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ON REES ALGEBRAS OF IDEALS AND MODULES WITH

WEAK RESIDUAL CONDITIONS

ALESSANDRA COSTANTINI, EDWARD F. PRICE III, AND MATTHEW WEAVER

Abstract. Let E be a module of projective dimension one over R “ krx1, . . . , xds. If E is presented by a
matrix ϕ with linear entries and the number of generators of E is bounded locally up to codimension d ´ 1,

the Rees ring RpEq is well understood. In this paper, we study RpEq when this generation condition holds
only up to codimension s ´ 1, for some s ă d. Moreover, we provide a generating set for the ideal defining
this algebra by employing a method of successive approximations of the Rees ring. Although we employ
techniques regarding Rees rings of modules, our findings recover and extend known results for Rees algebras
of perfect ideals with grade two in the case that rankE “ 1.

1. Introduction

For I “ pf1, . . . , fnq an ideal in a Noetherian ring R, the Rees ring of I is the subring RpIq “ RrIts “
Rrf1t, . . . , fnts of the polynomial ring Rrts, for t an indeterminate. As a graded algebra, one also has that
RpIq “ R ‘ It ‘ I2t2 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ . From this latter description, one sees that RpIq carries information on every
power Ij and their asymptotic behavior for large exponents j " 0. As such, the Rees ring and its associated
algebras have proven to be indispensable within the study of reductions and various multiplicities. In the
geometric setting, the Rees ring RpIq is often called the blowup algebra, as ProjpRpIqq is precisely the blowup
of SpecpRq along the subscheme V pIq. Alternatively, if R “ krx1, . . . , xds and the polynomials f1, . . . , fn
are homogeneous of a common degree, the Rees algebra serves as the coordinate ring of graphpΦq where

Φ : Pd´1

k 99K Pn´1

k is the rational map defined by f1, . . . , fn. We may also extend this notion to Rees
algebras of modules in order to treat the case of repeated or successive blowups, or also compositions of
rational maps between projective varieties. Indeed, the successive blowup of an affine scheme along disjoint
subschemes V pIq and V pJq corresponds to the Rees ring RpI ‘ Jq.

For an R-module E, the Rees ring RpEq is defined as RpEq “ SpEq{τpSpEqq where SpEq is the symmetric
algebra of E and τpSpEqq is its R-torsion submodule. Although seemingly different, this recovers the previous
notion when E is actually an R-ideal. Since identifying the torsion of SpEq is seldom a simple task, it is
typically more advantageous to describe RpEq as a quotient of a polynomial ring RrT1, . . . , Tns. The ideal
J defining this quotient is aptly called the defining ideal of RpEq and its generators are called the defining
equations of RpEq.

In general, determining the equations of J is an arduous task, however there has been notable success
for Rees rings of perfect ideals with small codimension [3, 10, 12, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 37, 38] and Rees
algebras of modules with small projective dimension [8, 10, 24, 31, 37, 39] in a multitude of settings. Many
of these results share common assumptions, most notably the residual condition Gd, where d “ dimR.
This condition was introduced by Artin and Nagata in [1], to study residual intersections of an ideal (see
Section 2). For E a module with rank e, one says that E satisfies the condition Gs if µpEpq ď dimRp ` e´1
for every p P SpecpRq with 1 ď dimRp ď s´ 1. Additionally, E satisfies G8 if E satisfies Gs for all s. Here
µpEpq denotes the minimal number of generators of Ep.

Although seemingly unassuming, the condition Gd where d “ dimR is quite powerful within the study of
Rees algebras, as it often dictates the prime ideals of R at which RpEq and SpEq coincide locally. As such,
this assumption can seldom be weakened when comparing these two algebras. However, there are many
classes of ideals and modules that do not satisfy this condition, yet have notable Rees rings. For example,
let ΩR{k denote the module of Kähler differentials of a complete intersection ring R “ krx1, . . . , xns{I with
dimR “ d ě 2. The Rees algebra RpΩR{kq and its related rings are called tangent algebras due to their
connections with tangential varieties arising in algebraic geometry, and have been well studied [32]. However,
the module ΩR{k often fails to satisfy Gd, for instance if R is not a normal ring [39, Sec. 6]. Additionally,
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classes of examples of grade-two perfect ideals that do not satisfy Gd can easily be found, for instance in
[9, 12].

While the condition Gd is essential for most arguments, there has been success in determining the defining
ideal of Rees rings of perfect ideals with grade two satisfying Gd´1 [12, 27, 28]. Much of this work was
extended more generally to modules of projective dimension one satisfying Gd´1 in our recent paper [10].
In each of these instances, the weaker residual condition is supplemented with a strict rank condition on
a presentation matrix ϕ, which appears difficult to relax. The objective of this paper is to further extend
this previous work to modules of projective dimension one satisfying Gs for any s ă d. Our main results
Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 5.3 are summarized as follows.

Theorem A. Let R “ krx1, . . . , xds be a polynomial ring with d ě 3 over a field k, and let E be a R-module
of projective dimension one and rankE “ e. Assume that E is minimally generated by µpEq “ n ě d ` e

elements and E satisfies Gs, but not Gs`1, for some integer 2 ď s ď d´ 1. Assume furthermore that E has
a presentation matrix ϕ consisting of linear entries in R with I1pϕq “ px1, . . . , xdq and that, after possibly a
change of coordinates, modulo px1, . . . , xsq the matrix ϕ has rank 1.

(a) If the nonzero entries of ϕ are in one column, the Rees algebra of E is RpEq – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J
with

J “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq : px1, . . . , xsq “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq ` IspMq
where ℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e are linear forms such that rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rT1 . . . Tns ¨ϕ and M is an sˆ pn´e´1q
matrix with entries in krT1, . . . , Tns such that rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´1s “ rx1 . . . xss ¨M .

(b) If the nonzero entries of ϕ are in one row, the Rees algebra of E is RpEq – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J with

J “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq : px1, . . . , xsq “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq ` IspMq ` Is`1pCq
where ℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e are linear forms such that rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ. Moreover, M is an
s ˆ pn ´ e ´ d ` sq matrix with entries in krT1, . . . , Tns such that rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´d`ss “ rx1 . . . xss ¨ M
and C is an ps ` 1q ˆ pn´ eq matrix such that rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rx1 . . . xs Tns ¨ C.

Moreover, in either case, the Rees algebra RpEq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension d` e.

With the condition that rankϕ “ 1, the nonzero entries of ϕ are concentrated in either a single row or
a single column. Interestingly, RpEq is Cohen-Macaulay in either case, but the shape of the defining ideal
differs in the two settings. However, in either case, the matrices M and C which provide the nontrivial
equations are obtained from submatrices of the Jacobian dual matrix of the presentation ϕ (see Section 2).

Not only does the Rees ring RpEq differ in each of the cases above, but the special fiber ring FpEq –

RpEq bR k does as well. In particular, the analytic spread of E, i.e. the Krull dimension ℓpEq – dimFpEq
differs in each case. Indeed, as a consequence of Theorem A, we obtain the result below, which is a compi-
lation of Corollary 4.6 and Corollary 5.12.

Theorem B. With the assumptions of Theorem A, we have the following.

(a) If the nonzero entries of ϕ are in one column, the special fiber ring is FpEq – krT1, . . . , Tns{IspMq.
Moreover, FpEq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension ℓpEq “ s` e.

(b) If the nonzero entries of ϕ are in one row, the special fiber ring is FpEq – krT1, . . . , Tns{IspMq.
Moreover, FpEq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension ℓpEq “ d` e´ 1.

We note that the Cohen-Macaulay property of FpEq does not depend on the two cases of Theorem B,
but the analytic spread of E does. However, the two phenomena do coincide when s “ d ´ 1, recovering
our findings in [10]. Additionally, when rankE “ 1, the module E is isomorphic to an R-ideal I, hence
Theorem A and Theorem B are applicable to Rees algebras of perfect ideals of grade two. In particular,
when e “ 1 and s “ d´ 1, Theorem A and Theorem B recover the main results of [27, 28]. Moreover, to the
best of our knowledge, our findings provide the first known results for Rees algebras of ideals and modules
satisfying Gs for s ď d ´ 2.

In [10], the primary technique to study the Rees ring was to produce a generic Bourbaki ideal I of E,
reducing the study of RpEq to the study of RpIq, where information is more accessible. However, in the
present paper, we forgo this technique and instead employ a method of successive approximations of the
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Rees algebra RpEq, as the essential ingredient to the proofs of Theorem A and Theorem B. From a free

presentation Rm ϕÑ Rn Ñ E Ñ 0, one factors the map Rn Ñ E into a sequence of epimorphisms

Rn “ Em ։ Em´1 ։ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ։ E0 “ E

which induces a sequence of epimorphisms

RrT1, . . . , Tns “ RpEmq ։ RpEm´1q ։ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ։ RpE0q “ RpEq
factoring the natural map π : RrT1, . . . , Tns ։ RpEq. If one is able to understand these intermediate
algebras, and their defining ideals in particular, then one has a much better chance of determining the defining
ideal of RpEq. We remark that this is not an entirely novel approach, and this technique originates in [24].
Moreover, we note that variations of this technique have been previously applied in [3, 21, 37, 38]. However,
our main contribution is to show that the construction of these approximation modules is compatible with
the residual condition Gs, when E has projective dimension one. Moreover, we describe how the shape of
the defining ideal of an intermediate ring above can be deduced from the previous algebra.

We now briefly describe how this paper is organized. In Section 2, we review the necessary preliminary
material on Rees rings of modules and their associated algebras, as well as residual intersections of ideals.
We also introduce the method of successive approximations of the Rees algebra RpEq and how to implement
this construction in the study of the defining ideal. In Section 3, we discuss the primary setting for the
paper and identify the two cases that must be considered, stemming from the rank condition in Theorem A.
The remainder of the section is spent discussing the similarities between the two cases, while the proceeding
sections are spent analyzing their differences. In Sections 4 and 5, we determine the defining ideal J of
the Rees ring RpEq in each of the two cases. With this, the Cohen-Macaulay and fiber-type property are
explored in each case. Finally, in Section 6 we include several examples showing that the conclusion of
Theorem A may not necessarily hold if we weaken any of the assumptions.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall background information on modules with a rank and their Rees algebras, needed
throughout the article. In particular, we include crucial observations regarding modules of projective di-
mension one in Section 2.2. For the present setting, assume that R is a Noetherian ring and E is a finitely
generated R-module. We note that an ideal of positive grade is isomorphic to a torsion-free module of rank
one, hence all statements discussed here apply to Rees rings of ideals when rankE “ 1.

