated by the
polynomials hq, hg, hs. Moreover, we have seen that fi = —xhi, fo = —yhi, f3 = zh1 and fi = ho.
Thus, fi, fo and fs3 can be substituted by hi. Nevertheless, h1 and hy are not sufficient to generate
P. We need an extra hg, which is not a divisor of any of the f;.



PRIME IDEALS OF MOH AND THE CHARACTERISTIC OF THE FIELD 17

Remark 4.16. A run with SINGULAR [2] shows that, for the second prime of Moh, when n = 5,
p(ker(ps)) = 6 if char(k) = 0 or p > 7, u(ker(ps)) = 3 if char(k) = 2, u(ker(ps)) = 2 if char(k) = 3,
and p(ker(ps)) = 5 if char(k) = 5. To prove it, one could reproduce our proof given for the case
n = 3. See the papers of Moh [7, [§] and Mehta, Saha and Sengupta [6] for alternative proofs. For
n = 7 or higher, it seems that the computation with SINGULAR stops and does not provide an
answer, at least in characteristic zero.

5. STANDARD BASES

The purpose of this section is to prove that the minimal generating sets of P constructed in
Theorems [£.7], .10 and T3] are standard bases with respect to the negative degree reverse lexico-
graphic order >g45. Concretely, we display the Mora standard representation for the S-polynomials
(see, e.g., [3l Definition 2.3.8 and Theorem 4.4.16] and [4, Definition 1.6.9 and Algorithm 1.7.6]).
We start by recalling some definitions and results. We mainly follow [4], Sections 1.5 to 1.7 and 6.4]
and [3, Section 4.4].

Notation 5.1. A monomial ordering > is a total ordering on Mong = {x® | o € N%} satisfying that
if x* > x#, then x7x* > x7xP, for all a, 8,7 € N%. A monomial ordering > is said to be local if x* <
1, for all & # (0,...,0). A local monomial ordering > is a local degree ordering if deg(x®) < deg(x?)
implies that x* > x®. A non-zero polynomial f can be written f = >."_,a,x*"), a, € k\ {0},
where x*© > .. > x®()_ The leading term of f is LT(f) = aox®© and the leading monomial of
fis LM(f) = x*0),

Let > be a monomial ordering. Let k[x]s := {f/u | f € k[x],u € S5} be the localization of k[x]
with respect to the multiplicative closed set Ss := {u € k[x] \ {0} | LM(u) = 1}. If > is local,
then k[x]s = k[x]). For f € k[x]>, choose u € k[x] such that LT(u) = 1 and uf € k[x]. Then
LT(f) := LT(uf) and LM(f) := LM(uf).

Given a subset G C k[x]-, the leading ideal of G is defined as L(G) = (LM(g) | g € G, g # O)kx;
which is seen as an ideal of k[x]. Let I be an ideal of k[x]~. A finite subset set G C k[x]s is a
standard basis of I if G C I and L(I) = L(G). In the non-local case, a standard basis is also called
a Grobner basis.

Definition 5.2. Let > be a monomial ordering. Let G be the set of all finite lists in k[x]>. A weak
normal form on k[x]s is a map NF : k[x]s x G — k[x]> satisfying:

(0) NF(0| G) =0 for all G € G;

(1) ENF(f | G) # 0, then LM(NF(f | G)) € L(G), for all f € kx|~ and all G € G;

(2) For all f € k[x]s and all G = g1,...,gm, G € G, there exist u € (k[x|~)* such that uf has a
standard representation with respect to NF(— | G), that is, uf — NF(uf | G) = >, aigi,
with a; € k[x]() satisfying that LM aigi) > LM(a;g;), for all ¢ such that a;g; # 0.

A weak normal form is called polynomial if whenever f € k[x] and G is a list in k[x], there exists a
u € (k[x]s)* Nk[x] such that uf has a standard representation with a; € k[x], for all 1 <i <m.

Fixed alist G, a weak normal form with respect to G is amap NF : k[x]> — k[x]s, f — NF(f | G),
satisfying (0), (1) and (2), where G is fixed. Similarly, on can define a polynomial weak normal
form with respect to G.

