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Abstract. Let  be a locally Cohen-Macaulay curve in complex projective 3-space. The maximum

genus problem predicts the largest possible arithmetic genus 𝑔(𝑑, 𝑠) that  can achieve assuming

that it has degree 𝑑 and does not lie on surfaces of degree less than 𝑠. In this paper, we prove that this

prediction is correct when 𝑑 = 𝑠 or 𝑑 ≥ 2𝑠− 1. We obtain this result by proving another conjecture,

by Beorchia, Lella, and the second author, about initial ideals associated to certain homogeneous

forms in a non-standard graded polynomial ring.

1. Introduction

The classification of curves is a central theme in algebraic geometry, which has prompted a

tremendous amount of research in the last two centuries. An important step in this classification

effort is the determination of the genera and degrees for which there exist curves in a projective

space with(out) prescribed singularities. For smooth curves, this problem dates back to the

nineteenth century [H82] and is yet not completely solved [BBEMR97, GP77, H87, HH88, MS20].

In this work, we consider curves in ℙ3
ℂ that are locally Cohen-Macaulay, that is, schemes of

dimension one without embedded or isolated points; this is the natural class of curves from the

point of view of liaison theory [M98]. If  ⊆ ℙ3
ℂ is a locally Cohen-Macaulay curve of degree 𝑑

that is not contained in any surface of degree less than 𝑠, then 𝑑 ≥ 𝑠, and the arithmetic genus of

 is bounded above by the following function

(1) 𝑔(𝑑, 𝑠) =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

(𝑠 − 1)𝑑 + 1 −
(𝑠+2

3

)

if 𝑠 ≤ 𝑑 ≤ 2𝑠,
(𝑑−𝑠

2

)

−
(𝑠−1

3

)

if 𝑑 ≥ 2𝑠 + 1,

see [B97, S98]. The maximum genus problem for locally Cohen-Macaulay curves asks whether this

upper bound is always attained.

The case of this problem when 𝑑 = 𝑠 is of particular interest, since it implies all the cases when

𝑑 ≥ 2𝑠 − 1 [BLS18, Proposition 6.1]. In order to settle the case 𝑑 = 𝑠, a construction of primitive

multiple lines is proposed in [BLS18], where it is conjectured that they achieve the bound (1),

yielding thus an affirmative answer to the maximum genus problem for 𝑑 = 𝑠 and 𝑑 ≥ 2𝑠 − 1.

In turn, this geometric conjecture is implied by the following algebraic conjecture, which is the

main subject of this work.

Conjecture 1 ([BLS18, Conjecture B]). Let 𝑃 = ℂ[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] be a polynomial ring with weights wt(𝑥) =
1,wt(𝑦) = 2,wt(𝑧) = 3. Let 𝑓 ∈ 𝑃 be a general wt-homogeneous polynomial with wt(𝑓 ) = 3𝑚, for some
𝑚 ∈ ℕ>0. Then, the ideal 𝐼 = (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 + (𝑔) contains no polynomial of standard degree less than 3𝑚−2.

An equivalent formulation in terms of Gröbner bases is the following: if < is a term order in

𝑃 refining the standard grading on 𝑃 such that 𝑥 > 𝑦 > 𝑧, then the initial ideal of 𝐼 is

(2) in<(𝐼) = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2.
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This formulation bears a strong resemblance to a long-standing conjecture of Moreno-Socias

[MS03] concerning the structure of initial ideals of general forms in standard graded polynomial

rings. While the latter is known to have an affirmative answer in dimension three, with proof

essentially due to Anick [A86], the non-standard weights represent a considerable complication,

and Anick’s argument does not extend to the weighted context.

Conjecture 1 can be also translated in terms of linear algebra. Let 𝑅 = ℂ[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2

and 𝑀 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2, then the graded 𝑃 -modules 𝑅[−3𝑚] and 𝑀 have the same

Hilbert function. A wt-homogeneous 𝑓 ∈ 𝑃 with wt(𝑓 ) = 3𝑚 induces a vector space map

𝑓 ⋅ ∶ 𝑅[−3𝑚] → 𝑀 by multiplication by 𝑓 followed by the projection that kills all monomials of

degree less than 3𝑚 − 2. We show that Conjecture 1 is equivalent to the following.

Conjecture 2. Let 𝑓 ∈ 𝑃 be a general wt-homogeneous polynomial of weight 3𝑚 for some 𝑚 ∈ ℕ>0. The
vector space map 𝑓 ⋅ ∶ 𝑅𝑤 →𝑀𝑤+3𝑚 is an isomorphism for all 𝑤 ∈ ℕ.

In this paper, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Conjectures 1 and 2 are true. As a consequence, if either 𝑑 = 𝑠 ≥ 1 or 𝑑 ≥ 2𝑠 + 1 ≥ 3,
the maximum genus of a locally Cohen-Macaulay curve in ℙ3

ℂ of degree 𝑑 that does not lie on a surface of
degree 𝑠 − 1 is equal to 𝑔(𝑑, 𝑠).

We now discuss the general outline of the proof. Let 𝐀𝑤 = (𝑎𝐯,𝐮) be the square matrix

representing the map 𝑓 ⋅ ∶ 𝑅𝑤 → 𝑀𝑤+3𝑚 with respect to the monomial bases ℛ𝑤 of 𝑅𝑤 and ℳ𝑤

of 𝑀𝑤+3𝑚. Denote by 𝑎𝐪 the coefficient of the monomial 𝐪 in 𝑓 . The entries of 𝐀𝑤 are 𝑎𝐯,𝐮 = 𝑎 𝐯
𝐮

if

𝐮 divides 𝐯, 𝑎𝐯,𝐮 = 0 otherwise. Conjecture 2 amounts to the non-vanishing of the determinant of

𝐀𝑤 for all 𝑤 ∈ ℕ. A natural combinatorial approach to proving this non-vanishing is the search

for a bĳection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ𝑤 → ℳ𝑤 satisfying two properties:

Divisibility: 𝐮 divides 𝜑(𝐮) for every monomial 𝐮 ∈ ℛ𝑤.

Uniqueness: the multiset of monomials 𝒬𝜑 =
{

𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮)
𝐮 ∣ 𝐮 ∈ ℛ𝑤

}

is different from 𝒬�̂� for

every other bĳection �̂� ∶ ℛ𝑤 → ℳ𝑤 satisfying Divisibility.

The property Divisibility guarantees that the product Γ𝜑 =
∏

𝐮∈ℛ𝑤
𝑎𝜑(𝐮),𝐮 is non-zero, while

the property Uniqueness guarantees that the term Γ𝜑 appears with coefficient ±1 in det(𝐀𝑤),
implying the desired non-vanishing for general 𝑓 . We call the monomials 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮)

𝐮 in 𝒬𝜑 the

multipliers of 𝜑. Unfortunately, in general there exists no such bĳection, see Section 7. Therefore,

we need to consider a subtler property that implies the non-vanishing of det(𝐀𝑤):
Non cancellation: for every bĳection �̂� ∶ ℛ𝑤 → ℳ𝑤 with the same multiset of multipliers as 𝜑,

the permutation �̂�−1◦𝜑 is even.

If 𝜑 satisfies Divisibility and Non cancellation, then the term Γ𝜑 appears with a coefficient ±𝑛
in det(𝐀𝑤), where 𝑛 is the number of bĳections �̂�. Thus, it follows that det(𝐀𝑤) ≠ 0 for general 𝑓 .

Our main technical theorem is the following:

Theorem 1.2. For every 𝑚,𝑤 ∈ ℕ with 𝑚 > 0 there is a bĳection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ𝑤 → ℳ𝑤 that satisfies both
Divisibility and Non cancellation.

Theorem 1.2 implies, more generally, the statement of Theorem 1.1 over arbitrary fields of

characteristic zero. We remark that the problems considered above are meaningful and open

over any infinite field. However, in positive characteristic it seems unlikely that Conjecture

2 could be attacked with a combinatorial approach similar to that outlined above, due to the

presence of the numerical coefficient in the term that certifies the non-vanishing of det(𝐀𝑤). As
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explained above, the existence of bĳections𝜑 satisfying both Divisibility and Uniqueness would

imply the validity of Theorem 1.1 in all characteristics, but such bĳections do not exist in general.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is intricate and long. In some sense, this is to be expected. Whenever

one wants to verify that a certain property holds generically, one must prove that the property

holds in a Zariski open subset, and that this subset is non-empty. The difficulty is typically

concentrated in the latter step, which requires an explicit construction, and often one that relies

on a number of non-natural choices and ad-hoc degenerations. There are abundant and illus-

trious examples of this phenomenon, including Fröberg’s conjecture [A86, MS03], the Maximal

rank conjecture [BE85, L17], the Lefschetz properties [A18, HMMNWW13], and the Minimal

resolution conjecture [FL24, HS96], just to name a few. We have done our best effort to clarify the

nature of the arguments and to improve the readability of the proofs, by writing all the details

explicitly and recalling the technical definitions each time they are used. We have included an

appendix to illustrate all the aspects of the construction of the bĳection 𝜑 of Theorem 1.2. We

have also collected all the notation in an index at the end of the paper.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we collect some preliminary results and we exhibit an explicit

isomorphism of graded vector spaces 𝜓 ∶ 𝑅[−3𝑚] → 𝑀 , cf. Proposition 2.1. In Section 3 we

reduce the size of the problem. In Section 4 we subdivide the monomial bases ℛ = ℛ▭ ∪ℛ△

and ℳ = ℳ▭ ∪ ℳ△
as the disjoint union of a rectangular and a triangular region. We then

construct a bĳection 𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭ → ℳ▭
that satisfies Divisibility and Uniqueness. In Section 5

we construct a bĳection 𝜑△ ∶ ℛ△ → ℳ△
that satisfies Divisibility and Uniqueness. Gluing

𝜑▭
and 𝜑△

we obtain, for all weights 𝑤, a bĳection 𝜑𝑤 ∶ ℛ𝑤 → ℳ𝑤 satisfying Divisibility.

In Section 6 we show that 𝜑𝑤 satisfies Uniqueness when 𝑤 ≡ 0 (mod 3). In Section 7 we show

that Uniqueness fails for 𝜙𝑤 already when 𝑚 = 3 and 𝑤 = 8; we also show that, when 𝑚 = 4
and 𝑤 = 14, there is no bĳection ℛ𝑤 → ℳ𝑤 that satisfies both Divisibility and Uniqueness.

In Section 8 we analyze the failure of uniqueness on certain subdomains which we call special
blocks, and we show that Non cancellation still holds for these. In Section 9 we show that, when

𝑤 ≡ 1, 2 (mod 3), uniqueness fails for 𝜑𝑤 only along special blocks, allowing us to prove that 𝜑𝑤
satisfies Non cancellation and completing the proof of Theorem 1.2. Appendix A contains six

tables which illustrate the details of the construction of 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 18 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 23, so as to

include one example for each congruence class of the weight 𝑤 modulo 6.

Notation. The reader can find an index of notation at the end of the paper. Given a real number

𝑥, we denote by ⌊𝑥⌋ and ⌈𝑥⌉ respectively the largest integer ≤ 𝑥 and the smallest integer ≥ 𝑥. For

an integer 𝑛, we define 𝜖(𝑛) as the unique integer 𝜖 ∈ {0, 1} congruent to 𝑛 modulo 2, so that

(3) 𝑛 = 2⌊𝑛
2
⌋ + 𝜖(𝑛).

Similarly, 𝜂(𝑛) will denote the unique integer 𝜂 ∈ {0, 1, 2} congruent to 𝑛 modulo 3, so that for

every integer 𝑛

(4) 𝑛 = 3⌊𝑛
3
⌋ + 𝜂(𝑛).

The residues of 𝑛 modulo 2 and modulo 3 determine the residue modulo 6, precisely,

(5) 𝑛 = 6⌊𝑛
6
⌋ + 𝜂(𝑛) + 3𝜖(𝑛 + 𝜂(𝑛)).
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2. Preliminaries

Let 𝕜 be a field of characteristic zero, and let 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] be the polynomial ring in 3 variables.

We write 𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 for monomials in 𝑃 and, when convenient, we identify the monomial 𝐮 with

the integral vector (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3
. The weight of such a monomial is wt(𝐮) = 𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐. Let 𝑃𝑤

denote the linear span of monomials of weight𝑤, that is, the set of wt-homogeneous polynomials

of weight 𝑤.

Fix an integer 𝑚 ≥ 2. Let 𝑅 denote the graded 𝕜-algebra 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2. We will still

denote by 𝐮 the class of a monomial 𝐮 in 𝑅. The monomial 𝕜-basis ℛ of 𝑅 consists of monomials

𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 for which 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1).
Let 𝑀 denote the graded ideal of 𝑅 defined as 𝑀 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2. The monomial

𝕜-basis ℳ of𝑀 consists of monomials 𝐯 = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘 that satisfy 𝑖+ 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1) and 𝑖+ 𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2.

Note that such monomials have weight at least 3𝑚, and only one of them, namely 𝐯0 = 𝑥3(𝑚−1)𝑧,
has weight exactly 3𝑚. In fact, as we show in the next Proposition, 𝑀 is isomorphic as a graded

vector space to𝑅[−3𝑚], a statement that follows also from the remark that both ideals (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2

and (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 + (𝑧𝑚) have the same weighted Hilbert function as an ideal (𝑔1, 𝑔2, 𝑔3) where 𝑔𝑖 ∈ 𝑃
are wt-homogeneous polynomials of weight wt(𝑔𝑖) = 3𝑚 + 1 − 𝑖 and form a regular sequence.

Proposition 2.1. There is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces 𝜓 ∶ 𝑅[−3𝑚] → 𝑀 given on the
monomial bases of 𝑅 and 𝑀 by the formula:

(6) 𝜓
(

𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐
)

= 𝑥3(𝑚−1)−𝑎−𝑏𝑦𝑎𝑧1+𝑏+𝑐 (𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1)).

In particular, dim𝕜 𝑅𝑤 = dim𝕜 𝑀𝑤+3𝑚 for all 𝑤 ∈ ℕ.

Proof. We define a different graded 𝑃 -module structure on 𝑀 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2, with

respect to which 𝑀 is isomorphic to 𝑅[−3𝑚] with generator 𝐯0 = [𝑥3(𝑚−1)𝑧]. To avoid confusion,

we use capital letters 𝑋, 𝑌 and 𝑍 to denote the action of 𝑥, 𝑦 and 𝑧 on 𝑀 with respect to this

new module structure. Let 𝑋 act on 𝑀 as multiplication by 𝑥−1𝑦, 𝑌 as multiplication by 𝑥−1𝑧
and 𝑍 as multiplication by 𝑧. This gives the formula for 𝜓 in the statement: note that 𝜓 is well

defined because the class in𝑅 of the monomial𝑋𝑎𝑌 𝑏𝑍𝑐
is non zero if and only if 𝑎+ 𝑏 ≤ 3(𝑚−1);

it is wt-homogeneous of weight 3𝑚, that is, wt(𝜓(𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐)) = wt(𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐) + 3𝑚; it is bĳective, with

inverse given on the monomial bases by

(7) 𝜓−1([𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘]) = 𝑥𝑗𝑦3(𝑚−1)−𝑖−𝑗𝑧𝑖+𝑗+𝑘−3𝑚−2 (𝑖 + 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1) and 𝑖 + 𝑗 + 𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚 − 2).

□

Corollary 2.2. Fix an integer 𝑚 ≥ 2. Let

𝑔(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) = 𝑎0𝑧
𝑚 + 𝑎1(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑧𝑚−1 +⋯ + 𝑎𝑚−1(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑧 + 𝑎𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦)

be a wt-homogeneous polynomial in 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] of weight 3𝑚, with 𝑎0 ≠ 0. Consider in 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] the
wt-homogeneous ideals 𝐼𝑔 = (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 + (𝑔) and 𝐽 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2. Then, 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕𝐼𝑔 and 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕𝐽
are isomorphic as graded 𝕜-vector spaces.

Proof. Since 𝑔 is wt-homogeneous of weight 3𝑚 and is not a zero divisor (because 𝑎0 ≠ 0) of 𝑅,

the ideal 𝐼𝑔∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 generated by 𝑔 is isomorphic to 𝑅[−3𝑚]. Thus, 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕𝐼 ≅ 𝑅∕𝑅[−3𝑚] as

ℤ-graded 𝕜-vector spaces. By Proposition 2.1, the same is true for 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕𝐽 ≅ 𝑅∕𝑀 . □

It follows that Conjectures 1 can be restated in terms of linear algebra.
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Proposition 2.3. Fix an integer 𝑚 ≥ 2. Let 𝑔 be a wt-homogeneous polynomial in 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] of
weight 3𝑚. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) The ideal 𝐼𝑔 = (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 + (𝑔) does not contain a nonzero polynomial of standard degree 3(𝑚−1).
(2) If ≽ is a term order on the monomials of 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] that refines the standard degree, the initial ideal

of 𝐼𝑔 = (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 + (𝑔) with respect to ≽ is 𝐽 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2.
(3) The wt-homogeneous 𝕜-linear map 𝑔⋅ ∶ 𝑅[−3𝑚] →𝑀 defined by multiplication by 𝑔 followed by

the 𝕜-linear projection from 𝑅 to 𝑀 is an isomorphism.

3. Reduction of size for the matrix 𝐀𝑤

In this section, we reduce the problem to a finite number of values of 𝑤 and to a smaller

dimension of the spaces involved. To this end, we define 𝐼0 ⊂ 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] to be the ideal generated

as a 𝕜-vector subspace by those monomials 𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 that satisfy

(8) 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 > 6𝑚 − 9

and 𝐽0 ⊂ 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] to be the ideal generated by those monomials 𝐯 = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘 that satisfy

(9) 2𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 > 9(𝑚−1).

Note that

(1) (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 ⊂ 𝐼0 because 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑚 − 2 implies 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≥ 6𝑚 − 4;

(2) 𝐽0 ⊂ 𝐽 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2 because the condition 2𝑖+2𝑗+3𝑘 > 9(𝑚−1) implies 𝑖+ 𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2;

(3) the set ℛ′
of monomials 𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 such that 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9 is a basis of 𝑅′ =

𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕𝐼0 because the condition 2𝑎+2𝑏+3𝑐 > 6𝑚−9 is closed under multiplication by a

monomial; by the same token, the set ℳ′
of monomials 𝐯 = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘 such that 2𝑖+2𝑗 +3𝑘 ≤

9(𝑚−1), 𝑖+ 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1) and 𝑖+ 𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2 is a basis of𝑀 ′ = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝐽0+(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2).

Proposition 3.1. Let 𝑔 be a wt-homogeneous polynomial in 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] of weight 3𝑚. Then

(1) the map 𝑔⋅ maps 𝐼0 into 𝐽0, therefore, it induces a wt-homogeneous vector space map 𝑅′[−3𝑚] →
𝑀 ′ which we still denote by 𝑔⋅;

(2) if the coefficient of 𝑧𝑚 in 𝑔 is nonzero, then 𝑔⋅ ∶ 𝑅[−3𝑚] → 𝑀 is an isomorphism if and only if
the induced map 𝑔⋅ ∶ 𝑅′[−3𝑚] →𝑀 ′ is an isomorphism.

Proof. The first statement follows from the fact that, if wt(𝐪 = 𝑥𝑎′𝑦𝑏′𝑧𝑐′) = 3𝑚, then

2(𝑎 + 𝑎′) + 2(𝑏 + 𝑏′) + 3(𝑐 + 𝑐′) ≥ 3𝑚 + 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐.

The second statement will follow from the Snake’s Lemma if we can show that

𝑔⋅ ∶ 𝐼0∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2[−3𝑚] → (𝐽0 + (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2)∕((𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2

is an isomorphism.

We first prove this for 𝑔 = 𝑧𝑚. By construction, a class 𝐟 is in the kernel of 𝑧𝑚⋅ if and only if it can

be represented by a polynomial of degree < 2𝑚 − 2. The condition 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≥ 6𝑚 − 8 implies

𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 ≥ 2𝑚 − 2, that is, every monomial in 𝐼0 has degree at least 2𝑚 − 2. We conclude that

𝑧𝑚⋅ is injective on 𝐼0∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2. To show that it is surjective, observe that monomials 𝐯 = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘

satisfying 𝑖+ 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1) and 2𝑖+ 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 ≥ 9𝑚− 8 form a basis of (𝐽0 + (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2)∕((𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2. For

such a monomial 𝐯 we have

3𝑘 ≥ 9𝑚 − 8 − 2(𝑖 + 𝑗) ≥ 3𝑚 − 2,
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hence 𝑘 ≥ 𝑚, that is, 𝐪 is in the image by 𝑧𝑚⋅ of 𝐼0. This proves that 𝑧𝑚⋅ ∶ 𝐼0∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2[−3𝑚] →
(𝐽0 + (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2)∕((𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 is an isomorphism.

Now, suppose that the coefficient 𝑎0 of 𝑧𝑚 in 𝑔 is nonzero. We fix a monomial order ≺ in

𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] such that 𝑧𝑚 ≺ 𝐮 for every other monomial 𝐮 of weight 3𝑚. Given a weight𝑤, consider a

monomial basis {𝐮1,… ,𝐮𝑟} of (𝐼0∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2)𝑤 such that 𝑖 < 𝑗 implies 𝐮𝑖 ≺ 𝐮𝑗 . A nonzero element

of (𝐼0∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2)𝑤 has the form 𝐟 = 𝑏𝑗𝐮𝑗 + 𝑏𝑗+1𝐮𝑗+1 +⋯ 𝑏𝑟𝐮𝑟 with 𝑏𝑗 ≠ 0. Then

𝑔 ⋅ 𝐟 = 𝑎0𝑏𝑗𝑧
𝑚𝐮𝑗 + higher order terms

is nonzero because 𝑎0 ≠ 0 and deg(𝑧𝑚𝐮𝑗) ≥ 3𝑚 − 2. Hence, (𝑔⋅)𝑤 is injective, and therefore an

isomorphism, for every 𝑤. □

Corollary 3.2. Let 𝑔 be awt-homogeneous polynomial in 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] of weight 3𝑚. Assume 𝑧𝑚 appears
in 𝑔 with nonzero coefficient. Then, in order to show 𝑔⋅ ∶ 𝑅[−3𝑚] → 𝑀 is an isomorphism, it is enough
to show that (𝑔⋅)𝑤 ∶ 𝑅𝑤 →𝑀𝑤+3𝑚 is an isomorphism for 0 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9.

Proof. If 𝑤 > 6𝑚 − 9, then 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 = 𝑎 + 𝑤 > 6𝑚 − 9, so 𝑅′
𝑤 = 0 and the statement follows

from Proposition 3.1. □

Corollary 3.3. Fix an integer 𝑚 ≥ 2 and define 𝓁 = 3𝑚 − 2. Let 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) be a wt-homogeneous
polynomial in 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] of weight 3𝑚, in which 𝑧𝑚 appears with a nonzero coefficient. Let 𝐼𝑔 denote the
wt-homogeneous ideal 𝐼𝑔 = (𝑥, 𝑦)𝓁 + (𝑔). Any monomial 𝐯 = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘 satisfying

2𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 > 9(𝑚−1)

belongs to 𝐼𝑔, that is, 𝐽0 ⊂ 𝐼𝑔.

Proof. If 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≥ 𝓁, then 𝐯 is in 𝐼 . Suppose 𝑖 + 𝑗 < 𝓁. Then, 𝑘 ≥ 𝑚. Let 𝑤 = wt(𝐯) − 3𝑚. By

Proposition 3.1 we have 𝐯 = 𝑔𝐮 + �̂� where 𝐮 ∈ 𝐼0 and �̂� is a wt-homogeneous polynomial of

standard degree at most 3(𝑚−1). But every monomial in 𝐮 has degree at least 2𝑚 − 2, while we

may assume that every monomial in 𝑔 has degree at least 𝑚. Hence �̂� must be zero, that is, 𝐯
belongs to 𝐼𝑔. □

4. Construction of the bijection 𝜑 satisfying divisibility - part one

We recall the notation we introduced for the monomial bases of the graded vector spaces

we are interested in. Given an integer 𝑚 ≥ 2, we denote by ℛ and ℳ the monomial bases of

𝑅 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 and 𝑀 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 respectively. For the remainder of the

paper, we will identify a monomial 𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 with the vector (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) in ℕ3
. Thus,

(10) ℛ =
{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑚 − 3
}

,

and

(11) ℳ =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑖+𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1), 𝑖+𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2
}

.

The monomial basis ℛ′
of 𝑅′

is identified with the subset of ℛ of monomials satisfying the

additional condition 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9. Since this implies 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3(𝑚−1), we have

(12) ℛ′ =
{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9
}

.

The monomial basis ℳ′
of 𝑀 ′

is identified with the subset of ℳ of monomials satisfying the

additional condition 2𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 ≤ 9(𝑚 − 1). Hence,

(13) ℳ′ =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 2𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 ≤ 9(𝑚−1), 𝑖+𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1), 𝑖+𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2
}
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Note that 1 ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 3(𝑚−1) and 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≥ 1 for every (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ′
.

Recall the weight of a monomial 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) in ℛ is wtℛ(𝐮) = 𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐, whereas for a

monomial 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ it is convenient to define its ℳ-weight as wtℳ(𝐯) = 𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 − 3𝑚.