2.1. Modules and their Rees algebras. Recall that E is said to have a rank if EbRQuotpRq – QuotpRqe
for some integer e, where QuotpRq denotes the total ring of quotients of R; in this case, we write rankpMq “ e.
In particular, free modules have a rank, hence modules of finite projective dimension do as well, since rank
is additive along exact sequences.

Given a generating set E “ Ra1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `Ran, such a module admits a corresponding free presentation

Rm ϕÝÑ Rn ÝÑ E ÝÑ 0. (2.1)

Recall that, for 0 ď i ď n, the ith Fitting ideal of E is the ideal FittipEq – In´ipϕq, i.e. the ideal generated
by all pn ´ iq ˆ pn ´ iq minors of ϕ. We remark that these ideals are particularly useful invariants of the
module E.

Proposition 2.1 ([14, 20.4–20.6]). With a module E as above, we have the following.

(a) FittipEq depends only on the module E and the index i. In particular, it is independent of the choice
of presentation.

(b) If R is local, then FittipEq “ R if and only if µpEq ď i.
(c) V pFittipEqq “ tp P SpecpRq |µpEpq ě i` 1u.

Condition (c) above is particularly useful as it easily relates to the condition Gs from the introduction.

Remark 2.2. A module E with rankE “ e satisfies Gs if and only if ht FittipEq ě i ´ e ` 2 for all
e ď i ď s` e´ 2. As before, we say that E satisfies G8 if E satisfies Gs for all s.
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In addition to the Fitting invariants, a free presentation of E also provides information on the symmetric
algebra of E, SpEq. More precisely, if E “ Ra1 ` . . .`Ran and (2.1) is a presentation corresponding to this
generating set, there is a natural homogeneous epimorphism of graded R-algebras

η : RrT1, . . . , Tns Ý։ SpEq (2.2)

defined by mapping each Ti to ai P rSpEqs1, and extending R-linearly. Moreover, the kernel L “ kerpηq
is generated by linear forms ℓ1, . . . , ℓm such that rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ “ rℓ1 . . . ℓms. Thus, there is an induced
isomorphism SpEq – RrT1, . . . , Tns{L. We remark that this description is independent of the choice of
presentation (2.1).

As noted in the introduction, the Rees algebra of E is RpEq “ SpEq{τpSpEqq, where τpSpEqq is the R-
torsion submodule of SpEq. If E – I for an R-ideal I, the Rees algebraRpEq is isomorphic to the subalgebra
RpIq “ RrIts Ď Rrts defined in the introduction. If E is an R-module with rank e, the Krull dimension of
RpEq is dimRpEq “ d ` e, where d “ dimR (see, e.g., [31, 2.2]).

Composing the map η in (2.2) with the natural map factoring τpSpEqq, one obtains a second homogeneous
epimorphism

π : RrT1, . . . , Tns Ý։ RpEq (2.3)

mapping Ti ÞÑ ai P rRpEqs1. There is an induced isomorphism RpEq – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J , where J – kerpπq
is the defining ideal of RpEq. By construction, it is clear that L Ď J . Moreover, L is actually the degree-one
component of J , L “ rJ s1 [36]. One says that E is of linear type if L “ J , as in this case all generators of
J are linear forms.

If E is not of linear type, the higher-degree generators of J can often be detected by means of a Jacobian
dual matrix of the presentation ϕ of E, or via the special fiber ring FpEq of E. We next briefly recall both
of these notions.

Definition 2.3. Let E be a module with presentation (2.1) and let ℓ1, . . . , ℓm be the generators of L as
before. There exists an r ˆm matrix Bpϕq with linear entries in RrT1, . . . , Tns such that

rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ “ rℓ1 . . . ℓms “ rx1 . . . xrs ¨ Bpϕq, (2.4)

where px1, . . . , xrq is an ideal containing I1pϕq. The matrix Bpϕq is a Jacobian dual of ϕ, with respect to
the sequence x1, . . . , xr.

We remark that Bpϕq is not unique in general. However, if R “ krx1, . . . , xds, then there is a unique
Jacobian dual matrix Bpϕq, with respect to x1, . . . , xd, if and only if the entries of ϕ are linear [29, p. 47].
In this case, the entries of Bpϕq belong to the subring krT1, . . . , Tns, a fact which we will exploit in several
proofs in later sections of this article.

Definition 2.4. Assume that R is a local ring with maximal ideal m and residue field k. Let E be a finitely
generated R-module as above. The special fiber ring of E is

FpEq – RpEq bR k – RpEq{mRpEq.
The Krull dimension of FpEq is called the analytic spread of E and is denoted by ℓpEq.

This notion may also be adapted to the graded setting when R is a standard graded polynomial ring
R “ krx1, . . . , xds, over a field k. In this setting, the special fiber ring is similarly defined using the unique
homogeneous maximal ideal m “ px1, . . . , xdq.

The natural map π of (2.3) induces an epimorphism of graded k-algebras

ψ : RrT1, . . . , Tns bR k – krT1, . . . , Tns Ý։ FpEq – RpEq{mRpEq
such that ψpTiq “ ai ` mRpEq P rFpEqs1. In particular, kerpψqRrT1, . . . , Tns ` L Ď J and we say that E is
of fiber type if this containment is an equality.

2.2. Successive approximations of Rees algebras. In this subsection, we discuss a useful technique used
to approximate Rees algebras of modules of projective dimension one, expanding on the method introduced
in [24]. Our setting throughout is as follows.
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Setting 2.5. Let R be a Noetherian ring, and let E be an R-module of rank e having projective dimension
one and minimally generated by µpEq “ n forms. With this, we may write

0 ÝÑ Rn´e ϕÝÑ Rn ÝÑ E ÝÑ 0 (2.5)

to denote a minimal resolution of E. Let ϕi denote the submatrix of ϕ obtained by deleting the last i
columns of ϕ and let Ei “ cokerϕi.

Notice that there is a chain of epimorphisms

Rn “ En´e ։ En´e´1 ։ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ։ E0 “ E. (2.6)

factoring the map Rn
։ E in (2.5). With the sequence of modules above, we make the following observation.

Lemma 2.6. With the assumptions of Setting 2.5 and the modules in (2.6), we have the following.

(a) For 1 ď i ď n´ e ´ 1, each Ei is an R-module of projective dimension one with rankEi “ e` i.
(b) If Ei satisfies Gs, then Ej satisfies Gs as well, for all j ě i.

Proof. To verify (a) it suffices to show that ϕi is an injective map for each i in the given range. However, this
is clear from linear algebra, as ϕ is injective. Now that ϕi is seen to be injective, the short exact sequence

0 ÝÑ Rn´e´i ϕiÝÑ Rn ÝÑ Ei ÝÑ 0 (2.7)

shows that Ei has projective dimension one and rankEi “ e` i, by additivity of rank.
To prove (b), it suffices to show that if E “ E0 satisfies Gs, then E1 does as well. The claim then follows

by induction after reindexing. Since E satisfies Gs and FittipEq Ď Fitti`1pE1q, one has that ht Fitti`1pE1q ě
i´ e` 2 for all e ď i ď s ` e ´ 2. After adjusting the indices, we see that ht FittipE1q ě i´ pe ` 1q ` 2 for
all e` 1 ď i ď s` pe ` 1q ´ 2. Since rankE1 “ e` 1, it follows that E1 satisfies Gs. �

Remark 2.7. From Lemma 2.6 it follows that if the module E satisfies Gs, then each of the modules in
(2.6) satisfy Gs as well. However, it is possible that some of the modules satisfy Gt for t ą s. For instance,
En´e “ Rn is free and hence satisfies G8.

Notice that the sequence of epimorphisms in (2.6) induces a sequence of homogeneous epimorphisms of
symmetric algebras:

RrT1, . . . , Tns “ SpEn´eq ։ SpEn´e´1q ։ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ։ SpE0q “ SpEq, (2.8)

which factors the natural map in (2.2). Moreover, this induces a sequence of homogeneous epimorphisms of
Rees algebras:

RrT1, . . . , Tns “ RpEn´eq ։ RpEn´e´1q ։ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ։ RpE0q “ RpEq (2.9)

by further factoring R-torsion, which also factors the natural map in (2.3). In particular, the ideals defining
the intermediate algebras of (2.8) and (2.9) relate to each other.

Notation 2.8. Write Li to denote the defining ideal of SpEiq, i.e. the kernel of the epimorphism

RrT1, . . . , Tns Ý։ SpEiq,
and write Ji to denote the defining ideal of RpEiq, i.e. the kernel of the epimorphism

RrT1, . . . , Tns Ý։ RpEiq.

Writing L to denote the defining ideal of SpEq, with the presentation of E in (2.5) note that L “
pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq where rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ. Moreover, the defining ideal of SpEiq is precisely Li “
pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´iq as Ei is presented by (2.7) and ϕi is a submatrix of ϕ. Hence there is a chain of inclusions

0 “ Ln´e Ĺ Ln´e´1 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ L1 Ĺ L0 “ L

where the generators of the ideals Li are well understood.
Unfortunately, the ideals Ji are not as simple. However, we have a chain of inclusions

0 “ Jn´e Ĺ Jn´e´1 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ J1 Ĺ J0 “ J ,
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and we note that, if R is a domain, for each i the Rees ring RpEiq is a domain of dimension d` e` i, hence
each Ji is a prime ideal of height n ´ e ´ i. Moreover, each successive quotient Ji{Ji`1 fits into the short
exact sequence

0 ÝÑ Ji{Ji`1 ÝÑ RpEi`1q ÝÑ RpEiq ÝÑ 0.

The quotients Ji{Ji`1 have the advantage of being simpler than the entire ideal J , as they are prime
RpEi`1q-ideals of height 1, whenever R is catenary. Moreover, if generating sets can be found for each
Ji{Ji`1, then they can be lifted and combined to produce a generating set of J .

2.3. Residual intersections. Lastly, we very briefly recall the notion of residual intersections of an ideal.
This notion goes back to the work of Artin and Nagata [1], who informally also introduced the Gs condition;
indeed, if an ideal I satisfies Gs, one can easily identify an optimal generating set for a residual intersection
of I (see, e.g., [33, 1.6]). In the present paper, we aim to describe the structure of certain quotients Ji{Ji`1

in terms of residual intersections, for which we require very few technical aspects of the subject. Hence,
we omit much of the unnecessary background material, and refer the curious reader to [19, 20] for a more
rigorous treatment of the matter.

Definition 2.9 ([19, 1.1]). Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring and I an R-ideal. For s an integer with
s ě ht I, a proper ideal J “ a : I is an s-residual intersection of I if a “ pa1, . . . , asq Ď I and htJ ě s.

In particular, we restrict our attention to residual intersections of ideals generated by regular sequences.
Not only do these ideals possess strong properties, their generation and resolutions are also well known [5].

