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ABSTRACT. Each monomial ideal over a polynomial ring admits a free resolution which has the structure of a DG-algebra, namely,
the Taylor resolution. A pivot resolution of a monomial ideal, which we introduce, is a resolution that is always shorter than the Taylor
resolution (unless the Taylor resolution is as short as possible) but still retains a DG-algebra structure. We study the basic properties
of this family of resolutions including a characterization of when the construction is minimal. Following the work of Sobieska, we
use the explicit nature of pivot resolutions to give formulae for the Eisenbud-Shamash construction of a free resolution of a given
monomial ideal over complete intersections.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q be a commutative ring and [ an ideal of Q. A recurring theme in the study of free resolutions of Q/I over Q is
the contrast between highly structured resolutions, such as those with the structure of a differential graded (DG) algebra,
and resolutions that are close to the minimal one. Over a polynomial ring, where resolutions can be taken to be finite, this
dichotomy persists; the resolutions which are as short as possible may not support a multiplicative structure [1, 15] while
resolutions which do have the structure of a DG-algebra are often far from being minimal [12].

Classic examples of DG-algebra resolutions of Q/I over Q include the construction of Tate [25], the minimal resolution of
Q/Iif I is generated by a regular sequence (in which case the minimal resolution is the Koszul complex), or if de(Q /1) <3
[7] (c.f.[2, Proposition 2.1.4]). We refer to [17, 2.8] and [ 18, 23] for more known cases.

In the case that Q is a polynomial ring over a field and 7 is a monomial ideal, there always exists a free resolution of
Q/I over Q which has the structure of a DG-algebra, namely, the Taylor resolution [26], and indeed, it is usually highly
non-minimal, especially as the number of generators of [ increases. On the other hand, there are now numerous examples
in the literature of ideals whose minimal free resolutions do not support a DG-algebra structure. Of particular interest to
us are the recent examples of Katthin [15] which show that Lyubeznik resolutions [16] and the Scarf complex [5] need
not support a multiplicative structure in general. These are improvements of Taylor resolutions, and are minimal under
different circumstances.

In this paper, we construct a new family of resolutions, called pivot resolutions (and more generally pivot complexes)
using discrete Morse Theory; see [4, 8] or Section 2 for a brief introduction. They serve as a middle ground between these
two extremes in the following sense: they are always shorter than the Taylor resolution (unless the Taylor resolution itself is
minimal) and they always have the structure of a DG-algebra which is inherited from the Taylor resolution.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 4.2). Let Q be a polynomial ring over a field and I a monomial ideal. Then Q/I has a pivot resolution,
and any such resolution has the structure of a DG-algebra over Q.

We also characterize which pivot complexes are resolutions in Section 3.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 3.3). Let I be an ideal of Q minimally generated by monomials my,...,m,. Then the pivot complex
corresponding to an increasing sequence {i; < --- < i;} C{1,2,...,q} for some |l < q is a resolution of Q/I if and only if
there exists an index h € {1,2,...,q} \ {i,...,i;} such that my, [ lem(m; ,...,m; ).

Just like Lyubeznik resolutions and the Scarf complex, pivot resolutions are subcomplexes of the Taylor resolution in a
canonical way. In particular, for each pivot resolution, there exists a Lyubeznik resolution such that

Lyubeznik resolution C Pivot resolution C Taylor resolution

as complexes (c.f. Remark 3.4). Katthéin’s example [15, Theorem 5.1] is an instance where pivot resolutions are good
middle ground for when one wants free resolutions that are close to the minimal one and still retain the DG-algebra structure.
Furthermore, we show that unless the Taylor resolution is minimal, there always exists a pivot resolution shorter than the
Taylor resolution itself.
In Section 3, we introduce the notion of Scarf-number which plays an important role in finding the “smallest” pivot
resolution. We also determine when a monomial ideal admits a minimal pivot resolution (see Corollary 3.9).
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Let a be an ideal of Q that is generated by a regular sequence, and is contained in the monomial ideal /. Set R = Q/a. Any
free resolution of Q/I over Q induces a free resolution of R/I over the complete intersection R using a collection of maps
(referred to as a system of higher homotopies) with respect to a. This is called the Eisenbud-Shamash construction (see, e.g.,
[11]). Moreover, due to the DG-algebra structure, Taylor resolutions and pivot resolutions of Q/I over Q are DG-modules
over the Koszul complex on any regular sequence aj,...,a, such that (a,...,a,) C I [2, Remark 2.2.4](c.f. [20, 2.5]) and
thus we can construct a system of higher homotopies on ay,...,a, that vanish in degree 2 and higher (see for instance, [2,
Remark 2.2.1]). An explicit formula for such a system of higher homotopies for Taylor resolutions was recently provided in
the work of Sobieska [24]. We provide an analog for pivot resolutions in Theorem 5.1.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we set up most of the notation and discuss the tools that we use
throughout the paper. In Section 3, we define pivot complexes corresponding to any increasing sequence which is a subset
of {1,2,...,q} where g denotes the minimum number of generators of I and prove the necessary and sufficient criterion for
this complex to become a resolution by discussing the idea of gaps. We also define the Scarf-number of a monomial ideal /
and express the ranks of the free modules appearing in the pivot resolution in terms of these, which in turn give us a criterion
to identify when pivot resolutions are minimal (see Corollary 3.9). In particular, in Theorem 3.10 we provide a sufficient
criterion for the existence of a minimal pivot resolution; however Example 3.11 shows that this is not a necessary criterion.
We establish the DG-algebra structure of pivot resolutions in Section 4 and finally provide explicit formulae for a system of
higher homotopies in Section 5. For the convenience of the reader, we also provide various explicit computations involved in
some of the statements from Section 5 in the Appendix.
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2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this article, we will denote [g] := {1,...,¢} for any positive integer g. We abuse notations by occasionally
using i to denote the set {i} for any integer i. For any A, B C [g] where the elements are ordered in an increasing sequence, set

0 ifANB %0,
sgn(A,B) = {(_1)p(A,B) fANB=0.

where p(A, B) denotes the number of permutations needed to convert the combined sequence A, B into an increasing sequence.
We will denote Q to be a polynomial ring over a field. Let I = (my,...,m,) be a monomial ideal of Q. For any A C [g], set
my :=lem({m;: i € A}).

2.1. A primer to discrete Morse theory. Let (R, m) be an N-graded ring with the irrelevant maximal ideal m. Let M be a
finitely generated graded R-module. A free resolution of M is a complex of free R-modules

NP 2
F: =R LR 5. SR LRY 50

such that Hy(.%#) = M and H;(.%#) = 0 for any i > 0. Furthermore, if d(F;) C mF,_; for any i, the free resolution .%# of M is

said to be minimal, and then B (M) := n; is called the i-th Betti number of M over R.
Let (X ) denote the power set of a set X. We recall the celebrated Taylor resolution of a monomial ideal I = (m,...,m,).
Let .7 denote the complex
j()_>Q(3) — .. _>Q((1]) _>Q(g) _>()7
where for each 0 < i < g, let {&;}1c »(|)), denote a basis of Q(?). We note that Q¢ is a free 0-module with one generator in
|t|=i
multidegree a,, which is the exponent vector of m,. We define the differentials to be

de)= Y [r:7] i €y
Ycr e
¥ =fe-1

for any T € Z([g]). Here by assuming that © = {i|,...,i,}, where i; < --- <i,, and T = T\ {i;} for some fixed index j, we
define [7: 7] = (—1)’"". We remark that one can also define the differentials using the sgn notation:

. S m
d(e;) = ngn(./af\/)m—q\:_gr\j-
T\J

JET
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The complex .7 defined above is a free resolution of Q/I, and is more familiarly known as the Taylor resolution of Q/I

(see [20]).
We associate the Taylor resolution of Q/I with a directed graph G = (V,E) where

V=2(q]) and E={(t—17):t>7 and|t|=|7|+1}.