Then, by Propositions 2.1 and 3.1, for any integer 𝑤 the set ℛ′
𝑤 of monomials in ℛ′

of weight 𝑤
is in one-to-one correspondence with the set ℳ′

𝑤 of monomials in ℳ′
of ℳ-weight 𝑤. Note that

ℛ′
𝑤 and ℳ′

𝑤 are nonempty if and only if 0 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9.

In this section we construct an explicit bĳection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ′ → ℳ′
that preserves weights and

satisfies divisibility, that is, such that for every 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ′
its image 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ′

satisfies 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎, 𝑗 ≥ 𝑏, 𝑘 ≥ 𝑐. The bĳection we construct also preserves a subtler invariant which

we now introduce, motivated by the remarkable fact that for each integer 0 ≤ ℎ ≤ 𝑚 − 2, the set

of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) in ℛ′
satisfying 𝑐 ≤ 2ℎ+1 is in one-to-one correspondence with the set

of elements of ℳ′
satisfying 𝑖+ 𝑗 ≥ 3(𝑚− 1) − 3ℎ− 2. This suggests to define for 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ

and 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ

(14) 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) = ⌊

𝑐
2
⌋; 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) = ⌊

3(𝑚−1) − (𝑖 + 𝑗)
3

⌋.

A more conceptual introduction of these invariants can be found in the proof of Theorem 5.2. The

fact that, for every integer 𝑡, the setℛ′
𝑤,𝑡 of monomials 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′

𝑤 satisfying 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) = 𝑡 is in one-to-one

correspondence with the set ℳ′
𝑤,𝑡 of monomials 𝐯 ∈ ℳ′

𝑤 satisfying 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) = 𝑡will follow from the

construction of the bĳection 𝜑 that preserves weights and 𝑡-invariants (and satisfies divisibility).

It will be useful to parametrize monomials 𝐮 in ℛ′
by means of their weight wtℛ(𝐮), their

𝑡-invariant 𝑡ℛ(𝐮), and their first coordinate 𝑎(𝐮). Recall that, for an integer 𝑛, we set 𝜖(𝑛) = 0 if 𝑛
is even and 𝜖(𝑛) = 1 if 𝑛 is odd.

Proposition 4.1. Fix an 𝑚 ≥ 2. Recall that ℛ′ =
{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9
}

, and let

𝒫ℛ =
{

(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑤 + 𝑎 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9, 𝑤 − 𝑎 − 6𝑡 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) ≥ 0
}

.

The function 𝐮ℛ ∶ 𝒫ℛ → ℛ′ defined by

(15) 𝐮ℛ(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) =
(

𝑎 , −3𝑡 +
𝑤 − 𝑎 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎)

2
, 2𝑡 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎)

)

is a one-to-one correspondence with inverse 𝐮 ↦ (wtℛ(𝐮), 𝑡ℛ(𝐮), 𝑎(𝐮)).

Proof. For any integer 𝑛we have 𝑛 = 2⌊ 𝑛2⌋+ 𝜖(𝑛). If𝑤 = 𝑎+2𝑏+3𝑐, then 𝜖(𝑤+ 𝑎) = 𝜖(𝑐), hence 𝑐 =

2⌊ 𝑐2⌋+ 𝜖(𝑤+ 𝑎). Thus, the map that sends 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) to

(

wtℛ(𝐮) = 𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐, 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) = ⌊

𝑐
2⌋, 𝑎(𝐮)

)

is invertible with inverse 𝐮ℛ . It remains to show that 𝐮ℛ maps 𝒫ℛ onto ℛ′
. To see this, observe

that ℛ′
is defined by the conditions 𝑎 ≥ 0, 𝑏 ≥ 0, 𝑐 ≥ 0 and 2𝑎+2𝑏+3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚−9. These conditions

translate to 𝑎 ≥ 0, 𝑤 − 𝑎 − 6𝑡 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) ≥ 0, 𝑡 ≥ 0, and 𝑎 +𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9; they imply that 𝑤 ≥ 0. It

follows that (𝐮ℛ)−1 maps ℛ′
into 𝒫ℛ , and it is clear that 𝐮ℛ maps 𝒫ℛ into ℛ′

. □

Similarly, we can use the weightwtℳ , the 𝑡-invariant 𝑡ℳ and the first coordinate 𝑖 to parametrize

ℳ′
. Recall that, for an integer 𝑛, we set 𝜂(𝑛) = 𝑛 − 3⌊ 𝑛

3
⌋ ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

Proposition 4.2. Fix an integer 𝑚 ≥ 2. Recall that

ℳ′ =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 2𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 ≤ 9(𝑚−1), 𝑖+𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1), 𝑖+𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2
}

,

and let

𝒫ℳ =
{

(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑖) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑤 + 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑚−9, 3(𝑚−1+𝑡) −𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤+𝑖) ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 3(𝑚−1−𝑡)−𝜂(𝑤+𝑖)
}

.
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The function 𝐯ℳ ∶ 𝒫ℳ → ℳ′ defined by

𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑖) =
(

𝑖 , −3𝑡 + 3(𝑚−1) − 𝑖 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) , 2𝑡 − (𝑚 − 2) +
𝑤 + 𝑖 + 2𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖)

3

)

is a one-to-one correspondence with inverse 𝐯 ↦ (wtℳ(𝐯), 𝑡ℳ(𝐯), 𝑖(𝐯)).

Proof. Given 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘), let𝑤 = wtℳ(𝐯) = 𝑖+2𝑗+3𝑘−3𝑚. Then,𝑤+ 𝑖 ≡ 2𝑖+2𝑗 ≡ −(𝑖+ 𝑗) modulo

3, hence

𝑡 = 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) = ⌊

3(𝑚−1) − (𝑖 + 𝑗)
3

⌋ = (𝑚 − 1) +
−𝑖 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖)

3
.

Solving this equation for 𝑗 we obtain

𝑗 = 3(𝑚 − 1 − 𝑡ℳ(𝐯)) − 𝑖 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖).

We can solve the equation 𝑤 = 𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 − 3𝑚 for 𝑘 to obtain the formula for 𝑘 as a function of

(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑖). This shows that 𝐯ℳ is bĳective from ℤ3
to ℤ3

, and it remains to check that it maps 𝒫ℳ

onto ℳ′
. To see this, observe that ℳ′

is defined by the conditions 𝑖 ≥ 0, 𝑗 ≥ 0, 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1),
2𝑖+2𝑗+3𝑘 ≤ 9(𝑚−1) and 𝑖+𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2, which imply 𝑘 ≥ 1. These conditions translate in (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑖)
parameters to 𝑖 ≥ 0, 𝑖 ≤ 3(𝑚−1− 𝑡)−𝜂(𝑤+ 𝑖), 𝑡 ≥ 0,𝑤+ 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑚−9 and 3(𝑚−1+ 𝑡)−𝑤+𝜂(𝑤+ 𝑖) ≤ 𝑖
respectively, and they imply 𝑤 ≥ 0. Thus, 𝒫ℳ corresponds to ℳ′

under 𝐯ℳ . □

The geometry of ℛ′
𝑤 and ℳ′

𝑤 depends on the threshold number

(16) 𝜏𝑤 = ⌊𝑤∕3⌋ − (𝑚−1).

In fact, as we will show presently, the two parameter spaces 𝒫ℛ and 𝒫ℳ coincide in the region

0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤; in this region, the section of 𝒫ℛ = 𝒫ℳ with the plane 𝑤 = 𝑤0 is just the rectangle

0 ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤0, 0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤0
. We are thus led to the following definition.

Definition 4.3. We let ℛ▭
denote the set of monomials 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′

that satisfy 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) ≤ 𝜏wtℛ(𝐮), and

ℳ▭
denote the set of monomials 𝐯 ∈ ℳ′

that satisfy 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≤ 𝜏wtℳ(𝐯). We call them the rectangular
regions. We let ℛ△

(resp. ℳ△
) denote the complement of ℛ▭

in ℛ′
(resp. of ℳ▭

in ℳ′
), and

call them the triangular regions. We define ℛ▭
𝑤 and ℳ▭

𝑤 as the set of monomials of weight 𝑤 in

ℛ▭
and ℳ▭

respectively, and likewise for ℛ△
𝑤 and ℳ△

𝑤 .

Remark 4.4. Recall thatℛ′
𝑤 andℳ′

𝑤 are nonempty if and only if 0 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−9. For 0 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 3𝑚−4,

the threshold number 𝜏𝑤 is negative, so ℛ′
𝑤 = ℛ△

𝑤 and ℳ′
𝑤 = ℳ△

𝑤 consist only of the triangular

regions. In the range 3(𝑚−1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−10 we have both the triangular and the rectangular

regions, while ℛ′
𝑤 = ℛ▭

𝑤 and ℳ′
𝑤 = ℳ▭

𝑤 for 𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 9.

4.1. The bĳection 𝜑▭ between the rectangular regions. In Theorem 4.8 we will show that

composing the parametrization 𝐯ℳ of Proposition 4.2 with the inverse of the parametrization

𝐮ℛ of Proposition 4.1 yields a bĳection 𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭ → ℳ▭
that satisfies divisibility. For a given

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
, it turns out that the multiplier 𝐪▭(𝐮) = 𝜑▭(𝐮) − 𝐮 has the form

(17) 𝐪𝜆 = (0, 0, 𝑚) + 𝜆(0, 3,−2) = (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚 − 2𝜆),

where 𝜆 is an integer that depends only on 𝑎 +𝑤.

Remark 4.5. Suppose that 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) is a monomial of weight 𝑎′ +2𝑏′ +3𝑐′ = 3𝑚. If 𝑎′ = 0, then

𝑏′ ≡ 0 (mod 3), thus, there is a unique integer 𝜆 such that 𝑏′ = 3𝜆, and 𝐪 = 𝐪𝜆.

We first explain how to compute the integer 𝜆 that determines the multiplier 𝐪▭(𝐮).
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Definition 4.6. For an integer 𝑛, define 𝜌(𝑛) as the unique integer in {−6,−4,−3,−2,−1, 1} that is

congruent to 𝑛 modulo 6, and we define

𝜆(𝑛) =
𝑛 − 𝜌(𝑛)

6
.

We introduce the notation

(18) 𝛿𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤.

Note that 𝛿𝑤 is the largest value of 𝑎(𝐮) for 𝐮 in ℛ′
𝑤, since 𝑎 +𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9 holds in ℛ′

𝑤.

Given 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
of weight 𝑤, define 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮)) and 𝜌(𝐮) = 𝜌(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮)). Then,

(19) 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮) = 6𝜆(𝐮) + 𝜌(𝐮)

Note that 𝜆(𝐮) and 𝜌(𝐮) only depend on the sum 𝑤 + 𝑎 of the weight 𝑤 and the first entry 𝑎 of 𝐮.

Remark 4.7. One could also define 𝜆(𝑛) as the unique function of 𝑛 ∈ ℤ that satisfies the properties:

∙ 𝜆(𝑛) = 0 if 𝑛 = 1,

∙ 𝜆(𝑛) = 1 if 𝑛 = 0, 2, 3, 4, 5,

∙ 𝜆(𝑛 + 6) = 𝜆(𝑛) + 1.

Then, one would recover 𝜌(𝑛) as 𝜌(𝑛) = 𝑛 − 6𝜆(𝑛). Explicit formulas for 𝜌(𝑛) and 𝜆(𝑛) are

(20) 𝜌(𝑛) = 3𝜖(𝑛) + 2𝜂(−𝑛) − 6, 𝜆(𝑛) = ⌈

𝑛 + 1
2

⌉ − ⌈

𝑛
2
⌉.

Theorem 4.8. The composition of the parametrization 𝐯ℳ of Proposition 4.2 with the inverse of the
parametrization 𝐮ℛ of Proposition 4.1 is a bĳection 𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭ → ℳ▭ given by the formula

(21) 𝜑▭(𝐮) = 𝐮 + 𝐪𝜆(𝐮).

This bĳection satisfies divisibility and preserves both the weight and the 𝑡-invariant.

Proof. Let 𝒫 ▭ = {(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ ℤ3 ∶ 3(𝑚−1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9, 0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤, 0 ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤}. We claim that

𝒫 ▭
is the intersection of the region 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 with the parameter space 𝒫ℛ of Proposition 4.1, as

well as the intersection of the region 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 with the parameter space 𝒫ℳ of Proposition 4.2.

We first treat the case of 𝒫ℛ =
{

(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑤 + 𝑎 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9, 𝑤 − 𝑎 − 6𝑡 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) ≥ 0
}

.
If (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ 𝒫ℛ ∩ {𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤}, then we have 𝜏𝑤 ≥ 𝑡 ≥ 0, hence 𝑤 ≥ 3(𝑚 − 1). Next we show that, if

𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤, then the condition 𝑤 + 𝑎 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9 implies 𝑤 − 𝑎 − 6𝑡 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) ≥ 0. For this, note that

𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 implies 6𝑡 ≤ 2𝑤 − 6(𝑚−1), hence, if 𝑤 + 𝑎 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9, then

(22) 𝑤 − 𝑎 − 6𝑡 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) ≥ −𝑎 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) + 6(𝑚−1) −𝑤 ≥ 3 − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) ≥ 0.

This shows 𝒫ℛ ∩ {𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤} = 𝒫 ▭
.

We now treat the case of 𝒫ℳ , recall that

𝒫ℳ =
{

(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑖) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑤 + 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9, 3(𝑚 − 1 + 𝑡) −𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1 − 𝑡) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖)
}

The equality 𝒫ℳ ∩ {𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤} = 𝒫 ▭
will follow once we show that the inequalities 𝑤 + 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9

and 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 imply

3(𝑚 − 1 + 𝑡) −𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1 − 𝑡) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖).

We start with the inequality on the left: from 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 = 𝑤−𝜂(𝑤)
3 − 𝑚 + 1 it follows

3(𝑚 − 1 + 𝑡) −𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) ≤ 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) − 𝜂(𝑤) ≤ 𝑖.
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To show the inequality on the right, we use both constraints 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 and 𝑤 + 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9:

3(𝑚 − 1 − 𝑡) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) ≥ 6(𝑚 − 1) −𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑖) > 6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤 ≥ 𝑖.

To construct the bĳection 𝜑▭
, denote by 𝐮▭ and 𝐯▭ the restrictions to 𝒫 ▭

of the bĳections

𝐮ℛ and 𝐯ℳ of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. Then, define 𝜑▭ = 𝐯▭◦(𝐮▭)−1. By construction,

𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭ → ℳ▭
is a bĳection that preserves the weight and the 𝑡-invariant.

To finish, we need to show that 𝜑▭
satisfies divisibility, i.e., that for each (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ 𝒫 ▭

the multiplier vector 𝐪▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) = 𝐯▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) − 𝐮▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) has non-negative entries. To compute

𝐪▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎), let 𝐮 = 𝐮▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) and write 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 = 6𝜆(𝐮) + 𝜌(𝐮). Then, 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝜆− 𝜌 and

(23) 𝑐 = 2𝑡 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) = 2𝑡 + 1 − 𝜖(𝜌).

Although we do not need an explicit formula for 𝑏 in terms of (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝜆, 𝜌) at this point, we compute

it now for later use. As 𝑏 = 𝑤−𝑎−3𝑐
2

, we obtain

(24) 𝑏 = 𝑤 − 3(𝑚 − 1) + 3(𝜆 − 𝑡) +
𝜌 + 3𝜖(𝜌)

2
= 3(𝜆 + 𝜏𝑤 − 𝑡) + 𝜂(𝑤) +

𝜌 + 3𝜖(𝜌)
2

.

Similarly, if we let (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = 𝐯▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎), then 𝑖 = 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝜆 − 𝜌 and, substituting in the formula

of Proposition 4.2 for 𝐯▭ we obtain

(25) 𝑘 = 2𝑡 + 1 + 𝑚 − 2𝜆 +
2𝜂(−𝜌) − 𝜌 − 6

3
.

We check that
2𝜂(−𝜌)−𝜌−6

3 = −𝜖(𝜌) for all 6 possible values of 𝜌. It follows that

𝐪▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) = (0, 3𝑚 − 3𝑚 + 6𝜆
2

, 𝑚 − 2𝜆) = 𝐪𝜆

as claimed. Note that the multiplier 𝐪▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) does not depend on 𝑡.
The vector 𝐪▭(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) has non-negative entries if and only if 0 ≤ 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎) ≤ 𝑚∕2. We observe

that for (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ 𝒫 ▭
we have 0 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤. The equality 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 = 6𝜆 + 𝜌 together with

𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 ≥ 0 implies that 𝜆 ≥ 0. On the other hand, in 𝒫 ▭
the inequality 3(𝑚−1) ≤ 𝑤 holds;

together with 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 it implies that 6𝜆+ 𝜌 ≤ 6𝑚−9−𝑤 ≤ 3𝑚−6.As 𝜌 ≤ 1, we conclude that

2𝜆 ≤ 𝑚, and the proof is complete. □

Remark 4.9. The maximum value of 𝜆(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎) for 0 ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 is 𝑚−1−⌊

𝑤
6
⌋ when 𝑤 is congruent

modulo 6 to a number between 0 and 3, and is 𝑚 − 2 − ⌊

𝑤
6
⌋ when 𝑤 is congruent modulo 6 to

either 4 or 5 (the maximum is attained at either 𝑎 = 0 or 𝑎 = 1).

4.2. An order relation on the rectangular regions. Our analysis of the uniqueness properties of

𝜑▭
requires an order relation on 𝒫 ▭

𝑤 that is suggested by the decomposition 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 = 6𝜆+ 𝜌. To

introduce this order relation, fix a𝑤 in the interval 3(𝑚−1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−9, so that the rectangular

region ℛ▭
𝑤 is nonempty and parametrized by the set 𝒫 ▭

𝑤 of integral points of a rectangle:

𝒫 ▭
𝑤 = {(𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ ℤ2 ∶ 0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝜏𝑤, 0 ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤}.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.8, we can parametrize the interval 0 ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 using the decomposi-

tion 𝛿𝑤−𝑎 = 6𝜆+𝜌: here 𝜆 and 𝜌 should be considered as independent parameters, subject to the

restrictions that 𝜌 ∈ {−6,−4,−3,−2,−1, 1} and 0 ≤ 6𝜆 + 𝜌 ≤ 𝛿𝑤. Then, we order pairs (𝑡, 𝑎(𝜆, 𝜌))
lexicographically with respect to (𝜆, 𝜌, 𝑡):

Definition 4.10. We define a total order relation ≺ on 𝒫 ▭
𝑤 as follows: (𝑡, 𝑎) ≺ (𝑡′, 𝑎′) if either

𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎) < 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎′), or 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎′) and 𝑎 > 𝑎′, or 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎′), 𝑎 = 𝑎′ and 𝑡 < 𝑡′.
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Given 𝐮, 𝐮′ in ℛ▭
𝑤 , we write 𝐮 ≺ 𝐮′ if (𝑡ℛ(𝐮), 𝑎(𝐮)) ≺ (𝑡ℛ(𝐮′), 𝑎(𝐮′)). As 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮)) and

𝜌(𝐮) = 𝜌(𝛿𝑤−𝑎(𝐮)), it follows that𝐮 ≺ 𝐮′ if and only if (𝜆(𝐮), 𝜌(𝐮), 𝑡ℛ(𝐮))precedes (𝜆(𝐮′), 𝜌(𝐮′), 𝑡ℛ(𝐮′))
lexicographically. Similarly, given 𝐯, 𝐯′ in ℳ▭

𝑤 , we write 𝐯 ≺ 𝐯′ if (𝑡ℳ(𝐯), 𝑖(𝐯)) ≺ (𝑡ℳ(𝐯′), 𝑖(𝐯′)), so

that the bĳection 𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭
𝑤 → ℳ▭

𝑤 is order preserving.

In the tables in Appendix A, monomials in ℛ▭
𝑤 are listed according to the order relation ≺.

Remark 4.11. Define a new order ≻6 on the set of integers modifying the usual order by declaring

that 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝑛 − 1 is larger than 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝑛 for every 𝑛. Thus, if we set 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝑛, the new order is

(26) ⋯ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−2 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−3 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−4 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−5 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−7 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛+1−1 ≻6 𝛿𝑤,𝑛+1⋯

Then, (𝑡, 𝑎) ≺ (𝑡′, 𝑎′) if and only if either 𝑎 ≻6 𝑎′ or 𝑎 = 𝑎′ and 𝑡 < 𝑡′.

Example 4.12. As 𝜌 ∈ {−6,−4,−3,−2,−1, 1} and 0 ≤ 6𝜆 + 𝜌 ≤ 𝛿𝑤, we have 𝜆(𝐮) = 0 if and only if

𝑎(𝐮) = 𝛿𝑤 − 1 (and in this case 𝜌(𝐮) = 1): monomials with 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 1 are smaller than those with

𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤, which have 𝜆 = 1 and 𝜌 = −6, then come those with 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2, which have 𝜆 = 1 and

𝜌 = −4, and so on as in (26).

For later use, for each integer 𝑟 ≥ 0 we identify in Lemma 4.13 below the largest monomial

𝐮(𝑟) in ℛ▭
𝑤 whose second entry 𝑏 is at most 𝑟 + 𝜂(𝑤), and then in Lemma 4.14 we describe the

segments 𝐮(𝑟−1) ≺ 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟) in terms of the first entry 𝑎 of 𝐮.

Lemma 4.13. Fix an integer 𝑤 in the interval 3(𝑚 − 1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9. Given an integer 0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ ⌊

𝛿𝑤
2
⌋,

let 𝐮(𝑟) = 𝐮▭(𝑤, 𝜏𝑤, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟). Then, 𝐮(𝑟) = (𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟, 𝑟 + 𝜂(𝑤), 2𝜏𝑤 + 1), 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ⌊

𝑟+3
3
⌋, and 𝜌(𝐮(𝑟)) is

even and congruent to 2𝑟 modulo 6. Furthermore,

𝑏(𝐮) ≥ 𝑟 + 𝜂(𝑤) + 1 if 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝐮 ≻ 𝐮(𝑟).

Proof. By definition of 𝐮▭, the first entry 𝑎 of 𝐮(𝑟) is 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟. In particular, 𝑎 +𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 9 − 2𝑟 is

odd, thus formula (23) gives 𝑐(𝐮(𝑟)) = 2𝜏𝑤 + 1.

To compute 𝑏(𝐮(𝑟)), we use formula (24). For this, we recall

𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝜆(2𝑟), 𝜌(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝜌(2𝑟)

As 2𝑟 = 6𝜆(2𝑟) + 𝜌(2𝑟), we see 𝜌(2𝑟) is even, that is, one of the integers {−6,−4,−2}, and 𝑟 =
3𝜆(2𝑟)+𝜌(2𝑟)∕2. Formula (24) now gives 𝑏(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝑟+𝜂(𝑤). The fact that 𝜆(2𝑟) = ⌊

𝑟+3
3
⌋ also follows

from 𝑟 = 3𝜆(2𝑟) + 𝜌(2𝑟)∕2.

It remains to show that 𝑏(𝐮) > 𝑏(𝐮(𝑟)) if 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝐮 ≻ 𝐮(𝑟). So suppose 𝐮 ≻ 𝐮(𝑟). As

𝑡ℛ(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝜏𝑤, the largest value of 𝑡ℛ on ℛ▭
𝑤 , we must have either 𝜆(𝐮) > 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) or 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟))

and 𝜌(𝐮) > 𝜌(𝐮(𝑟)). If 𝜆(𝐮) > 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)), then by (24) we obtain

𝑏(𝐮) − 𝑏(𝐮(𝑟)) ≥ 3 +
𝜌(𝐮) + 3𝜖(𝜌(𝐮))

2
−
𝜌(𝐮(𝑟))

2
≥ 1

because 𝜌(𝐮) + 3𝜖(𝜌(𝐮)) ≥ −6 and 𝜌(𝐮(𝑟)) ≤ −2. Finally, if 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) and 𝜌(𝐮) > 𝜌(𝐮(𝑟)), then by

(24) we obtain

𝑏(𝐮) − 𝑏(𝐮(𝑟)) ≥ 𝜌(𝐮) − 𝜌(𝐮(𝑟)) + 3𝜖(𝜌(𝐮))
2

> 0.

□

Lemma 4.14. Suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 , 𝑟 ∈ ℕ satisfies 𝑟 ≡ 1 (mod 3), and 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥 = ⌊

𝛿𝑤
2 ⌋. Then,

(1) 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(0) if and only if 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤, 𝛿𝑤 − 1};
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(2) 𝐮(𝑟−1) ≺ 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟) if and only if 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟;
(3) 𝐮(𝑟) ≺ 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+1) if and only if 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2};
(4) 𝐮(𝑟+1) ≺ 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+2) if and only if 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 4, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 5};
(5) 𝐮(𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥) ≺ 𝐮 if and only if 𝑤 is congruent to either 0 or 4 modulo 6, and 𝑎 = 0.

Proof. It follows from (26), since 𝐮(𝑟) is the largest monomial in ℛ▭
𝑤 having 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 because

𝑡ℛ(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝜏𝑤, and 𝜏𝑤 is the largest value of 𝑡ℛ for monomials in the rectangular region. □

4.3. Uniqueness in the rectangular regions. In this subsection we prove (Corollary 4.17) that

the bĳection 𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭
𝑤 → ℳ▭

𝑤 of Theorem 4.8 satisfies uniqueness: any bĳection ℛ▭
𝑤 → ℳ▭

𝑤
with the same multipliers multiset as 𝜑▭

must in fact coincide with 𝜑▭
. In order to avoid

confusion, we fix the following terminology: given a bĳection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ▭
𝑤 → ℳ▭

𝑤 , we say that the

vector 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 is the 𝜑-multiplier of 𝐮; the multiplicity of a 𝜑-multiplier 𝐪 is the number

of monomials 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 such that 𝐪 = 𝐪(𝐮). The multiset 𝒬𝜑 of multipliers of 𝜑 is the set of

𝜑-multipliers 𝐪 counted with their multiplicities.