Theorem 2.10. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring and let I “ px1, . . . , xgq be an ideal with x1, . . . , xg
an R-regular sequence. Let J “ a : I be an s-residual intersection of I for some a “ pa1, . . . , asq Ď I.

(a) ([20, 1.4 and 1.5]) R{J is a Cohen-Macaulay ring.
(b) ([20, 1.5 and 1.8]) If B is a g ˆ s matrix with ra1 . . . ass “ rx1 . . . xgs ¨B, then J “ a ` IgpBq.

3. Modules with weak residual conditions

We now begin our treatment of the Rees algebra of an R-module E with projective dimension one satisfying
Gs for s ă d “ dimR. We remark that we supplement the weakening of the condition Gd with a strict rank
condition on a presentation matrix ϕ of E, similar to the settings of [10, 28]. We also note that for s ă d´1,
this rank assumption gives rise to two cases which must be treated separately. For the duration of the paper,
we adopt the following setting.

Setting 3.1. Let R “ krx1, . . . , xds be a standard-graded polynomial ring over a field k, with m “
px1, . . . , xdq and d ě 3. Let s be an integer with 2 ď s ď d ´ 1. Let E be a R-module of projective
dimension one and rankE “ e minimally generated by µpEq “ n ě d ` e elements, satisfying the following
assumptions:

(i) The module E has a presentation matrix ϕ consisting of linear entries with I1pϕq “ m.
(ii) After a possible change of coordinates, the matrix ϕ has rank 1 modulo p “ px1, . . . , xsq.
(iii) The module E satisfies Gs, but not Gs`1.

Condition (ii) is the aforementioned rank condition and is certainly the most strict of the assumptions
above. However, we note that this condition holds automatically if s “ d ´ 1 and n “ d ` e [10, 4.4].
Additionally, notice that as E satisfies G2, it is torsion-free. As a consequence, modules of rank one as in
Setting 3.1 are isomorphic to notable ideals.

Remark 3.2. Under the assumptions of Setting 3.1, E has rank e “ 1 if and only if E is isomorphic to a
perfect ideal of grade two.

Proof. Let E be a module as in Setting 3.1 with rank e “ 1. Since E satisfies Gs for some s ě 2, it is
torsion-free, and hence isomorphic to an R-ideal I. Moreover, as E – I has projective dimension one, from
(3.1) it follows that I is presented by a n ˆ pn ´ 1q matrix ϕ. Moreover, as I satisfies G2 we have that
ht In´1pϕq “ htFitt1pIq ě 2 and the claim follows from the Hilbert-Burch theorem [14, 20.15]. �
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In particular, any result obtained in the present setting for Rees algebras of modules with projective
dimension one can be applied to Rees algebras of perfect ideals of grade two.

The rank condition (ii) above has a profound implication on the structure of the matrix ϕ, as discussed
in the following crucial remark.

Remark 3.3. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, the module E has minimal free resolution of the form

0 ÝÑ Rn´e ϕÝÑ Rn ÝÑ E ÝÑ 0. (3.1)

Moreover, with conditions (i) and (ii) above, after possible row and column operations, the matrix ϕ obtained
from ϕ modulo px1, . . . , xsq has nonzero entries xs`1, . . . , xd which are concentrated all in one row or all in
one column. Hence, there are two possible shapes of the matrix ϕ. Namely, after row and column operations
and a possible change of coordinates, the matrix ϕ may be taken to have either the form ϕ “ ϕC or ϕ “ ϕR

where

ϕC –

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˝

˚
ϕ1
C

...
˚

˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ xs`1

...
...

...
˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ xd

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

, ϕR –

¨
˚̊
˚̋

˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚
ϕ1
R

...
...

˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚
˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ xs`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ xd

˛
‹‹‹‚. (3.2)

In particular, the entries of the pn ´ d ` sq ˆ pn ´ e ´ 1q submatrix ϕ1
C and the pn ´ 1q ˆ pn ´ e ´ d ` sq

submatrix ϕ1
R, as well as all the ˚ entries, belong to the subring A “ krx1, . . . , xss Ă R.

As the indeterminates xs`1, . . . , xd are either concentrated in a single column or a single row of ϕ, for the
remainder of this paper we refer to these two cases as the column setting and the row setting, respectively.
The next two sections are dedicated to a more thorough treatment of each case, highlighting substantial
differences in the structure of the Rees algebra. Nevertheless, the two cases share several common features,
which we discuss in the remainder of this section.

Remark 3.4. Notice that if s “ d ´ 1, then the two possible shapes for the matrix ϕ in (3.2) coincide and
Setting 3.1 recovers the setting of [10, sec. 4]. Moreover, following Remark 3.2, if s “ d´ 1 and additionally
e “ 1 and d “ 3, then Setting 3.1 reduces to the setting of [28]. Likewise, when s “ d ´ 1 and also e “ 1
and n “ d ` 1, one recovers the setting of [27].

In particular, in our study of the Rees ring RpEq our main interest will be in the case when s ă d ´ 1,
which will produce novel results, even in the rank-one case. We begin by identifying the non-linear type
locus of the module E, i.e. the set of prime ideals q P SpecpRq for which Eq is not of linear type. We note
that the following proposition holds more generally, outside of the assumptions of Setting 3.1.

Proposition 3.5. Let R be a Noetherian ring and E a finitely generated R-module of rank e and projective
dimension one. If E satisfies Gs but not Gs`1, then Eq is of linear type for all primes q P SpecpRq with
q R V pFitts`e´1pEqq.
Proof. Notice that V pFitts`e´1pEqq “ tq P SpecpRq |µpEqq ě s` eu by Proposition 2.1. Thus for any prime
ideal q not contained in this set, we have that µpEqq ď s ` e ´ 1. Since E satisfies Gs, by transitivity of
localization, for any p Ď q it follows that µ

`
pEqqpRq

˘
“ µpEpq ď mintht p, su ` e´ 1, so Eq satisfies G8 and

is hence of linear type by [2, Prop. 3 and 4]. �

Thus, we are reduced to investigate the minimal primes of Fitts`e´1pEq. To this end, we recall a short
lemma to assist us.

Lemma 3.6 ([10, 2.4]). Let R be a Noetherian ring and E a finitely generated R-module of rank e satisfying
Gs but not Gs`1. Then htFitts`e´2pEq “ htFitts`e´1pEq “ s.

Now returning to the assumptions of Setting 3.1, we show that Fitts`e´1pEq has a unique minimal prime.
This fact is crucial for the following arguments and, unlike the previous items, we note that this does require
the strength of Setting 3.1. We present some examples in Section 6 of the behavior of RpEq outside of this
setting, when this phenomenon does not occur.
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Proposition 3.7. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, p “ px1, . . . , xsq is the unique minimal prime of
Fitts`e´1pEq “ In´s´e`1pϕq.

Proof. Since E satisfies Gs but not Gs`1, we have ht In´s´e`2pϕq “ ht In´s´e`1pϕq “ s by Lemma 3.6. We
now consider two cases, depending on the two possible shapes of the matrix ϕ in (3.2).

For the column setting, let ϕ “ ϕC as in (3.2). Following the notation of Section 2, let ϕ1 denote the
n ˆ pn ´ e ´ 1q submatrix of ϕ obtained by deleting the last column of ϕ. Then, the entries of ϕ1 are
linear forms in A “ krx1, . . . , xss, and also we have In´s´e`2pϕq Ď In´s´e`1pϕ1q Ď px1, . . . , xsq “ p. Since
ht In´s´e`2pϕq “ s “ ht p, it follows that ht In´s´e`1pϕ1q “ s. Thus, In´s´e`1pϕ1q is a p-primary ideal
in A, and so p is its only minimal prime in A and hence in R. On the other hand, since In´s´e`1pϕ1q Ď
In´s´e`1pϕq Ď p and ht In´s´e`1pϕq “ s, it follows that p is the unique minimal prime of In´s´e`1pϕq too.

For the row setting, let ϕ “ ϕR as in (3.2). A similar argument as above yields the same result, by
considering the submatrix obtained by deleting the last row of ϕ. �

With the non-linear type locus of E determined in Proposition 3.5, we may now introduce our first
description of the defining ideal J of the Rees ring RpEq.

Proposition 3.8. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, J is a prime ideal of height n ´ e. Moreover, we
have that J “ L : p8 where p “ px1, . . . , xsq as before.

Proof. The initial statement is clear as RpEq – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J and RpEq is a domain of dimension d ` e.
For the second statement, notice that L : px1, . . . , xsq8 Ď J as J is prime, L Ď J and px1, . . . , xsq Ę J .
To prove the reverse containment, consider the quotient A “ J {L. It suffices to show that A is annihilated
by some power of p “ px1, . . . , xsq. From Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.7, it follows that A is supported

only at primes containing p, hence p is the only minimal prime of annA. Thus p “
?
annA, and so indeed

a power of p annihilates A. �

The description of J in Proposition 3.8 will be crucial to our study. Our search for an explicit generating
set of J now begins by extracting information from a Jacobian dual matrix Bpϕq of ϕ. We note, however,
as there are two possible forms of the presentation ϕ in (3.2), there are two possible shapes of its Jacobian
dual matrix, with respect to x1, . . . , xd. Namely Bpϕq coincides with either BpϕRq or BpϕCq where

BpϕCq “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˝

‚
B1

C

...
‚

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn´d`s`1

...
...

...
0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

, BpϕRq “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̋

B1
R ψ

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn
...

...
. . .

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

(3.3)

which can be seen from (2.4) and the two possible shapes of ϕ in (3.2).
Here B1

C is an sˆ pn´e´1q matrix with linear entries in krT1, . . . , Tns, and the ‚ entries of BpϕCq belong
to krT1, . . . , Tn´d`ss. Moreover, B1

R is an s ˆ pn ´ e ´ d ` sq matrix and ψ is an s ˆ pd ´ sq matrix, both
consisting of linear entries in krT1, . . . , Tns. Additionally, the bottom right block of BpϕRq is Tn ¨ Id´s where
Id´s is the pd ´ sq ˆ pd ´ sq identity matrix.