Definition 2.1. A subset of directed edges A C FE is called a Morse matching if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) No two edges in A share a common vertex.
(2) For each edge (T — 1') € A, we have m, =m,.

(3) The directed graph G has no directed cycle, where G" is the directed graph G with edges in A being reversed.

We note that Morse matchings are also called homogeneous acyclic matchings [4] or acylic matchings [3]. We primarily
use the following three results.

Lemma 2.2. [3, Lemma 3.2.3] A subset of a Morse matching is a Morse matching.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a Morse matching. Subsets of Z?([g]) that do not belong to any edge of A are called A-critical. We
will simply say critical when A is clear from context.

For any directed edge (7 — 7') in G, we define

/. . /
m(z,7') = —[r.lr] if (¢ —.>r)eA
[t: 7]  otherwise

For any gradient path P, i.e., a directed path
Pigg=n—- =1
in the directed graph G*, we define
m(P) = m(TbTZ) e 'm(thl ) Tl)'
Now we are ready to state the key theorem of discrete Morse theory.

Theorem 2.4. [4, Proposition 2.2, Proposition 3.1, Lemma 7.7] Let A be a Morse matching. Let %, be a complex such that
for any index i, (F,); is a free Q-module with a basis {€,} where T ranges among the A-critical sets of cardinality i, and
differentials are defined to be
Ie)= ) Y, mP)
' A-critical P gradient path T
|7|=|t|-1 fromzto7

Then .7, is a free resolution of Q/I, called a Morse resolution of Q/I.

In [16], Lyubeznik considered special subcomplexes of the Taylor resolution which turned out to be free resolutions of
Q/I. These are now known as Lyubeznik resolutions. Later, Batzies and Welker [4] showed that these are in fact special cases
of Morse resolutions. We will use Batzies and Welker’s discovery as the definition of Lyubeznik resolutions.

Theorem 2.5. [4, Theorem 3.2] Let m; > m;, -+ = m; be a total order on Mingens(). For any © € Z([q]), set

L(z) = sup{j € [q): m |lem({m,,.....m; }N7)}.
Then
{(tUL(7) = T\ L(7)): T € Z([q]) such that L(t) # —eo}
is a Morse matching. The corresponding Morse resolution is called the Lyubeznik resolution of Q/I with respect to (>).

We remark that L(7) depends on the total order (), but in this paper () is always specified beforehand, so we shorten
our notation.

2.2. The Eisenbud-Shamash construction. Let Q be a polynomial ring over a field, a an ideal of Q generated by a regular
sequence ay,...,d,, and R = Q/a. We recall the Eisenbud-Shamash construction of a free resolution over R from one over Q
from [22, 9] below, and refer to [1 1] and [2] for a more detailed treatment.

Let & be a complex of free Q-modules and d denote the differentials. For a € Z, we denote the shifted complex % |[—a|
to be the complex such that & [—a]; = %, ;. Let N denote the set of natural numbers, including {0}. We will use e, to denote
the i-th standard basis vector in N” for i € [r], and 0 to denote the zero vector. We denote |u| = Y u; for any vector w in N'.
A system of higher homotopies o for ay,...,a, on % is a collection of maps

0,: F — F[-2u|+1]

that satisfies the following three conditions:
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(1) op=09;
(2) foreach i € [r], the map 6y0,, + O, is the multiplication by @; on .7;
(3) if |u| > 2, then

Y, oo, =0.

b-+b'=u
We remark that if we set 6, = 0 for any |u| > 2, then for the third condition, it is sufficient to check that O'ez, =0 for all
Jj€[r]and '
O, Oe; t O, O¢, = 0
for any i, j € [r] where i # j. )
Next, following the exposition in [ 1, Construction 4.1.3], we set Q = Q[ty,...,t,] with each #; having degree —2. Then

D = Homgygeq Q_modules(Q, Q) is the divided power algebra over Q on the degree 2 dual variables yy,...,y, corresponding
to tq,...,¢, (we refer the reader to [10, A2] for further details on divided power algebras). In other words, we can write

Dy = @Qyiil) e yﬁi’). The y(li') e yﬁi’) are the divided monomials that constitute the dual basis to the monomial basis of the
polynomial ring 0. Note that Dy is a graded module over Q via the action

() _ =1
Yy =y

Now we assume that o is a system of higher homotopies on .%. We set
G\ — . ar
D(F) = Dp®.7 @R
to be a complex of free R-modules, with the differential
§:=Y1"®o,®R

where " denotes 1,152 ....,". This complex (®(.#), §) of graded free R-modules is called the Eisenbud-Shamash construc-
tion. For an explicit example, we refer the reader to [24, Example 2.6]. The next statement is a celebrated theorem of Eisenbud
[9] and Shamash [22] (in the case r = 1).

Theorem 2.6. [ 1, Propositions 3.4.2 and 4.1.4] If F is a free resolution of a finitely generated R-module N over Q, then
there exists a system of higher homotopies & for the regular sequence aj,...,a, and ®(.F) is a free resolution of N over R.

As we proceed through the paper, in every section we will set up additional notations and conventions whenever necessary
and also make all the hypotheses explicit for convenience.

3. PIVOT COMPLEXES AND RESOLUTIONS

In this section we will introduce and study pivot resolutions. By construction, the Taylor resolution of O/ can be associated
with the power set & ([¢]), and any subset Q C Z([g]) such that Q is closed under taking subsets can be associated to a
subcomplex of the Taylor resolution in a canonical way, in which case we denote the corresponding subcomplex by 7.

Definition 3.1. We call .7, a pivot complex of Q/I if either Q = Z([g]) or there exist i|,...,i; for some integer / > 2 such

that
Q={oecZ(a): o 2{i1,-ir}}-
Thus we will use ﬂil to denote this pivot complex. Furthermore, we call 91-1

ally a resolution.

....iy apivot resolution of Q/I if it is addition-

-

Example 3.2. Let Q = Q[w,x,y,z] and I = (wx,xy,yz). Set m; := wx,m, := xy and m3 := yz. The Taylor resolution & and
pivot complex .7; , of Q/I are

w 0 ¥z y
1| 93|, o —w| %
z —x —wx 0 ® (wx xy yz)
T 10— Q¢€p3 g3 Og, Qg —0
S¥) &b
Qg 0¢&;
and
0 yz
z 0 0¢g,
083 \—x —wx) © (wx xy yz)
J1p:0— @ (01)) Qgy — 0,
g3 D

0g;
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y
respectively. We observe that [ —x | is in kerd;, but not in Im . In other words, H, (.7} ;) # 0 and in particular, .7 , is not

0
a resolution of Q/I.

Given an index set T C [¢] and & & T with & € [g], we say that & is a gap of T if my, | m;. It is clear that & is a gap of 7 if and
only if m; = m_y,. Using this notion, we determine when pivot complexes are resolutions in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. The pivot complex 9,»1"_"11, wherel > 2 and 1 <i; < --- <i; < g, is a resolution if and only if {i\,...,i;} has
a gap.
Proof. Up to relabeling, we can assume that i; = j for any 1 < j <[. In particular, this means {iy,...,i;} = [I].