Lemma 4.15. Fix a monomial 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and let 𝑛1 < 𝑛2 be integers. If 𝐮+ 𝐪𝑛1 and 𝐮+ 𝐪𝑛2 belong to ℳ▭

𝑤 ,
then 𝐮 + 𝐪𝑛2 ≺ 𝐮 + 𝐪𝑛1 .

Proof. Note that the first entry of both 𝐮+ 𝐪𝑛1 and 𝐮+ 𝐪𝑛2 is equal to the first entry 𝑎 of 𝐮, and the

ℳ-weight of both 𝐮 + 𝐪𝑛1 and 𝐮 + 𝐪𝑛2 is equal to 𝑤 = wtℛ(𝐮). Hence, by Proposition 4.2, there

exist integers 𝑡1 and 𝑡2 such that 𝐮 + 𝐪𝑛1 = 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡1, 𝑎) and 𝐮 + 𝐪𝑛2 = 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡2, 𝑎).
Using the formula in Proposition 4.2 for 𝐯ℳ we compute

(27) 𝐪𝑛2 − 𝐪𝑛1 = 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡2, 𝑎) − 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡1, 𝑎) = (𝑡2 − 𝑡1)(0,−3, 2)

On the other hand, as 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚−2𝑛), we have 𝐪𝑛2 − 𝐪𝑛1 = (𝑛2 − 𝑛1)(0, 3,−2). We conclude that

𝑡2 − 𝑡1 = −(𝑛2 − 𝑛1) < 0, hence (𝑎, 𝑡2) ≺ (𝑎, 𝑡1), which is equivalent to 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡2, 𝑎) ≺ 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡1, 𝑎). □

Corollary 4.16. Let 3(𝑚 − 1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−9,𝐮0 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 . If �̂� ∶ ℛ′

𝑤 → ℳ′
𝑤 is a bĳection such that

(1) �̂�(𝐮0) ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 ,

(2) �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝐮0 + 𝐪𝑛 for some 𝑛 ≥ 𝜆(𝐮0),
(3) 𝜑▭(𝐮0) ⪯ �̂�(𝐮0) in ℳ▭

𝑤 ,
then 𝑛 = 𝜆(𝐮0) and �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝜑▭(𝐮0).

Proof. Let 𝜆0 = 𝜆(𝐮0), so that 𝜑▭(𝐮0) = 𝐮0+𝐪𝜆0 by Theorem 4.8. By assumption �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝐮0+𝐪𝑛 for

some 𝑛 ≥ 𝜆0. If we had 𝑛 > 𝜆0, then by Lemma 4.15 we would have �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝐮0 + 𝐪𝑛 ≺ 𝐮0 + 𝐪𝜆0 =
𝜑▭(𝐮0), a contradiction. Thus, 𝑛 = 𝜆0 and �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝜑▭(𝐮0). □

Corollary 4.17 (Uniqueness of 𝜑▭
). Let 3(𝑚 − 1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−9 and 𝜑▭ ∶ ℛ▭

𝑤 → ℳ▭
𝑤 be as in

Theorem 4.8. If �̂� ∶ ℛ▭
𝑤 → ℳ▭

𝑤 is a bĳection with the same multiset of multipliers as 𝜑▭, then �̂� = 𝜑▭.

Proof. We prove the result by induction on the order ≺. Fix a monomial 𝐮0 in ℛ▭
𝑤 and assume

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑▭(𝐮) for all monomials 𝐮 smaller than 𝐮0. We need to show �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝜑▭(𝐮0).
Let 𝜆0 = 𝜆(𝐮0), so that 𝜑▭(𝐮0) = 𝐮0 + 𝐪𝜆0 . The �̂�-multiplier �̂�(𝐮0) − 𝐮0 of 𝐮0 is, by assumption,

also a𝜑▭
-multiplier, thus it has the form 𝐪𝑛 for some integer 𝑛. The two bĳections �̂� and𝜑▭

agree

on monomials strictly smaller than 𝐮0, hence they have the same multipliers on these monomials.

A monomial 𝐪𝜆 with 𝜆 < 𝜆0 arises as a 𝜑▭
-multiplier 𝜑▭(𝐮) − 𝐮 precisely for those monomials

𝐮 that satisfy 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆, and these monomials are all smaller than 𝐮0. Since the multipliers 𝐪𝜆
have the same multiplicity as multipliers of �̂� and of 𝜑▭

, and since the two bĳections coincide

on monomials smaller than 𝐮0, we conclude that the �̂�-multiplier 𝐪𝑛 of 𝐮0 has 𝑛 ≥ 𝜆0.
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Finally, let 𝐯 = �̂�(𝐮0). Suppose 𝐯 ≺ 𝜑▭(𝐮0). Then, as 𝜑▭
is order preserving, the inverse

image 𝐮 = (𝜑▭)−1(𝐯) in ℛ▭
𝑤 is smaller than 𝐮0. By induction, �̂� and 𝜑▭

coincide on 𝐮, hence

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑▭(𝐮) = �̂�(𝐮0).But this is impossible because �̂� is a bĳection. We conclude that 𝐯 ⪰ 𝜑▭(𝐮0),
and then Corollary 4.16 implies �̂�(𝐮0) = 𝜑▭(𝐮0). □

5. Construction of the bijection 𝜑 satisfying divisibility - part two

In this section, we construct a bĳection 𝜑△ ∶ ℛ△ → ℳ△
with the divisibility property.

One could adapt the argument by which we obtained 𝜑▭
: in the region 𝑡 ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1, the two

parameter spaces 𝒫ℛ and 𝒫ℳ do not coincide, but, fixed a pair (𝑤, 𝑡) satisfying 𝑡 ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1,

the set 𝐴𝑤,𝑡 of 𝑎’s such that (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) ∈ 𝒫ℛ and the set 𝐼𝑤,𝑡 of 𝑖’s such that (𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑖) ∈ 𝒫ℳ are

in one-to-one correspondence, they essentially differ by a translation. Thus, there is a unique

order preserving bĳection 𝑜𝑤,𝑡 ∶ 𝐴𝑤,𝑡 → 𝐼𝑤,𝑡, and one obtains a bĳection ℛ△ → ℳ△
sending

𝐮ℛ(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) to 𝐯ℳ(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑜𝑤,𝑡(𝑎)). This bĳection satisfies divisibility, except for a few cases where

it can be modified in such a way that divisibility holds without exceptions. However, it is

unclear whether this bĳection has the uniqueness properties we will need in the sequel. We will

therefore construct a different bĳection 𝜑△ ∶ ℛ△ → ℳ△
, which is more canonical, in the sense

that preserves more invariants, and has better properties for our purposes.

We construct the map 𝜑△
on a domain slightly larger than ℛ△

, and then show that it restricts

to a bĳection ℛ△ → ℳ△
. More precisely, we define

(28) ℛ𝑇 =
{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ ∶ 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) ≥ 𝜏wtℛ(𝐮) + 1
}

and

(29) ℳ𝑇 =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ ∶ 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≥ 𝜏wtℳ(𝐯) + 1
}

.

Remark 5.1. Recall that ℛ is the set of (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3
that satisfy 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1). The condition

𝑡ℛ(𝐮) ≥ 𝜏wtℛ(𝐮) + 1 implies that 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1). Indeed, 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) ≥ 𝜏wtℛ(𝐮) + 1 is equivalent to

(30) 2𝑎 + 4𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚 − 12 − 3𝜖(𝑐) + 2𝜂(𝑎 + 2𝑏)

and implies that 𝑎 + 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑚 − 4. Thus,

ℛ𝑇 =
{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) ≥ 𝜏wtℛ(𝐮) + 1
}

.

By Definition 4.3, the triangular regions ℛ△
and ℳ△

are subsets of ℛ𝑇
and ℳ𝑇

, respectively.

Theorem 5.2. Fix an integer𝑚 ≥ 2. Let𝒟 =
{

𝐝 = (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ ℕ3 ∶ 2𝑟 + 3𝑠 ≤ 𝑤
}

. Given 𝐝 = (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) ∈

𝒟 , let wt𝒟 (𝐝) = 𝑤 and 𝑡𝒟 (𝐝) = ⌊

𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠
6

⌋. Define

(31) 𝒟 𝑇 =
{

𝐝 = (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝒟 ∶ 𝑡𝒟 (𝐝) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1
}

and maps 𝐮△, 𝐯△ ∶ 𝒟 𝑇 → ℕ3 by the formulas

(32) 𝐮△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) =
(

3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟), 𝑟,
𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)

3

)

and

(33) 𝐯△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) =
(

6(𝑚−1)−𝑤−2𝑟+3𝑠−𝜖(𝑤+𝑠)
2

, 2𝑟+𝜖(𝑤+𝑠),
𝑤−2𝑟−𝑠+ 2 −𝜖(𝑤+𝑠)

2

)

Then, 𝐮△ ∶ 𝒟 𝑇 → ℛ𝑇 and 𝐯△ ∶ 𝒟 𝑇 → ℳ𝑇 are bĳective. Furthermore, the composition 𝜑△ =
𝐯△◦(𝐮△)−1 ∶ ℛ𝑇 → ℳ𝑇 satisfies divisibility and preserves weights and the 𝑡-invariants.
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Proof. We first explain how the parametrization (32) of ℕ3
by (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) arises. Consider, as in the

beginning of the paper, the polynomial ring 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] with the grading obtained assigning

weight 1 to the variable 𝑥, weight 2 to 𝑦 and weight 3 to 𝑧. View 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] as a graded module

over its subring 𝑃0 = 𝕜[𝑦, 𝑥3, 𝑧2]. Then,

(34) {1, 𝑥, 𝑥2, 𝑧, 𝑥𝑧, 𝑥2𝑧} = {𝑥𝜂𝑧𝜖 ∶ 0 ≤ 𝜂 ≤ 2, 0 ≤ 𝜖 ≤ 1}

is a free basis of 𝑃 over 𝑃0, whose elements have weight 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 respectively. Given a

monomial 𝑦𝑟𝑥3𝑠𝑧2𝑡 in 𝑃0, we denote by 𝑟𝒫 , 𝑠𝒫 and 𝑡𝒫 its degree with respect to 𝑦, 𝑥3 and 𝑧2

respectively. We extend this multigrading to all monomials of 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧] setting 𝑟 = 𝑠 = 𝑡 = 0 on

the above chosen basis. A monomial in 𝑃 is then determined by its weight𝑤 and its multidegree

(𝑟, 𝑠, 𝑡), and the last parameter 𝑡 is not needed as we can recover it from 𝑤, 𝑟 and 𝑠. We make this

explicit. Identifying as usual a monomial 𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 of 𝑃 with (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐), we have

(35) 𝑟𝒫 (𝐮) = 𝑏, 𝑠𝒫 (𝐮) = ⌊

𝑎
3
⌋, 𝑡𝒫 (𝐮) = ⌊

𝑐
2
⌋, wt𝒫 (𝐮) = 𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐.

Note that 𝑡𝒫 = 𝑡ℛ is the 𝑡-invariant we introduced for monomials in ℛ. We can recover 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐
and 𝑡 from (𝑤 = wt𝒫 (𝐮), 𝑟 = 𝑟𝒫 (𝐮), 𝑠 = 𝑠𝒫 (𝐮)): for this, observe that 𝜂(𝑎) = 𝜂(𝑤 − 2𝑟) = 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟),

hence 𝑎 = 3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟), 𝑏 = 𝑟, and 𝑐 =
𝑤 − 3𝑠 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 2𝑟

3
. In fact, the function 𝐮△ ∶ 𝒟 → ℕ3

defined by equation (32) is the inverse of the function 𝐮 ↦ (wt𝒫 (𝐮), 𝑟𝒫 (𝐮), 𝑠𝒫 (𝐮)). It is clear that

𝐮△ preserves weights, and it also preserves the 𝑡-invariants:

𝑡𝒫 (𝐮△(𝐝)) = ⌊

𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)
6

⌋ = ⌊

𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠
6

⌋ = 𝑡𝒟 (𝐝).

It follows that the image of 𝐮△(𝒟 𝑇 ) is ℛ𝑇
, the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3

that satisfy

𝑡ℛ(𝐮) ≥ 𝜏wt𝒫 (𝐮) + 1 - cf. Remark 5.1.

We obtain a second parametrization of ℕ3
by (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) replacing in the above argument the

weight two monomial 𝑦 with 𝑋2
, the weight three monomial 𝑥3 with 𝑍, and the the weight six

monomial 𝑧2 with 𝑌 3
. Namely, consider the polynomial ring 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑋] with the grading

obtained assigning weight 1 to the variable 𝑋, weight 2 to 𝑌 and weight 3 to 𝑍. View 𝑃 as a

weighted module over its subring 𝑃0 = 𝕜[𝑋2, 𝑍, 𝑌 3]. Then

(36) {1, 𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑋𝑌 , 𝑌 2, 𝑋𝑌 2} = {𝑋𝜖1𝑌 𝜂1 ∶ 0 ≤ 𝜂1 ≤ 2, 0 ≤ 𝜖1 ≤ 1}

is a free basis of 𝑃 over 𝑃0, whose elements have weight 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, respectively. Given a

monomial 𝑋2𝑟𝑍𝑠𝑌 3𝑡
in 𝑃0, we denote by 𝑟𝒫 , 𝑠𝒫 and 𝑡𝒫 its degree with respect to 𝑋2

, 𝑍 and 𝑌 3
,

respectively. We extend this multigrading to all monomials of 𝑃 setting 𝑟 = 𝑠 = 𝑡 = 0 on the

above chosen basis: then for 𝐔 = 𝑋 �̃�𝑌 �̃�𝑍𝑐
in 𝑃

(37) 𝑟𝒫 (𝐔) = ⌊

�̃�
2
⌋, 𝑠𝒫 (𝐔) = 𝑐, 𝑡𝒫 (𝐔) = ⌊

�̃�
3
⌋, wt𝒫 (𝐔) = �̃� + 2�̃� + 3𝑐.

A monomial 𝐔 = (�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐) in 𝑃 is then determined by its weight 𝑤 and its multidegree (𝑟, 𝑠): the

function 𝐔 ↦
(

wt𝒫 (𝐔), 𝑟𝒫 (𝐔), 𝑡𝒫 (𝐔)
)

is a bĳection ℕ3 → 𝒟 with inverse

(38) 𝐔(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) =
(

2𝑟 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠),
𝑤 − 3𝑠 − 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠)

2
− 𝑟, 𝑠

)

(note 𝜖(�̃�) = 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠)). This bĳection preserves weights and 𝑡-invariants:

𝑡𝒫 (𝐔(𝐝)) = ⌊

𝑤 − 3𝑠 − 2𝑟 − 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠)
6

⌋ = ⌊

𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠
6

⌋ = 𝑡𝒟 (𝐝).



INITIAL IDEALS OF WEIGHTED FORMS AND THE GENUS OF LOCALLY COHEN-MACAULAY CURVES 15

It follows that the image of 𝐔(𝒟 𝑇 ) is the set 𝒫 𝑇
of monomials 𝐔 = (�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3

that satisfy

𝑡𝒫 (𝐔) ≥ 𝜏𝒫 (𝐔) + 1.

Now observe that, if 𝐔 = (�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐) belongs to 𝒫 𝑇
, then �̃� + �̃� ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1). Indeed, the condition

for 𝐔 to belong to 𝒫 𝑇
is ⌊

�̃�
3⌋ ≥ ⌊

𝑤
3 ⌋ − 𝑚 + 2, that is,

(39) �̃� + �̃� ≤ 3𝑚 − 6 + 𝜂(�̃� + 2�̃�) − 𝜂(�̃�) − 3𝑐,

which implies �̃� + �̃� ≤ 3𝑚 − 4. We remark that this is crucial for the rest of the argument, as it

shows that 𝒫 𝑇
is contained in the set ℛ of monomials (�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐) ∈ ℕ3

satisfying �̃�+ �̃� ≤ 3(𝑚−1). We

can then compose 𝐔 ∶ 𝒟 𝑇 → 𝒫 𝑇
with the bĳective map Ψ ∶ ℛ → ℳ of Proposition 2.1 . Recall

that ℳ is the set of monomials 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℕ3
satisfying 𝑖+𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1) and 𝑖+𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2, and

the formula for Ψ is

(40) Ψ((�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐)) =
(

3(𝑚−1)−�̃�−�̃�, �̃�, 1+�̃�+𝑐
)

.

The map Ψ preserves weights because wtℳ(𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = 𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 − 3𝑚, and it also preserves

𝑡-invariants: if (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = Ψ((�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐)), then

𝑡ℳ((𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘)) = ⌊

3(𝑚−1)−𝑖−𝑗
3

⌋ = ⌊

�̃�
3
⌋ = 𝑡𝒫 ((�̃�, �̃�, 𝑐)).

It follows that the map 𝐯△(𝐝) = Ψ(𝐔(𝐝)) of equation (33) is a bĳection of 𝒟 𝑇
onto ℳ𝑇

that

preserves weights and 𝑡-invariants, hence 𝜑△ = 𝐯△◦(𝐮△)−1 ∶ ℛ𝑇 → ℳ𝑇
too is a bĳection

preserving weights and 𝑡-invariants.

It remains to show that 𝜑△
satisfies divisibility, i.e., that for every (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝒟 𝑇

the multiplier

𝐪△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) − 𝐮△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) has non-negative entries. Let 𝐪△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) where

(41)

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎩

𝑎′(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝑖 − 𝑎 =
6(𝑚−1)−𝑤−2𝑟−3𝑠−𝜖(𝑤+𝑠) − 2𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)

2
𝑏′(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝑗 − 𝑏 = 𝑟 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠),

𝑐′(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝑘 − 𝑐 =
𝑤 − 2𝑟 + 3𝑠 + 2𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) + 6

6
.

Obviously, we have 𝑏′ ≥ 0. For 𝑐′, note that𝑤−2𝑟 ≥ 3𝑠 on 𝒟 𝑇
, hence 𝑐′ ≥ 𝑠+1 > 0. In order to

prove that 𝑎′ ≥ 0, we need the condition that (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) satisfies 𝑡𝒟 ((𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠)) ≥ 𝜏𝑤+1. Using formula

(5) to compute the residue modulo 6 of 𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠, we compute

(42) 𝑡𝒟 ((𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠)) = ⌊

𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠
6

⌋ =
𝑤 − 3𝑠 − 2𝑟 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟))

6
,

hence the condition 𝑡𝒟 ((𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠)) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1 is equivalent to

(43) 6𝑚 − 12 −𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)) + 2𝜂(𝑤) ≥ 0.

Since 2𝑎′ = 6(𝑚−1)−𝑤−2𝑟−3𝑠− 𝜖(𝑤+ 𝑠)− 2𝜂(𝑤+ 𝑟),we conclude that for (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝒟 𝑇
we have

(44) 2𝑎′ ≥ (4 − 2𝜂(𝑤)) + (2 − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) + 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)) − 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠)) ≥ 4 − 2𝜂(𝑤)).

Thus 𝑎′ ≥ 2 − 𝜂(𝑤) ≥ 0, as desired. We will refine this inequality in Lemma 5.5. □

Corollary 5.3. The bĳection 𝜑△ ∶ ℛ𝑇 → ℳ𝑇 of Theorem 5.2 maps ℛ△ onto ℳ△. More precisely,
for a positive integer 𝑤 congruent to 2 modulo 3, let 𝐮𝑤 =

(

6𝑚 − 8 −𝑤, 0, 2𝑤 − 6𝑚 + 8
3

)

and 𝐯𝑤 =
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(

6𝑚 − 8 −𝑤, 0, 2𝑤 − 3𝑚 + 8
3

)

. Then,

ℛ𝑇 ⧵ℛ△ = {𝐮𝑤 ∶ 3𝑚 − 4 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 10, 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod. 3)},

ℳ𝑇 ⧵ℳ△ = {𝐯𝑤 ∶ 3𝑚 − 4 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 10, 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod. 3)},

and 𝐯𝑤 = 𝐮𝑤 + (0, 0, 𝑚) = 𝜑△(𝐮𝑤) for every 3𝑚 − 4 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 10, 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod. 3).

Proof. Recall thatℳ𝑇
is the set of monomials 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) such that 𝑖+𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚−1), 𝑖+𝑗+𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚−2

and 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1.

Suppose that 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘)belongs toℳ𝑇
and hasℳ-weight equal to𝑤, that is, 𝑖+2𝑗+3𝑘−3𝑚 = 𝑤.

Then, 𝑖 ≡ 𝑗 +𝑤 (mod 3), hence 𝜂(−𝑖 − 𝑗) = 𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤) and the condition 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1 – see (14) –

is equivalent to 𝑖 + 𝑗 + 𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤) ≤ 6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤) = 𝛿𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤). Therefore, we have

(45) 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤) − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤).

Now observe that the right hand side of (45) is ≤ 𝛿𝑤 unless 𝑗 = 0 and𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3). On the other

hand, if 𝐯 ∈ ℳ𝑇 ⧵ℳ△
, then 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤 + 1. Comparing with (45), we conclude that 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3),

𝑗 = 0 and 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤+1 = 6𝑚−8−𝑤, therefore 𝐯 = 𝐯𝑤. As 0 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 3(𝑚−1) and𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3), we see

that 3𝑚 − 4 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 10. For these values of 𝑤, one checks immediately that 𝐯𝑤 ∈ ℳ𝑇
, hence

ℳ𝑇 ⧵ℳ△ = {𝐯𝑤 ∶ 3𝑚 − 4 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 10, 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod. 3)}.

Now suppose that 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ𝑇 ⧵ℛ△
, and let 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = 𝜑△(𝐮). Then, 𝐯 ∈ ℳ𝑇

and

wtℳ(𝐯) = wtℛ(𝐮), hence 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎 by divisibility, and 𝑖 + 𝑤 ≥ 𝑎 + 𝑤 ≥ 𝛿𝑤 + 1 because 𝐮 ∉ ℛ△
. It

follows that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ𝑇 ⧵ℳ△
, and by the first part of the proof𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3), 3𝑚−4 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−10

and 𝐯 = 𝐯𝑤. As 𝑖(𝐯𝑤) = 6𝑚 − 8 −𝑤 = 𝛿𝑤 + 1, it follows from the inequalities above that 𝑎 = 𝑖. As

𝑗 = 0, by divisibility we must also have 𝑏 = 0. As wtℛ(𝐮) = 𝑤, we conclude 𝐮 = 𝐮𝑤. □

5.1. Technical results on the triangular regions. We will need to parametrize monomials 𝐯 =
(𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ𝑇

𝑤 using the first two entries 𝑖 and 𝑗 of 𝐯. The following lemma identifies the domain

of this parametrization.

Lemma 5.4. Assume 3(𝑚 − 1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9. Let 𝛿𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 9 − 𝑤. Recall that ℳ𝑇
𝑤 is the set of

monomials 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) such that 𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 − 3𝑚 = 𝑤, 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1), 𝑖 + 𝑗 + 𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚 − 2 and
𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1.

There exists a 𝐯 ∈ ℳ𝑇
𝑤 with 𝑗(𝐯) = 𝑗 if and only if 𝑗 ∈ ℕ satisfies

(46) 𝑗 + 2𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 2𝜂(𝑤) − 3.

Given such an integer 𝑗, there exists a 𝐯 ∈ ℳ𝑇
𝑤 with 𝑗(𝐯) = 𝑗 and 𝑖(𝐯) = 𝑖 if and only if 𝑖 ∈ ℕ is congruent

to 𝑗 +𝑤 (mod 3) and satisfies

(47)

𝛿𝑤 + 3 − 𝑗 + 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑗)
2

≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤) − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤).

Proof. Let 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ𝑇
𝑤. The upper bound in (47) for 𝑖 is proven in Corollary 5.3, formula

(45). To prove the lower bound for 𝑖, we use the condition 𝑖+ 𝑗 + 𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚− 2: solving the relation

𝑖 + 2𝑗 + 3𝑘 = 𝑚 + 3𝑤 for 𝑘, we obtain 2𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤 + 3 − 𝑗. If 𝑤 + 𝑗 is even, this gives the lower bound

in (47). If 𝑤+ 𝑗 is odd, then 𝛿𝑤 + 3 − 𝑗 = 6(𝑚− 1) −𝑤− 𝑗 is odd, therefore 2𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤 + 3 − 𝑗 + 1. We

use the congruence 𝑖 ≡ 𝑗 +𝑤 (modulo 3) to conclude that 2𝑖 ≠ 𝛿𝑤 + 3 − 𝑗 + 1. Hence, 2𝑖 is at leas

the next even number 𝛿𝑤 + 3 − 𝑗 + 3, and this gives the lower bound in (47) when 𝑤 + 𝑗 is odd.
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The interval for 𝑖 in (47) is nonempty if and only if

(48) 𝛿𝑤 + 2𝜂(𝑤) − 3 − 𝑗 − 2𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤) − 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑗) ≥ 0

Note that the the left hand side of (48) is congruent to 0 modulo 2 and modulo 3, hence is

congruent to 0 also modulo 6. We conclude that there exists an integer 𝑖 satisfying (47) if and

only if 𝑗 + 2𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 2𝜂(𝑤) − 3.