Remark 3.9. Notice that if s “ d ´ 1, then the two possible shapes for Bpϕq in (3.3) coincide with

Bpϕq “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

‚
B1

...
‚

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn

˛
‹‹‹‚

and one has rx1 . . . xds ¨ B1 “ rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´1s, as observed in [10]. Moreover, in this case, the matrix B1

completely determines the nonlinear equations of the Rees algebra, which coincide with the fiber equations
of RpEq [10, 4.11, 4.12]. In the proceeding sections, we will see that this is not always true when s ă d´ 1.
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As we will see in Section 4 and Section 5, the two possible shapes of ϕ and Bpϕq produce two very different
generating sets for the defining ideal J of RpEq (compare Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 5.3), yielding very
different behaviors in terms of the fiber type property and the analytic spread of E (compare Corollary 4.6
and Corollary 5.12). To understand the differences between the two cases, it will be useful to relate the
submatrices B1

C and B1
R of (3.3) to the submatrices ϕi and the ideals Li introduced in Setting 2.5 and

Notation 2.8. Notice that B1
C satisfies the equation

rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ1 “ rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´1s “ rx1 . . . xss ¨B1
C (3.4)

and so B1
C is precisely the Jacobian dual of the matrix ϕ1, with respect to the sequence x1, . . . , xs. Similarly,

with B1
R we have

rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕd´s “ rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´pd´sqs “ rx1 . . . xss ¨ B1
R (3.5)

and so B1
R is the Jacobian dual of the matrix ϕd´s with respect to the sequence x1, . . . , xs.

Recall that L “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq, where rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rT1 . . . Tns¨ϕ, is the defining ideal of SpEq. Notice that
with (3.4) and (3.5), depending on whether ϕ “ ϕC or ϕ “ ϕR, we have L` IspB1

Cq Ď J or L` IspB1
Rq Ď J

due to Cramer’s rule, since J is a prime ideal. With this, we introduce the following result, which will be a
crucial technical step towards determining the defining ideal J of RpEq.
Proposition 3.10. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1 and B1

C and B1
R as in (3.3), the following hold.

(a) If ϕ “ ϕC , then IspB1
Cq is a Cohen-Macaulay prime ideal of height n´ s ´ e.

(b) If ϕ “ ϕR, then IspB1
Rq is a Cohen-Macaulay prime ideal of height n´ e ´ d` 1.

Proof. By (3.3), B1
C is an sˆpn´e´1q matrix with linear entries in krT1, . . . , Tns. Moreover, rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´1s “

rx1 . . . xss ¨ B1
C by (3.4). Now, as L : px1, . . . , xsq8 is a prime ideal of height n ´ e by Proposition 3.8, from

[3, 2.2] it follows that pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´1q : px1, . . . , xsq8 is a prime ideal of height n ´ e ´ 1. Hence, [3, 2.4]
implies that IspB1

Cq is a prime ideal with ht IspB1
Cq “ pn ´ e ´ 1q ´ s ` 1 “ n ´ e ´ s. Since this is the

maximal possible height by [13, Thm. 1], the Cohen-Macaulayness of IspB1
Cq then follows from [14, A2.13].

This proves (a).
For (b), notice that according to (3.3) and (3.5), B1

R is an sˆ pn´ e´ d` sq matrix with linear entries in
krT1, . . . , Tns and rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´d`ss “ rx1 . . . xss ¨B1

R. As L : px1, . . . , xsq8 is a prime ideal of height n´ e, by
successively applying [3, 2.2] d´ s times, we obtain that pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´d`sq : px1, . . . , xsq8 is a prime ideal of
height n´e´d`s. Thus, IspB1

Rq is a prime ideal with ht IspB1
Rq “ pn´e´d`sq´s`1 “ n´e´d`1. Again,

this is the maximal possible height by [13, Thm. 1], hence IspB1
Rq is Cohen-Macaulay by [14, A2.13]. �

In the next sections, we will combine the height calculation of Proposition 3.10 with an argument allowing
us to determine the defining ideal of RpEq from that of RpE1q, where E “ cokerϕ1 as in Setting 2.5. The
following proposition guarantees that the assumptions of Setting 3.1 are preserved when passing from E to
E1, in either case of Remark 3.3.

Proposition 3.11. The module E1 is an R-module of projective dimension one satisfying Gs, but not Gs`1.

Proof. From Lemma 2.6, we know that E1 satisfies Gs, hence we only need to show that E1 does not satisfy
Gs`1. As E1 has rank e`1, it suffices to show that ht Fitts`epE1q ď s. We distinguish two cases, depending
on the two possible shapes for the matrix ϕ as in (3.2).

In the column setting, let ϕ “ ϕC as in (3.2) and write Fitts`epE1q “ In´s´epϕ1q, with ϕ1 as in Setting 2.5.
Notice that n ´ s ´ e ě d ´ s ě 1, as n ě d ` e and s ě d ´ 1 by assumption. Thus, In´s´epϕ1q is not
the unit ideal and is hence contained in px1, . . . , xsq, as the entries of ϕ1 belong to A “ krx1, . . . , xss. Thus,
ht Fitts`epE1q ď s and the claim follows.

In the row setting, let ϕ “ ϕR as in (3.2). It is enough to show that Ed´s does not satisfy Gs`1, since
then neither does E1, by Lemma 2.6. To prove this, notice that Ed´s is an R-module of rank e ` d ´ s

and Fittd`e´1pEd´sq “ In´d´e`1pϕd´sq. Similarly to the previous case, it follows that In´d´e`1pϕd´sq Ď
px1, . . . , xsq, as the entries of ϕd´s are in A and this is not the unit ideal. Thus, ht Fittd`e´1pEd´sq ď s and
so Ed´s does not satisfy Gs`1, as required. �

Remark 3.12. The proof of Proposition 3.11 shows that, in the row setting when ϕ “ ϕR as in (3.2),
actually all modules Ei for 0 ď i ď d ´ s satisfy Gs but not Gs`1. That is, the maximal index s such that
Ei satisfies Gs is constant in this range.
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4. The column case

Throughout this section, we let R and E be as in Setting 3.1 and we assume that the presentation matrix
ϕ of E is in column form, ϕ “ ϕC as in (3.2). Our primary task is to determine the defining ideal J of the
Rees ring RpEq through means of successive approximations of this algebra, as described in Section 2.2. As
we will see, the fact that a subset of variables is concentrated in one column of the presentation matrix ϕ
makes this setting quite amenable to this approximation method. Indeed, the first algebra RpE1q alone will
provide enough information to determine J . Our main setting throughout is as follows.

Setting 4.1. Adopt the assumptions of Setting 3.1 and assume that, after the appropriate change of coor-
dinates and row and column operations, the presentation matrix ϕ has the shape ϕ “ ϕC in (3.2).

We omit the subscript in ϕC and instead write ϕ throughout to simplify the notation. With this, the
matrix ϕ and its Jacobian dual, with respect to x1, . . . , xd, are

ϕ “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˝

˚
ϕ1

...
˚

˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ xs`1

...
...

...
˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ xd

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

and Bpϕq “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˝

‚
B1

...
‚

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn´d`s`1

...
...

...
0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

(4.1)

where the entries of ϕ1 and the ˚ entries belong to the subring A “ krx1, . . . , xss, and the entries of Bpϕq
belong to krT1, . . . , Tns. We also recall that

rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ “ rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rx1 . . . xds ¨ Bpϕq (4.2)

where L “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq is the defining ideal of the symmetric algebra SpEq, as in Section 2.
As noted, we aim to approximate, in a sense, the Rees ringRpEq with a well-understood algebra surjecting

onto it. By employing the technique of successive approximations, we take this algebra to be the Rees ring of
E1, where E1 is the R-module defined in Section 2.2. We begin by making some observations on the module
E1, and then we will consider its Rees ring.

Proposition 4.2. With the assumptions of Setting 4.1, let ϕ1 denote the submatrix of ϕ as in Section 2.2,
and let E1 denote the cokernel of ϕ1. The module E1 has projective dimension one and satisfies Gs, but not
Gs`1, both as an R-module and as an A-module, where A “ krx1, . . . , xss.
Proof. The first claim follows from Proposition 3.11. Notice that since ϕ has the shape in (4.1), the entries
of ϕ1 belong to the subring A, hence E1 is an A-module of projective dimension one. Moreover, since
SpecpAq Ă SpecpRq, E1 satisfies Gs, but not Gs`1, as an A-module as well. �

With this, we may describe the Rees ring of E1 as both an A-module and an R-module.

Proposition 4.3. The Rees algebra of E1, as an R-module, is RpE1q – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J1 where

J1 “ L1 : px1, . . . , xsq “ L1 ` IspB1q
and L1 “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´1q. Moreover, RpE1q is Cohen-Macaulay, both as an R-module and as an A-module.

Proof. Notice that the submatrix B1 is precisely the Jacobian dual of ϕ1 with respect to x1, . . . , xs, as
observed in (3.4). Moreover, by Proposition 4.2, E1 satisfies Gs as an A-module, where A “ krx1, . . . , xss.
Hence, from [31, 4.11] it follows that the Rees ring of E1, as an A-module, is RApE1q – ArT1, . . . , Tns{J1

with J1 “ L1 : px1, . . . , xsq “ L1 ` IspB1q and moreover, this ring is Cohen-Macaulay.
Viewing now E1 as an R-module, it then follows that RpE1q – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J1, with J1 extended to

RrT1, . . . , Tns. Moreover, RpE1q is Cohen-Macaulay, as xs`1, . . . , xd is a regular sequence modulo J1. �

We remark that, although in the previous proof we include a description of the Rees algebra of E1 over
the simpler ring A, the description of RpE1q with E1 viewed as an R-module is required for our purposes.
Indeed, we require a map of R-modules E1 Ñ E to induce the map of R-algebras RpE1q Ñ RpEq, as in
Section 2.2. Recall that the kernel of this map is J {J1, and this is a prime ideal of height one.
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Lemma 4.4. With the isomorphism RpE1q – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J1 in Proposition 4.3, write ¨ to denote images
modulo J1. We have the following.

(a) Letting p “ px1, . . . , xsq, p is a Cohen-Macaulay prime RpE1q-ideal of height one.
(b) The RpE1q-ideal L ` IspB1q is Cohen-Macaulay of height one.

Proof. Recall that RApE1q – ArT1, . . . , Tns{J1, where A “ krx1, . . . , xss. As p “ px1, . . . , xsq is the homo-
geneous maximal ideal of A, the special fiber ring of E1, as an A-module, is

FApE1q – RApE1q{pRApE1q – krT1, . . . , Tns{IspB1q
by [31, 4.11], noting that L1 Ď p. Moreover, this is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension s` e, following
Proposition 3.10(a). On the other hand, notice that RpE1q – RApE1qrxs`1, . . . , xds and so

RpE1q{pRpE1q – FApE1qrxs`1, . . . , xds.
Hence this quotient is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension s ` e ` pd ´ sq “ d ` e. Now since E1 has
rank e ` 1 by Lemma 2.6(a), it follows that dimRpE1q “ d ` e ` 1. Thus p is a prime ideal with ht p “ 1,
which shows (a).