Definition 5.3. Let > be any monomial ordering. Let f € k[x] and let G = ¢1,...,9m be a
finite list of k[x]. The Mora normal form algorithm returns polynomials u, a;, h € k[x], such that
LM(u) = 1, uf — h = >, a;g;, where LM(f) > LM(a;g;) for all a;,g; # 0 and, if h # 0, then
LM(h) is not divisible by any LM(g;) (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 4.4.16] and [4, Algorithm 1.7.6]). The
reminder A of this expression is called the Mora Normal Form of f with respect to G and will be
denote it as NFMora(f | G).
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Remark 5.4. In fact, NFMora : k[x]> — k[x]~ is a polynomial weak normal form on k[x]s with
respect to a fixed list G in C k[x]. Indeed, given f € k[x]s, write f = g/u, where g,u € k[x], u # 0,
LM(u) = 1, which is unique up to scalars. Then, one defines NFMora(f | G) = NFMora(g | G)/u.

Remark 5.5. Let > be a local degree ordering on Mong. A non-zero element f € k[x]] can be
written as f = 302 a,x*"), a, € k\ {0}, where x®*) > x*(*+1) The leading term of f is defined
as LT(f) = apx®©® and the leading monomial of f as LM(f) = x*©). Similarly as before, given a
subset G C k[x]], the leading ideal of G is defined as L(G) = <G>]k[[x]]’ seen as an ideal in k[[x]].

Furthermore, G is a standard basis of an ideal I C k[[x]] if G C I and_L(I ) = L(G).

Proposition 5.6. Let F' = {fi, fa, f3, fa} be defined as in Theorem [J.7 If char(k) = 0 or if
char(k) > 5, then F is a standard basis of P with respect to the negative degree reverse lexicographic
order > .

Proof. Let J be the ideal of k[x] generated by F' = {f1, fa, f3, fa}. By [4, Theorem 6.4.3], if F is a
standard basis of J, then F' is a standard basis of Jk[x]| = P. Hence, it suffices to prove that F' is
a standard basis of J. So we need to check that NFMora(S(f;, fj) | £/) =0 for 1 <4,5 <4 (see [
Theorem 1.7.3 (Buchberger’s criterion)]). Using the Mora division algorithm (see Remark below),
we prove that:

uS(f1, f2) = (—26 + 9522 + (4/3)xy 23 + (16/9)2?yz"t — (1/3)z %22 + (2/9)95523) f1
—(22/9)2* 2" fo + ((1/2)x — (9/2)x2° — (1/3)2”y*2?* — (11/18)2”yz*) f3 + (5/3)a2® fu;
S(f1. f3) =3a*yf1 — 32> f» — (9/2)zzf3 + 2S(f1, f2);
S(f1, f1) =22y f1 — 22 fo — (222° + (2/3)2%y) f3 + 2 fa+ ((4/9)2° + (4/3)2%y) S(f1, f2)
+(5/9)25(f1, f3);

S(f2, f3) =—3xfs;

S(fa, f1) = ((4/3)ocy2 — (8/9)3:22) f1—3zzfs + (8/9)2%S(f1, f2);

S(fs, fa) =(2/3)zy f1 — (2/3)a> fa;
where u = 1 — 2% — (2/3)xy32% — (11/9)x?y23 + (2/9)x522. Tt follows that NFMora(S(f1, f2) | F) =
NFMora(S(f2, f3) | F') = NFMora(S(fs, f1) | F) = 0. By multiplying the second equality by u

and substituting the value of uS(f1, f2) from the first equality, we get NFMora(S(f1, f3) | F) = 0.
Similarly, one can check that NFMora(S(f1, f1) | F') = NFMora(S(fe, f1) | F') = 0. O