Conversely, suppose 𝑗 satisfies (46) and 𝑖 is an integer congruent to 𝑗 +𝑤 modulo 3 satisfying

(47) - one such integer is 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤) − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤). Set 𝑘 =
𝑤 + 3𝑚 − 𝑖 − 2𝑗

3
and 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘). By

reversing the above argument, we see that 𝑖 + 𝑗 + 𝑘 ≥ 3𝑚 − 2 and 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1. To conclude

that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ𝑇
𝑤 we need to check that 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≤ 3(𝑚 − 1), but this follows from 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≥ 𝜏𝑤 + 1 by the

assumption 𝑤 ≥ 3(𝑚 − 1): we have 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤 ≤ 3𝑚 − 6. □

The proof or our main theorem will require more details on the first coordinate 𝑎′ of the

multiplier 𝐪△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠). By Theorem 5.2, we know that 𝑎′ ≥ 0. The following Lemma refines this

result.

Lemma 5.5. In the notation of Theorem 5.2, given (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝒟 𝑇 , write (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = 𝐪△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) =
𝐯△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) − 𝐮△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠). Let (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) = 𝐮△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) and 𝑡 = 𝑡𝒟 (𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) = ⌊

𝑐
2
⌋. Then,

(49) 𝑎′ = 3(𝑡 − 𝜏𝑤 − 1) + ℎ(𝑎, 𝑐) + 2 − 𝜂(𝑤)

where

(50) ℎ(𝑎, 𝑐) =
2 + 3𝜖(𝑐) − 𝜂(𝑎) − 𝜖(𝑐 + 𝜂(𝑎))

2
∈ {0, 1, 2}

depends only on the residue classes 𝜂(𝑎) and 𝜖(𝑐) = 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎). Thus ℎ(𝑎, 𝑐) is determined by

ℎ(1, 0) = ℎ(2, 0) = 0, ℎ(0, 0) = ℎ(2, 1) = 1, ℎ(0, 1) = ℎ(1, 1) = 2.

Proof. Formula (41) for 𝑎′ gives 𝑎′(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) =
6(𝑚−1)−𝑤−2𝑟−3𝑠−𝜖(𝑤+𝑠) − 2𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)

2
. On the other

hand, we have 𝑡 = ⌊

𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3𝑠
6

⌋, hence by (5) we have 6𝑡 = 𝑤−2𝑟−3𝑠−𝜂(𝑤+𝑟)−3𝜖(𝑤+𝑠+𝜂(𝑤+𝑟)).
By definition of threshold number 𝜏𝑤, we have 3𝜏𝑤 = 𝑤 − 𝜂(𝑤) − 3(𝑚 − 1), hence

2𝑎′ − 6(𝑡 − 𝜏𝑤 − 1) = 6 − 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 2𝜂(𝑤) + 3𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)).

Finally, observe that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎) = 𝜖(2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐) = 𝜖(𝑐) and 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) = 𝜂(𝑎 + 3𝑏 + 3𝑐) = 𝜂(𝑎), while

𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 𝜖(3𝑤 + 3𝑠) = 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎 + 𝜂(𝑎)) and 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)) = 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎 + 2𝜂(𝑎)) = 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑎).

□

5.2. Uniqueness in the triangular regions. We can now prove uniqueness for the bĳection 𝜑△

on the triangular regions:

Theorem 5.6. Let 0 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−9 and let 𝜑△ ∶ ℛ△
𝑤 → ℳ△

𝑤 be the restriction to ℛ△
𝑤 of the bĳection

𝜑△ of Theorem 5.2. If �̂� ∶ ℛ△
𝑤 → ℳ△

𝑤 is a bĳection that has the same multiset of multipliers as 𝜑△,
then �̂� = 𝜑△.

Proof. We fix𝑤 throughout the proof. We write 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) for a monomial in ℛ𝑤, 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) for

a monomial in ℳ𝑤, 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) for a multiplier in ℛ3𝑚.

Let 𝐷 =
(

𝐮△
)−1

(ℛ△
𝑤 ) =

(

𝐯△
)−1

(ℳ△
𝑤 ). Since 𝑤 is fixed, 𝐷 is the set of those (𝑟, 𝑠) that

parametrize monomials in ℛ△
𝑤 and ℳ△

𝑤 as 𝐮△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) and 𝐯△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) respectively. To further
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simplify notation, we write 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠) for 𝐮△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠), 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) for 𝐯△(𝑤, 𝑟, 𝑠) and 𝜑 for 𝜑△
: explicit

formulas for these parametrizations are given in Theorem 5.2. Note that 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝜑(𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠)) by

definition of 𝜑. The 𝜑-multiplier of 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠) is 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠). Similarly, given a bĳection

�̂� ∶ ℛ△
𝑤 → ℳ△

𝑤 , we write �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = �̂�(𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠)) and �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠). The assumption that

�̂� has the same multiset of multipliers as 𝜑 means that for every 𝐪 ∈ ℛ3𝑚, the number of pairs

(𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝐷 such that 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐪 equals the number of pairs (𝑟0, 𝑠0) ∈ 𝐷 such that �̂�(𝑟0, 𝑠0) = 𝐪. If

this is the case, we have to show that �̂� = 𝜑, that is, �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) for every (𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝐷.

We will prove this by descending induction on the first coordinate 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) of 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠), using Claim

1 and Claim 2 below. Recall that 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) = 3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟).

Claim 1: The bĳection �̂� preserves the invariant 𝑟, that is, if we define for an integer 𝑟

ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟 =

{

𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑏(𝐮) = 𝑟

}

, ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 =

{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ ⌊𝑗(𝐯)∕2⌋ = 𝑟

}

,

then �̂�(ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟) = ℳ△

𝑤,𝑟.

Proof of Claim 1. We proceed by induction on 𝑟. Given an integer 𝑟, define

𝜈+𝑟 = #
{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 ∶ 𝑗(𝐯) = 2𝑟

}

, 𝜈−𝑟 = #
{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 ∶ 𝑗(𝐯) = 2𝑟 + 1

}

.

Note that #ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟 = #ℳ△

𝑤,𝑟 = 𝜈+𝑟 + 𝜈−𝑟 because 𝜑 preserves the 𝑟-invariant. By the explicit formula

(33) for 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠), the number 𝜈+𝑟 (resp. 𝜈−𝑟 ) is the number of integers 𝑠 such that (𝑟, 𝑠) belongs to 𝐷
and 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 0 ( resp. 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 1).

By formula (41) for the 𝜑-multipliers, we see that, given an integer ℎ, the number of 𝜑-

multipliers 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) such that 𝑏′ = ℎ is equal to 𝜈+ℎ + 𝜈−ℎ−1 (counting multiplicities).

We will prove slightly more than Claim 1: by induction on 𝑟 we will prove

Statement 𝑆𝑟: Given 𝐯 in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟, let �̂�(𝐯) = �̂�−1(𝐯) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐). Then, 𝑏 = 𝑟, hence �̂�

(

ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟.

Furthermore, if �̂�(𝐯) = 𝐯− �̂�(𝐯) = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) denotes the corresponding multiplier, then 𝑏′ is equal

to 𝑟 for precisely 𝜈+𝑟 monomials 𝐯 in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 and to 𝑟 + 1 for the remaining 𝜈−𝑟 monomials in ℳ△

𝑤,𝑟.

The statement is trivial for 𝑟 < 0, so we can assume that 𝑆𝑟′ holds for all 𝑟′ ≤ 𝑟 and prove that

𝑆𝑟+1 holds. We use the hypothesis that 𝜑 and �̂� have the same multiset of multipliers: by the

induction hypothesis, all multipliers 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) with 𝑏′ ≤ 𝑟 occur as �̂�(𝐯) for some 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟′

with 𝑟′ ≤ 𝑟, therefore 𝑏′ ≥ 𝑟 + 1 if (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = �̂�(𝐯) with 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟+1. Since the multipliers

𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) satisfying 𝑏′ = 𝑟+ 1 are exactly 𝜈−𝑟 + 𝜈+𝑟+1, the induction hypothesis implies also that

𝑏′
(

�̂�(𝐯)
)

= 𝑟 + 1 for at most 𝜈+𝑟+1 monomials 𝐯 in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟+1.

There are 𝜈+𝑟+1 monomials 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟+1 with 𝑗 = 2(𝑟 + 1). Let 𝐯 be one of these and

let �̂� = �̂�−1(𝐯) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐), �̂� = 𝐯 − �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′). By induction, we have 𝑏 ≥ 𝑟 + 1 and 𝑏′ ≥ 𝑟 + 1.

On the other hand, 𝑏 + 𝑏′ = 𝑗 = 2(𝑟 + 1) implies 𝑏 = 𝑟 + 1 and 𝑏′ = 𝑟 + 1. This accounts for all

the 𝜈+𝑟+1 remaining multipliers 𝐪 with 𝑏′ = 𝑟 + 1. So for the 𝜈−𝑟+1 monomials 𝐯 in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟+1 with

𝑗(𝐯) = 2(𝑟 + 1) + 1, we must have 𝑏′ = 𝑏′
(

�̂�(𝐯)
)

≥ 𝑟 + 2. As 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′, we conclude that 𝑏 = 𝑟 + 1
and 𝑏′ = 𝑟 + 2 for the monomials 𝐯 in ℳ△

𝑤,𝑟+1 with 𝑗 = 2(𝑟 + 1) + 1. This proves 𝑆𝑟+1 and Claim 1.

Claim 2: If 𝑠 > �̄� and 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1) for some (𝑟1, 𝑠1) ∈ 𝐷, then 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).
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Proof of Claim 2. Suppose that 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1): then

(51) 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1) = 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�) + 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) − 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠).

We can compute the first entry 𝜕𝑎′ = 𝑎′(𝑟1, 𝑠1) − 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) of 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1) − 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) using formula (41):

(52) 2𝜕𝑎′ = −2(𝑟1 − 𝑟) − 3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) − (𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) − 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠)) − 2(𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟)).

Case 1. Assume first that �̄� = 𝑠 − 2ℎ with ℎ ≥ 1. By (33) we have

(53) 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1) − 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠 − 2ℎ) − 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) = (−3ℎ, 0, ℎ),

hence 2𝜕𝑎′ = −6ℎ and 𝑏′(𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1)) = 𝑏′(𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠)), that is, 𝑟1 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 𝑟 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠).
Case 1.1. Suppose further that 𝜖(𝑤+ 𝑠1) = 𝜖(𝑤+ 𝑠). Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟, and 2𝜕𝑎′ = 3(𝑠− 𝑠1) by (52). On

the other hand, 𝜕𝑎′ = −3ℎ by (53), and we conclude 𝑠1 − 𝑠 = 2ℎ ≥ 2. Hence 𝑠1 > 𝑠 and a fortiori

𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).
Case 1.2. Suppose now that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 0 and 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 1. Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟 + 1, so that 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) ≡
𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) + 1 (mod 3) and 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) ≥ −1. Using formulas (52) and (53) we compute

3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) = 6ℎ + 2(𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1)) − 1 ≥ 3,

hence 𝑠1 > 𝑠 and a fortiori 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).
Case 1.3. Suppose finally that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 1 and 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 0. Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟 − 1, and 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) −
𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) ≥ −2. Using formulas (52) and (53) we compute

3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) = 6ℎ + 2(𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1)) + 1 ≥ 3

hence 𝑠1 > 𝑠 and a fortiori 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).
Case 2. Assume now that �̄� = 𝑠 − 2ℎ − 1 with ℎ ≥ 0, and 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 0. As in Case 1, we can use

formula (51) to conclude

(54) 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1) − 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠 − 2ℎ − 1) − 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) = (−2 − 3ℎ, 1, ℎ),

hence 2𝜕𝑎′ = −6ℎ − 4 and 𝑏′(𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1)) = 𝑏′(𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠)) + 1, that is, 𝑟1 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 𝑟 + 1.

Case 2.1. Suppose further that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 0. Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟 + 1, 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) ≡ 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) + 1 (mod 3)
and

3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) = 6ℎ + 2(𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1)) + 2 ≥ 0.

Thus 𝑠1 ≥ 𝑠. If 𝑠1 > 𝑠, a fortiori 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠). If 𝑠1 = 𝑠, then 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) = −1 and so

𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1 = 𝑠) = 3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) > 3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) = 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).

Case 2.2. Suppose instead that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 1. Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟 and 3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) = 6ℎ + 3 ≥ 3. Thus 𝑠1 > 𝑠
and a fortiori 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).
Case 3. The last possibility is that �̄� = 𝑠 − 2ℎ − 1 with ℎ ≥ 0 and 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠) = 1. In this case

(55) 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1) − 𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠 − 2ℎ − 1) − 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) = (−1 − 3ℎ,−1, ℎ + 1),

hence 2𝜕𝑎′ = −6ℎ − 2 and 𝑏′(𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1)) = 𝑏′(𝐪(𝑟, 𝑠)) − 1, that is, 𝑟1 + 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 𝑟.
Case 3.1. Suppose furthermore that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 0. Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟 and 3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) = 6ℎ + 3 ≥ 3. Thus

𝑠1 > 𝑠 and a fortiori 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠).
Case 3.2. Suppose finally that 𝜖(𝑤 + 𝑠1) = 1. Then, 𝑟1 = 𝑟 − 1 and 3(𝑠1 − 𝑠) = 6ℎ + 2(𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) −
𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1)) + 4 ≥ 0. Thus 𝑠1 ≥ 𝑠. If 𝑠1 > 𝑠, a fortiori 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠). If 𝑠1 = 𝑠, then we must

have 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) − 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) = −2 and so 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1 = 𝑠) = 3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟1) > 3𝑠 + 𝜂(𝑤 + 𝑟) = 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠). This
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completes the proof of Claim 2.

End of the proof of Theorem 5.6. Fix a (𝑟, 𝑠) ∈ 𝐷, we have to prove that �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠). By Claim

1 we can find �̄� such that �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�). Consider the �̂�-multiplier

�̂� = �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�) − 𝐮(𝑟, 𝑠).

By assumption �̂� is also a 𝜑-multiplier, hence there is a pair (𝑟1, 𝑠1) ∈ 𝐷 such that �̂� = 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1).
We will prove by descending induction on 𝑎 = 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) that �̄� = 𝑠, hence �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) = 𝐯(𝑟, 𝑠) as desired.

Suppose first 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) is the largest value of 𝑎 on 𝐷. We must have 𝑠 ≥ �̄� because 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) ≥ 𝑎(𝑟, �̄�)
by the maximality of 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠). On the other hand, if 𝑠 > �̄�, then Claim 2 implies 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠), a

contradiction. We conclude that �̄� = 𝑠.
Pick now an arbitrary (𝑟, 𝑠). If �̄� > 𝑠, then 𝑎(𝑟, �̄�) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) and by induction �̂�(𝑟, �̄�) = 𝐯(𝑟, �̄�) =

�̂�(𝑟, 𝑠). Since �̂� is bĳective, it follows that �̄� = 𝑠, contradiction, hence �̄� ≤ 𝑠. Suppose that �̄� < 𝑠.
Let 𝐷1 the set of pairs (𝑟1, 𝑠1) ∈ 𝐷 such that �̂� = 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1), and let 𝑚1 the cardinality of 𝐷1: then

�̂� has multiplicity 𝑚1 as a 𝜑-multiplier, hence also as a �̂�-multiplier. By Claim 2, for any pair

(𝑟1, 𝑠1) ∈ 𝐷1 the inequality 𝑎(𝑟1, 𝑠1) > 𝑎(𝑟, 𝑠) holds - in particular, (𝑟, 𝑠) ∉ 𝐷1. The descending

induction hypothesis implies that �̂�(𝑟1, 𝑠1) = 𝐯(𝑟1, 𝑠1), hence �̂�(𝑟1, 𝑠1) = 𝐪(𝑟1, 𝑠1), for all pairs

(𝑟1, 𝑠1) ∈ 𝐷1. This implies that the �̂�-multiplier �̂� appears already with its multiplicity 𝑚1 as the

�̂�-multiplier associated to pairs (𝑟1, 𝑠1) ∈ 𝐷1. Hence, it cannot be equal to �̂�(𝑟0, 𝑠0) for any pair

(𝑟0, 𝑠0) that does not belong to 𝐷1. This contradicts �̂� = �̂�(𝑟, 𝑠) because (𝑟, 𝑠) ∉ 𝐷1. Hence, �̄� = 𝑠
and the proof is complete. □

6. The bijection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 and its uniqueness for 𝑤 ≡ 0 modulo 3

The region ℛ′
is the disjoint union ℛ′ = ℛ△ ∪ ℛ▭

of the triangular and the rectangular

regions, which are distinguished by the 𝑡ℛ-invariant, and similarly ℳ′ = ℳ△ ∪ℳ▭
. We define

a bĳection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ′ → ℳ′
as 𝜑△

on ℛ△
(cf. Theorem 5.2) and as 𝜑▭

on ℛ▭
(cf. Theorem 4.8). In

particular, 𝜑(ℛ△) = ℳ△
and 𝜑(ℛ▭) = ℳ▭

. By Theorem 5.2 and 4.8, the bĳection 𝜑 satisfies

divisibility, that is, for each 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
the multiplier 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 has non-negative entries.

In this section we prove uniqueness, in the sense of page 2, for the restriction of 𝜑 to ℛ′
𝑤 in the

case 𝑤 ≡ 0 (mod 3).

Theorem 6.1. Assume𝑤 ≡ 0 (mod 3) and 0 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−9. Let 𝜑 ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 be the bĳection defined
as 𝜑△ on ℛ△

𝑤 and as 𝜑▭ on ℛ▭
𝑤 . Then, 𝜑 satisfies uniqueness: if �̂� ∶ ℛ′

𝑤 → ℳ′
𝑤 is a bĳection with

the same multiset of multipliers as 𝜑𝑤, then �̂� = 𝜑.

Proof. For𝑤 ≤ 3𝑚−4 the rectangular regions are empty, hence uniqueness follows from Theorem

5.6. Thus, we may assume 3(𝑚 − 1) ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 9.

We use the same notation as in Theorem 5.6: we write 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) for a monomial in ℛ𝑤,

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) for a monomial in ℳ𝑤, 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) for multipliers in ℛ3𝑚. Given 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
𝑤, we

let 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 and �̂�(𝐮) = �̂�(𝐮) − 𝐮 denote the corresponding multipliers. The hypothesis

on multipliers is that for each 𝐪 ∈ ℛ3𝑚 the numbers of monomials 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
𝑤 such that 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝐪

equals the number of monomials 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
𝑤 such that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪. We will say that 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) is a

rectangular (resp. triangular) region multiplier if it is of the form 𝐪(𝐮) with 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 (resp. 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△

𝑤 ).

By Theorem 4.8, rectangular region multipliers have the form 𝐪 = (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚−2𝜆) for some integer

𝜆; in particular, they have 𝑎′ = 0, while triangular region multipliers have 𝑎′ ≥ 2 by Lemma 5.5,
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because𝑤 ≡ 0 (mod 3): the sets of rectangular and triangular region multipliers are disjoint, and

𝑎′ ≠ 1 for all multipliers (this is why the case 𝑤 ≡ 0 (mod 3) is easier than the cases 𝑤 ≡ 1, 2).

Recall that 𝛿𝑤 = 6𝑚 −𝑤 − 9, and set 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥 = ⌊

𝛿𝑤
2
⌋. We will use the ordering ≺ of Definition 4.10

for the monomials in the rectangular region, and the monomials 𝐮(𝑟) introduced in Lemma 4.13.

We prove that the following statements hold.

Claim 𝑆𝑟,1 for 0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥: �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for every 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 satisfying 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟)

Claim 𝑆𝑟,2 for 0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥−1: Denote by ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟 the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△

𝑤 for which

𝑏 = 𝑟 , and by ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 the set of monomials 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△

𝑤 for which 𝑗 ∈ {2𝑟, 2𝑟 + 1}. Then,

�̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟

)

= 𝜑
(

ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟

Moreover, for 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟, 𝑞(𝐮) = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) is a triangular region multiplier, and 𝑏′ is equal to 𝑟 for

precisely 𝜈+𝑟 monomials 𝐮 in ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟 and to 𝑟 + 1 for the remaining 𝜈−𝑟 monomials in ℛ△

𝑤,𝑟.

If statements 𝑆𝑟,1 and 𝑆𝑟−1,2 hold for 0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥, then the statement of the Theorem follows. To

see why, we observe that all monomials 𝐮 in the triangular region ℛ△
𝑤 satisfy 𝑏(𝐮) ≤ 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1.

Indeed, suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 and let 𝐯 = 𝜑(𝐮) = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘). Then, 𝑗 ∈ {2𝑏, 2𝑏 + 1} and

inequality (46) in Proposition 5.4 implies

2𝑏 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 3.

This implies that 𝑏 ≤ 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1. Therefore, all monomials in the triangular region are covered by

the statements 𝑆𝑟,2. In particular, �̂� induces a bĳection ℛ△ → ℳ△
with the same multiset of

multipliers as the restriction of 𝜑 to ℛ△
. By Theorem 5.6, it follows that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for every

𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
. This forces �̂� to map ℛ▭

𝑤 onto ℳ▭
𝑤 with the same multiplier multiset as the restriction

𝜑▭
of 𝜑 to ℛ▭

𝑤 . By Corollary 4.17, the two bĳections coincide also on the rectangular regions.

It remains to prove the statements 𝑆𝑟,1 and 𝑆𝑟−1,2 for 0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥, and we do this by induction

on 𝑟. First, we establish the initial case 𝑆0,1 (𝑆−1,2 is vacuous). Then, we show that, if 𝑆𝑘,1 and

𝑆𝑘−1,2 hold for 𝑘 ≤ 𝑟, then they also hold for 𝑘 = 𝑟 + 1.

Recall that for 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 , we have defined 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤−𝑎). We will need the monomials

𝐮(𝑟) = (𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟, 𝑟, 2𝜏𝑤 + 1) of Lemma 4.13 , which satisfy 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ⌊

𝑟+3
3
⌋ and

(56) 𝑏(𝐮) ≥ 𝑟 + 1 if 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝐮 ≻ 𝐮(𝑟).

The initial case: 𝑟 = 0.

We first verify 𝑆0,1, that is, �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for all 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(0) = (𝛿𝑤, 0, 2𝜏𝑤 + 1).

We proceed by induction on ≺. Tables 1 and 4 should help following the argument.

The first batch of monomials 𝐮 in ℛ▭
𝑤 with respect to the order ≺ are those for which 𝜆 = 0,

and these all have 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 1. Since there are no multipliers with 𝑎′ = 1 and 𝑖(𝐯) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 for every

𝐯 ∈ ℳ′
𝑤, for any such 𝐮 we must have 𝑖(�̂�(𝐮)) = 𝛿𝑤 − 1. By Proposition 5.4, there is no 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△

𝑤

satisfying 𝑖(𝐯) = 𝛿𝑤 −1 (because such a 𝐯 would have 𝑗 = 0 contradicting 𝑖 ≡ 𝑗 modulo 3). Hence,

�̂�(𝐮) ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 . Note that, if �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = �̂�(𝐮) − 𝐮, then 𝑎′ = 𝑖(�̂�(𝐮)) − 𝑎(𝐮) = 0, hence �̂� = 𝐪𝑛

for some 𝑛 ≥ 0 = 𝜆(𝐮). We then conclude �̂� = 𝜑 on this batch of monomials using induction on

the order ≺ of ℛ▭
𝑤 as in the proof of Corollary 4.16. We call this the standard argument for the

rectangular region.

The other monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 that satisfy 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(0) are those for which 𝜆 = 1 and

𝑎 ≥ 𝑎(𝐮(0)) = 𝛿𝑤. But we have 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 for all 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
𝑤, hence 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤. For any such 𝐮 we

must have 𝑖(�̂�(𝐮)) = 𝛿𝑤. By Proposition 5.4, if 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 satisfies 𝑖(𝐯) = 𝛿𝑤, then 𝑗(𝐯) = 0 and
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so 𝐯 = (𝛿𝑤, 0,
𝑤−𝛿𝑤

3 + 𝑚). So if 𝐯 = �̂�(𝐮) were in ℳ△
𝑤 , the corresponding multiplier �̂� = 𝐯 − 𝐮

would be (0, 0, 𝑚), but this multiplier is no longer available because it has already been assigned

to the monomials with 𝜆 = 0, which account for all the occurrences of the multiplier (0, 0, 𝑚).
Thus, �̂�(𝐮) ∈ ℳ▭

𝑤 for all monomials 𝐮 in ℛ▭
𝑤 for which 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤. The standard argument for the

rectangular region implies now that �̂� = 𝜑 for all monomials 𝐮 in ℛ▭
𝑤 for which 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤.

This concludes the proof of 𝑆0,1, while 𝑆−1,2 is vacuous.