For (b), notice that L ` IspB1q “ pℓn´eq, which follows immediately from the expression of J1 in

Proposition 4.3. Since ℓn´e R J1, it follows that ℓn´e ‰ 0. As RpE1q is a domain, the ideal pℓn´eq is
thus generated by a regular element. Hence it is Cohen-Macaulay of height one, as claimed. �

In [10, 4.11] it was shown that when s “ d ´ 1, the defining ideal of RpEq is J “ L : px1, . . . , xd´1q “
L ` Id´1pB1q. We now prove that the same property holds for every s ď d´ 1, in the present setting.

Theorem 4.5. With ϕ and E as in Setting 4.1, the defining ideal J of RpEq is

J “ L : p “ L ` IspB1q
where p “ px1, . . . , xsq. Moreover, RpEq is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 3.8 that J “ L : p8. Hence, by Cramer’s rule one has the containments
L`IspB1q Ď L : p Ď J , and so we only need to show that J “ L`IspB1q. Moreover, since J1 Ď L`IspB1q Ď
J , it suffices to prove that J “ L ` IspB1q “ pℓn´eq.

Since clearly pℓn´eq Ď J , it is enough to show that pℓn´eq and J agree locally at the associated primes of

pℓn´eq. Recall from Lemma 4.4(b) that this ideal is Cohen-Macaulay of height one, hence all of its associated

primes are minimal of height one. Thus it is enough to prove the stronger statement that pℓn´eq
q

“ J q for

any prime RpE1q-ideal q with height one. Recall that p is one such prime, due to Lemma 4.4(a).
First, notice that if q ‰ p, we have

J q “ Lq : p8
q “ Lq : RpE1qq “ Lq “ pℓn´eq

q
,

since L “ pℓn´eq. If instead q “ p, note that ℓn´e R p. Indeed, one has that pℓn´eq ` p “ pγq ` p where
γ “ xs`1Tn´d`s`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨`xdTn following (4.2). Since p “ px1, . . . , xsq and x1, . . . , xs, γ is a regular sequence,

it follows that pℓn´eq ` p ‰ p, and so ℓn´e R p as claimed. Therefore, pℓn´eq
p

“ RpE1qp. Moreover, since

pℓn´eq Ď J , it follows that J p “ RpE1qp as well. Thus J “ pℓn´eq, and so J “ L ` IspB1q, as claimed.
As for the Cohen-Macaulayness of RpEq, notice that we have shown that J “ J1 ` pℓn´eq. As noted in

Lemma 4.4, the element ℓn´e is regular modulo J1. Moreover, by Proposition 4.3 we know that RpE1q is

Cohen-Macaulay, hence RpEq – RpE1q{pℓn´eq is Cohen-Macaulay as well. �

With this, we may easily describe the ideal defining the special fiber ring FpEq.
Corollary 4.6. With the assumptions of Setting 4.1, the special fiber ring of E is

FpEq – krT1, . . . , Tns{IspB1q.
In particular, FpEq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension s`e, i.e. E has analytic spread ℓpEq “ s`e.

Proof. Recall that the entries of B1 belong to krT1, . . . , Tns. From Theorem 4.5, it follows that J `
px1, . . . , xdq “ IspB1q ` px1, . . . , xdq, and so FpEq – krT1, . . . , Tns{IspB1q. Moreover, by Proposition 3.10(a)
we have that IspB1q is a Cohen-Macaulay prime ideal of krT1, . . . , Tns with ht IspB1q “ n ´ s ´ e. Hence it
follows that FpEq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain with ℓpEq “ dimFpEq “ s ` e. �
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Remark 4.7. With the shape of the defining ideal J in Theorem 4.5, we note that the module E is of
fiber type by Corollary 4.6. In other words, aside from the generators of L, the equations of J belong to the
subring krT1, . . . , Tns.

As another consequence of Theorem 4.5, we may also describe the defining ideal J as a residual intersec-
tion.

Proposition 4.8. With the assumptions of Setting 4.1, the defining ideal J of RpEq may be realized as

J “ L : px1, . . . , xs, γq

where γ “ xs`1Tn´d`s`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xdTn, as in the proof of Theorem 4.5. Moreover, this is an pn´ eq-residual
intersection of px1, . . . , xs, γq.

Proof. Recall from the proof of Theorem 4.5 that L Ď px1, . . . , xs, γq. Moreover, notice that we have the
containment

L : px1, . . . , xs, γq Ď L : px1, . . . , xsq “ J (4.3)

where the equality follows from Theorem 4.5. Cramer’s rule then implies that IspB1q “ Is`1pB2q Ď L :
px1, . . . , xs, γq, where B2 is the matrix

B2 “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

‚
B1

...
‚

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1

˛
‹‹‹‚ (4.4)

satisfying the matrix equation

rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rx1 . . . xs γs ¨B2. (4.5)

Thus, L ` IspB1q Ď L : px1, . . . , xs, γq, hence by Theorem 4.5 we have J “ L : px1, . . . , xs, γq. Moreover, as
htJ “ n´ e and L “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq Ď px1, . . . , xs, γq, we conclude that J is an pn´ eq-residual intersection
of px1, . . . , xs, γq. �

Remark 4.9. As noted in the proof of Theorem 4.5, we have that x1, . . . , xs, γ is a regular sequence. Hence
by Proposition 4.8, J is a residual intersection of a complete intersection ideal. The proof of the main
result of [10] relied on a similar observation, and then used Theorem 2.10 to obtain a generating set of J .
We remark that a similar path could be followed to give an alternative proof of Theorem 4.5, however the
method of successive approximations of RpEq allows for a much quicker proof, and gives that J is a residual
intersection as a byproduct. Whereas the methods of [10] could have been applied in the present setting, we
will see in the proceeding section that they fail for the row case; see Remark 5.14.

As noted in Remark 3.4, the column setting and the row setting of Remark 3.3 coincide when s “ d´1, in
which case one has the main result of [10], which shows that the defining ideal of RpEq is J “ L` Id´1pB1q,
similarly to Theorem 4.5. In the next section, we show that in the row setting, i.e. when ϕ “ ϕR in (3.2),
the ideal L ` IspB1q will be strictly contained in J , when s ă d ´ 1. Moreover, unlike in Theorem 4.5, the
module E will not be of fiber type.

5. The row case

In this section, we describe the defining ideal J of RpEq with E as in Setting 3.1, assuming that the
presentation matrix ϕ of E is in row form ϕ “ ϕR as in (3.2). As before, we employ the method of successive
approximations to study RpEq. The key difference here, opposed to the case of Section 4, is that this method
becomes part of an induction argument to determine the defining ideal of RpEq. Our setting throughout is
as follows.

Setting 5.1. Adopt the assumptions of Setting 3.1 and assume that, after the appropriate change of coor-
dinates, and row and column operations, ϕ has the shape ϕ “ ϕR in (3.2).
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As in the previous section, we omit the subscript and write ϕ for ϕR throughout to simplify the notation.
With this, the matrix ϕ and its Jacobian dual, with respect to x1, . . . , xd, are

ϕ “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚
ϕ1

...
...

˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚
˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ xs`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ xd

˛
‹‹‹‚ and Bpϕq “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̋

B1 ψ

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn
...

...
. . .

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 Tn

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

(5.1)

as in (3.2) and (3.3). Along with the Jacobian dual Bpϕq, consider the matrix

C “

¨
˚̊
˝

B1 ψ

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 xs`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ xd

˛
‹‹‚ (5.2)

where B1 and ψ are the submatrices of Bpϕq in (5.1).

Remark 5.2. As noted prior to Proposition 3.10, recall that B1 “ Bpϕd´sq, the Jacobian dual of the
submatrix ϕd´s with respect to x1, . . . , xs, adopting the notation of Section 2.2. Moreover, notice that the
matrix C is a transition matrix as well. Indeed, from (3.5) and the shape of C above, we see that

rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´pd´sqs “ rx1 . . . xss ¨ B1 and rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rx1 . . . xs Tns ¨ C. (5.3)

where rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ are the equations defining the symmetric algebra SpEq.

Notice that, by Cramer’s rule, and since J is a prime ideal, we have that L` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq Ď J . The
following theorem, which we prove by induction in Section 5.1, shows that this containment is actually an
equality.

Theorem 5.3. With the assumptions of Setting 5.1 and ϕ the presentation of E as in (5.1), the Rees algebra
of E is RpEq – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J with

J “ L : px1, . . . , xsq “ L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq,

where L “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq, and B1 and C are the matrices in (5.1) and (5.2), satisfying the equations of (5.3).
Moreover, RpEq is Cohen-Macaulay.

5.1. Proof by Induction. We devote this subsection to the proof of Theorem 5.3. As such, we provide the
induction setting below.

Setting 5.4. With the assumptions of Setting 5.1, we proceed by induction on the difference d´ s in order
to prove Theorem 5.3. We note that the initial case d ´ s “ 1 has been shown in [10, 3.9], observing that
Is`1pCq Ď IspB1q in this setting. (Alternatively, this follows from Theorem 4.5, due to Remark 3.4.) Hence
we assume that d ´ s ě 2 and the claim holds up to d ´ s´ 1.

As in the previous section, we employ the technique of successive approximations to produce a ring
surjecting onto RpEq so that the kernel of this map is a prime ideal of height one. As before, we take such
a ring to be the Rees ring of E1 “ cokerϕ1, where ϕ1 and E1 are as in Section 2.2. Notice that from the
shape of ϕ in (5.1), the entries of ϕ1 belong to the subring R1 “ krx1, . . . , xd´1s. In particular, E1 may be
viewed as a module over this subring.

Proposition 5.5. The Rees algebra of E1 is, as an R-module, RpE1q – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J1 with

J1 “ L1 : px1, . . . , xsq “ L1 ` IspB1q ` Is`1pC1q

where L1 “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´1q, B1 is the submatrix of Bpϕq in (5.1), and C1 is the submatrix of C in (5.2)
obtained by deleting its last column. Moreover, RpE1q is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension d` e` 1.
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Proof. Recall that by Proposition 3.11, E1 satisfies Gs, but not Gs`1, as an R-module. Moreover, from the
shape of ϕ and its submatrix ϕ1 in (5.1), an argument similar to the one in Proposition 4.2 shows that E1

satisfies Gs, but not Gs`1, as an R1-module as well, where R1 “ krx1, . . . , xd´1s. Hence E1 satisfies the
assumptions of Setting 5.1 as an R1-module. Moreover, as R1 “ krx1, . . . , xd´1s, we see that dimR1 ´ s “
d ´ s´ 1. Hence by the induction hypothesis in Setting 5.4, the Rees ring of E1, as an R

1-module, is

RR1 pE1q – R1rT1, . . . , Tns{J1

where
J1 “ L1 ` IspB1q ` Is`1pC1q

with L1 “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´1q and rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´1s “ rT1 . . . Tns ¨ ϕ1. Indeed, observe that B1 and C1 satisfy the
matrix equations

rℓ1 . . . ℓn´pe`1q´pd´s´1qs “ rx1 . . . xss ¨B1 and rℓ1 . . . ℓn´e´1s “ rx1 . . . xs Tns ¨ C1

similar to those in (5.3), noting that rankE1 “ e` 1 and dimR1 “ d´ 1. Hence n´ pe` 1q ´ pd´ s´ 1q “
n´e´pd´sq and the equations above agree with (5.3). Alternatively, again noting that dimR1´s “ d´s´1,
from Remark 5.2 the first matrix required here may be realized as the Jacobian dual of pϕ1qd´s´1 “ ϕd´s,
which is again B1 by Remark 5.2.