0— Qe EN Qe —0

for some T € #([q]) and i ¢ T such that these two basis elements have the same multidegree a, = a,;,, and hence m, = my .
_________ ;» and all copies of Q in homological
degree / — 1 remainin 7} ;. Thus there exists a T € &([g]) such that || =+ 1 and my; = m.. Then any h € 7\ [/] satisfies
our required criterion.
Conversely, assume that & € [g] is a gap of [{]. Set

A={tUh—1\h: T 2[l]}.

Consider a total order on Mingens(/) such that m; > m;, for any index i # h. Then it is straightforward that L(7) = h for any
T 2D [/]. Thus A is a subset of the Morse matching that induces a Lyubeznik resolution in Theorem 2.5, and therefore is a
Morse matching itself by Lemma 2.2. The basis elements of the Morse resolution .%#, as in Theorem 2.4, can be identified
with basis elements of the pivot complex 7; _; canonically. Finally, since the set of A-critical sets in this case is closed under
taking subsets, the differentials of .%, are exactly the restrictions of those of the Taylor resolution .7 by [&, Proposition 5.2].
Thus, %, and 9] _; are the same. In particular, 7] _ is a free resolution of Q/I, as required. O

Remark 3.4. In the proof above, we showed that any pivot resolution is induced from a Morse matching that is a subset of the
Morse matching that induces a Lyubeznik resolution. Since their differentials are restrictions of the Taylor differentials, for
any pivot resolution, we can always find a Lyubeznik resolution that is its subcomplex canonically. Thus

Lyubeznik resolution C Pivot resolution C Taylor resolution

as complexes, and the embeddings are canonical.

Example 3.5. Let/ = (x%,x%,x%,xlxz)g). Set my,m,,my, and m, to be the four generators accordingly. Then
Ji23:020 0" =0 =0

is a resolution of Q/I since 4 is a gap of {1,2,3}. On the other hand,
91)2:0—>Q2—>Q5—>Q4—>Q

is not a resolution of Q/I since {1,2} has no gap.

By definition, the Taylor resolution is a pivot resolution. In general, this may be the only pivot resolution. In fact, by the
preceding theorem, it is clear that this happens exactly when the Taylor resolution is minimal. This means that barring the
aforementioned case, there is always a pivot resolution that is shorter than the Taylor resolution. It is natural to ask which
pivot resolution is the “smallest” for a fixed monomial ideal /. For this purpose, we introduce a new notion.

Definition 3.6. Let 7 be a monomial ideal of S. We define the Scarf number of I, denoted by Scarf-number(/), to be
inf{r € N: 37,7 € #([q]) such that T # 7', |t| =t and m, =m_}.

A Scarf index set of I is a subset T C [q] such that m, = m_ for some t' € P([q]) implies T = 7’. Thus the Scarf number
of I is simply the smallest possible cardinality of a non-Scarf index set of /. This definition is inspired by the Scarf complex
introduced in [5]. From the definition, it is easy to see that either 2 < Scarf-number(7) < p(I) — 1 or Scarf-number(/) = oo,
and the Taylor resolution of /I is minimal if and only if Scarf-number(/) = eo. Furthermore, in this case, by definition, there
is no other pivot resolutions.

Example 3.7. Let O = Q[u,w,x,y,z] and I = (u,wx,xy,yz). We will show that Scarf-number(/) = 2. We already have
Scarf-number(7) > 2. Thus it suffices to find an index set of 1 that has a gap and is of cardinality 2. Set m; = u,m, = wx,mz =
xy,my = yz. Then 3 is a gap of {2,4}, as required.
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A direct corollary of our preceding theorem is we can determine the “smallest” pivot resolution of Q/I. We use the
convention that (~) = 0.

Corollary 3.8. Set [ = Scarf-number(I) and assume that | # co. Then there exist indices iy,...,i; such that Ty 18 @ pivot
resolution. Moreover, for any pivot resolution %, we have

(61) B (q — Scarf-number(/)

i i — Scarf-number(I)

) =rank(J], ;)i <rank(F); = <q>

i
for any index i.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that any index set that has a gap is non-Scarf, and any minimal non-Scarf index set has a gap. By the

definition of /, there exist indices ij,...,i; such that the set of these indices has a gap. By Theorem 3.3, Zh_,_’il is a pivot
resolution.

Also by Theorem 3.3, the “smallest” pivot resolution comes from an index set that has a gap with the smallest cardinality,
which, in this case, is {i},...,i;}. Finally, we compute the rank of (.7 _; ); for any index i. By the construction of this pivot
resolution, we have

rank(.7; ;)i =rank(7); —[{r € Z(lg]): T2 {i\,....i;} and [1] = i}
(a g1\ [q q — Scarf-number(I)
-\ i-1) \i i — Scarf-number(7) )’
as required. 0

This pivot resolution gives a new bound on Betti numbers for any monomial ideal.

Corollary 3.9. Foranyi € Z, we have

B(0/I) < <fl]) B <q— SCElIf-number(I)>'

i — Scarf-number(/)
Moreover; the equality occurs for any integer i if and only if Q/I has a minimal pivot resolution.
Before moving on, we note that Q/I has a minimal pivot resolution in another special case.

Theorem 3.10. If Scarf-number(I) > g — 1, then Q/I has a minimal pivot resolution. In particular, if ¢ <3, then Q/I has a
minimal pivot resolution.

Proof. If Scarf-number(/) = oo, then the Taylor resolution is minimal, as required. We can now assume that Scarf-number(/) =
g — 1. For any index i, we have

<q) > ﬁiQ(Q/I) > |{Scarf index sets of cardinality i}|,
i

where the first inequality comes from the ranks of the free modules of the Taylor resolution, and the second is by [ 19, Theorem
59.2]. Since Scarf-number(/) = g — 1, any index set of cardinality at most ¢ — 2 is Scarf. Thus we have BiQ(Q/I) = (4) for

any i < g — 2 due to the above inequalities. Also since Scarf-number(/) = g — 1, we have ﬁqQ(Q/ I) = 0 by Corollary 3.9.

Since the alternating sum of total Betti numbers of Q/I equals 0, we easily obtain ﬁq% o/ =q-1=( qzl) - ((qu)(zquzl))-
By the preceding result, Q/I has a minimal pivot resolution.
When ¢ < 3, we have 2 < Scarf-number(I) < g — 1 < 2. In other words, Scarf-number(/) = ¢ — 1, thus the result follows.

O

If Scarf-number(/) < ¢g— 1, itis inconclusive whether Q/I has a minimal pivot resolution. We illustrate this in the following
discussion.

Example 3.11. Set QO = Q[u,w,x,,7], I; = (wx,xy,yz,wz) and I, = (u,wx,xy,yz). We recall that I, is the ideal in Example 3.7.
Itis clear that u(1;) = u(l,) = 4 and following Example 3.7, one can verify that Scarf-number(/;) = Scarf-number(/,) = 2.

Using Macaulay2 [13], one can check the Betti numbers of Q/I; are (1,4,4,1) and those of Q/I, are (1,4,5,2). By
Corollary 3.9, Q/I, has a minimal pivot resolution, but Q/I; does not.
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4. DIFFERENTIAL GRADED ALGEBRA STRUCTURE
We recall the definition of DG algebras. Note that we assume that a DG algebra is graded-commutative and associative.

Definition 4.1. Let S be a ring, (F,d) a complex of S-modules where F; = 0 for any i < 0. If we have an element a € F), for
some n, then let |a| denote the homological degree of a, i.e., |a| = n. Then (F,d) is a DG-algebra if it is equipped with a
multiplication structure (x) and a unit element 1 € F; and for any homogeneous a,b € F, we have

(1) (unitary) ax1=1xa=a.