The induction step: assume 𝑆𝓁,1 and 𝑆𝓁−1,2 hold for 𝓁 ≤ 𝑟. We will show that 𝑆𝑟+1,1 and

𝑆𝑟,2 also hold. Note that the induction hypothesis implies that all triangular region multipliers

𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) with 𝑏′ ≤ 𝑟 − 1 arise as �̂�(𝐮) for some 𝐮 in ℛ△
𝑤,𝓁 for some 𝓁 ≤ 𝑟 − 1. Furthermore,

the rectangular region multipliers have the form 𝐪𝜆 = (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚 − 2𝜆) for some integer 𝜆, and

those with 𝜆 < 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ⌊

𝑟+3
3
⌋ arise, by the induction hypothesis, as �̂�(𝐮) for some 𝐮 in ℛ▭

𝑤

satisfying 𝐮 ≺ 𝐮(𝑟); the others have 𝑏′ = 3𝜆 ≥ 𝑟+1 because 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ⌊

𝑟+3
3
⌋. Thus, the induction

hypothesis implies 𝑏′ ≥ 𝑟 for all multipliers left, that is, for those that can arise as �̂�(𝐮) for some 𝐮
either in ℛ▭

𝑤 with 𝐮 ≻ 𝐮(𝑟) or in ℛ△
𝑤,𝓁 with 𝓁 ≥ 𝑟.

We proceed to proving 𝑆𝑟+1,1. Since 𝑆𝑟,1 holds, we need to show that, if 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and

𝐮(𝑟) ≺ 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+1), then �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮). Note that

(57) ⌊

𝑟 + 3
3

⌋ = 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) ≤ 𝜆(𝐮) ≤ 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟+1)) = ⌊

𝑟 + 4
3

⌋

Case 1: 𝑟 ≡ 0 (mod 3), say 𝑟 = 3ℎ.

In this case, the three monomials 𝐮(𝑟), 𝐮 and 𝐮(𝑟+1) all have the same 𝜆 = ℎ + 1. By Lemma 4.14

(2), the first entry of 𝐮 is 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2.

Now let 𝐯 = �̂�(𝐮) = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘): then 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2. By Lemma 4.13, the monomial 𝐮 has

second entry 𝑏 ≥ 𝑟+1, while, by the induction hypothesis, the multiplier (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐯−𝐮
satisfies 𝑏′ ≥ 𝑟. Hence

(58) 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ (𝑟 + 1) + 𝑟 = 2𝑟 + 1.

We claim that this implies that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 . Suppose by contradiction that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△

𝑤 . Then, by

Proposition 5.4, we have

(59) 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1.

Since 𝑎′ ≠ 1 for every multiplier (because of the hypothesis 𝑤 ≡ 0 modulo 3), we conclude that

𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2. Then, (59) implies

(60) 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1.

As 𝑗 ≡ 𝑖 ≡ 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2 ≡ 1 (mod 3), the inequality on the left of (59) gives 𝑗 ≤ 2𝑟 + 1. Comparing

with (58) we conclude 𝑗 = 2𝑟 + 1. This forces 𝑏 = 𝑟 + 1 and 𝑏′ = 𝑟. Then,

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝐯 − 𝐮 = (𝛿𝑤−2𝑟 − 2, 2𝑟 + 1, 𝑘) − (𝛿𝑤, 𝑟 + 1, 𝑐) = (0, 𝑟, 𝑘 − 𝑐) = (0, 3ℎ,𝑚 − 2ℎ)

where the second to last equality follows from the fact thatwt(�̂�(𝐮)) = 3𝑚. But this contradicts the

induction hypothesis, which implies that all multipliers (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚−2𝜆)with 𝜆 < 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ℎ+1 have

already appeared as multipliers �̂�(𝐮1) = 𝐪(𝐮1) for monomials 𝐮1 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 satisfying 𝜆(𝐮1) < 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟))

and a fortiori 𝐮1 ≺ 𝐮(𝑟). We conclude that �̂�(𝐮) must lie in ℳ▭
𝑤 , and then, using Lemma 4.15 as in

the proof of Corollary 4.16, that �̂� = 𝜑 on the set of monomials ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+1).

Case 2: 𝑟 ≡ 1 (mod 3), say 𝑟 = 3ℎ + 1.
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In this case, 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟+1)) = ℎ + 1, and, by Lemma 4.14(3), the first entry 𝑎 of 𝐮 is

either 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2 or 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1. Let 𝐯 = �̂�(𝐮) = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) and �̂� = 𝐯 − 𝐮 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′). Suppose

by contradiction that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 . Then, by Proposition 5.4, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2 ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗),

and, as in the previous case, the induction hypothesis implies 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 2𝑟 + 1. Suppose

𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟− 1. The inequalities above imply that 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟− 1 and 𝑗 = 2𝑟+ 1. Therefore, 𝑎′ = 0
and 𝑏′ = 𝑟 ≡ 1 (mod 3). But this is a contradiction, because 𝑎′ = 0 implies that �̂� is a rectangular

region multiplier, and then 𝑏′ = 3𝜆 is congruent to 0 modulo 3.

Therefore, if 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 , then 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2. In this case, Proposition 5.4 implies that

𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2 = 𝑎 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1 − 𝜂(𝑗).

Since we cannot have 𝑖 = 𝑎+ 1, because no multiplier has 𝑎′ = 1, we conclude that 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟− 2
and 𝑎′ = 0. Therefore, �̂�(𝐮) = (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚 − 2𝜆) for some 𝜆, and 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ℎ + 1 by the induction

hypothesis. It follows that 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ (𝑟 + 1) + 3ℎ + 3 = 2𝑟 + 3 which gives the contradiction

𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3 = 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3. Therefore, �̂�(𝐮) must lie in ℳ▭
𝑤 , and, as in Case 1, we

conclude that �̂� = 𝜑 on the set of monomials ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+1).
Case 3: 𝑟 ≡ 2 (mod 3), say 𝑟 = 3ℎ + 2.

In this case 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟)) = ℎ+1 < 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟+1)) = ℎ+2. By Lemma 4.14(4) the first entry 𝑎 of 𝐮 assumes one

of the values 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 2, 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3.

Case 3.1 Suppose 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1 or 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3, so that 𝜆(𝐮) = ℎ + 1.

Let 𝐯 = �̂�(𝐮) = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) and assume by contradiction that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 . Suppose first that 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤−2𝑟−1.

Using the inequalities 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟− 1 = 𝑎 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) and 𝑗 = 𝑏+ 𝑏′ ≥ 2𝑟+ 1, we conclude that

𝑖 = 𝑎, 𝑗 = 2𝑟 + 1 and �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐯 − 𝐮 = (0, 𝑟, 𝑐′), which is a contradiction since 𝑟 ≢ 0 (mod 3).
Suppose now that 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 −2𝑟−3. Arguing as in the previous cases, we obtain the inequalities

𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1 − 𝜂(𝑗).

Since 𝑎′ ≠ 1, either 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3 or 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1.

If 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3 = 𝑎, the inequality 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 3 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) gives 𝑗 + 𝜂(𝑗) ≤ 2𝑟 + 3, while

𝑗 ≡ 𝑖 ≡ −2𝑟 ≡ 2 (mod 3). As 𝑗 ≥ 2𝑟 + 1 by induction, we must have 𝑗 = 2𝑟 + 1, and, as above,

this leads to the contradiction �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐯 − 𝐮 = (0, 𝑟, 𝑐′). Finally, it 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1 = 𝑎 + 2, the

inequality 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1 = 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) implies 𝑗 = 2𝑟 + 1. But then 𝑖 ≡ 1 while 𝑗 ≡ 2 modulo 3,

in contradiction with Proposition 5.4.

We conclude that �̂�(𝐮) must lie in ℳ▭
𝑤 , and, as in the previous cases, that �̂� = 𝜑 on the set of

monomials ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+1).
Case 3.2 Suppose 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 2𝑟 − 1 , so that 𝜆(𝐮) = ℎ + 2.

Let 𝐯 = 𝜑(𝐮) = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘), and suppose by contradiction that 𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 . The inequalities 𝛿𝑤 −2𝑟−2 =

𝑎 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗) and 𝑗 ≥ 2𝑟+1 imply either 𝑗 = 2𝑟+1 or 𝑗 = 2𝑟+2. As 𝑟 ≡ 2 (mod 3), the only

possibility is 𝑗 = 2𝑟+2 and 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤−2𝑟−2. It follows that𝐮 = 𝐮(𝑟+1) and �̂�(𝐮) = (0, 3(ℎ+1), 𝑚−2(ℎ+1)).
This cannot hold, because, by induction on the order, we may assume that the rectangular region

multiplier 𝐪 = (0, 3(ℎ+1), 𝑚−2(ℎ+1)) has already appeared with its multiplicity, since �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪(𝐮)
for those 𝐮 in ℛ▭

𝑤 that satisfy 𝜆(𝐮) = ℎ+1 and hence precede 𝐮(𝑟+1) in the order ≺. Thus, 𝐯 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 ,

and then we conclude as in the previous cases that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for all 𝐮 ⪯ 𝐮(𝑟+1).

To finish, we need to prove 𝑆𝑟,2 assuming that 𝑆𝓁,1 holds for 𝓁 ≤ 𝑟 and 𝑆𝓁,2 holds for 𝓁 ≤ 𝑟− 1.

Pick 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟, then either 𝑗 = 2𝑟 or 𝑗 = 2𝑟 + 1. Let 𝐮 = �̂�−1(𝐯) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐). We

have already shown that the induction hypothesis implies that 𝑆𝑟+1,1 also holds. If 𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 by

contradiction, we would have �̂�(𝐮) ≠ 𝜑(𝐮) hence 𝐮(𝑟+1) ≺ 𝐮 by induction, so that 𝑏 ≥ 𝑟 + 2 by
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Lemma 4.13. Let �̂� = 𝐯 − 𝐮 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′): by the induction hypothesis, we have 𝑏′ ≥ 𝑟. It follows

that 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 2𝑟 + 2, contradicting 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟. We conclude that 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△

𝑤 . By the

induction hypothesis, we have 𝑏 ≥ 𝑟. As 𝑗 = 𝑏+ 𝑏′ ≤ 2𝑟+ 1, it follows 𝑏′ ≤ 𝑟+ 1. By the induction

hypothesis, if �̂� = 𝐯 − 𝐮 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) were a rectangular region multiplier, then �̂� = (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚 − 2𝜆)
with 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆(𝐮(𝑟+1)) = ⌊

𝑟+4
3
⌋. This implies the contradiction 𝑏′ = 3𝜆 ≥ 𝑟 + 2. Thus, �̂� is a triangular

region multiplier. Now, the statement 𝑆𝑟,2 follows as in the proof of Claim 1 in Theorem 5.6. □

7. Examples of non-uniqueness

The bĳection 𝜑 ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 constructed in the previous sections does not satisfy uniqueness

when 𝑤 ≢ 0 (mod 3). In this section, we give the first example of this phenomenon. More

generally, we show that, in general, there exists no bĳection �̂� ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 satisfying both

divisibility and uniqueness.

Example 7.1. Let 𝑚 = 3 and 𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 10 = 8. We have 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3), 𝛿𝑤 = 1 and 𝜏𝑤 = 0. The

rectangular region ℛ▭
𝑤 consists of the two monomials 𝐮1 = (0, 4, 0) ≺ 𝐮2 = (1, 2, 1), while the

triangular region ℛ△
𝑤 consists of the single monomial 𝐮3 = (0, 1, 2). The bĳection 𝜑 sends these

monomials respectively to 𝐯1 = (0, 4, 3), 𝐯2 = (1, 5, 2) and 𝐯3 = (1, 2, 4). If 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐 and 𝑑 denote

the coefficients of the monomials 𝑧3, 𝑦3𝑧, 𝑥𝑦𝑧2 and 𝑥𝑦4 in the polynomial 𝑔, then the matrix that

represents 𝑔⋅ with respect to the basis {𝐮𝐢} of 𝑅′
𝑤 and the basis {𝐯𝐣} of 𝑀 ′

𝑤 is

𝐀𝑤 =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

𝑎 0 𝑏
𝑐 𝑏 𝑑
0 𝑎 𝑐

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

.

The determinant of this matrix is 2𝑎𝑏𝑐 − 𝑎2𝑑. This shows that the bĳection 𝜑 does not satisfy

uniqueness. In this case, there is another bĳection that satisfies divisibility and uniqueness,

having {𝑎, 𝑎, 𝑑} as multiset of multipliers.

Example 7.2. Let 𝑚 = 4 and 𝑤 = 6𝑚 − 10 = 14. We have 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3), 𝛿𝑤 = 1 and 𝜏𝑤 = 1. The

rectangular region ℛ▭
𝑤 consists of the four monomials

𝐮1 = (0, 7, 0) ≺ 𝐮2 = (1, 5, 1) ≺ 𝐮3 = (0, 4, 2) ≺ 𝐮4 = (1, 2, 3),

mapped by 𝜑 to

𝐯1 = (0, 7, 4) ≺ 𝐯2 = (1, 8, 3) ≺ 𝐯3 = (0, 4, 6) ≺ 𝐯4 = (1, 5, 5),

while the triangular region ℛ△
𝑤 of the single monomial 𝐮5 = (0, 1, 4), mapped by 𝜑 to (1, 2, 7).

Let 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑, 𝑒 denote the coefficients of 𝑧4, 𝑦3𝑧2, 𝑦6, 𝑥𝑦𝑧3, 𝑥𝑦4𝑧 in the polynomial 𝑔. The matrix

that represents 𝑔⋅ with respect to the bases {𝐮𝐢} of 𝑅′
𝑤 and {𝐯𝐣} of 𝑀 ′

𝑤 is

𝐀𝑤 =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

𝑎 0 𝑏 0 𝑐
𝑑 𝑏 𝑒 𝑐 0
0 0 𝑎 0 𝑏
0 𝑎 𝑑 𝑏 𝑒
0 0 0 𝑎 𝑑

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

.

Since det(𝐀𝑤) = −2𝑎3𝑏𝑒 − 2𝑎2𝑐𝑑 + 3𝑎2𝑏𝑑, it follows that no bĳection �̂� ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 satisfies both

divisibility and uniqueness.
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8. Non Cancellation Lemma

In this section, we fix 𝑚, 𝑛, 𝜏 ∈ ℕ such that 2𝑛 + 2 ≤ 𝑚. The vectors

𝐞1 = (1, 1,−1), 𝐞2 = (0, 3,−2)

form a ℤ−basis of the lattice of integral vectors (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) of weight 𝑎′ + 2𝑏′ + 3𝑐′ = 0. For an

integer ℎ, define 𝐪ℎ = (0, 0, 𝑚) + ℎ𝐞2 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2ℎ). The assumption 2𝑛 + 2 ≤ 𝑚 guarantees that

the monomials 𝐪𝑛 and 𝐪𝑛+1 have non-negative coordinates.

Definition 8.1. The special block ℬ is the set consisting of the 2𝜏 + 3 monomials

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐮0𝓁 = 𝓁𝐞2 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1,

𝐮1𝓁 = 𝐞1 + 𝓁𝐞2 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏.

The special block 𝒞 is the set consisting of the 2𝜏 + 3 monomials

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐯0𝓁 = 𝐪𝑛+𝓁 = (0, 0, 𝑚) + (𝓁 + 𝑛)𝐞2 for 1 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1,

𝐯1𝓁 = 𝐞1 + 𝐪𝑛+𝓁 = (0, 0, 𝑚) + 𝐞1 + (𝓁 + 𝑛)𝐞2 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1.

Note that the superscript 𝑖 of 𝐮𝑖𝓁 and 𝐯𝑖𝓁 is equal to the first coordinate of the vector. We let ℬ𝑖

and 𝒞 𝑖
denote the set of monomials with superscript equal to 𝑖 in ℬ and in 𝒞 , respectively. The

sets ℬ0
and 𝒞 1

contain 𝜏 + 2 monomials, while ℬ1
and 𝒞 0

contain 𝜏 + 1 monomials.

For each 𝓁0 in {0,… , 𝜏+1} we define a bĳection �̂�𝓁0
∶ ℬ → 𝒞 sending 𝐮0𝓁0 to 𝐯1𝓁0 , and mapping

ℬ0 ⧵ {𝐮0𝓁0} (resp. ℬ1
) to 𝒞 0

(resp. 𝒞 1 ⧵ {𝐯1𝓁0}) so that order defined by the index 𝓁 is respected:

(61)

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎩

�̂�𝓁0
(𝐮0𝓁) = 𝐯0𝓁+1 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 < 𝓁0,

�̂�𝓁0
(𝐮0𝓁0) = 𝐯1𝓁0

�̂�𝓁0
(𝐮0𝓁) = 𝐯0𝓁 for 𝓁0 < 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1,

�̂�𝓁0
(𝐮1𝓁) = 𝐯1𝓁 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 < 𝓁0,

�̂�𝓁0
(𝐮1𝓁) = 𝐯1𝓁+1 for 𝓁0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏.

As in the previous sections, we call �̂�𝓁0
(𝐮) − 𝐮 the �̂�𝓁0

-multiplier of 𝐮.

Lemma 8.2. The bĳections �̂�𝓁0
have the same multiset of multipliers, namely 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 with multiplicity

1, 𝐪𝑛 and 𝐪𝑛+1 both with multiplicity 𝜏 + 1. In particular, they satisfy divisibility, that is, the multipliers
have non-negative entries. Any two of these bĳections have the same parity, that is, (�̂�2)−1◦�̂�1 is an even
permutation.

Proof. The statement about the multipliers is clear. To verify the claim about the parity we note

that �̂�−1
𝓁0+1

◦�̂�𝓁0
is the 3-cycle (𝐮0𝓁0 ,𝐮

1
𝓁0
,𝐮0𝓁0+1). □

The bĳections �̂�𝓁0
are the unique bĳections ℬ → 𝒞 having multiset of multipliers as in the

previous Lemma; in fact, the following stronger result holds.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose �̂� ∶ ℬ ⧵ {𝐮00} → 𝒞 is injective and

(1) �̂� has the divisibility property;
(2) none of the multipliers �̂�(𝐮) = �̂�(𝐮) − 𝐮 is of the form 𝐪ℎ or 𝐪ℎ + 𝐞1 with ℎ < 𝑛.
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Then, there are at least (𝜏 + 1) monomials 𝐮 in ℬ ⧵ {𝐮00} such that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛.
If �̂� can be extended to a bĳection ℬ → 𝒞 that still verifies (1) and (2) and for which the multiplier 𝐪𝑛

has multiplicity at most (𝜏 + 1), then the extension is one of the bĳections �̂�𝓁0
constructed above.

Proof. Since �̂� is injective, the image of �̂� misses exactly one of the monomials in 𝒞 .

Case 1. Suppose first that the monomial not in the image of �̂� is 𝐯1𝓁1 , 0 ≤ 𝓁1 ≤ 𝜏 + 1. In this

case, every monomial in 𝒞 0
is in the image of �̂�. By the divisibility property, the inverse image

of 𝒞 0
is contained in ℬ0

, thus, there is a permutation 𝜎 of {1,… , 𝜏 + 1} such that

�̂�(𝐮0𝓁) = 𝐯0𝜎(𝓁) for all 1 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1.

On the other hand, computing the corresponding multipliers

�̂�(𝐮0𝓁) − 𝐮0𝓁 = 𝐯0𝜎(𝓁) − 𝐮0𝓁 = 𝐪𝑛+𝜎(𝓁)−𝓁

we see that 𝜎(𝓁) ≥ 𝓁, using the assumption that no multiplier can be of the form 𝐪ℎ with ℎ < 𝑛.
We conclude that 𝜎 is the identity, and thus the monomials 𝐮0𝓁, for 1 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1, all have

multiplier 𝐪𝑛, and this proves the first statement of the lemma in Case 1.

Suppose furthermore that �̂� can be extended to a bĳection ℬ → 𝒞 , which we still denote by

�̂�, that verifies (1) and (2) and for which the multiplier 𝐪𝑛 has multiplicity at most (𝜏 + 1). Then,

�̂� must map 𝐮00 to the monomial 𝐯1𝓁1 missing from the image of the original map. Furthermore,

there is a bĳection �̃� ∶ {0,… , 𝜏} → {0,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝓁1} such that

�̂�(𝐮1𝓁) = 𝐯1�̃�(𝓁) for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏.

We must have �̃�(𝓁) > 𝓁 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏, because there cannot be more than 𝜏 + 1 multipliers equal

to 𝐪𝑛, and there are no multipliers 𝐪ℎ with ℎ < 𝑛. Then, 0 cannot be in the image of �̃�, so 𝓁1 = 0.

By descending induction on 𝓁, we see that �̃�(𝓁) = 𝓁 + 1 for 𝓁 = 0, 1,… , 𝜏. We conclude �̂� = �̂�0.

Case 2. Suppose now that the monomial missing in the image is one of the monomials in 𝒞 0
,

say 𝐯0𝑝. Then, the image of ℬ0
cannot be contained in 𝒞 0

, that is, there are integers 𝓁0 and 𝓁1,

satisfying 1 ≤ 𝓁0 ≤ 𝜏 + 1 and 0 ≤ 𝓁1 ≤ 𝜏 + 1, such that �̂�(𝐮0𝓁0) = 𝐯1𝓁1 . We compute

�̂�(𝐮0𝓁0) = 𝐯1𝓁1 − 𝐮0𝓁0 = 𝐪𝑛+𝓁1−𝓁0 + 𝐞1

and we conclude 𝓁1 ≥ 𝓁0 by the assumptions on the multipliers.

On the other hand, by divisibility, �̂�must map ℬ1
𝑛 to 𝒞 1

, so there is a bĳection �̃� ∶ {0,… , 𝜏} →

{0,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝓁1} such that �̂�(𝐮1𝓁) = 𝐯1�̃�(𝓁) for all 𝓁 ∈ {0,… , 𝜏}. As in Case 1, we must have

�̃�(𝓁) ≥ 𝓁 for all 𝓁 ∈ {0,… , 𝜏}, and this implies, by ascending induction on 𝓁, that

�̂�(𝐮1𝓁) = 𝐯1𝓁 for all 0 ≤ 𝓁 < 𝓁1.

Similarly, there is a bĳection 𝜎 ∶ {1,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝓁0} → {1,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝑝} such that �̂�(𝐮0𝓁) = 𝐯0𝜎(𝓁)
for all 𝓁 in the domain of 𝜎. Again, 𝜎(𝓁) ≥ 𝓁 by the assumptions on the multipliers, hence

�̂�(𝐮0𝓁) = 𝐯0𝓁 for all 𝓁0 < 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1

because we need to find an image 𝐯0𝜎(𝓁) with 𝜎(𝓁) ≥ 𝓁 for every 𝐮0𝓁 satisfying 𝓁0 < 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1. In

particular, 𝑝 ≤ 𝓁0. This gives �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛 for at least (𝜏 + 1) − 𝓁0 + 𝓁1 ≥ 𝜏 + 1 monomials.

Finally, suppose �̂� can be extended to a bĳection ℬ → 𝒞 , which we still denote by �̂�, that

verifies (1) and (2) and for which the multiplier 𝐪𝑛 has multiplicity at most (𝜏 +1). Then, we must

have 𝓁1 = 𝓁0, that is, �̂�(𝐮0𝓁0) = 𝐯1𝓁0 . Recall that �̂� maps 𝐮1𝓁 to 𝐯1�̃�(𝓁) for some injective map

�̃� ∶ {0,… , 𝜏} → {0,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝓁0}
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that satisfies �̃�(𝓁) = 𝓁 if 0 ≤ 𝓁 < 𝓁0. The extra information we obtain from the assumption that

the multiplier 𝐪𝑛 has multiplicity at most 𝜏 + 1 is that that �̃�(𝓁) > 𝓁 for 𝓁 ≥ 𝓁0. We deduce that

�̃�(𝜏) = 𝜏 + 1, �̃�(𝜏 − 1) = 𝜏, … , �̃�(𝓁0) = 𝓁0 + 1,

and therefore �̂� coincide with �̂�𝓁0
on ℬ1

.

In order to prove that the two bĳections coincide also on ℬ0
, observe that �̂� must send the

monomial 𝐮00 missing in the original domain to the monomial 𝐯0𝑝 missing in the image of the

original map. If 𝓁 ≠ 0 and 𝓁 ≠ 𝓁0, the map �̂� sends 𝐮1𝓁 to 𝐯1𝑛,𝜎(𝓁), where

𝜎 ∶ {1,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝓁0} → {1,… , 𝜏 + 1} ⧵ {𝑝}

is a bĳection that satisfies 𝜎(𝓁) = 𝓁 if 𝓁0 < 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏 + 1. As above, from the assumption on the

multiplicity of 𝐪𝑛 we deduce that 𝜎(𝓁) > 𝓁 for 𝓁 < 𝓁0. Hence, 𝑝 = 1 and 𝜎(𝓁) = 𝓁 + 1 for

1 ≤ 𝓁 < 𝓁0, that is, �̂� coincides with �̂�𝓁0
. □

9. The cases 𝑤 ≡ 1 or 2 modulo 3

In this section, we assume the weight 𝑤 is congruent to either 1 or 2 (mod 3), and satisfies

3𝑚 − 2 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 10. In this range, the rectangular regions ℛ▭
𝑤 ad ℳ▭

𝑤 are nonempty. While

the bĳection 𝜑 does not satisfy uniqueness, we will prove that 𝜑 satisfies Non cancellation, by

showing that uniqueness only fails due to the presence of the special blocks analyzed in Section

8. Since we assume that 𝕜 has characteristic 0, we conclude that 𝑔𝑤⋅ is an isomorphism.

We begin by introducing filtrations on ℛ′
𝑤 and ℳ′

𝑤 that are needed to set up the inductive

procedure of the proof.