As the ideal J1 above is the ideal defining the Rees ring of E1 as an R1-module, its extension to
RrT1, . . . , Tns is the defining ideal of the Rees ring of E1 as an R-module. In other words, viewing J1

as an ideal of RrT1, . . . , Tns, we have

RpE1q – RrT1, . . . , Tns{J1.

Finally, since RpE1q – RR1 pE1qrxds and RR1 pE1q is Cohen-Macaulay by the induction hypothesis, it follows
that RpE1q is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension d ` e` 1. �

Similarly to the previous section, we regard E1 as an R-module so as to consider the epimorphism of
R-algebras RpE1q Ñ RpEq, as outlined in Section 2. Notice that the kernel of this map is precisely J {J1,
which is a prime RpE1q-ideal of height one. Inspired by analogous constructions used in [3, 21, 37, 38], we
now introduce certain ideals in RpE1q to study this kernel. To this end, the following notation will be useful.

Notation 5.6. Let ¨ denote images modulo J1 in RpE1q. Let C 1 denote the sˆ pn´ e´1q submatrix of C1

obtained by deleting its last row (equivalently, C 1 is obtained from C by deleting its last row and column).
Consider the RrT1, . . . , Tns-ideal K – pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´1q ` IspC 1q ` pTnq.
Proposition 5.7. The RpE1q-ideal K is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height one.

Proof. From the description of J1 in Proposition 5.5, we have the containment J1 Ď K, noting that IspB1q Ď
IspC 1q. Thus htK ě n ´ e, as J1 is a prime ideal of height n ´ e ´ 1 and Tn P KzJ1. We next show that

htK “ n ´ e. To this end, notice that, since Tn P K, there exists an s ˆ pn ´ e ´ 1q matrix ĂC 1 with entries

in krT1, . . . , Tn´1s and elements rℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1 P RrT1, . . . , Tn´1s such that

K “ prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q ` IspĂC 1q ` pTnq (5.4)

and rrℓ1 . . . rℓn´e´1s “ rx1 . . . xss ¨ĂC 1. Since htK ě n´e, from (5.4) above it follows that ht
`
prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q`

IspĂC 1q
˘

ě n´ e´ 1, as this is an ideal of the subring RrT1, . . . , Tn´1s. However, since

prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q ` IspĂC 1q Ď prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q : px1, . . . , xsq
it follows that ht

`
prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q : px1, . . . , xsq

˘
ě n ´ e ´ 1. Thus this ideal is an pn ´ e ´ 1q-residual

intersection of px1, . . . , xsq, and so by Theorem 2.10 it follows that

prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q ` IspĂC 1q “ prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q : px1, . . . , xsq (5.5)

and this is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height exactly n´ e´ 1. As Tn is regular modulo this ideal, we then
have that K is Cohen-Macaulay of height n´ e, as claimed. Thus K is a Cohen-Macaulay RpE1q-ideal with
htK “ 1. �

With the Cohen-Macaulayness of K established, we now show that this ideal is linked, in the sense of [17],
to a particular RpE1q-ideal. We begin with the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.8. Writing K “ prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q ` IspĂC 1q ` pTnq as in the proof of Proposition 5.7, we have

IspĂC 1q ‰ 0, modulo J1.

Proof. First note that, by degree considerations, if IspĂC 1q Ď J1, then it must be that IspĂC 1q Ď IspB1q. We

show that this is impossible. Recall from the proof of Proposition 5.7 that the ideal prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q ` IspĂC 1q
has height n´ e´ 1. As prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q Ď px1, . . . , xsq, it follows that ht

`
px1, . . . , xsq ` IspĂC 1q

˘
ě n´ e´ 1.

Since IspĂC 1q is an ideal of the subring krT1, . . . , Tn´1s, this implies that ht IspĂC 1q ě n ´ e ´ s ´ 1. Thus if

IspĂC 1q Ď IspB1q, then by Proposition 3.10 we have that n ´ e ´ s ´ 1 ď n ´ e ´ d ` 1, hence s ě d ´ 2.
However, from Setting 5.4 we have that s ď d´ 2, so we only need to consider the case that s “ d ´ 2.

So, suppose that IspĂC 1q Ď IspB1q where s “ d ´ 2, and note that then d ě 4, as s ě 2 by assumption.

Write ĂB1 for the submatrix of ĂC 1 consisting of the first n´ e´ 2 columns, which coincides with the matrix
obtained from B1 by extracting its terms containing Tn. Notice that

Id´2pĂC 1q Ď Id´2pB1q Ď Id´2pB1q ` pTnq “ Id´2pĂB1q ` pTnq,
hence it follows that Id´2pĂC 1q Ď Id´2pĂB1q as both matrices consist of entries in krT1, . . . , Tn´1s. Thus we

have that Id´2pĂC 1q “ Id´2pĂB1q, as ĂB1 is a submatrix of ĂC 1.

With this, we next show that rℓn´e´1 is a regular element modulo prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q. Recall from
the proof of Proposition 3.10(b) that pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´2q : px1, . . . , xd´2q8 is a prime ideal of height n ´ e ´ 2.
Hence by [3, 2.4] and (5.3), we see that

pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´2q : px1, . . . , xd´2q8 “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´2q : px1, . . . , xd´2q “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pB1q.
As this is a prime ideal not containing Tn, it follows that

pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pB1q ` pTnq “ prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q ` pTnq
and this ideal has height n ´ e ´ 1. Thus we deduce that ht

`
prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q

˘
“ n ´ e ´ 2 as

this ideal belongs to RrT1, . . . , Tn´1s. As prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q Ď prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q : px1, . . . , xd´2q, by
height considerations and Theorem 2.10, it follows that

prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q : px1, . . . , xd´2q “ prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q
with height exactly n ´ e ´ 2, and this ideal is Cohen-Macaulay. Now, since Id´2pĂC 1q “ Id´2pĂB1q and

prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´1q ` Id´2pĂC 1q is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height n ´ e ´ 1, the height calculation above

implies that rℓn´e´1 is a regular element modulo prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q, as claimed.

Having shown that rℓn´e´1 is regular modulo prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q, we now use this to reach the

desired contradiction. Observe that, as Id´2pĂB1q “ Id´2pĂC 1q ‰ 0, there exists a nonzero minor of ĂB1 and,
without loss of generality, we may assume this is the minor consisting of the first d ´ 2 columns. Hence,
there is a nonzero pd ´ 3q ˆ pd ´ 3q minor δ within the first d ´ 3 columns (recall that d ě 4). Assume δ is

obtained by deleting row i, for some 1 ď i ď d´ 2. Let ∆ denote the minor of ĂC 1 consisting of the first d´ 3

columns of ĂB1 and the last column of ĂC 1.
Notice that xi∆ P px1, . . . , xd´2qId´2pĂC 1q “ px1, . . . , xd´2qId´2pĂB1q Ď prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q, recalling that

Id´2pĂC 1q “ Id´2pĂB1q. Moreover, by Cramer’s rule, modulo prℓ1, . . . , rℓd´3q we have xi∆ ” p´1qi`d´2rℓn´e´1δ

and so it follows that
rℓn´e´1δ Ď prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q.

However, recall that rℓn´e´1 is regular modulo prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q ` Id´2pĂB1q. Hence it must be that δ P
prℓ1, . . . , rℓn´e´2q`Id´2pĂB1q. But this is impossible by degree considerations, and so this is a contradiction. �

Proposition 5.9. With K as in Notation 5.6, we have that K and px1, . . . , xs, Tnq are linked through the

regular element Tn, namely px1, . . . , xs, Tnq “ pTnq : K and K “ pTnq : px1, . . . , xs, Tnq. In particular, the

RpE1q-ideal px1, . . . , xs, Tnq is unmixed of height one.

Proof. From the construction of K, it is clear that we have the containment px1, . . . , xs, TnqK Ď pTnq, hence
px1, . . . , xs, Tnq Ď pTnq : K and also K Ď pTnq : px1, . . . , xs, Tnq. In order to conclude these containments are
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actually equalities, it suffices to show they agree locally at the associated primes of the smaller ideal. To
this end, it suffices to show that K and px1, . . . , xs, Tnq have no common associated prime.

Suppose that there is some q P SpecpRpE1qq with q P AsspKqŞAss
`
px1, . . . , xs, Tnq

˘
. From Proposition 5.7,

we see that q P AssK “ minK, hence ht q “ 1. Moreover, as q Ě px1, . . . , xs, Tnq ‰ 0, it follows that q is

a minimal prime of this ideal and so ht px1, . . . , xs, Tnq “ 1 as well. Thus q is an ideal of height one which

contains K` px1, . . . , xs, Tnq “ IspĂC 1q ` px1, . . . , xs, Tnq. However, from (5.5) and Lemma 5.8 it follows that,

modulo IspĂC 1q ‰ 0, px1, . . . , xs, Tnq contains a regular element. Hence ht
`
K ` px1, . . . , xs, Tnq

˘
ě 2, noting

that RpE1q is a Cohen-Macaulay domain by Proposition 5.5. However, this is a contradiction.

Now that K and px1, . . . , xs, Tnq have been shown to be linked, the last statement follows from [17, 0.1]. �

With the RpE1q-ideal K and Proposition 5.9, we now introduce a divisorial ideal that will ultimately pave
the path to the defining ideal J of RpEq. As previously noted, similar constructions and techniques have
been applied in [3, 21, 37, 38].

Notation 5.10. Consider the divisorial ideal D “ ℓn´e K

Tn

and note that, since ℓn´e P px1, . . . , xs, Tnq, this
is actually an RpE1q-ideal, by Proposition 5.9.

Notice that, since RpE1q is a domain and both ℓn´e ‰ 0 and Tn ‰ 0, the ideals K and D are isomorphic.
In particular, D is a Cohen-Macaulay RpE1q-ideal of height one following Proposition 5.7. Also notice that

D Ď J since DpTnq Ď pℓn´eq Ď J , the ideal J is prime, and Tn R J .