(2) (graded-commutativity) axb = (—1)""/pxq, and if |a| is odd, axa = 0.

(3) (associativity) (axb) *xc=a* (b*c).

(4) (Leibniz’s rule) d(axb) = d(a) xb+ (—1)axd(b).

Taylor resolutions are famous examples of DG-algebras. Recall that we use {€4}4c 2(|q) to denote the bases for the
free modules in a Taylor resolution 7. Gemeda [12] showed that Taylor resolutions are DG-algebras with the following
multiplication:

sgn(A,B)"A™B g, » ifANB=0.

maup

where A, B € Z([q]). We will show that all pivot complexes are also DG-algebras.

{o ifANB 0,
SA*SB =

Theorem 4.2. Any pivot resolution of Q/I over Q is a DG-algebra.

Proof. By relabelling, we can assume that any pivot complex is of the form .7}, for some integer /. Assume that .7}, isa
resolution of Q/1, i.e., by the proof of Theorem 3.3, .7 _; is a Morse resolution induced by the Morse matching

A={tUh—t\h: T2},
for some h > I. By discrete Morse theory (see, e.g., [15, Proof of Theorem 4.1]), 7] _; is exactly .7 /.# where
S = spang{€&;,de : T2 [[|UA}.
By [0, Lemma 10.36], it suffices to show that .# is a DG-ideal of .7, i.e., we will show three things:
(1) .7 satisfies the Leibniz rule: This is automatic since it is a subset of 7.
(2) # is closed under taking the differential: Indeed, for any T 2 [/] Uh, the elements Jd(g;) and d(de;) =0 are in ..
(3) . isanideal of 7: It suffices to show that for any 7 D [[JUh and any o C [g], the two elements €, x €5 and d(&;) * &€

are in .#. We will show &, x £, € . first. Indeed, if TN G # 0, then £, x€; =0 € .#. On the other hand, if tNo =0,

then
m‘L'mO'

€, % €; =sgn(7,0) €65
TUo
and since TU o 2 [l]Uh, we have g, x5 € .7, as required.

Finally, we show that d(&;) x €5 € .. Indeed, by Leibniz rule, we have
d(e) x5 = (g, x€5) — (—1)e, xde, € 7
since the product of €, and any other basis element is in ., as required. g

Remark 4.3. The proof above hinges on the fact that when pivot complexes are resolutions, they are Morse resolutions, and
hence in particular, already quotients of the Taylor resolution. As a matter of fact, one can show that pivot complexes are
DG-algebras directly by defining the multiplication (x) on .7} _; to be

0 ifANB#0Qor[l+1]CAUB,
£, % Ep = sgn(A,B)’,"nirjgeAuB ifANB=0and [[] £AUB,
sen(A,B) Licysen(i AUB\ i) — "8 e\ gy ifANB=0, [I] CAUB, andI+1¢AUB,
MAUBU(I4+1)\i

and verify the necessary conditions. We leave this part to interested readers.

We call these pivot complexes because of this multiplication rule. Basically, (I + 1) appears whenever the multiplication
rule for the Taylor resolution no longer makes sense in the pivot resolutions. We call / + 1 a “pivot” that we use to modify the
formulae and fit the rules.

Remark 4.4. We have one immediate application of the fact that pivot resolutions are canonically quotient DG-algebras of the
Taylor resolution. Assume I and J are monomial ideals of Q such that I C J. Then we have the following maps of DG-algebras
by Lemma [ 14, Lemma 4.2]:

Taylor resolution of Q/I — Taylor resolution of Q/J — pivot resolution of Q/J.
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By Theorem [ 14, Theorem 1.2], we obtain a free resolution of Q/J over Q/I using a pivot resolution of Q/J and the Taylor
resolution of Q/I, thus obtaining an improvement of [ 14, Theorem 4.3].

5. A SYSTEM OF HIGHER HOMOTOPIES FOR PIVOT RESOLUTIONS

Let Q be a polynomial ring over a field and a be an ideal of Q generated by a regular sequence ay,...,a,, and R = Q/a.
Let I = (my,...,m,) be a monomial ideal of Q, with [ := Scarf-number(7). We assume that the Taylor resolution of Q/1 is
not minimal, i.e., / < oo, and [ + 1 is a gap of [I]. We further assume that a C 1. Thus we can write a; = a;ym; +--- +a;,m,
for i € [r] and a;; € Q where j € [g]. By the Eisenbud-Shamash construction discussed in Section 2.2, a pivot resolution can
be lifted to a resolution of R/I over R using a system of higher homotopies (Theorem 2.6). In this section, our goal is to
explicitly describe such a system for pivot resolutions.

Without loss of generality, we assume that .7}, is a pivot resolution of Q/I. We give explicit formulae for a system of

Theorem 5.1. For any s € [r], set
Yi¢a Sgn(JvA)asjﬁgAuj flAnfl] #1-1
Yi¢aur Sgn(JvA)asjﬁeAuj ifll]\A={t}andl+1€A
. m.m
Yj¢ausgn(j,A)a; ﬁeAu,’
I+1 ; ) , ; o
+(=1)"sgn(t,A)ag Yy sgn(i, AU\ i) g, qpan; I [\NA={t}and1+1¢ A

MAUU(I+1)\i

O, (&4) =

and
0y =9, 6, =0if|ul >2.
where & denotes the differential in &, ;. Let (0) denote this system. Then (0) is a system of higher homotopies for ay, ... ,a,

on the pivot resolution Iy .

Notice that for Taylor resolutions, the first case of this formula matches with [24, Definition 3.1]. Thus as long as we only
use the first case, many of our results follow from [24]. We break the proof of Theorem 5.1 into several lemmas. We start by
recalling some needed identities regarding sgn.

Lemma 5.2. The following identities hold.
(1) Forany A C [q] and i ¢ A, we have
sgn(i,A) = (_1)\{./'6[61]: J<iynAl
(2) Forany B,C C [g], we have
sgn(B,C) = (—1)‘BHC‘ sgn(C,B).

(3) Forany A,B,C C [g], we have
sgn(A,B)sgn(AUB,C) = sgn(B,C)sgn(A,BUC).
(4) Forany A C [q) and any i, j € C where i # j, we have
sen(i,A\ i) sgn(j,A\ i\ j) +sgn(j,A\ j)sgn(i, A\ 7\ j) =0,
sgn(i,A\i\ j)sgn(j,A\ i\ j)+sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\ j) =0
Proof. (1) This follows from the definition: The amount of permutations needed to turn i,A into an increasing sequence

is exactly the number of indices in A that is less that i.
(2) Set

B:{blv'--abr}a C:{Cla"'vcs}a

where by < --- < b, and ¢ < --- < ¢, for some integer s,7. If BNC # 0, then both sgn(B,C) and sgn(C, B) equal 0,
and thus the result follows. Now we can assume that BN C = 0. To prove the statement, it suffices to show that it
takes |B||C| transpositions needed to turn the sequence

bi,....,b.,cq,...,c,
into
C1y---3C5,b1,...,D,.
Indeed, to obtain this feat, we first move b, to the end of the sequence, which takes |C| transpositions. Next, we move

b,_, toright before b,, which takes another |C| transpositions. Repeating this argument, the number of transpositions
needed is exactly Y';_, |C| = r|C| = |B||C|, as required.
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(3) Both sides are equal to (—1)" where r is the amount of transpositions needed to turn the sequence A,B,C into an
increasing sequence. Indeed, the left-hand side turns A, B into an increasing sequence first, and then A U B,C, while
the right-hand side turns B, C first, and A, BUC later.