Definition 9.1. Recall that 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 = 6𝑚 − 9 − 𝑤 − 6𝑛 (see page 11). We let 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 denote the largest

integer 𝑛 such that 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≥ 0, that is,

𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = ⌊

6𝑚 − 9 −𝑤
6

⌋ = 𝑚 − 1 + ⌊

−3 −𝑤
6

⌋.

Remark 9.2. We observe

(1) if 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod. 6), then 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝑚−1−𝑤+5
6 and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 2;

(2) if 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod. 6), then 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝑚−1−𝑤+4
6

and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 1;

(3) if 𝑤 ≡ 4 (mod. 6), then 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝑚−1−𝑤+8
6

and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 5;

(4) if 𝑤 ≡ 5 (mod. 6), then 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝑚−1−𝑤+7
6

and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 4.

In any case, 2𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥+2 ≤ 𝑚−1, and the assumption 2𝑛+2 ≤ 𝑚 of Section 8 is verified by all 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥.

Definition 9.3. For 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥, define

(62) ℋ𝑛 =
{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ′
𝑤 ∶ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5 or 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2

}

,

(63) 𝒦𝑛 =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ′
𝑤 ∶ 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5 or 𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5

}

.

It is clear that the sets ℋ𝑛 (resp. 𝒦𝑛) increase with 𝑛, and ℋ𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = ℛ′
𝑤 (resp. 𝒦𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = ℳ′

𝑤).

Set 𝑐𝑤 = 2(𝜏𝑤 + 1). A monomial 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ′
𝑤 lies in the rectangular region if and only if

𝑐 < 𝑐𝑤. Monomials 𝐮 with 𝑐(𝐮) = 𝑐𝑤 lie in the triangular region but are close to the rectangular

region.

Proposition 9.4. Let 𝜑 ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 be the bĳection defined as 𝜑△ on ℛ△
𝑤 and as 𝜑▭ on ℛ▭

𝑤 . Then,
𝜑(ℋ𝑛) = 𝒦𝑛 for every 𝑛. Furthermore,
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(1) ℋ𝑛 ∩ℛ▭
𝑤 =

{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 ∶ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5

}

,
(2) 𝒦𝑛 ∩ℳ▭

𝑤 =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 ∶ 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5

}

,

(3) ℋ𝑛∩ℛ△
𝑤 =

{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2

}

if𝑤 ≡ 0 or𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3), while ℋ𝑛∩ℛ△
𝑤 =

{

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2

}

∪
{

𝐮△2,𝑛
}

if𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3)where𝐮△2,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−5, 3𝑛+3, 𝑐𝑤),

(4) 𝒦𝑛∩ℳ
△
𝑤 =

{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5

}

if𝑤 ≡ 0 or𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3), while 𝒦𝑛∩ℳ
△
𝑤 =

{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5

}

∪
{

𝜑
(

𝐮△2,𝑛
)}

if 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Proof. Suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 6 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6(𝑛 + 1). Then, 𝐮 ≻ 𝐮(3𝑛+2) by Lemma

4.14, hence 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 3 by Lemma 4.13. Therefore, on ℛ▭
𝑤 the condition 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2 implies

𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, and ℋ𝑛 ∩ℛ▭
𝑤 consists of those 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭

𝑤 that satisfy 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5.

Suppose that 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 and 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 6 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6(𝑛 + 1). The condition that 𝐯 belongs

to ℳ▭
𝑤 is that 𝑡ℳ(𝐯) ≤ 𝜏𝑤, that is,

(64) 6𝑚 − 6 −𝑤 ≤ 𝑖 + 𝑗 − 𝜂(−𝑖 − 𝑗) − 𝜂(𝑤).

If we add the condition 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 6, we obtain 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 9. Thus, on ℳ▭
𝑤 the condition 𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5

implies 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, and 𝒦𝑛 ∩ℳ▭
𝑤 consists of the 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ▭

𝑤 such that 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5.

Suppose that 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 3. Since 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△

𝑤 , formula (30) implies

(65) 𝑎 +𝑤 = 2𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 ≤ 6𝑚 − 12 − 3𝜖(𝑐) + 2𝜂(𝑎 + 2𝑏) − 2𝑏.

If we add the condition 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 3, then we see that

(66) 𝑎 ≤ 6𝑚 − 12 −𝑤 − 3𝜖(𝑐) + 2𝜂(𝑎 + 2𝑏) − 6𝑛 − 6 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 9 − 3𝜖(𝑐) + 2𝜂(𝑎 + 2𝑏).

This implies 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, and 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 6 unless 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 3, 𝜖(𝑐) = 0 and 𝜂(𝑎) = 2. Therefore,

any 𝐯 in ℋ𝑛 which belongs to ℛ△
𝑤 satisfies either 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2 or 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 3, 𝜖(𝑐) = 0

and 𝜂(𝑎) = 2. As 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≡ −𝑤 (mod 3), the latter conditions imply 2 ≡ −𝑤− 5 (mod 3), hence 𝑤 ≡ 2
(mod 3) and 𝐮 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 3𝑛 + 3, 𝑐𝑤).

Suppose that 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 and 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛+6. We have 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 𝜂(𝑤) − 𝑗 − 𝜂(𝑗 −𝑤) by Lemma

5.4. If 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 7 or if 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 6 and 𝑤 ≡ 0 or 1 (mod 3), we deduce 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 6. If 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 6
and 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3), we deduce 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5. Thus, 𝒦𝑛 ∩ℳ△

𝑤 =
{

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5

}

when 𝑤 ≡ 0 or 1 (mod 3), while for 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3) the intersection 𝒦𝑛 ∩ℳ△
𝑤 also contains the

unique monomial of the triangular region for which 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5 and 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 6, which is

(67) (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 6𝑛 + 6, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 2) = 𝜑
(

𝐮△2,𝑛
)

,

see 9.10. We can easily check that 𝜑 maps ℋ𝑛 onto 𝒦𝑛: by construction, 𝜑 maps a monomial

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) in the rectangular region ℛ▭
𝑤 to a monomial 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in the rectangular region ℳ▭

𝑤
having 𝑖 = 𝑎; and 𝜑 maps a monomial 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) in the triangular region ℛ△

𝑤 to a monomial

𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in the triangular region ℳ▭
𝑤 with the same 𝑟-invariant, that is, with 𝑏 = ⌊

𝑗
2
⌋. □

9.1. Special blocks.

Definition 9.5. Assume 𝑤 ≡ 1, 2 (mod 3) and let 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛max. The 𝑛𝑡ℎ special block ℬ𝑛 of ℛ′
𝑤 is

the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) in ℛ′
𝑤 for which 𝑎 is either 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 or 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 −1, and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛−1+ 𝜂(𝑤).

Similarly, the 𝑛𝑡ℎ special block 𝒞𝑛 of ℳ′
𝑤 is the set of monomials 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ′

𝑤 for which 𝑖 is

either 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 or 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 and 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 2.
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Lemma 9.6. Assume 𝑤 ≡ 1, 2 (mod 3) and let 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛max. Let

(68) 𝐮0𝑛,0 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 3𝑛 − 1 + 𝜂(𝑤), 𝑐𝑤).

Then, in the notation of Section 8 with 𝜏 = 𝜏𝑤, we have ℬ𝑛 = 𝐮0𝑛,0+ℬ and 𝒞𝑛 = 𝐮0𝑛,0+𝒞 . The restriction
of 𝜑 to ℬ𝑛 is given by the formula 𝜑(𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐳) = 𝐮0𝑛,0 + �̂�0(𝐳) (𝐳 ∈ ℬ). In particular, 𝒞𝑛 = 𝜑(ℬ𝑛).

Proof. Explicitly, the statement is that the special block ℬ𝑛 consists of the monomials

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐮0𝑛,𝓁 =
(

𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 3(𝑛 + 𝓁) − 1 + 𝜂(𝑤), 𝑐𝑤−2𝓁
)

= 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝓁𝐞2 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 + 1,

𝐮1𝑛,𝓁 =
(

𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 3(𝑛 + 𝓁) + 𝜂(𝑤), 𝑐𝑤−2𝓁−1
)

= 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝓁𝐞2 + 𝐞1 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤; ,

that the special bloc 𝒞𝑛 consists of the monomials

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐯0𝑛,𝓁 =
(

𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 6𝑛 + 3𝓁 − 1 + 𝜂(𝑤), 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚−2(𝑛 + 𝓁)
)

= 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛+𝓁 for 1 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 + 1,

𝐯1𝑛,𝓁 =
(

𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 6𝑛 + 3𝓁 + 𝜂(𝑤), 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚−2(𝑛 + 𝓁) − 1
)

= 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛+𝓁 + 𝐞1 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 + 1,

and finally that the bĳection 𝜑 on ℬ𝑛 is given by

(69)

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎩

𝜑(𝐮0𝑛,0) = 𝐯1𝑛,0,

𝜑(𝐮0𝑛,𝓁) = 𝐯0𝑛,𝓁 for 1 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 + 1,

𝜑(𝐮1𝑛,𝓁) = 𝐯1𝑛,𝓁+1 for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤.

The 𝜑-multipliers 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 are therefore

(70)

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎩

𝐪(𝐮0𝑛,0) = 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 = (1, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1),

𝐪(𝐮0𝑛,𝓁) = 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) for 1 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 + 1,

𝐪(𝐮1𝑛,𝓁) = 𝐪𝑛+1 = (0, 3𝑛 + 3, 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 2) for 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤.

To prove the statement, observe that monomials in ℛ′
𝑤 with given first coordinate 𝑎 differ from

one another by a multiple of 𝐞2 = (0, 3,−2). One monomial of weight𝑤 and first coordinate 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1
is 𝐮0𝑛,0, and one monomial of weight𝑤 and first coordinate 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 is 𝐮1𝑛,0 = 𝐮0𝑛,0+𝐞1. Adding 𝓁𝐞2, with

𝓁 negative, gives a monomial with 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛−4+𝜂(𝑤) in the former case and 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛−3+𝜂(𝑤) in the

latter. The upper bound on 𝓁 is what is needed to keep the third coordinate of 𝐮 non-negative.

Similarly, in ℳ′
𝑤 one monomial of ℳ-weight𝑤 and first coordinate 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 is 𝐯0𝑛,0 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 6𝑛+

𝜂(𝑤) − 1, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛), and one monomial of weight 𝑤 and first coordinate 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 is 𝐯1𝑛,0 = 𝐯0𝑛,0 + 𝐞1.
To be in 𝒞𝑛, a monomial 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) must have 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 𝜂(𝑤), thus, for 𝐯0𝑛,0 + 𝓁𝐞2 (resp. 𝐯1𝑛,0 + 𝓁𝐞2)
to be in 𝒞𝑛 we need 𝓁 ≥ 1 (resp. 𝓁 ≥ 0). The upper bound on 𝓁 is what is needed for 𝑖 + 𝑗 to be

less or equal than 3(𝑚 − 1).
As to the computation of the multipliers, note that all monomials different from 𝐮0𝑛,0 in the

special block ℬ𝑛 are in the rectangular region because their third coordinate is < 𝑐𝑤. For the

monomials 𝐮 in the rectangular region the multiplier is 𝐪ℎ where ℎ = 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮)), and

our claim follows from 𝜆(6𝑛 + 1) = 𝑛 and 𝜆(6𝑛) = 𝑛 + 1. The fact that the 𝜑-multiplier of 𝐮0𝑛,0 is

𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 will be shown below when we compute the 𝜑-multipliers of monomials in the triangular

region with 𝑐 = 𝑐𝑤. □
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Definition 9.7. Fix an integer 𝑛 satisfying 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛max. We say that the monomial 𝐮0𝑛,0 =
(𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 3𝑛− 1 + 𝜂(𝑤), 𝑐𝑤) of formula (68) is the corner monomial of the special block ℬ𝑛. It is the

unique monomial 𝐮 in ℬ𝑛 that lies in ℛ△
𝑤 .

For 0 ≤ 𝓁 ≤ 𝜏𝑤 + 1 we define a bĳection �̂�𝑛,𝓁 ∶ ℬ𝑛 → 𝒞𝑛 by the formula

�̂�𝑛,𝓁(𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐳) = 𝐮0𝑛,0 + �̂�𝓁0
(𝐳) (𝐳 ∈ ℬ),

where �̂�𝓁0
∶ ℬ → 𝒞 is as in Section 8 with 𝜏 = 𝜏𝑤.

Remark 9.8. The restriction of 𝜑 to ℬ𝑛 is �̂�𝑛,0, by Lemma 9.6. By Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3, among the

bĳections ℬ𝑛 → 𝒞𝑛, the �̂�𝑛,𝓁 are precisely those having the same multiset of multipliers as �̂�𝑛,0,
and they have the same parity as �̂�𝑛,0. In other words, �̂�𝑛,0 ∶ ℬ𝑛 → 𝒞𝑛 satisfies Non cancellation.

We can now state the result that concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 9.9. Suppose𝑤 ≡ 1, 2 modulo 3 and 3𝑚−1 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚−10. Let �̂� ∶ ℛ′
𝑤 → ℳ′

𝑤 be a bĳection
having the same multipliers multiset as 𝜑. Then

(1) �̂� and 𝜑 coincide on monomials that do no belong to any special block ℬ𝑛;
(2) for each 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛max, the restriction of �̂� to the special block ℬ𝑛 is one of the (𝜏𝑤 + 2) bĳections

�̂�𝑛,𝓁0 ∶ ℬ𝑛 → 𝒞𝑛 of Definition 9.7.
In particular, �̂� and 𝜑 have the same parity, and the bĳection 𝜑 satisfies Non cancellation.

9.2. Proof of Theorem 9.9 in case 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3). We need an auxiliary result, namely, we need

to list the monomials of the triangular region whose 𝜑-multiplier 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) has 𝑎′ = 0, 1.

Proposition 9.10. Suppose 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3). We list in Table 1 the monomials 𝐮 of the triangular region
ℛ△
𝑤 whose𝜑-multiplier has 𝑎′ equal to either 0 or 1, together with their𝜑-multipliers 𝐪(𝐮) and their images

𝜑(𝐮) in ℳ△
𝑤 . It follows there is no 𝐮 in the triangular region ℛ△

𝑤 whose 𝜑-multiplier is 𝐪0 = (0, 0, 𝑚).

Table 1. 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝑛, 𝑐𝑤 = 2(𝜏𝑤 + 1), 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛), 𝐞1 = (1, 1,−1)

𝐮 𝐪(𝐮) 𝜑(𝐮) range of 𝑛

𝐮△
1,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 3𝑛 + 2, 𝑐𝑤) 𝐪𝑛+1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 6𝑛 + 5, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 2) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1 if 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 6)

0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 if 𝑤 ≡ 5 (mod 6)
𝐮△
2,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 3𝑛 + 3, 𝑐𝑤) 𝐪𝑛+1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 6𝑛 + 6, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 2) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1

𝐮△
3,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤) 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 6𝑛 + 2, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝐮△
4,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤 + 1) 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 6𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1 if 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 6)

0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 if 𝑤 ≡ 5 (mod 6)

Proof. We first explain the notation used in the table. The multipliers are 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) and

𝐪𝑛+ 𝐞1 = (1, 3𝑛+1, 𝑚−2𝑛−1). Recall that 𝑐𝑤 = 2(𝜏𝑤+1) is the smallest possible value of the third

coordinate 𝑐(𝐮) for monomials 𝐮 in the triangular region ℛ△
𝑤 .

The statement follows easily from Lemma 5.5. Write 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) and 𝐪(𝐮) = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′). If 𝑎′ = 0,

then by Lemma 5.5 we have that 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) = 𝜏𝑤 + 1, 𝑎 is congruent to either 1 or 2 modulo 3, and

𝑐 ≡ 𝑎+𝑤 ≡ 0 modulo 2. Thus, 𝑐 = 2(𝜏𝑤 + 1) = 𝑐𝑤 and 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 is congruent to either 3 or 5 modulo

6, therefore either 𝐮 = 𝐮△1,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 3𝑛 + 2, 𝑐𝑤) or 𝐮 = 𝐮△2,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 3𝑛 + 3, 𝑐𝑤) for some 𝑛.
If 𝑎′ = 1, then by Lemma 5.5 we have 𝑡ℛ(𝐮) = 𝜏𝑤+1 and either 𝑎 is congruent to 0modulo 3 and

𝑐 ≡ 𝑎 +𝑤 ≡ 0 modulo 2, or 𝑎 is congruent to 2 modulo 3 and 𝑐 ≡ 𝑎 +𝑤 ≡ 1 modulo 2. It follows
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that either 𝑐 = 2(𝜏𝑤+1) = 𝑐𝑤 and 𝛿𝑤−𝑎 is congruent to 1 modulo 6, or or 𝑐 = 2(𝜏𝑤+1)+1 = 𝑐𝑤+1
and 𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎 is congruent to 2 modulo 6. Therefore, either 𝐮 = 𝐮△3,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤) or

𝐮△4,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤 + 1) for some 𝑛. □

Remark 9.11. Observe that the monomial 𝐮△3,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 3𝑛+ 1, 𝑐𝑤) is the corner monomial 𝐮0𝑛,0 of

the special block ℬ𝑛. It is also one of the (at most two) monomials whose 𝜑-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1.
The monomial 𝐮△2,𝑛 has already appeared in Proposition 9.4.

Proof of Theorem 9.9 in case 𝑤 ≡ 2. The proof proceeds by induction on 𝑛 examining the behavior

of �̂� on the boundary 𝜕ℋ𝑛 = ℋ𝑛 ⧵ℋ𝑛−1. By Proposition 9.4 , for 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 the boundary 𝜕ℋ𝑛 is

the disjoint union of

(1) the special block ℬ𝑛,

(2) the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 satisfying 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5,

(3) the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 satisfying 3𝑛 ≤ 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2, with the exception of

𝐮△2,𝑛−1, that has 𝑏 = 3𝑛, but is in ℋ𝑛−1, and of the corner monomial 𝐮△3,𝑛 that has 𝑏 = 3𝑛+ 1,

but is in the special block ℬ𝑛, and

(4) the monomial 𝐮△2,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 3𝑛 + 3, 𝑐𝑤) (for 𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥).

Before we can write the induction statement, we need to describe in detail the multipliers

multiset common to 𝜑 and �̂�. Recall that multipliers are monomials 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) satisfying

𝑎′ + 2𝑏′ + 3𝑐′ = 3𝑚. If 𝑎′ = 0, then 𝐪 = 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) for some integer 𝑛, because the weight

is 3𝑚 and therefore 𝑏′ is a multiple of 3. The monomials 𝐪𝑛 occur as 𝜑-multipliers, that is, as

𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 for some monomial 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
𝑤, with the following multiplicities:

a) 𝐪0 = (0, 0, 𝑚) is the 𝜑-multiplier 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 of (𝑡𝑤 + 1) monomials 𝐮, namely of those

monomials 𝐮 that belong to the rectangular region and have 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 1 (these monomial

belong to the special block ℬ0); 𝐪0 = (0, 0, 𝑚) is not the 𝜑-multiplier of any monomial of

the triangular region by Proposition 9.10.

b) 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) for 1 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 is the 𝜑-multiplier of 6(𝑡𝑤 + 1) monomials of the

rectangular region (those 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 for which 𝑎 assumes one of the values

𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 2, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 4, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 5, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 so that 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝑛)); it also appears

twice as the multiplier of 𝐮△1,𝑛−1 and 𝐮△2,𝑛−1. Note that exactly (𝑡𝑤 + 1) of these monomials,

namely those in the rectangular region having 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, belong to the boundary 𝜕ℋ𝑛,

the rest belong to ℋ𝑛−1 (see table 1).

c) (not needed for the proof) When 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 6), 𝐪𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥+1 is the 𝜑-multiplier of exactly

(𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials, those in the rectangular region having 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 1. When 𝑤 ≡ 5
(mod 6), it is the 𝜑-multiplier of exactly 4(𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials, those in the rectangular

region having 𝑎 ∈ {4, 2, 1, 0}; it is also the 𝜑-multiplier of one monomial of the triangular

region, namely of 𝐮△1,𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = (1, 3𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 + 2, 𝑐𝑤).

On the other end, the multipliers 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) with 𝑎′ > 0 arise only for the triangular region,

and, we count them collectively according to the value of 𝑏′. As in Theorem 5.6 let

ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟 =

{

𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 ∶ 𝑏(𝐮) = 𝑟

}

, ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 =

{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ ⌊𝑗(𝐯)∕2⌋ = 𝑟

}

,

𝜈+𝑟 = #
{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 ∶ 𝑗(𝐯) = 2𝑟

}

, 𝜈−𝑟 = #
{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 ∶ 𝑗(𝐯) = 2𝑟 + 1

}

,

so that #ℛ△
𝑤,𝑟 = #ℳ△

𝑤,𝑟 = 𝜈+𝑟 + 𝜈
−
𝑟 . Furthermore, given an integer ℎ, the number of 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△

𝑤 whose

𝜑-multiplier 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 has 𝑏′ = ℎ is equal to 𝜈+ℎ + 𝜈−ℎ−1; note that when ℎ = 3𝑛 this

number counts also the occurrences of 𝐪𝑛 as the 𝜑-multiplier of the monomials 𝐮△1,𝑛−1 and 𝐮△2,𝑛−1.
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By induction we will show that for each 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 the following statements hold:

(i) the restriction of �̂� to the special block ℬ𝑛 is, up to translation as in the statement, one of

the bĳections �̂�𝓁0
of Section 8;

(ii) �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) if 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 satisfies 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5;

(iii) �̂� sends monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 satisfying 3𝑛 ≤ 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2, with the possible

exception of the corner monomial 𝐮△3,𝑛, to monomials �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 having the same

𝑟-invariant (that is, ⌊
𝑗
2
⌋ = 𝑏);

(iv) �̂�
(

𝐮△2,𝑛
)

= 𝜑
(

𝐮△2,𝑛
)

(for 𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥); note that from statements (i)-(iv) it follows that �̂�maps

the boundary 𝜕ℋ𝑛 of ℋ𝑛 bĳectively onto the boundary 𝜕𝒦𝑛 = 𝒦𝑛 ⧵𝒦𝑛−1 of 𝒦𝑛.

(v) if 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛 and �̂�(𝐮) = �̂�(𝐮) − 𝐮 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) is the corresponding �̂�-multiplier, then

3𝑛 ≤ 𝑏′ ≤ 3(𝑛 + 1) and

(A) 𝐪𝑛 = �̂�(𝐮) for exactly (𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials 𝐮 in ℬ𝑛;

(B) if 𝑛 > 0 (resp. if 𝑛 = 0) there are 𝜈+3𝑛 − 1 (resp. 𝜈+0 ) monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛 whose �̂�
multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 and 𝑎′ > 0;

(C) the �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 all arise from monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛;

(D) the �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2 all arise from monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛;

(E) if 𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥, the �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3(𝑛 + 1) arise from monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛,

except for (𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 𝜈+3(𝑛+1) − 1 many, of which at most (𝜏𝑤 + 1) are equal to 𝐪𝑛+1.

The Theorem follows from these statements: this is clear, except for the equality �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮)
for all monomials 𝐮 in the triangular region that do not belong to any special block (that is, are

different from the corner monomials). To prove this last point, note that the restrictions of �̂� and

𝜑 to the special block ℬ𝑛 have the same multiset of multipliers by induction and Lemma 8.2,

while their restrictions to the rectangular region minus the special blocks coincide by induction.

It follows that the restrictions of �̂� and 𝜑 to the triangular region minus the union of the special

blocks also have the same multiset of multipliers, hence they coincide by Theorem 5.6.

We break the inductive proof of statements (𝑖) − (𝑣) into seven steps. These steps include the

initial case 𝑛 = 0. For 𝑛 > 0 we proceed by induction, in particular, we assume that �̂� maps ℋ𝑛−1
to 𝒦𝑛−1, and that all �̂�-multipliers �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) of monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛. The

whole argument is summarized in table 2.

Step 1. The bĳection �̂� maps the special block ℬ𝑛 to the special block 𝒞𝑛, and the restriction of

�̂� to ℬ𝑛 is, up to translation, one of the (𝜏𝑤 + 2) bĳections of Lemma 8.2, hence it has the same

multiset of multipliers as the restriction of 𝜑 to ℬ𝑛.

Proof of Step 1. Suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℬ𝑛 and let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮). We claim that �̂� ∈ 𝒞𝑛. As

𝐮 ∉ ℋ𝑛−1, by induction �̂� ∉ 𝒦𝑛−1, and in particular 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛. As 𝐮 ∈ ℬ𝑛, we have 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1
and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛+1. By divisibility, 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎, so that 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≥ 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 −1, and to check that �̂� belongs to 𝒞𝑛 it

remains to show 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛+2. By the induction hypothesis on the multipliers, if 𝑞 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = �̂�−𝐮,

then 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛. Therefore 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 6𝑛 + 1. Thus we have to exclude the case 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 1.