Proposition 5.11. With B1 and C the matrices in (5.2) and L “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq, we have the equality

L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq “ D

in RpE1q.
Proof. Notice that, by Proposition 5.5, we have L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq “ pℓn´eq ` Is`1pCq and the only

nonzero minors of Is`1pCq are those involving the last column. With this, recall that Tn P K, hence

ℓn´e “ ℓn´e Tn

Tn
(5.6)

and so ℓn´e P D. Moreover, to show that Is`1pCq Ď D, we need only show that every ps` 1q ˆ ps` 1q minor
of C involving the last column is contained in D, as the other minors vanish. Without loss of generality, let
M denote the submatrix consisting of the first s columns and the last column of C. By the matrix equation
in (5.3) and Cramer’s rule, in RpE1q one has the equality

detM ¨ Tn “ ℓn´e ¨ detM 1 (5.7)

where M 1 is the submatrix of C 1 consisting of its first s columns. Thus detM “ ℓn´e detM 1

Tn

P D as well, and

so it follows that L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq Ď D.

To prove that the reverse containment holds, notice that K “ IspC 1q ` pTnq. Now, (5.6) shows that
ℓn´e Tn

Tn

“ ℓn´e P L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq. Moreover, a similar argument using Cramer’s rule and producing an

equation similar to (5.7) proves that ℓn´e IspC1q

pTnq
Ď L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq as well. �

Notice that Proposition 5.11 proves that the ideal D agrees with the candidate for the defining ideal in
Theorem 5.3, modulo J1 in RpE1q. Thus the induction argument will be complete once it has been shown
that D also agrees with J , and that this is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal. With this, we are ready to prove
Theorem 5.3.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Notice that J1 Ď L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq Ď J , where the first containment is a conse-
quence of Proposition 5.5 and the second follows from Cramer’s rule and the transition equations in (5.3).
Thus it suffices to show that D “ J in RpE1q, by Proposition 5.11. Moreover, with this containment, it
is enough to prove that D and J agree locally at the associated primes of D. As noted, D and K are
isomorphic, hence by Proposition 5.7 we only to show that Dq “ J q for any prime q of RpE1q with ht q “ 1.
We consider the following cases.
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First, suppose that q is a height one prime ideal inRpE1q and px1, . . . , xsq Ę q. Recall from Proposition 3.8

that J “ L : px1, . . . , xsq8, hence J q “ Lq “ pℓn´eqq. Moreover, since px1, . . . , xs, Tnq Ę q as well, it follows

from Proposition 5.9 that RpE1qq “ pTnqq : Kq, hence Kq Ď pTnq
q
. However, recall that Tn P K, and so

Kq “ pTnq
q
. Thus Dq “ pℓn´eqq Kq

pTnq
q

“ pℓn´eqq as well.

Before we consider the case that px1, . . . , xsq Ď q, we observe that from the shape of ϕ in (5.1) and the
description of J1 in Proposition 5.5 it follows that

J1 ` px1, . . . , xsq “ pxs`1Tn, . . . , xd´1Tnq ` IspB1q ` IspC1q ` px1, . . . , xsq.
Thus any prime ideal of RpE1q containing px1, . . . , xsq contains either pTnq or pxs`1, . . . , xd´1q. In particular,

we deduce that the set of minimal primes of px1, . . . , xsq is

Min px1, . . . , xsq “
 

px1, . . . , xd´1q
(ď

Min px1, . . . , xs, Tnq, (5.8)

noting that px1, . . . , xd´1q is a prime RpE1q-ideal of height one. Indeed, this ideal defines the special fiber
ring, a domain, of E1 viewed as a module over R1 “ krx1, . . . , xd´1s, as in the proof of Proposition 5.5.

With this, suppose that q is a prime of RpE1q with height one such that px1, . . . , xsq Ď q, and consider the
following two cases of (5.8) above.

First, suppose that q “ px1, . . . , xd´1q, and notice that then px1, . . . , xs, Tnq Ę q. Thus by Proposition 5.9

it follows that Kq “ pTnq
q
. On the other hand, observe that ℓn´e R q. Indeed, we have that pℓn´eq ` q “

pxd Tnq ` q and neither Tn nor xd is contained in q. Hence Dq “ pℓn´eqq Kq

pTnq
q

“ pℓn´eqq “ RpE1qq. Moreover,

as Dq Ď J q, it follows that J q “ RpE1qq as well.

Lastly, assume that q P Min px1, . . . , xs, Tnq. Notice that K Ę q as K and px1, . . . , xs, Tnq have no common
associated prime, as noted in the proof of Proposition 5.9. Thus Kq “ RpE1qq and so Proposition 5.9

implies that px1, . . . , xs, Tnq
q

“ pTnq
q
. Moreover, observe that ℓn´e P px1, . . . , xs, Tnq, whence pℓn´eq

q
Ď

px1, . . . , xs, Tnq
q

“ pTnq
q
. We prove that this containment is an equality. Recall that J1 Ă R1rT1, . . . , Tns

where R1 “ krx1, . . . , xd´1s, thus it follows that xd R q, as ht q “ 1. Hence, in the localization at q, it becomes
a unit. Moreover, since ℓn´e P px1, . . . , xs, xdTnq, it follows that ℓn´e is a unit multiple of Tn locally, hence

pℓn´eq
q

“ pTnq
q
. Thus Dq “ pℓn´eqq Kq

pTnq
q

“ Kq “ RpE1qq. Again noting that Dq Ď J q, it follows that

J q “ RpE1qq as well.

Now that it has been shown that D “ J , recall that this ideal is isomorphic to K, which is Cohen-
Macaulay by Proposition 5.7. Thus J is a Cohen-Macaulay RpE1q-ideal, and so RpEq – RpE1q{J is
Cohen-Macaulay. �

Now that the defining ideal of Rees ring RpEq is understood, in the next subsection we proceed to analyze
the special fiber ring FpEq.
5.2. The fiber ring. With the assumptions of Setting 5.1, recall that the defining ideal of RpEq is identified
in Theorem 5.3. From this, we can also determine the ideal defining the special fiber ring FpEq.
Corollary 5.12. The special fiber ring of E is FpEq – krT1, . . . , Tns{IspB1q. Moreover, FpEq is a Cohen-
Macaulay domain with dimension ℓpEq “ d` e´ 1. In particular, E has maximal analytic spread.

Proof. With the defining ideal J in Theorem 5.3, we see that J ` px1, . . . , xdq “ IspB1q ` px1, . . . , xdq and
the initial claim follows, noting that B1 consists of entries in krT1, . . . , Tns. The second assertion then follows
from Proposition 3.10. �

Notice that from Corollary 4.6 and Corollary 5.12, the analytic spread of E differs in the row setting and
the column setting; however, they coincide when s “ d ´ 1, as expected from Remark 3.4.

Like in the column case (see Proposition 4.8), in addition to the description provided in Theorem 5.3, the
defining ideal J of RpEq may also be realized as a residual intersection.

Proposition 5.13. With the assumptions of Setting 5.1, the defining ideal J of RpEq may be realized as

J “ L : px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq.
17



Moreover, this is an pn´ eq-residual intersection.
Proof. Notice that we have the containments

L : px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq Ď L : px1, . . . , xsq “ J (5.9)

where the equality follows from Theorem 5.3. From Cramer’s rule and (5.3), we have Is`1pCq Ď L :
px1, . . . , xs, Tnq Ď L : px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq. Moreover, using Cramer’s rule again, we see IspB1q “
IdpB2q Ď L : px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq, where B2 is the matrix

B2 “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̋

B1 ψ

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1
...

...
. . .

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

(5.10)

obtained by replacing the Tn entries of the lower diagonal block of Bpϕq in (5.1) with 1s. Notice that this
matrix satisfies the transition equation

rℓ1 . . . ℓn´es “ rx1 . . . xs xs`1Tn . . . xdTns ¨ B2. (5.11)

Thus L ` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq Ď L : px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq, and so by Theorem 5.3 we have J “ L :
px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq. Moreover, as htJ “ n ´ e and L “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´eq it follows that this is an
pn ´ eq-residual intersection. �

Remark 5.14. Although the defining ideal may be realized as a residual intersection, this description of
J in not very useful in order to describe the properties of J . Indeed, it is particularly ill-behaved, as the
ideal I “ px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq is not unmixed unless s “ d ´ 1, in which case I is a complete
intersection and a generating set of J may be obtained from Theorem 2.10. Moreover, in this case the
residual intersection of Proposition 5.13 coincides with the residual intersection of Proposition 4.8, and the
main result of [10] is recovered. If however s ď d´2, then I is not a complete intersection, and the techniques
used in [10] fail in the present setting, so the method of successive approximations must be applied instead;
compare with Remark 4.9 in the column setting.

With the bigrading on RrT1, . . . , Tns given by bideg xi “ p1, 0q and bideg Ti “ p0, 1q, observe that the
equations of Is`1pCq in Theorem 5.3 have bidegree p1, sq. Hence it follows that the module E is not of fiber
type, once it has been shown that the equations of Is`1pCq are minimal generators of J when s ď d ´ 2.
We prove this in the following proposition, by exploiting the residual intersection property of J .

Proposition 5.15. With the assumptions of Setting 5.1, the module E is of fiber type if and only if s “ d´1.

Proof. Recall from Theorem 5.3 that the defining ideal of RpEq is J “ L` IspB1q ` Is`1pCq. From bidegree
considerations, it follows that the fiber type property is equivalent to the containment Is`1pCq Ď L` IspB1q
or rather J “ L ` IspB1q. Thus we have already seen that E is of fiber type if s “ d ´ 1 within the initial
case of the induction proof (see also [10]), hence we only need to show the converse.

Suppose that E is of fiber type, and so J “ L` IspB1q. Writing I “ px1, . . . , xs, xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTnq, recall
from Proposition 5.13 that J may also be realized as the pn´ eq-residual intersection J “ L : I. We prove
that the ideals L : I and L ` IspB1q can only coincide when s “ d´ 1, by showing that otherwise these two
descriptions of J provide two distinct values for the type of RpEq, denoted rpRpEqq [4]. We will crucially
use the fact that rpRpEqq coincides with the minimal number of generators of the canonical module ωRpEq

[4, 3.3.11].
Recall that B1 is the submatrix of the Jacobian dual Bpϕq satisfying the transition equation in (5.3). Thus,

B1 is the Jacobian dual of the matrix ϕd´s with respect to the sequence x1, . . . , xs. Also, ϕd´s presents
Ed´s, and by Lemma 2.6 Ed´s is an A-module satisfying Gs, where A “ krx1, . . . , xss. Hence by [31, 4.11],
the defining ideal of RpEd´sq is Ld´s : px1, . . . , xsq “ Ld´s ` IspB1q, where Ld´s “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´pd´sqq.
Moreover, this is a Cohen-Macaulay prime ideal of height n ´ e ´ pd ´ sq. With this, we obtain that
J “ L ` IspB1q “ Jd´s ` pℓn´e´pd´sq`1, . . . , ℓn´eq. Since J is a prime ideal of height n ´ e, it then follows
that ℓn´e´pd´sq`1, . . . , ℓn´e is a regular sequence modulo Jd´s.