Remark 5.7. To compute the explicit Mora standard representation for the S-polynomials, we
have replicated the Mora’s Division Algorithm ([4, Algorithm 1.7.6]) in Singular [2]. We use the
library teachstd.lib which provides the computations for the S-polynomials and the minimal
ecart. The input of the algorithm is a polynomial £ and a finite list of polynomials I, and the
output is the Mora normal form of £ with respect to I denoted by h. In each iteration, we store
the divisors in the list D and the quotients in the list Q. Since the Mora’s Division Algorithm adds a
new element in I in certain iterations, we keep track of it in the liest L. Let us see a more detailed
explanation on how to use the code to recover the Mora standard representation for the S(f1, f2).
e Define the ring k[x,y, z]s where > is the ds ordering.
LIB "teachstd.lib";
ring R=0, (x,y,2),ds;
e Define the subset of polynomials F' = {f1, fo, f3, f4} as an ideal.
poly f1=3y3-4xyz+x4-3y3z5-2xy6z2-x2y4z3;
poly £2=2y2z-3xz2+x3y-2y7z2-xy5z3;
poly £3=yz2-3x2y2+2x3z-y6z3-2xy4z4;
poly f4=z3-2xy3+x2yz-y5z4;
ideal F=f1,f2,f3,f4;
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e Define the S-polynomial S(fi, f2).
poly s12=spoly(f1,f2);
e Define the empty lists D, Q and L, initialize h and run the algorithm code.

list D;
list Q;
list L;
poly h=s12;
while(h'=0 && minEcart (F,h) !'=0){
poly d=minEcart(F,h);
poly g=lead(h)/lead(minEcart(F,h));
D=insert(D,d);
Q=insert(Q,q);
if (ecart(d)>ecart(h)){F=F+h;L=insert(L,h);}
else{L=insert(L,0);}
h=h-q*d;
};

e Run h; to print the Mora normal form for S(f1, f2) with respect to F' and check that is
indeed zero.

e Run any of the three lists to see how many steps the algorithm needed. In this case, it
needed 15 steps. The three lists are ordered such that the first element of the list is the last
one to be inserted, and so on.

e Do the following iterative process step by step from k =1 to k = 15.

STEP k
— Let dj, = D[n-k+1] and ¢q;, = Q[n-k+1].
— Let hy = S(f1, f2) — S0y aidh.
— If L[n-k+1]!=0, then the algorithm has added hj as a new element of I.
— Identify dj as an element of I. Note that in previous steps, we could have added some
new elements in I. Then, d; = f; for some 1 < j <5 or dj, = h; for some 1 <14 < k.

e In the last step, we get h, = S(f1, f2) =iy ¢id; which is the Mora normal form of S(f1, f2)
and it is zero. Hence, S(f1,f2) = >_;—; ¢idi. Note that the elements d; are either f; for
some 1 < i <4 or hy for some 1 < k < n. Moreover, hy € (f1, fa2, f3, f1,S(f1, f2)), h2 is in
(f17f27f37f4731,27h1) = (f17f27f37f475(f17f2))' Recursively, hy € (f17f27f37f475(f17f2))'
This means that d; € (f1, fo, f3, f4,5(f1, f2)) and so we can recover the Mora standard
representation of S(fi, f2) with respect to F. This is uS(f1, f2) = Y., a; fi where u,q; €
k[x] for 1 <4 <4 and LM(u) = 1.

After computing the Mora standard representation for S(f1, f2), we repeat the process for S(f1, f3),
and so on, keeping the extended ideal F from the previous step. This provides a more efficient way
of computing the Mora standard representation for all the S-polynomials.

Proposition 5.8. Let G = {g1,92} be defined as in Theorem [{.10, If char(k) = 2, then G is a
standard basis of P with respect to the negative degree reverse lexicographic order >ys.

Proof. Using the Mora division algorithm we obtain:
(1+ 952 4+ 2%y23)S (g1, 92) = (2* +422° + 482) g1 + (2%y + 22y25)go.
Therefore, NFMora(S(g1,92) | G) = 0. O

Proposition 5.9. Let H = {hy, ho, hg} be defined as in Theorem [{.13. If char(k) =3, then H is
a standard basis of P with respect to the negative degree reverse lexicographic order > ys.
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Proof. Using the Mora division algorithm we obtain:
S(hy,he) = —xhs;
(1=2°)S(h1,hs) = (—ayz+ 2y2®) b + (=2 — 2y®2?) ho + (2% — y°2° + 292° + 2%y2?) hy;
S(ha,hs) = xyz’hy — ay?zhy + (vy°® + 2°y2) hy + 2%S(ha, hg).

So, NFMora(S(h1,h2) | H) = NFMora(S(hi,hs) | H) = 0. Multiplying the third equality by
v =1 — 2° and substituting the value of vS(hy, hs), we get NFMora(S(hg,h3) | H) = 0. The rest
follows as in Proposition O
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