Suppose first �̂� is in the rectangular region. The inverse image 𝐮0 = (𝑎0, 𝑏0, 𝑐0) = 𝜑−1(�̂�) under

𝜑 of �̂� is then in the rectangular region, so that �̂� = 𝜑(𝐮0) = 𝐮0 + 𝐪𝜆(𝐮0), that is, 𝑖 = 𝑎0 and

𝑗 = 𝑏0 + 3𝜆(𝐮0). As 𝑎0 is equal to either 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 or 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 and 𝐮0 belongs to the rectangular region,

𝑏0 ≥ 3𝑛+2 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14. The value of 𝜆(𝐮0) is 𝑛 if 𝑎0 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, and is 𝑛+1 if 𝑎0 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛.
Thus, 𝑗 = 𝑏0 + 3𝜆 ≥ 3𝑛 + 2 + 3𝑛 = 6𝑛 + 2, which means that �̂� belongs to 𝒞𝑛 as claimed.
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Suppose next that �̂� is in the triangular region and 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 1. Recall that 𝑖 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1}.

Since 𝑖 ≡ 𝑤 − 2𝑗 ≡ 0 and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≡ −𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3), we must have 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1. Then,

(71) �̂� = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 6𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛) = 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛.

(Note that, under the original bĳection 𝜑, this monomial is the image of 𝐮△4,𝑛 with multiplier

𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 by Proposition 9.10, and 𝐮△4,𝑛 does not belong to ℬ𝑛).

Summarizing, we have shown that the image under �̂� of the special block ℬ𝑛 is contained in

𝒞𝑛 ∪ {𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛}. Suppose by contradiction that �̂�(ℬ𝑛) ≠ 𝒞𝑛. Then, there is 𝐮 ∈ ℬ𝑛 such that

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛. Since 𝑗(𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛) = 6𝑛 + 1, the monomial 𝐮 must have 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 1 because of

the induction hypothesis that all �̂�-multipliers of monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛. The only

monomial in ℬ𝑛 that satisfies 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 1 is the corner monomial 𝐮0𝑛,0. We conclude that the

�̂�-multiplier of the corner monomial of ℬ𝑛 is 𝐪𝑛. On the other hand, the bĳection �̂� must send

the other monomials ofℬ𝑛 injectively in𝒞𝑛, and by Lemma 8.3 the multiplier 𝐪𝑛 occurs as �̂�(𝐮) for

at least (𝜏𝑤 +1) monomials in ℬ𝑛, the corner monomial excluded. Adding the corner monomial,

we count at least (𝜏𝑤+2) occurrences of 𝐪𝑛 as a multiplier, contradicting the induction hypothesis

(vE) that at most (𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 have �̂�-multiplier equal to 𝐪𝑛 (for 𝑛 = 0, the

multiplicity of the multiplier 𝐪0 is exactly (𝜏𝑤 + 1), as noted at the beginning of the proof).

We conclude that �̂�(ℬ𝑛) = 𝒞𝑛 and, using Lemma 8.3 again, that the restriction of �̂� to ℬ𝑛 is,

up to translation, one of the bĳections �̂�𝓁0
of Lemma 8.2. In particular, 𝐪𝑛 is the �̂�-multiplier of

exactly (𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials 𝐮 in ℬ𝑛, and by the induction hypothesis this accounts for all the

remaining occurrences of 𝐪𝑛 as a �̂�-multiplier: if �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛, then 𝐮 ∈ ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛.

Step 2. The bĳection �̂�maps ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 onto ℳ△

𝑤,3𝑛. The set ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 contains one monomial from ℋ𝑛−1,

namely 𝐮△2,𝑛−1 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 + 1, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤), and this monomial, by induction, has �̂�-multiplier 𝐪𝑛. If 𝑛 > 0

(resp. if 𝑛 = 0), there are 𝜈+3𝑛 − 1 (resp. 𝜈+3𝑛) monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝐮△2,𝑛−1
}

whose �̂�-multiplier

has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛, while 𝜈−3𝑛 monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 have �̂�-multiplier with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1. This accounts for

all multipliers left with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛, that is, all monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛 ∪ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 have �̂�-multiplier

�̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) with 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 1.

Proof of Step 2. The argument we use to prove Step 2 is similar to that in the proof of Statement

𝑆𝑟 of Theorem 5.6. By definition, every monomial 𝐮 that does not belong to ℋ𝑛−1 has 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 and

by induction the corresponding �̂�-multiplier �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) has 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛; furthermore, by the first

step of the proof the �̂�-multiplier of a monomial 𝐮 not in ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛 is different from 𝐪𝑛.
Pick a monomial �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ△

𝑤,3𝑛 =
{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ ⌊𝑗(𝐯)∕2⌋ = 3𝑛

}

, and assume �̂� ≠ 𝜑
(

𝐮△2,𝑛−1
)

if 𝑛 > 0. Consider 𝐮 = �̂�−1(�̂�) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐). As �̂� does not belong to 𝒦𝑛−1 ∪ 𝒞𝑛, by induction and

Step 1 the monomial 𝐮 does not belong to ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛. If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) were in ℛ▭
𝑤 , then it would

have 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2, hence 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 3 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14. But then 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 6𝑛 + 3, a

contradiction. Hence 𝐮 belongs to the triangular region.

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛, then the equality 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ together with the induction hypothesis implies 𝑏 = 3𝑛
and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛. It follows that 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△

𝑤,3𝑛, and we conclude that there are precisely 𝜈+3𝑛−1 monomials

if 𝑛 > 0 (resp. 𝜈+0 if 𝑛 = 0) in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝐮△2,𝑛−1
}

whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛. If 𝑛 > 0, by the

induction hypothesis (vE)𝑛−1, this accounts for all the remaining �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3𝑛; for

𝑛 = 0 the same conclusion follows from the computation of the multiplicities of the multipliers

at the beginning of the proof.
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If 𝑗 = 6𝑛+ 1, the �̂�-multiplier �̂� = �̂�− 𝐮 must have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+ 1, and so for the equality 𝑗 = 𝑏+ 𝑏′

to hold we must have 𝑏 = 3𝑛 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1: this means that 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛, thus the number of

monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 is 𝜈−3𝑛.

Step 3. The bĳection �̂� maps ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 ⧵

{

𝐮△3,𝑛
}

onto ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 ⧵

{

𝜑
(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)}

. Note that 𝐮△3,𝑛 is the

corner monomial of the special block ℬ𝑛 and has to be excluded because all we can say about

�̂�
(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)

is that it belongs to the special block 𝒞𝑛, as does 𝜑
(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)

, but the two need not coincide.

The 𝜑-multiplier of 𝐮△3,𝑛 is 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 which, by Step 1, arises also as the �̂�-multiplier of exactly one

monomial in ℬ𝑛 and has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1. The number of monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 ⧵

{

𝐮△3,𝑛
}

whose

�̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛+1 (resp. 𝑏′ = 3𝑛+2) is 𝜈+3𝑛+1−1 (resp. 𝜈−3𝑛+1). After this step, all available

multipliers have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+ 2: if a monomial 𝐮 has �̂�-multiplier with 𝑏′ ≤ 3𝑛+ 1, then 𝐮 belongs to

one of the regions already examined, that is, ℋ𝑛−1, ℬ𝑛, ℛ
△
𝑤,3𝑛, ℛ

△
𝑤,3𝑛+1.

Proof of Step 3. Pick a monomial �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1, different from 𝜑

(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)

= (𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 6𝑛 +
2, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1), and let 𝐮 = �̂�−1(�̂�) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐). Note that by induction and the previous steps,

if 𝐮 belongs to the rectangular region, then 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 hence 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 3, while 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 1 if 𝐮
belongs to the triangular region; furthermore the corresponding �̂�-multiplier has second entry

𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+1. As 𝑗 = 𝑏+𝑏′ is either 6𝑛+2 or 6𝑛+3, it follows that 𝐮 belongs to the triangular region.

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 2, then we must have 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 1 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1. Thus, 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1. Note that 𝐮

cannot be 𝐮△3,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤) because by Step 1 the monomial �̂�
(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)

belongs to 𝒞𝑛, and

the only monomial in 𝒞𝑛 having 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 2 is 𝜑
(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)

which we have assumed to be different

from �̂�. The number of monomials �̂� in the triangular region having 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 2 is by definition

𝜈+3𝑛+1, thus there are 𝜈+3𝑛+1 − 1 monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 ⧵

{

𝐮△3,𝑛
}

whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1.

Now, the total number of monomials whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛+1 is 𝜈+3𝑛+1+ 𝜈
−
3𝑛, and in Step

1 we have shown that in ℬ𝑛 there is exactly one monomial whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1,

and in Step 2 that in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 there are 𝜈−3𝑛 such monomials, thus, the remaining �̂�-multipliers

with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛+ 1 are the 𝜈+3𝑛+1 − 1 ones we have just identified in correspondence to monomials in

ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 having 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 2 and different from 𝜑

(

𝐮△3,𝑛
)

.

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛+3, the corresponding �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+2. Since 𝑗 = 𝑏+𝑏′ = 6𝑛+3, 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛+1
and 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+2, the only possibility is 𝑏 = 3𝑛+1 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛+2. Thus, the number of monomials

in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2 is 𝜈−3𝑛+1. This concludes the proof of Step 3.

Step 4. If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, then �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) and the corresponding

�̂�-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛+1.
Proof of Step 4. Suppose first 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2. Let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮) and assume by contradiction

that �̂� belongs to the triangular region ℳ△
𝑤 . Then, 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 by divisibility, and by Lemma 5.4

(72) 𝑗 + 𝜂(1 + 𝑗) ≤ 𝛿 + 2 − 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑛 + 4

On the other hand, monomials in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 with 𝑟 ≤ 3𝑛+ 1 have already been proven to be the image

under �̂� of a monomial either in ℋ𝑛−1 or in the triangular region with 𝑟 ≤ 3𝑛 + 1, so we must

have 𝑗 ≥ 2(3𝑛 + 2) = 6𝑛 + 4. This contradicts (72), because 𝜂(1 + 𝑗) = 2 if 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 4. We conclude

that �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 . Monomials 𝐯 in the rectangular region ℳ▭

𝑤 with 𝑖(𝐯) ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 belong to either

the special block 𝒞𝑛 or to 𝒦𝑛−1, and, by either Step 1 or induction, they are the image of some

monomial in either ℬ𝑛 or in ℋ𝑛−1. It follows that 𝑖(�̂�) ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2. Since 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2, we have

𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 and the corresponding �̂�-multiplier has 𝑎′ = 0, hence is of the form 𝐪𝜆 for some



INITIAL IDEALS OF WEIGHTED FORMS AND THE GENUS OF LOCALLY COHEN-MACAULAY CURVES 35

integer 𝜆. Now, the standard argument based on Corollary 4.16 shows that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for all

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2.

Next, suppose that 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4}. Let us show that �̂� =

(𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮) belongs to the rectangular region ℳ▭
𝑤 . Assume by contradiction that �̂� belongs to

the triangular region ℳ△
𝑤 . As 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, by Lemma 5.4 we have

(73) 𝑗 + 𝜂(1 + 𝑗) ≤ 𝛿 + 2 − 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑛 + 6

while, as above, 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 4. It follows that either 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 4 or 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 5.

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛+4, then 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−4 by (73), hence equality 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−4 must hold, and this implies that

𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4 too. Now observe that 𝑏 = 𝑏(𝐮) ≥ 3𝑛 + 4 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14, and 𝑏′(�̂� − 𝐮) ≥ 3𝑛
by the induction hypothesis. We conclude that the multiplier �̂� = �̂� − 𝐮 is (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) = 𝐪𝑛.
This is a contradiction since 𝐪𝑛 is no longer available as a multiplier after Step 1, so �̂� ∈ ℳ▭

𝑤 .

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 5, then 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3 by (73), and this inequality together with 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎 and 𝑖 ≡ 𝑗 + 2
(mod 3) forces 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3. Then, (𝑎, 𝑏) is either (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 3𝑛 + 5) or (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, 3𝑛 + 4), and the

corresponding multiplier is either 𝐪𝑛 or 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1. This contradicts the fact that 𝐪𝑛 and 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 are

no longer available as multipliers after Step 1 and Step 2 respectively. We conclude that �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 .

To summarize, we have shown that �̂� = �̂�(𝐮) belongs to ℳ▭
𝑤 for every 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭

𝑤 with

𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4}. On the other hand, monomials in ℳ▭
𝑤 with 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 are no longer

available. Then, we can use the standard argument based on Corollary 4.16 to conclude that

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for every 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4}.

Step 5. The bĳection �̂� satisfies �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2, and the number of monomials in ℛ△

𝑤,3𝑛+2
whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2 (resp. 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3) is 𝜈+3𝑛+2 (resp. 𝜈−3𝑛+2). Furthermore, the

monomial 𝐮△1,𝑛 belongs to ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2, its �̂�-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛+1, and �̂�

(

𝐮△1,𝑛
)

= 𝜑
(

𝐮△1,𝑛
)

. After this

step, all available multipliers have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 3.

Proof of Step 5. Pick a monomial 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) in ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2, so that 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 4 or 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 5, and let

𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) = �̂�−1(𝐯).
Suppose first that 𝑗 = 6𝑛+4. By induction and the previous steps, if𝐮 belongs to the rectangular

region, then 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, hence 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 5 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14, while if 𝐮 belongs to the

triangular region, then 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 2. On the other hand, all multipliers left after Step 3 have

𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 2. We conclude that 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 2, 𝐮 is in the triangular region and the corresponding

�̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2, hence it arises from the triangular region. Note that this accounts

for all the 𝜈+3𝑛+2 multipliers left with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2.

Next, suppose that 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 5. Then, by the same argument we conclude that 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 2, 𝐮 is

in the triangular region and the corresponding multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3.

The monomial𝐮△1,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−3, 3𝑛+2, 𝑐𝑤)has 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−3. By Lemma 5.4, all 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

have 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−3, and, if equality 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−3 holds, then 𝑗 = 6𝑛−5. It follows that the �̂�-multiplier

of 𝐮△1,𝑛 has 𝑎′ = 0 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3, that is, it coincides with the 𝜑-multiplier 𝐪𝑛+1 of 𝐮△1,𝑛 .

Step 6. If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, then �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) and its �̂�-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛+1.

Proof of Step 6. Let 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5. Then, 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 5 by Lemmas 4.13 and

4.14. As 𝑏 ≡ 𝑎 − 2 ≡ 0 (mod 3) because 𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 = 𝑤, we actually have 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 6.

Suppose by contradiction that �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮) belongs to the triangular region. Then,

𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 6 by induction and the previous steps, 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5 by divisibility, and by Lemma 5.4 we

have 𝑗 + 𝜂(1 + 𝑗) ≤ 𝛿 + 2 − 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑛 + 7. We conclude that 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 6 and 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5. But then

𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 6 by divisibility, and the multiplier would be (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) = 𝐪𝑛, contradicting Step 1.
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Thus, �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 , and then the standard argument based on Corollary 4.16 shows that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮)

and �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛+1 for all 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 having 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5.

Step 7. If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 satisfies 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−5 and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛+3, then 𝐮 = 𝐮△2,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−5, 3𝑛+3, 𝑐𝑤),

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) and �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛+1.
Proof of Step 7. Suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△

𝑤 satisfies 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−5 and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛+3. Since all �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤

that satisfy 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 −5 have already been treated and shown to be images under �̂� of monomials

of either the rectangular region or one of the special blocks, we see that �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮) is in

the triangular region. Furthermore, all remaining multipliers have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 3, hence 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 6.

But then, as in the previous step, we conclude 𝑗 = 6𝑛+6 and 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−5. It follows that 𝑏 = 3𝑛+3,

𝐮 = 𝐮△2,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 3𝑛 + 3, 𝑐𝑤), and �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮), that is, �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛+1.
Conclusion of the proof. Let us check that the statements (i)-(v) follow from Steps 1-7. Statement

(i) follows from Step 1, (ii) from Steps 4 and 6, (iii) from Steps 2, 3 and 5, (iv) from Step 7, (vA)

from Step 1, (vB) from Step 2, (vC) from Steps 2 and 3, (vD) from Steps 3 and 5. Let us discuss

(vE). Suppose 𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥. The multiplier 𝐪𝑛+1 has total multiplicity 6(𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 2 as we pointed

out in b) at the beginning of the proof. It occurs as the �̂�-multiplier of at least 5(𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 2
monomials in 𝜕ℋ𝑛 by Steps 1 and 4-7, hence it can occur at most (𝜏𝑤 +1) times as the �̂�-multiplier

of monomials not in ℋ𝑛. Finally, the total multiplicity of multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3(𝑛 + 1) is

6(𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 𝜈+3(𝑛+1) + 𝜈
−
3𝑛; by Steps 1 and 4-7 exactly 5(𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 𝜈−3(𝑛+2) + 1 monomials in 𝜕ℋ𝑛 have

�̂�-multiplier with 𝑏′ = 3(𝑛 + 1). This proves (vE) and concludes the proof. □

Table 2. Outline of the proof of Theorem 9.9 for 𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3)

Step Action of �̂� Multipliers

Step 1

�̂�
(

ℬ𝑛
)

= 𝒞𝑛 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 once

�̂�
ℬ𝑛

= �̂�𝑛,𝓁 𝐪𝑛, 𝐪𝑛+1 with mult. (𝜏𝑤 + 1)

Step 2 �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝐮△
2,𝑛−1

})

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝜑
(

𝐮△
2,𝑛−1

)}

�̂� ≠ 𝐪𝜆
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛} = 𝜈+3𝑛 − 1
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1} = 𝜈−3𝑛

Step 3 �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 ⧵

{

𝐮△
3,𝑛

})

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 ⧵

{

𝜑
(

𝐮△
3,𝑛

)}
�̂� ≠ 𝐪𝜆
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1} = 𝜈+3𝑛+1 − 1
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2} = 𝜈−3𝑛+1

Step 4

∀𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎(𝐮) ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, �̂� = 𝐪𝑛+1

�̂� (𝐮) = 𝜑 (𝐮) with mult. 3(𝜏𝑤 + 1)

Step 5 �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

�̂�
(

𝐮△
1,𝑛

)

= 𝐪𝑛+1
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2} = 𝜈+3𝑛+2
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3} = 𝜈−3𝑛+2

Step 6

∀𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝑎(𝐮) = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, �̂� = 𝐪𝑛+1

�̂� (𝐮) = 𝜑 (𝐮) with mult. (𝜏𝑤 + 1)

Step 7

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+3 ∩

{

𝐮 ∶ 𝑎(𝐮) ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5
}

=
{

𝐮△
2,𝑛

}

�̂�
(

𝐮△
2,𝑛

)

= 𝐪𝑛+1
�̂�
(

𝐮△
2,𝑛

)

= 𝜑
(

𝐮△
2,𝑛

)

9.3. Proof of Theorem 9.9 in case 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3). We now assume 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3) and 3𝑚 − 2 ≤
𝑤 ≤ 6𝑚 − 11.

Proposition 9.12. Suppose 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3). There is no 𝐮 in the triangular region ℛ△
𝑤 whose 𝜑-

multiplier has 𝑎′ = 0. We list in Table 3 the monomials 𝐮 of the triangular region ℛ△
𝑤 whose 𝜑-multiplier

has 𝑎′ equal to either 1 or 2, together with their 𝜑-multipliers 𝐪(𝐮) and their images 𝜑(𝐮) in ℳ△
𝑤 .
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Table 3. Here 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝑛 and 𝑐𝑤 = 2(𝜏𝑤 + 1)

𝐮 𝐪(𝐮) 𝜑(𝐮) range of 𝑛

𝐮△
5,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤) 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 6𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝐮△
6,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤) 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2, 6𝑛 + 2, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1 if 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod. 6)

0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 if 𝑤 ≡ 4 (mod. 6)

𝐮△
7,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, 3𝑛 + 2, 𝑐𝑤) 𝐪𝑛 + 2𝐞1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 6𝑛 + 4, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 2) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1 if 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod. 6)

0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 if 𝑤 ≡ 4 (mod. 6)
𝐮△
8,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤𝑛+1, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤 + 1) 𝐪𝑛 + 2𝐞1 (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, 6𝑛 + 3, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1) 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 1

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 9.10. □

Remark 9.13. Observe that the monomial 𝐮△5,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤) is the corner monomial 𝐮0𝑛,0 of the

special block ℬ𝑛. It is also one of the (at most two) monomials whose 𝜑-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1.

Proof of Theorem 9.9 in case 𝑤 ≡ 1. The proof proceeds by induction on 𝑛 examining the behavior

of �̂� on 𝜕ℋ𝑛 = ℋ𝑛 ⧵ℋ𝑛−1 as in the case 𝑤 ≡ 2. By Proposition 9.4 , for 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 the boundary

𝜕ℋ𝑛, is the disjoint union of

(1) the special block ℬ𝑛,

(2) the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 satisfying 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, and

(3) the set of monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 satisfying 3𝑛 ≤ 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2 with the exception of

the corner monomial 𝐮△5,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 −1, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤) that has 𝑏 = 3𝑛, but is in the special block ℬ𝑛.

Before we can write the induction statement, we need to describe in detail the multiset of

multipliers common to𝜑 and �̂�. If a multiplier𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′)has 𝑎′ = 0, then𝐪 = 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚−2𝑛)
for some integer 𝑛. By Proposition 9.12, the monomials 𝐪𝑛 occur as 𝜑-multipliers 𝐪(𝐮) only for

monomials 𝐮 of the rectangular region. Their multiplicities are as follows:

a) 𝐪0 = (0, 0, 𝑚) is the 𝜑-multiplier 𝐪(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) − 𝐮 of (𝑡𝑤 + 1) monomials 𝐮, namely of those

monomials 𝐮 that belong to the rectangular region and have 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤 − 1 (these monomial

belong to the special block ℬ0);

b) 𝐪𝑛 = (0, 3𝑛, 𝑚 − 2𝑛) for 1 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 is the 𝜑-multiplier of 6(𝑡𝑤 + 1) monomials, all from

the rectangular region: those 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 for which 𝑎 assumes one of the values

𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 2, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 4, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1 − 5, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 so that 𝜆(𝐮) = 𝑛). Exactly (𝑡𝑤 + 1) of

these, namely those having 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, belong to the boundary 𝜕ℋ𝑛, the rest to ℋ𝑛−1.

c) We do not need to specify the multiplicity of the multiplier 𝐪𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥+1.
On the other end, the 𝜑-multipliers 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) arising from the triangular region are those

for which 𝑎′ > 0, and the number of 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 whose 𝜑-multiplier 𝐪 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) has 𝑏′ = ℎ is equal

to 𝜈+ℎ +𝜈
−
ℎ−1. By Corollary 9.12, the monomial 𝐪𝑛+𝐞1 is the 𝜑-multiplier of exactly two monomials,

namely the corner monomial 𝐮△5,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤) and 𝐮△6,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 3𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤).
We will show by induction that, for each 0 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥, the following statements hold:

(i) the restriction of �̂� to the special block ℬ𝑛 is, up to translation as in the statement, one of

the bĳections �̂�𝓁0
of Section 8;

(ii) �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) if 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 satisfies 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5;

(iii) �̂� sends monomials 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 satisfying 3𝑛 ≤ 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 + 2, with the possible

exception of the corner monomial 𝐮△5,𝑛, to monomials �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 having the same

𝑟-invariant (that is, ⌊
𝑗
2
⌋ = 𝑏);
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(iv) if 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛 and �̂�(𝐮) = �̂�(𝐮) − 𝐮 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) is the corresponding �̂�-multiplier, then

3𝑛 ≤ 𝑏′ ≤ 3(𝑛 + 1) and

(A) 𝐪𝑛 = �̂�(𝐮) for exactly (𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials 𝐮 in ℬ𝑛;

(B) there are 𝜈+3𝑛 monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛 whose �̂� multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 and 𝑎′ > 0;

(C) the �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 all arise from monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛;

(D) the �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2 all arise from monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛;

(E) if 𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥, the �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3(𝑛 + 1) arise from monomials 𝐮 ∈ 𝜕ℋ𝑛,

except for (𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 𝜈+3(𝑛+1) many, of which at most (𝜏𝑤 + 1) are equal to 𝐪𝑛+1.

Once these statements are proven, the Theorem follows as in the proof of Theorem 9.9.

We break the inductive proof of statements (𝑖) − (𝑖𝑣) into several steps. These steps include the

initial case 𝑛 = 0. For 𝑛 > 0 we proceed by induction, in particular, we assume that �̂� maps ℋ𝑛−1
to 𝒦𝑛−1, and that all �̂�-multipliers �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) of monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛.
Step 1. The bĳection �̂� maps the special block ℬ𝑛 to the special block 𝒞𝑛, and the restriction of

�̂� to ℬ𝑛 is, up to translation, one of the (𝜏𝑤 + 2) bĳections of Lemma 8.2, hence it has the same

multiset of multipliers as the restriction of 𝜑 to ℬ𝑛.