(4) Without loss of generality, we assume that i < j. By part (1), we have sgn(i,A\ i\ j) = sgn(i,A\ i) and sgn(j,A\ i\
j) = —sen(j,A\ j). Thus

sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\ i\ j) +sgn(j,A\ j)sgn(i, A\ i\ j)
= —sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\ j) +sgn(j,A\ j)sgn(i, A\ i) =

and
sgn(i, A\ i\ j)sgn(/,A\i\ j) +sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\ j)
= —sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\j) +sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\ j) =
as required. 0
We now start checking the conditions needed for (o) to be a system of higher homotopies of a;,...,a, on 7 ;.

Lemma 5.3. Forany 1 <s <randanyA  [I] such that [[|\A = {t} and | + 1 € A, we have
(00, + 0, d)(&4) = as&y.

Proof. We have

(86 + O, 3)( )
=9( Z sgn(j,A)a 5 SAUJ +G ngnzA\) SA\,»)
jgAU icA Mg\
m'm . R A
:8( Z sgn(J, A) SAUJ)—l-G ( Z sgn(i,A\ i) )
JgAUL o icAN|] m
m
+Gex((—1)l+lm 4 8A\(l+1))+6e5( Z sgn(i,A\i ) eA\I)
A\(I+1) ieA\[1+1] My
m.m
Y san(j.A)ag; Y, sgn(i,AUj\ ) eAu,\ﬂ' Y sen(i,A\i) ) Sgn(jaA\i)asjj—AeAuj\i
jeAU i€AUj Mauj\i ieAn[l] jeA\i Mauj\i
m.m
+(—1)l+1( Y Sgn(jaA\(l+1))asj17A8Auj\(l+l)
JEAUR (1+1) MAuj\(1+1)
+(=1) sgn(r, A\ (14+1))ay Y sen(i, AU (14 1)\ ) oy )
iell] Mauni
. . . . m;my
+ Z sgn(i,A\ i) Z Sgn(]aA\l)asjj—eAuj\i
i€A\[I+1] AU i Mauji

We will simplify the coefficient for each basis element in the above sum. We start by looking at the coefficient for &,:

Y sen(j,A)agm;sgn(j,A)+ Y sgn(i,A\i)sgn(i,A\i)agm;
JEAU icAN[l]
+ (=) (sgn(l+ LA (14 1)ay o my g+ (—1) " sgn(t, A\ (14 1))agm, sgn(t,A\ (1+1)))
+ Y sgn(i,A\i)sgn(i,A\ Dagm,
i€A\[I+1]

I+1 -1 I+1
= Z asjmj—l- Z asimi—l-(—l) + ((—1) aS’HlmHl—l-(—l) + astmt)—l- Z agm;,
JEAUE I=:\alll i€A\[I+1]
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where in the first equality we used Lemma 5.2 (1). We now rearrange the coefficients:

Z agm + Z agm; + g 1+1M 41 +agm; + Z

JEAUL = \all i€A\[I+1]
( aszml+asl+1ml+l+a tmt) + ( as im;+ asimi)
7
i€eAN]l] JEAUL icA\[I1+1]
= ( Z agm; + s 1+1M 11 + astmt) + ( Z Agjm; m;+ Z asimi)
ie(l] it J¢Aj>I+1 i€A,i>1+1
(X awm)+( Y a;m;)
icl+1] j>1+1
= Z agilh;
i€[q]
=a;.

The coefficient of &, ,\; where i € [I] \ 7 is:

sen(i, A\ i)sgn(t, A\ Dy (<1 (<) sgn(,A\ (1 1))ay

T4 sen(i,AUT\ (I+1)\ )

AU\ i MAUNi
= sgn(i,A\i)sgn(r,A\ a0+ sgn(t,A) sgn(i, AUt iay A
MU Mauni
= O,
where the last equality is from the second equality of Lemma 5.2(4). The coefficient of &, ,; ;1) where j ¢AUtU(I+1)is
. m my . I+1 . m;imy
sgn(j,A)agj————sgn(l+ LAUJ\ (I+ 1))+ (=1)" (sgn(j,A\ (I + 1)) ayj———)
MAuj\(I+1) MAUj\(1+1)
: mjma I+1 I+1 ; m;my
=sgn(j,A)ay;———(=1)"" + (= 1) (= 1) sgn(j,A)ay; ———
MAUj\(1+1) MAUj\(1+1)
141 . m;my 142 . m;my
= (1) sgn(j, A)ag;———+(=1)""sgn(j,A)a,;—"——
MAUj\(I+1) MAUj\(1+1)
= 0,
where in the first equality we used Lemma 5.2 (1). Similarly, the coefficient of &, ,;; where j ¢ AUz and i € A\ [1+ 1] is
. m;my . o\ . . . . m;my
sgn(J,A)a; sgn(i, AU j\ i) +sgn(i, A\ i)sgn(j,A\ D)ay;
Mauj\i MAUj\i
o |A| . my . o lA]-1 m;my
= (=1)""sgn(4, j)ay; sgn(i,AUj\ i)+ (=1)"" "sgn(A, j)sgn(i,AU j\ i)ay;
AUj\i Mmauj\i

=0,
where the first equality follows from Lemma 5.2 (2) and (4). Combining the computations above, we obtain
(00, + 0, 9)(&4) = asey +0=aygy,
as required. O
Following similar computations, we have the next result whose proof we provide in the appendix (see Section 5).
Lemma 5.4. Forany 1 <s<randanyA 2 [I] such that [[|\A = {t} and | + 1 € A, we have
(00, + 0, 9)(&4) = asgy.

Proposition 5.5. Forany 1 < s <r, we have
d0, + 0, d = aj.

Proof. Given A 2 [I]. If [AN[l]| <1 —2, then the result follows from the proof of [24, Theorem 3.2], since the only formula
for (o, ) we will use is its first case, the same as that of the formula given in [24]. So now we can assume that [/]\ A = {t}
for some integer t. The result now follows from Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4.

Lemma 5.6. Forany 1 <s<s <randanyA 2 [l] such that |AN[l]| =1—2and + 1 € A, we have

(GeS Gesl + Gesl Gex)(eA) =0.
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Proof. Set {u,v} = [l] \ A. Then we have
(Ce, e, ) (€4)

ZSgnJA)

JEA

=0, (sgn(u,A)a

)

AU

’/n J
Uj

m-mA

m,m )
—&puj
j

Im uj

m,m
e ) +Ges(sgn(v,A)asfvva_AgAUV) +o. (Y sen(jA)ay
AUu Mauy JEAUUY
. mym;niy .
= (sgn(u,A)ay, Y, sen(j,AUu)a,;———&,,,,;)+ (sgn(v,A)ay, Y sgn(j,AUv)a
JjEAUULY MAGuU jEAUULY

mvmimA

)
Sj AUVUJ)
Mavuj

. . N gy
+( X sgn(j,A)ay; Y sen(i,A UJ)asi#SAujui)
j#AUUUY i¢AUj AUjUI
. m, m 'mA . m.m .mA
= ( Z Sgn(uaA) Sgn(]uA U M)af]ag/u#gAUMUj) + ( Z Sgn(vuA) Sgn(]aA U v)as/ag’VLSAuvUj)
JEAUUUY MAuuuj JjEAUuUY Mauvj
. . ny,m ;my . . m,m;ny
+ ( Z Sgn(./aA) Sgn(uvA Uf)as’jasu#eAUuuj) + ( Z Sgn(./aA) sgn(v,A Uf)as'jasvi
Jj¢AUuUY MAUWU; j¢AGuUY MA 0 j
m;:m;my m;m;my
+( Z sgn(j,A)sgn(i,AU j)ay anieAUjui) +( Z sgn(i,A)sgn(j,AUi)a a‘jlieAUjui).
i, JEAUUUV,i ] Mau jui i, jEAUUUV,i j My jui

SAUVUj)

We denote this expression by F (s,s"). There are 6 summands in it, and we will call them F;(s,s’) for i € [6], in that order. The
expression for (o, , O'ev)(SA) is obtained by switching s, s’ in the previous calculation. Now, using Lemma 5.2 (4), we observe

that

Fy(s,s) + F(s',5) =0, Fy(s,s") + Fy(s',5) =0, Fy(s,s") + F,(s',5) =0,
F4(S,S/)+F2(S,,S):O, F5(S,S/)+F6(S/,S):O, F()(S,S/)—FF5(S,,S):O.
Thus (0 O, , + 0, G ) (€4) = F(s,s") + F(s',s) = 0, as required. O

Again, following similar computations, we get the next few results. We provide most of the proofs in the Appendix.