18



As Jd´s “ pℓ1, . . . , ℓn´e´pd´sqq`IspB1q is Cohen-Macaulay of height n´e´pd´sq, the transition equation
(5.3) and Proposition 3.10 show that the complex T “ TpLd´s, B

1q of [5] is a minimal free resolution of

RpEd´sq. In particular, from [5, 3.5], the last Betti number of T is
`
n´e´d`s

s´1

˘
and we note that this is

precisely the type of RpEd´sq [4, 3.3.9]. Moreover, as the type of a ring is unchanged modulo a regular

sequence [4, 1.2.19], from the previous observation, it follows that µpωRpEqq “ rpRpEqq “
`
n´e´d`s

s´1

˘
as well.

On the other hand, as J “ L : I is a residual intersection, by [19, 5.1] it follows that the canonical module
ωRpEq can be realized as the symmetric power ωRpEq – S

n´e´s
B pI{Lq, where B “ RrT1, . . . , Tns. Notice that,

due to the shape of ϕ in (5.1), we have that µpI{Lq “ s. Indeed, modulo L the images of xs`1Tn, . . . , xdTn
are contained in px1, . . . , xsq. Therefore, we obtain that

µpωRpEqq “ dimk S
n´e´s
B pI{Lq b k “ dimk S

n´e´s
k pksq “

ˆ
n´ e´ 1

s ´ 1

˙
.

Thus, if J “ L : I “ L ` IspB1q we must have that
`
n´e´d`s

s´1

˘
“

`
n´e´1

s´1

˘
, from which it follows that

s “ d´ 1. �

6. Examples and Future Directions

In this section, we explore various questions related to modifying the conditions of Setting 3.1. When
these conditions are changed, do the results obtained in this paper remain the same? Additionally, what
are some potential next steps that could be taken to further explore the study of defining equations of Rees
algebras when a module or ideal only satisfies the condition Gs but not Gs`1?

As noted in Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 3.8, the fact that Fitts`e´1pEq “ In´s´e`1pϕq has a unique
minimal prime in Setting 3.1 is crucial to the proofs of Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 5.3. Whereas Proposition 3.7
shows that the assumptions of Setting 3.1 are sufficient to ensure this phenomenon, one might ask if the
assumptions of Setting 3.1 are necessary. Moreover, one might ask what the structure of the defining ideal
J is when Fitts`e´1pEq has more than one minimal prime.

We present some examples here illustrating interesting phenomena related to these questions. Recall from
Remark 3.2 that if the rank of E is e “ 1, then E is isomorphic to a perfect R-ideal of grade two. Hence, for
computational purposes, we provide examples in the case of these ideals, making use of the Hilbert-Burch
theorem [14, 20.15] throughout. Each of the examples presented here was produced and verified through
Macaulay2 [23].

Example 6.1. Consider the following 6 ˆ 5 matrix with entries in R “ Qrx1, x2, x3, x4s:

ϕ “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˝

0 0 0 0 x2
x2 x1 ` x2 0 x1 ` x2 x1
0 0 x3 x3 x4
0 x2 x1 ` x2 0 x1 ` x2
x4 x3 ` x4 0 0 x3
0 0 x4 0 x1

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

and consider the ideal I “ I5pϕq. One has that ht I “ 2, hence I is perfect of height two. Moreover, the
ideal I satisfies G2 but not G3. In this example, Fitt2pIq “ I4pϕq has two minimal prime ideals, px1, x2q and
px3, x4q. As I satisfies assumptions (i) and (iii) of Setting 3.1, it follows from Proposition 3.7 that modulo
any set of two linear forms, ϕ has rank at least 2.

With the bigrading on RrT1, . . . , T5s given by bideg xi “ p1, 0q and bidegTi “ p0, 1q, the defining ideal J
of RpIq consists of the equations of L “ prT1 . . . T5s ¨ϕq in bidegree p1, 1q, one equation of bidegree p1, 3q, two
equations of bidegree p2, 2q, and fiber equations with one of bidegree p0, 3q, and four of bidegree p0, 4q. Hence
the shape of J does not agree with either of the forms in Theorem 4.5 or Theorem 5.3, as it is minimally
generated in different bidegrees.

Whereas, in the example above, the ideal Fitt2pIq has two minimal primes, they are both complete intersec-
tions generated by s “ 2 many linear forms; this is comparable to the behavior discussed in Proposition 3.7.
However, even this behavior is not guaranteed and, as the next example shows, this Fitting ideal may have
multiple minimal primes of differing codimensions.
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Example 6.2. Consider the following 5 ˆ 4 matrix with entries in R “ Qrx1, x2, x3, x4s:

ϕ “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

x1 ´ x2 x2 x2 x1
x2 0 x2 x1

x1 ` x2 0 x2 x1
x4 x1 x3 0
x1 x3 x1 x4

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

and consider the ideal I “ I4pϕq. One has that ht I “ 2, hence I is perfect of height two. Moreover, I
satisfies G2 but not G3. Here, Fitt2pIq “ I3pϕq has two minimal primes of different heights, namely px1, x2q
and px1, x3, x4q. As I satisfies assumptions (i) and (iii) of Setting 3.1, it follows from Proposition 3.7 that
modulo any set of two linear forms, ϕ has rank at least 2. For instance, modulo px1, x2q, ϕ has rank 2.

With the bigrading on RrT1, . . . , T5s given by bideg xi “ p1, 0q and bidegTi “ p0, 1q, the defining ideal J
of RpIq consists of the equations of L “ prT1 . . . T5s ¨ ϕq in bidegree p1, 1q, one equation of bidegree p2, 2q,
and one fiber equation with bidegree p0, 4q. Hence the shape of J does not agree with either of the forms in
Theorem 4.5 or Theorem 5.3, as there is a minimal generator with bidegree p2, 2q.

In light of Example 6.1 and Example 6.2, we can see that the results obtained in this article are not
generally true in the absence of condition (ii) of Setting 3.1. However, there are still examples for a module
E satisfying Gs, but not Gs`1, where Fitts`e´1pEq has p “ px1, . . . , xsq as its unique minimal prime, as in
Proposition 3.7, even if ϕ has rank greater than 1 modulo this ideal.

Example 6.3. Consider the following 5 ˆ 4 matrix with entries in R “ Qrx1, x2, x3, x4s:

ϕ “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

x2 0 x2 0
x2 x1 x4 x2
0 x1 x2 x3
0 x2 x3 x1
x1 x2 x1 x4

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

and consider the ideal I “ I4pϕq. This ideal is perfect of grade two and satisfies G2 but not G3. The ideal I
satisfies conditions (i) and (iii) of Setting 3.1, and the ideal Fitt2pIq has px1, x2q as its only minimal prime.
However, the rank of ϕ is 2 modulo px1, x2q.

Moreover, Proposition 3.5 and the proof of Proposition 3.8 imply that the defining ideal of RpIq is J “
L : p8 where L “ prT1 . . . T5s ¨ϕq and p “ px1, x2q. Computations through Macaulay2 [23] show that actually
J “ L : p and that J is minimally generated by the equations of L and one fiber equation of bidegree p0, 2q,
which may be taken as the determinant of a 2 ˆ 2 submatrix of Bpϕq. In particular, J has the shape of the
ideal in Theorem 4.5 without ϕ or Bpϕq having the form in (4.1), after a change of coordinates.

As noted, the condition that Fitts`e´1pEq has a unique minimal prime allows the defining ideal J of
RpEq to be written as a saturation. Moreover, since the defining ideal J in Example 6.3 resembles the
behavior observed in Theorem 4.5, one might ask the following question.

Question 6.4. Can one characterize when Fitts`e´1pEq has a unique minimal prime if E is a module
satisfying all of the assumptions of Setting 3.1 except for condition (ii)?

An answer to this question could possibly allow for a description of J in a more general setting than the
assumptions of Setting 3.1. Additionally, Example 6.1 and Example 6.2 lead to the following more general
question.

Question 6.5. What conditions can be placed, to allow one to determine the minimal primes of the Fitting
ideals of E, for a module E satisfying all conditions of Setting 3.1 except for the rank condition (ii)?

In [12], the notion of the chaos invariant was introduced to relate the minimal primes of Fitting ideals and
the defining equations of the Rees ring, without relying on an assumption like condition (ii) of Setting 3.1.
This invariant was introduced in the setting where R “ krx1, x2, x3s and I is a linearly presented perfect ideal
of height 2 satisfying G2 but not G3. Perhaps a generalization of the chaos invariant to R “ krx1, . . . , xds
and a linearly presented R-module E satisfying Gs but not Gs`1 could assist in answering Question 6.4 and
Question 6.5.

20



In addition to condition (ii) of Setting 3.1, we also remark that condition (i) is restrictive as well. The
assumption that the module E has a presentation matrix ϕ consisting of linear entries was crucial for the
arguments presented here and, aside from [3, 11, 8, 21], this condition has seldom been weakened in the
context of modules of projective dimension one. However, it is curious if the techniques presented here can
be combined with the techniques presented in [3], to study the case when condition (i) is relaxed.

Question 6.6. Can the equations defining RpEq be determined for a module E satisfying the assumptions
of Setting 3.1 except for condition (i)?

In particular, as a natural extension of the work in [3, 8], one might consider ideals and modules of
projective dimension one not satisfying Gd, that have almost linear presentation; that is, their presentation
matrix ϕ consists of linear entries, except for one column of entries of a higher degree.

Example 6.7. Consider the following 5 ˆ 4 matrix with entries in R “ Qrx1, x2, x3, x4s:

ϕ “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

x21 x1 x2 0
0 0 x1 x1
x2
2

x2 x1 0
0 x1 x2 x2
x2
2

x1 x3 x4

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

and let I “ I4pϕq. The ideal I is perfect of height two and satisfies G2 but not G3. Modulo px1, x2q, the
matrix ϕ has rank 1, and moreover Fitt2pIq has a unique minimal prime, namely px1, x2q.

By Proposition 3.5 and by repeating the proof of Proposition 3.8, it follows that the defining ideal J of
RpEq is L : p8 where L “ prT1 . . . T5s ¨ ϕq and p “ px1, x2q. However, computations through Macaulay2
[23] show that actually J “ L : p2 ‰ L : p, differing from the behavior in Theorem 4.5 or Theorem 5.3, but
similar to the behavior in [3, 3.6], as the entries in the nonlinear column of ϕ have degree 2.
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