Lemma 5.7. Forany 1 <s<s <randanyA 2 [l] such that |AN[l]| =1—2and 1+ 1 ¢ A, we have

(0,0, + 0%, 0% )(Ex) = 0.
Lemma 5.8. Forany 1 <s <s <randanyA 2 [l] such that |AN[l]| =1 —1and [+ 1 € A, we have

(0 G, +0¢ 00 ) (£4) = 0.
Lemma 5.9. Forany 1 <s<s <randanyA 2 [l] such that |AN[l]| =1 —1and 1+ 1 ¢ A, we have

(0, G, +0¢, 00 ) (£4) = 0.
Proposition 5.10. Forany 1 <s < s <r, we have

Oc, O, + Oc , Oc, = 0.

Proof. Given A 2 [I]. If |[AN[l]| < — 3, then the result follows from the proof of [24, Theorem 3.2], since the only formula

for (o, ) we will use is its first case, the same as that of the formula given in [24]. The remaining two cases are when [A N [/]|
equals either / — 2 or [ — 1. The result then follows from Lemmas 5. 6,5.7,5.8and 5.9. O

Proposition 5.11. For any 1 <s <r, we have
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Proof. This follows by setting s’ = s in the formula for o, O, in the proofs of Lemma 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9. Here we illustrate
one case in detail. With the hypothesis for A in Lemma 5. 6 set {u,v} =[I]\ A. Then we have

(6,02, )(en)
) m,,m iy ) M, my
= ( Z SgH(M,A) Sgn(.]vAUu)asjag’u#SAUuUj) + ( Z SgH(V,A) Sgn(]uAUv)avjag/vV%eAUvUj)
JEAUUUY MauUj JEAUUUY Mauvuj

. . my,m ;ny . . m,m ;my
+( ), sen(jA)sgn(w,AU jagaq,——"—e;) + (), sen(j,A)sen(v,AU jlaya,——
Jj¢AUuUY ' MAUuUj j¢AGuLY - MA 0 j

. . . m ;m;my m;m;my
+ ( Z sgn(j,A) Sgn(laAU])as’jasiilgAUjui) + ( Z sgn(i,A)sgn(j,AUi)ay as;LSAujui)
i, JEAUUUY,i Maujui i, jEAUUUV,i j maujui

=F (S,S/) +F2(S7S/) +F3(s=s/) +F4(S7S/) —l—FS(S,S/) +F6(S7S/)

eAuVuj)

from the proof of Lemma 5.6, where the functions are set up to be equal to the 6 summands, respectively. Using Lemma 5.2
(4), we observe that

Fl(S,S)+F3(S,S):O, Fz(S,S)+F4(S,S):O, F5(S,S)+F6(S,S):O.

Thus (0, O, )(€4) = Fi(s,5) + Fy(s,5) + F3(s,5) + F4(s,5) + F5(s,5) + Fg(s,s) = 0, as required. O
PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1: We verify the three conditions of a system of higher homotopies described in Section 2.2. The
condition (1) follows from the definition of (o). The condition (2) follows from Proposition 5.5. Finally, the condition (3)
follows from Propositions 5.10 and 5.11. g

We end this section with new bounds on the Betti numbers of R/I over R using the new resolution we obtained by applying
the Eisenbud-Shamash construction from Section 2.2 to the pivot resolutions.

Theorem 5.12. For any integer i, we have
d q — Scarf-number(/) r+i—j—1
(R/I —
Bai(R/1) j; ( ) (21’ — Scarf-number(7) ) r—1
d q — Scarf-number(7) r+i—j—1
(R/I) < — .
ﬁz’“ M= ; <21 + 1> <2i+ 1 — Scarf-number(/) ) r—1

Proof. This follows immediately from the same rank counting procedure as in [24, Proof of Corollary 3.3], using the ranks
of the pivot resolution from Corollary 3.9 instead of those of the Taylor resolution. 0

and

APPENDIX

In this appendix, we provide the proofs of some of the lemmas from Section 5. For convenience of notation, we symboli-
cally write &4 to denote %. Thus, the homotopy formula now looks like

ngéA Sgn(jaA)aSJ jeAUj if |Aﬁ [l” # -1
O, (SA) = ngéAut Sgn(ij)aw j€AU;j . if [l] \A = {t} and/+1€A
ngéAUt Sgn(j7A)aSj jSAUj + ( ) " Sgn(t A) A1y ZIE Sgn(l A Ut\ )SAUIU(Z+1)\ if [l] \A = {t} and [+ 1 ¢ A

and
oy =2, o, =0if |u| >2.

Also, the Taylor differentials (and also the pivot differentials, being restrictions of those of Taylor) become

d(es) = Y sen(j,A\ j)e ;-

jeA
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PROOF OF LEMMA 5.4: Using the formulae, we obtain

(90, + 0, 9)(€4)
—3( Y sen(jAagmjey;+ (=) sen(t, Aagm, ¥ sen(i AU\ Derii) + e (L sen(i A\ eq,)
JEAUE iell] i€A
=9( Y, sen(j,A)agmen;) +9((—1)" sen(t, A)agm, Y sen(i, AU\ Deasiin)
JEAUE iell]
+0. (Y sen(i,A\ign,)+oe (Y sen(i,A\ie)-
I=:\all i€A\[I+1]

We will rewrite each of the four summands. We start with the first:

a( Z Sgn(ij)aw jeAUj)

JEAUS
=Y sen(j,Aagm; Y sen(i,AUj\i)ey
JEAUE i€AUj
:( Z ngn(ij)sgn(ivAUj\i)aSJ jeAUj\l) ( Z Sgn(jaA) aS_/ jSA)
JEAUri€A JEAUL
:( Z ngn(] A)Sgn(l AU]\ )an ngU/\z) ( Z asjmng)'
jEAULiEA JEAUE

Next we simplify the second summand:

I((~1 )ZH sgn(t,A)agm; Z sgn(i,AUt\1)€au(141) \1)

i€(l]
=(-1)""sgn(t,A)a oy () sgn(i, AUz \ i) Y sgn(k,AUtU(I+1)\ i\k)gAuzu(lH)\i\k)
i€(l] k€AUrU(I+1)\i

= (=) sgn(1,4) ( Z Y sen(i AU\ i) sgn(k, AUTU (L4 1) \ i\ K)agym i)
e[l] keAUrU(I+1)\i

=(-1)""sgn(r,A) (Y ) sen(i,Aur\i)sgn(k, AU U (14 1)\ i\ K)agm ensisinik)
ic[l] keA\i
+(=1)""sgn(r,4) (Y sen(i,AUr\i)sen(t, AU+ 1)\ Dagm i)
i€[l)\

+ (=1 sgn(r,4) (Y sgn(i, AU\ i)sgn(l + 1, AU\ i)agm, s )
i€ll]

= (—1)""sgn(r,A)( Y ) sen(i, Aur\i)sgn(k,AUrU (I+ 1)\ i\ k)aym s 051)\0k)
ic[l]\t keA\i

+(=1)""sgn(r,A) (Y sgn(r,A) sgn(k, AU (I + 1)\ K)agm s, 11)\k)
keA
+(=1)"sgn(r,A) (Y sgn(i, AU\ i)sgn(t, A\ i)agm, exs1n,)
i€[l\

(-1 )Hl sgn(z, A)( Z sgn(i,A Ul\i)(_l)lilastmtgAuz\i)
i€ll]

=(=1)"sen(A) (Y, Y sen(i AU Dsgn(k AULU 1+ DN\ Kagm; i)
ic[l]\t keA\i

+(_1)l+1(zsgn(iaAU(Z+1)\i)astmt8Au(l+l)\i)
icA
+ (—l)Hlsgn(t,A)( Z sgn(i, AU\ i) sgn(t,A\i)astmtSAU(lH)\[)
ic[l]\¢

+ Sgn(t,A)( Z sgn(i,AU?\ i)astmteAUt\i) + (astmISA)
i\
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We remark that the basis element &4, (;11)\,\x appears two times for each pair i,k € [/]\ . We now show that the sum of the
two coefficients is actually zero:

(—1)*sgn(r,A) (sgn(i, AUt \ i) sgn(k, AUt U (I 4+ 1)\ i\ k) +sgn(k, AUz \ k) sgn(i, AUZU (I + 1) \ i \ k))agm,

= (—1)""sgn(r,A) (sgn(i,AUr \ i) sgn(k, AUt \ i\ k) + sgn(k, AUt \ k) sgn(i, AUt \ i\ k))agm,
=0,

which follows from the first equality of Lemma 5.2 (4). Moreover, the basis element €, 1)\; also appears twice for each
€ [I]\ t. We will show that the sum of these two coefficients is also zero:

/\

—1)" ! (sgn(i, AU I+ 1)\ i)agm,) + (—1)" " sgn(r,A) (sgn(i, AUt \ i) sgn(t,A\ i)agm, )
(_1)l+1 (Sgn(i7A \ i)astmt) + ( )l+l Sgn(t A) ( - Sgn(th) Sgn(ivA \ i)astmt)

(=)™ (sen(i, A\ aym,) = (=)™ (sgn(i, A\ i)aym,)
0

)

where the first equality comes from the first equality of Lemma 5.2 (4). Thus the second summand becomes
I+1
I((=1)"" sgn(r,A)aym, Y sen(i, AU\ D)Easmsi))
iell]

=(-1)""sen(r,A)( Y Y sen(i, AU\ i)sgn(k, AUTU I+ 1)\ i\ K)agm € s iie)
ie[l]\t keA\[I+1]

+ (‘UHI( Z sgn(i,AU(I+1)\ i)astmteAu(IH)\i) + Sgn(t,A)( Z sgn(i,A Ut\i)astmteAUt\i) + (astmteA)
i€A\[I+1] e[\t

Next we work on the third summand:

O, ( Z sgn(i,A\ i)eA\i)

icAN[l]
=( X sen(A\i) ) sen(j,A\Dagm;e ;)
ieAn[l] JEANi
=( Z Z sgn(i, A\ i) sgn(j, A\ i)asm;€s ;)
i€\t jEANI
:( Z ngn(lvA\ )Sgn(.] A\ )a?/ jSAUj\l) ( Z Sgn(iaA\ )Sgl’l(l A\ )ast lSA)
i€\t j¢gA i€\t
:( Z Z Sgn(iaA\i)Sgn(jaA\i)au jeAUj\l) ( Z Sgn(ivA\i)Sgn(th\i)astmteAUt\i)+( Z asimiSA)'
JEAUriell]\t i€[l]\ ie(l

Finally we work on the fourth summand:

O, ( Z sgn(i,A\ i)SA\[)

i€A\[I+1]
= Z Sgn(ivA \ l)( Z Sgn(ij \ i)asj jSAUj\I ( 1)l+1 Sgn(t A\ Aoy Z Sgl’l k A Ut\ \k)eAUlU(l+1)\ \k)
i€A\[I+1] JEAUNI kell]
= Z sgn(i,A\i)( Z sgn(j,A\ i)asjmjeAuj\i)
icA\[l+1] JEAURi
+(_1)l+1 Z sgn(i,A\i)(sgn(t A\i)agm, Z sgn(k,AU7\i \k)gAuzu I+1 \\k)

icA\[I+1] kell]
:( Z Z Sgn(ivA\i)Sgn(ij\i)aSJ jSAUj\I)

ieA\[I4+1] j¢AUNi

+ (=1 Y, ) sen(i,A\i)sgn(t, A\ i) sgn(k, AU\ i\ k)agm s or1nik)-
icA\[I+1]kell]
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Here in the first part, we separate the case j = i from it, and in the second part, we separate the case k = ¢:

( Z Z Sgn(iaA\i) Sgn(j7A\i)aSj jSAUj\I) ( Z Sgn(iaA\i) Sgn(ivA\i)asimieA)

ieA\[I+1] j¢AUr i€A\[I+1]

+ (=1 (Y ) sen(i,A\i)sgn(r,A\i)sgn(k,AUt\i\k)agm ey is)\ik)
i€A\[I+1] ke[l]\¢

+(=DMCY sen(iA\ ) sen(r, A\ i) sgn(t, A\ i)agm s
i€A\[I+1]

= ( Z Z sgn(i,A\ i) Sgn(ij\i)asjmjeAuj\i) + ( Z asimieA)

JEAULi€A\[I+1] i€A\[I+1]

FEDTNY (Y sen(kANK) sgn(t, A\K)sgn(i, AU\ i\ K)aym,€xi i)
i€[l]\t keA\[l+1]
+(=DTCY sen( A\ Dagmeaiin),
i€A\[1+1]
where the last equality comes from applying Lemma 5.2 (4) twice. In the rewritten forms we can see the coefficients clearly.
We will simplify the coefficient for each basis element.

o The basis element £, appears in all four summands. We combine all of its coefficients:

Z aSij +astmt + Z agim,; + Z Z awmj +astmt + Z asimi+ Z agim;
JEAUL iell]\¢ icA\[ l+1] jg:‘A,jle ic[l)\r i€Ai>141
= Z agim; = d.
i€lq]

e For each j ¢ AUt and each i € A, the basis element &, ;\; appears in the first summand and, depending on i, in the
third or fourth summand. The coefficients, however, follow the same rule no matter what i is. We combine all of its
coefficients:

(sgn(j,A)sgn(i,AU j\i)agm;) + (sgn(i,A\i)sgn(j,A\i)agm;) = 0.

This follows from Lemma 5.2 (4).
e Foreachi€ [I]\randeachk € A\ [l + 1], the basis element &, ;,;11)\i\x appears in the second and fourth summands.
We combine all of its coefficients:

((—=1)" " sgn(r,A) sgn(i,A Ut \ i) sgn(k,AUrU (I 4+ 1) \ i \ K)agm, )
+ ((— 1) sgn(k,A\ k)sgn(t,A\ k) sgn(i,AUt\ i\ k)agm,)

) (
) (
:(—1)l+1astm,( sgn(t,A)sgn(i,AUt\i)sgn(k,AUt\i\k)—l—sgn(k,A\k)sgn(t,A\k)sgn(i,AUt\i\k))
) (—sgn(r,A)(sgn(i,AU? \ i)sgn(k,AU?\ i\ k)) + (sgn(k,A \ k) sgn(t,A\ k))sgn(i,AUt \ i\ k))
) (—sgn(t,A)(—sgn(k,AUr\ k)sgn(i,AUr\ i\ k))+ (—sgn(k, AUt \ k)sgn(r,A))sgn(i,AUz\ i\ k))

where we used Lemma 5.2 (1) and (4) for the equalities.

e For each i € A\ [l + 1], the basis element €4u(1+1)\; appears in the second and fourth summands. We combine all of
its coefficients:

((—1)l+1 sgn(i,AU(I+1)\ i)astm,) + ((—1)l+1 sgn(i,A\ i)agm,)
= ((_I)ZH (—sgn(i,A\ i))aslmt) + ((_1)l+1 sgn(i,A\ i)astmt) =0,

where we used Lemma 5.2 (1) for the first equality.
e For each i € [I] \ ¢, the basis element €4ur\; appears in the second and third summands. We combine all of its
coefficients:

(sgn(t,A)sgn(i,AUt\ i)agm,) + (sgn(i,A\ i)sgn(t,A\ i)azm,) = 0.
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PROOF OF LEMMA 5.7: Set {u,v} = [I] \ A. Then we have

(GeS GeS/ ) (SA)
= O, ( Z Sgn(jaA)as/jmjeAuj)
JEA
= O, (sgn(u,A)ay m,ex ) + O, (sgn(v,A)ay m,4,) + O, ()Y Sgn(jaA)as'jmjeAuj)
JEAUuUy
. I+1 . .
= Sgn(”vA)as/umu( Z Sgn(]aAuu)asjmngUuUj + (_1) * SgH(V,AUu)Clme Z Sgn(laAUuUV\Z)SAUuUVU(1+1)\i)
JEAUUUY ie(l]
. I+1 . .
+ sgn(v,A)as/va( Z sgn(j,AUv)a,m€q i+ (—1) sgn(u,AUv)agm, Z sgn(i,AUuUv\ l)gAUquu(lJrl)\i)
JEAUUUY i€(l]
+( Y sgn(j,A)ag;m; Y sen(i, AU jlagmgs ;)
JEAUUUY i¢AUj

=G, (s,s/) + Gz(s,s/)7

where G, (s,s') is the part that does not involve (—1)""" and G, (s, s') is the part that does. We observe that G, (s, s') already
appeared in the proof of Lemma 5.6, and from there we have G (s,s") + G, (s',s) = 0. We inspect the G, (s,s’) part. We have

GZ (S, S/) = (_ 1)l+1 Sgn(uvA) SgH(V,A U M)as’uasvmumv( Z Sgn(i7A UulUy \ i)gAUuUVU(l+1)\i)
i€(l]
I+1 , .
+ (_ 1) " SgH(V,A) Sgn(uvA U v)as’vasumumv( Z Sgn(l7A UuUy \ Z)SAUMUVU(1+1)\i) .
i€ll]
It now follows from Lemma 5.2 (4) that G, (s,s") + G,(s’,s) = 0. Thus
(O'eSGeS, +o., o, )(€4) = (Gy (s,5) + Gz(s,s/)) + (G, (s',5) + Gz(s/,s)) =0,
as required. 0

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.8: Set {¢t} = [/] \ A. Then we have
(O, Oe, )(&a) =0e (Y, sgn(j,A)ay ;m;€a;)
JjgAut

= Y sen(j.A)ag;m; Y sen(i, AU jlagm€yi;
JEAUE i¢AUrUj

= ) sen(j,A)sen(i,AU jay agmim €y ;-
i, jEAUL i

Then we immediately obtain the formula for (o, , 0, )(€4) by switching s and s'. The result then follows immediately from
Lemma 5.2 (4). ‘ O

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.9: Set {¢t} = [/] \ A. Then we have
(Ges o-es/)(gA)

=0, (Y sen(j.A)aymex;+(~ 1) sgn(t,A)agm, ¥ sen(i AU Dexiis )
JEAUL i€(l]

= Ges( Z Sgn(juA)as/jmngUj) + (_1)l+l sgn(t,A)as/tm,Ges( Z sgn(i,A Ut\i)gAUlU(l+1>\i)
JEAUL i€(l]

= Ges( ) Sgn(jaA)as’jmngUj) + O, (sgn(l+ 17A)as'71+1ml+18Au(1+1))
JEAU[I+1]

I+1 . }
+(-1)" sgn(t,A)aS/tthes( Z sgn(i,A Ut\l)eAuzu(lH)\i)
i€(l]
. I+
=0, ( ), sen(j,A)agmiey;)+(-1) o (ag M1 Eauis))
JEAU[I+1]

+ (= 1)l+1 sgn(t,A)aS/tm,Gex ( Z sgn(i,AU?\ i)£AUtU(l+l)\i)
i€(l]
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We now apply the formula for o, appropriately:

Y Sgn(j7A)as’jmj( Y sen(k,AU jagmgs p;+ (—1 1) sgn(r,A)agm, Y sen(i, AUTU j\ D)&aunjousin)
JEAU[I+1] k¢AUIUj iell]

1+1 .
+(=DMag om0 sen(L AU+ D)agmigs o))
JEAUD(1+1)

+ (‘UHI sgn(t,A)ay,m, Z sgn(i, AU\ i)( Z sgn(j,AUtU (I + 1)\ i)a,m €x0 141 u;\z)
iell] JEAULU(I+1)
) Y, sen(j.A) sgn(k,AU j)ay agm ML)
JEAU[I+1] k¢AUtU j

I+1
+(=1)""sen(t, A)( Z Z sgn(j,A)sgn(i,AUtU j\ i)ay astmjmteAUtujU(Hl)\i)

i€[l] j¢AU[I+1]
+(_1)l+1( Z sgn(j,AU(l—f—l))as/JHasj jml+18AUjU(l+1))
JEAU[I+1]
+(=1)"" sen(r,4)( Z Y. sen(i, AU\ i) sgn(j,AUU L+ 1)\ D)ag,a,mim e yon) -
i€[l] j¢AU[I+1]

We separate the case k =/ + 1 from the first summand, and using Lemma 5.2 on some of the sign functions:

( Z sgn(j,A) Sgn(kvAUj)as’jaskmjmkgAukuj) + (—1)l+1( Z sgn(j,A)ay a; . 1m; I EALjO(4))

JkEAU[I+1],jk JEAU[I+1]
+(—1 )ZH sgn(t,A ( Z Z sgn(j,A) Sgn(iuAUt\i)as'jastmjmtgAUtUjU(l+1)\1’)
€[l] j¢AU[I+1]
I .
+(_1) ( Z Sgn(]vA) l+1an ]ml+18AU]U(l+1))
j§£AU[l+l]
+ (_ Sgn ( Z Z Sgn(ivA Ut\i) Sgn(jaA)a Yj ]mtgAUtU(l+1 Uj\l)
[1] jgAU[I+1]

:Hl (S,S/) +H2(S,S/) +H3(S7S,) +H4(S,S ) +H5(S,S )a

where the new functions are set to be equal to the summands correspondingly. It then follows from Lemma 5.2 (4) that

H(s,s)+H(s,5) =0, Hy(s,s)+Hy(s',s)=0, Hs(s,s')+Hs(s s)=0,
H4(S7S,)+H2(S,7S):Ov HS(S7S,)+H3(S,7S):O'

Thus the result follows. O
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