Proof of Step 1. Suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℬ𝑛 and let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮). We claim that �̂� ∈ 𝒞𝑛. As

𝐮 ∉ ℋ𝑛−1, by induction �̂� ∉ 𝒦𝑛−1, and in particular 𝑖 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛. As 𝐮 ∈ ℬ𝑛, we have 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−1
and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛. By divisibility, 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎, so that 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≥ 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, and to check that �̂� belongs to 𝒞𝑛 it

remains to show 𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛+1. By the induction hypothesis on the multipliers, if 𝑞 = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) = �̂�−𝐮,

then 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛. Therefore 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 6𝑛. Thus we have to exclude the case 𝑗 = 6𝑛.
Suppose first that �̂� is in the rectangular region. The inverse image 𝐮0 = (𝑎0, 𝑏0, 𝑐0) = 𝜑−1(�̂�)

under 𝜑 of �̂� is then in the rectangular region, so that �̂� = 𝜑(𝐮0) = 𝐮0 + 𝐪𝜆(𝐮0), that is, 𝑖 = 𝑎0 and

𝑗 = 𝑏0 + 3𝜆(𝐮0). As 𝑎0 is equal to either 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 or 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 and 𝐮0 belongs to the rectangular region,

𝑏0 ≥ 3𝑛+ 1 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14 (with 𝑟 = 3𝑛− 2). The value of 𝜆(𝐮0) is 𝑛 if 𝑎0 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, and

is 𝑛 + 1 if 𝑎0 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛. Thus, 𝑗 = 𝑏0 + 3𝜆 ≥ 6𝑛 + 1, which means that �̂� belongs to 𝒞𝑛 as claimed.

Suppose next �̂� is in the triangular region and 𝑗 = 6𝑛. Recall 𝑖 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1}. Since

𝑖 ≡ 𝑤 − 2𝑗 ≡ 1 and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 ≡ −𝑤 ≡ 2 (mod 3), we must have 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1. Then,

(74) �̂� = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 6𝑛, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛) = 𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛

Summarizing, we have shown that the image under �̂� of the special block ℬ𝑛 is contained in

𝒞𝑛 ∪ {𝐮0𝑛,0 + 𝐪𝑛}. Suppose by contradiction that �̂�(ℬ𝑛) ≠ 𝒞𝑛. Then, there is 𝐮 ∈ ℬ𝑛 such that

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝐮0𝑛,0+𝐪𝑛. Since 𝑗(𝐮0𝑛,0+𝐪𝑛) = 6𝑛, the monomial 𝐮 must have 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 because of the induction

hypothesis that all �̂�-multipliers of monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛. The only monomial in

ℬ𝑛 that satisfies 𝑏 ≤ 3𝑛 is the corner monomial 𝐮0𝑛,0. We conclude that the �̂�-multiplier of the

corner monomial of ℬ𝑛 is 𝐪𝑛. On the other hand, the bĳection �̂� must send the other monomials

of ℬ𝑛 injectively in 𝒞𝑛, and by Lemma 8.3 the multiplier 𝐪𝑛 occurs as �̂�(𝐮) for at least (𝜏𝑤 + 1)
monomials in ℬ𝑛, the corner monomial excluded. Adding the corner monomial, we count at

least (𝜏𝑤 + 2) occurrences of 𝐪𝑛 as a multiplier, contradicting the induction hypothesis (ivE) that

at most (𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1 have �̂�-multiplier equal to 𝐪𝑛 (for 𝑛 = 0, the multiplicity

of the multiplier 𝐪0 is exactly (𝜏𝑤 + 1), as noted at the beginning of the proof).

We conclude that �̂�(ℬ𝑛) = 𝒞𝑛 and, using Lemma 8.3 again, that the restriction of �̂� to ℬ𝑛 is,

up to translation, one of the bĳections �̂�𝓁0
of Lemma 8.2. In particular, 𝐪𝑛 is the �̂�-multiplier of

exactly (𝜏𝑤 + 1) monomials 𝐮 in ℬ𝑛, and by the induction hypothesis this accounts for all the

remaining occurrences of 𝐪𝑛 as a �̂�-multiplier: if �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛, then 𝐮 ∈ ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛.
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Step 2. The bĳection �̂�mapsℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛⧵

{

𝐮△5,𝑛
}

intoℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛⧵

{

𝜑
(

𝐮△5,𝑛
)}

. Inℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛⧵

{

𝐮△5,𝑛
}

there are 𝜈+3𝑛
monomials whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛, and 𝜈−3𝑛 − 1 whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1. This

accounts for all remaining multipliers with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛, hence all monomials not in ℋ𝑛−1∪ℬ𝑛∪ℛ
△
𝑤,3𝑛

have �̂�-multiplier �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) with 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 1.

Proof of Step 2. By definition, every monomial 𝐮 that does not belong to ℋ𝑛−1 has 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛, and

by induction the corresponding �̂�-multiplier �̂� = (𝑎′, 𝑏′, 𝑐′) has 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛. Furthermore, by the first

step of the proof, the �̂�-multiplier of a monomial 𝐮 not in ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛 is different from 𝐪𝑛.
Let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△

𝑤,3𝑛 =
{

𝐯 ∈ ℳ△
𝑤 ∶ ⌊𝑗(𝐯)∕2⌋ = 3𝑛

}

, and assume that �̂� ≠ 𝜑
(

𝐮△5,𝑛
)

=
(𝛿𝑤,𝑛, 6𝑛 + 1, 𝑐𝑤 + 𝑚 − 2𝑛 − 1). Consider 𝐮 = �̂�−1(�̂�) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐). Since �̂� ∉ 𝒦𝑛−1 ∪ 𝒞𝑛, by induction

and Step 1 the monomial 𝐮 does not belong to ℋ𝑛−1 ∪ℬ𝑛. In particular, 𝐮 cannot be the corner

monomial 𝐮△5,𝑛 = (𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1, 3𝑛, 𝑐𝑤).
If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭

𝑤 , then it would have 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛−2, hence 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛+2 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14

with 𝑟 = 3𝑛 + 1. But then 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 6𝑛 + 2, contradicting the assumption �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛.

Hence, 𝐮 belongs to the triangular region.

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛, then the equality 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ together with the induction hypothesis implies 𝑏 = 3𝑛
and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛. It follows that 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△

𝑤,3𝑛, and we conclude there are precisely 𝜈+3𝑛 monomials in

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝐮△5,𝑛
}

whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛. If 𝑛 > 0, by the induction hypothesis (ivE)𝑛−1,

this accounts for all the remaining �̂�-multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3𝑛; for 𝑛 = 0, the same conclusion

follows from the computation of the multiplicities of the multipliers at the beginning of the proof.

If 𝑗 = 6𝑛+ 1, the �̂�-multiplier �̂� = �̂�− 𝐮 must have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+ 1, and so for the equality 𝑗 = 𝑏+ 𝑏′

to hold we must have 𝑏 = 3𝑛 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1: this means that 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛, thus the number of

monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝐮△5,𝑛
}

whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 is 𝜈−3𝑛 − 1.

Step 3. The bĳection �̂�maps ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 onto ℳ△

𝑤,3𝑛+1. The number of monomials in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 whose

�̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 (resp. 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2) is 𝜈+3𝑛+1 (resp. 𝜈−3𝑛+1). After this step, all available

multipliers have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛+ 2: if a monomial 𝐮 has �̂�-multiplier with 𝑏′ ≤ 3𝑛+ 1, then 𝐮 belongs to

one of the regions already examined, that is, ℋ𝑛−1, ℬ𝑛, ℛ
△
𝑤,3𝑛, ℛ

△
𝑤,3𝑛+1.

Proof of Step 3. Let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 and 𝐮 = �̂�−1(�̂�) = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐). Note that, by induction and

the previous steps, if 𝐮 belongs to the rectangular region, then 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 and 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 2, while

𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛+ 1 if 𝐮 belongs to the triangular region; furthermore, the corresponding �̂�-multiplier has

𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 1.

Suppose �̂� is one of the 𝜈+3𝑛+1 monomials �̂� in the triangular region having 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 2. Then,

we must have 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 1 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1, thus, 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1. Now the total number of monomials

whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 is 𝜈+3𝑛+1 + 𝜈−3𝑛; in Step 1 we have shown that in ℬ𝑛 there is

exactly one monomial whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1, and in Step 2 that in ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 there are

𝜈−3𝑛 − 1 such monomials, thus the remaining �̂�-multipliers with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1 are the 𝜈+3𝑛+1 ones

associated to monomials in ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 having 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 2.

As a consequence, if we now suppose �̂� has 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 3, the corresponding �̂�-multiplier must

have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 2. As 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ = 6𝑛 + 3 with 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 1 and 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 2, the only possibility

is 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 1 and 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2. This implies that 𝐮 is in the triangular region, hence belongs to

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1. Thus, in ℛ△

𝑤,3𝑛+1 there are 𝜈−3𝑛+1 monomials whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2. Since

the cardinality of ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 is 𝜈+3𝑛+1 + 𝜈

−
3𝑛+1, this concludes the proof of Step 3.

Step 4. If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, then �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) and the corresponding

�̂�-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛+1.
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Proof of Step 4. Suppose first 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2. Let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮) and assume by contradiction

that �̂� belongs to the triangular region ℳ△
𝑤 . Then, by divisibility 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 and by Lemma 5.4

(75) 𝑗 + 𝜂(𝑗 − 1) ≤ 𝛿 + 1 − 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑛 + 3.

On the other hand, monomials in ℳ△
𝑤,𝑟 with 𝑟 ≤ 3𝑛+ 1 have already been proven to be the image

under �̂� of a monomial either in ℋ𝑛−1 or in the triangular region with 𝑟 ≤ 3𝑛 + 1, so we must

have 𝑗 ≥ 2(3𝑛+2) = 6𝑛+4. This contradicts (75). We conclude that �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 . Monomials 𝐯 in the

rectangular region ℳ▭
𝑤 with 𝑖(𝐯) ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 1 belong to either the special block 𝒞𝑛 or to 𝒦𝑛−1, and

by either Step 1 or induction are the image of some monomial in either ℬ𝑛 or in ℋ𝑛−1. Hence,

𝑖(�̂�) ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2. Since 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2, it follows that 𝑖 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 and the corresponding �̂�-multiplier

has 𝑎′ = 0, hence is of the form 𝐪𝜆 for some integer 𝜆. Now, the standard argument based on

Corollary 4.16 shows that �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for all 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2.

Suppose next that 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 and 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4}. Then, 𝑏 = 𝑏(𝐮) ≥ 3𝑛 + 3 by

Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14, and 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 2 by the induction hypothesis and Step 3. Let �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) =
�̂�(𝐮). Then, 𝑗 = 𝑏 + 𝑏′ ≥ 6𝑛 + 5. Assume by contradiction that �̂� belongs to the triangular region

ℳ△
𝑤 . As 𝑖 ≥ 𝑎 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, by Lemma 5.4 we get 𝑗 + 𝜂(𝑗 − 1) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 1 − 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5, which implies

𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 4, a contradiction. We conclude that �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 .

To summarize, we have shown that �̂� = �̂�(𝐮) belongs to ℳ▭
𝑤 for every 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭

𝑤 with

𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4}. On the other hand, monomials in ℳ▭
𝑤 with 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 are no longer

available. Then, we can use the standard argument based on Corollary 4.16 to conclude that

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) for every 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝑎 ∈ {𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 3, 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4}.

Step 5. The bĳection �̂� satisfies �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2, and the number of monomials in ℛ△

𝑤,3𝑛+2
whose �̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2 (resp. 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3) is 𝜈+3𝑛+2 (resp. 𝜈−3𝑛+2). After this step all

available multipliers have 𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 3.

Proof of Step 5. Let 𝐯 = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2, so 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 4 or 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 5, and 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) = �̂�−1(𝐯).

Suppose first that 𝑗 = 6𝑛+4. By induction and the previous steps, if𝐮 belongs to the rectangular

region, then 𝑎 ≤ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, hence 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 4 by Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14, while if 𝐮 belongs to the

triangular region, then 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 2. On the other hand, all multipliers left after Step 3 have

𝑏′ ≥ 3𝑛 + 2. We conclude that 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 2, 𝐮 is in the triangular region and the corresponding

�̂�-multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2, hence it arises from the triangular region. Note that this accounts

for all the 𝜈+3𝑛+2 multipliers left with 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2.

Next, suppose that 𝑗 = 6𝑛 + 5. By the same argument, we conclude that 𝑏 = 3𝑛 + 2, 𝐮 is in

the triangular region and the corresponding multiplier has 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3. Since the cardinality of

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2 is 𝜈+3𝑛+2 + 𝜈

−
3𝑛+2, this concludes the proof of Step 5.

Step 6. If 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 , and 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, then, �̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) and the corresponding

�̂�-multiplier is 𝐪𝑛+1.
Proof of Step 6. Suppose 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭

𝑤 and 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5. By Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14, we

have 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 4. Since 𝑏 ≡ 𝑎 + 2 ≡ 2 (mod 3), because 𝑎 + 2𝑏 + 3𝑐 = 𝑤, actually 𝑏 ≥ 3𝑛 + 5
holds. Suppose by contradiction that �̂� = (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = �̂�(𝐮) belongs to the triangular region. Then,

𝑗 ≥ 6𝑛 + 6 by induction and the previous steps. On the other hand, 𝑖 ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5 by divisibility,

and 𝑗 + 𝜂(𝑗 − 1) ≤ 𝛿𝑤 + 1 − 𝑖 ≤ 6𝑛 + 6 by Lemma 5.4. This implies 𝑗 ≤ 6𝑛 + 5, a contradiction.

We conclude that �̂� ∈ ℳ▭
𝑤 , and then the standard argument based on Corollary 4.16 shows that

�̂�(𝐮) = 𝜑(𝐮) and �̂�(𝐮) = 𝐪𝑛+1 for all 𝐮 = (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 having 𝑎 = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5.

Conclusion of the proof. Let us check that the statements (i)-(iv) follow from Steps 1-6 (see also

table 4). Statement (i) follows from Step 1, (ii) from Steps 4 and 6, (iii) from Steps 2, 3 and 5, (ivA)
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from Step 1, (ivB) from Step 2, (ivC) from Steps 2 and 3, (ivD) from Steps 3 and 5. We discuss

(ivE). Suppose 𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥. The multiplier 𝐪𝑛+1 has total multiplicity 6(𝜏𝑤 + 1) as we pointed out at

the beginning of the proof. It occurs as the �̂�-multiplier of at least 5(𝜏𝑤 +1) monomials in 𝜕ℋ𝑛 by

Steps 1, 4 and 6, hence it can occur at most (𝜏𝑤 + 1) times as the �̂�-multiplier of monomials not in

ℋ𝑛. Finally, the total multiplicity of multipliers having 𝑏′ = 3(𝑛 + 1) is 6(𝜏𝑤 + 1) + 𝜈+3(𝑛+1) + 𝜈
−
3𝑛+2;

by Steps 1-6 exactly 5(𝜏𝑤 +1)+ 𝜈−3𝑛+2 monomials in 𝜕ℋ𝑛 have �̂�-multiplier with 𝑏′ = 3(𝑛+1). This

proves (ivE) and concludes the proof. □

Table 4. Outline of the proof of Theorem 9.9 for 𝑤 ≡ 1 (mod 3)

Step Action of �̂� Multipliers

Step 1

�̂�
(

ℬ𝑛
)

= 𝒞𝑛 𝐪𝑛 + 𝐞1 once

�̂�
ℬ𝑛

= �̂�𝑛,𝓁 𝐪𝑛, 𝐪𝑛+1 with mult. (𝜏𝑤 + 1)

Step 2 �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝐮△
5,𝑛

})

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛 ⧵

{

𝜑
(

𝐮△
5,𝑛

)}

#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛} = 𝜈+3𝑛
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1} = 𝜈−3𝑛 − 1

Step 3 �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+1 #{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 1} = 𝜈+3𝑛+1

#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2} = 𝜈−3𝑛+1
Step 4

∀𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 2 ≥ 𝑎(𝐮) ≥ 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 4, �̂� = 𝐪𝑛+1

�̂� (𝐮) = 𝜑 (𝐮) with mult. 3(𝜏𝑤 + 1)

Step 5 �̂�
(

ℛ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

)

= ℳ△
𝑤,3𝑛+2

#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 2} = 𝜈+3𝑛+2
#{�̂� ∶ 𝑏′ = 3𝑛 + 3} = 𝜈−3𝑛+2

Step 6

∀𝐮 ∈ ℛ▭
𝑤 with 𝑎(𝐮) = 𝛿𝑤,𝑛 − 5, �̂� = 𝐪𝑛+1

�̂� (𝐮) = 𝜑 (𝐮) with mult. (𝜏𝑤 + 1)

Appendix A. Tables of values for the bijection of Theorem 1.2

In this appendix, we illustrate our results when 𝑚 = 7. For each value 18 ≤ 𝑤 ≤ 23, so

as to include one example for each congruence class of the weight 𝑤 modulo 6, we collect all

the relevant data of the bĳection 𝜑 of Theorem 1.2 in a table. Specifically, the integral vector

(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐), corresponding to the monomial 𝐮 = 𝑥𝑎𝑦𝑏𝑧𝑐 ∈ ℛ𝑤, and the vector (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘), corresponding

to 𝜑(𝐮) = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘, are displayed on the same row. The order in which the monomials appear

is a crucial technical point of our argument, and is illustrated by the tables. The ordering of

monomials in the rectangular regions is introduced in Section 4.2. The ordering of monomials

𝐯 = 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑗𝑧𝑘 in the triangular region is by increasing 𝑗 and then decreasing 𝑖. When 𝑤 ≡ 1, 2
(mod 3), the monomials in the rectangular and triangular regions are reordered according to a

filtration defined in 9.3 that allows an inductive proof of the main theorem. The special blocks of

section 9 are marked in green. The monomials 𝐮(𝑟) of Lemma 4.13 are marked in yellow.
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Region t l r a b c a' b' c' i j k

□ 0 0 2 14 2 0 0 0 7 14 2 7

□ 0 1 0 15 0 1 0 3 5 15 3 6

□ 0 1 1 13 1 1 0 3 5 13 4 6

∆ 1 ∆ 0 12 0 2 3 0 6 15 0 8

∆ 2 ∆ 0 6 0 4 6 0 5 12 0 9

∆ 3 ∆ 0 0 0 6 9 0 4 9 0 10

∆ 1 ∆ 0 9 0 3 4 1 5 13 1 8

∆ 2 ∆ 0 3 0 5 7 1 4 10 1 9

□ 0 1 3 12 3 0 0 3 5 12 6 5

□ 0 1 2 11 2 1 0 3 5 11 5 6

∆ 1 ∆ 1 7 1 3 4 1 5 11 2 8

∆ 2 ∆ 1 1 1 5 7 1 4 8 2 9

∆ 1 ∆ 1 10 1 2 2 2 5 12 3 7

∆ 2 ∆ 1 4 1 4 5 2 4 9 3 8

□ 0 1 4 10 4 0 0 3 5 10 7 5

□ 0 1 5 8 5 0 0 3 5 8 8 5

□ 0 2 3 9 3 1 0 6 3 9 9 4

∆ 1 ∆ 2 8 2 2 2 2 5 10 4 7

∆ 2 ∆ 2 2 2 4 5 2 4 7 4 8

∆ 1 ∆ 2 5 2 3 3 3 4 8 5 7

□ 0 2 4 7 4 1 0 6 3 7 10 4

∆ 1 ∆ 3 6 3 2 3 3 4 9 6 6

∆ 2 ∆ 3 0 3 4 6 3 3 6 6 7

∆ 1 ∆ 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 7 7 6

□ 0 2 6 6 6 0 0 6 3 6 12 3

□ 0 2 5 5 5 1 0 6 3 5 11 4

∆ 1 ∆ 4 1 4 3 4 4 3 5 8 6

∆ 1 ∆ 4 4 4 2 2 5 3 6 9 5

□ 0 2 7 4 7 0 0 6 3 4 13 3

□ 0 2 8 2 8 0 0 6 3 2 14 3

□ 0 3 6 3 6 1 0 9 1 3 15 2

∆ 1 ∆ 5 2 5 2 2 5 3 4 10 5

□ 0 3 7 1 7 1 0 9 1 1 16 2

∆ 1 ∆ 6 0 6 2 3 6 2 3 12 4

□ 0 3 9 0 9 0 0 9 1 0 18 1

Figure 1. The map 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 𝑤 = 18
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Region t l r a b c a' b' c' i j k

□ 0 0 3 13 3 0 0 0 7 13 3 7

□ 0 1 1 14 1 1 0 3 5 14 4 6

∆ 1 ∆ 0 13 0 2 1 1 6 14 1 8

∆ 1 ∆ 0 10 0 3 3 0 6 13 0 9

∆ 2 ∆ 0 4 0 5 6 0 5 10 0 10

∆ 2 ∆ 0 7 0 4 4 1 5 11 1 9

∆ 3 ∆ 0 1 0 6 7 1 4 8 1 10

∆ 1 ∆ 1 11 1 2 1 1 6 12 2 8

∆ 2 ∆ 1 5 1 4 4 1 5 9 2 9

∆ 1 ∆ 1 8 1 3 2 2 5 10 3 8

∆ 2 ∆ 1 2 1 5 5 2 4 7 3 9

□ 0 1 2 12 2 1 0 3 5 12 5 6

□ 0 1 4 11 4 0 0 3 5 11 7 5

□ 0 1 3 10 3 1 0 3 5 10 6 6

∆ 1 ∆ 2 9 2 2 2 2 5 11 4 7

∆ 2 ∆ 2 3 2 4 5 2 4 8 4 8

∆ 1 ∆ 2 6 2 3 3 3 4 9 5 7

∆ 2 ∆ 2 0 2 5 6 3 3 6 5 8

□ 0 1 5 9 5 0 0 3 5 9 8 5

□ 0 1 6 7 6 0 0 3 5 7 9 5

□ 0 2 4 8 4 1 0 6 3 8 10 4

∆ 1 ∆ 3 7 3 2 1 4 4 8 7 6

∆ 1 ∆ 3 4 3 3 3 3 4 7 6 7

∆ 2 ∆ 3 1 3 4 4 4 3 5 7 7

∆ 1 ∆ 4 5 4 2 1 4 4 6 8 6

∆ 1 ∆ 4 2 4 3 2 5 3 4 9 6

□ 0 2 5 6 5 1 0 6 3 6 11 4

□ 0 2 7 5 7 0 0 6 3 5 13 3

□ 0 2 6 4 6 1 0 6 3 4 12 4

∆ 1 ∆ 5 3 5 2 2 5 3 5 10 5

∆ 1 ∆ 5 0 5 3 3 6 2 3 11 5

□ 0 2 8 3 8 0 0 6 3 3 14 3

□ 0 2 9 1 9 0 0 6 3 1 15 3

□ 0 3 7 2 7 1 0 9 1 2 16 2

∆ 1 ∆ 6 1 6 2 1 7 2 2 13 4

□ 0 3 8 0 8 1 0 9 1 0 17 2

Figure 2. The map 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 𝑤 = 19
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Region t l r a b c a' b' c' i j k

□ 0 0 12 4 0 0 0 7 12 4 7

□ 0 1 13 2 1 0 3 5 13 5 6

∆ 1 ∆ 1 12 1 2 1 1 6 13 2 8

∆ 1 ∆ 0 11 0 3 1 1 6 12 1 9

∆ 2 ∆ 0 8 0 4 3 0 6 11 0 10

∆ 3 ∆ 0 2 0 6 6 0 5 8 0 11

∆ 2 ∆ 0 5 0 5 4 1 5 9 1 10

∆ 2 ∆ 1 6 1 4 4 1 5 10 2 9

∆ 3 ∆ 1 0 1 6 7 1 4 7 2 10

∆ 1 ∆ 1 9 1 3 2 2 5 11 3 8

∆ 2 ∆ 1 3 1 5 5 2 4 8 3 9

□ 0 1 11 3 1 0 3 5 11 6 6

□ 0 1 10 5 0 0 3 5 10 8 5

□ 0 1 9 4 1 0 3 5 9 7 6

∆ 1 ∆ 2 7 2 3 2 2 5 9 4 8

∆ 2 ∆ 2 1 2 5 5 2 4 6 4 9

∆ 1 ∆ 2 10 2 2 0 3 5 10 5 7

∆ 2 ∆ 2 4 2 4 3 3 4 7 5 8

□ 0 1 8 6 0 0 3 5 8 9 5

∆ 1 ∆ 3 8 3 2 0 3 5 8 6 7

□ 0 1 6 7 0 0 3 5 6 10 5

□ 0 2 7 5 1 0 6 3 7 11 4

∆ 1 ∆ 4 6 4 2 1 4 4 7 8 6

∆ 1 ∆ 3 5 3 3 1 4 4 6 7 7

∆ 2 ∆ 3 2 3 4 3 3 4 5 6 8

∆ 2 ∆ 4 0 4 4 4 4 3 4 8 7

∆ 1 ∆ 4 3 4 3 2 5 3 5 9 6

□ 0 2 5 6 1 0 6 3 5 12 4

□ 0 2 4 8 0 0 6 3 4 14 3

□ 0 2 3 7 1 0 6 3 3 13 4

∆ 1 ∆ 5 1 5 3 2 5 3 3 10 6

∆ 1 ∆ 5 4 5 2 0 6 3 4 11 5

□ 0 2 2 9 0 0 6 3 2 15 3

∆ 1 ∆ 6 2 6 2 0 6 3 2 12 5

□ 0 2 0 10 0 0 6 3 0 16 3

□ 0 3 1 8 1 0 9 1 1 17 2

∆ 1 ∆ 7 0 7 2 1 7 2 1 14 4

Figure 3. The map 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 𝑤 = 20
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Region t l r a b c a' b' c' i j k

□ 0 0 5 11 5 0 0 0 7 11 5 7

□ 1 0 2 11 2 2 0 0 7 11 2 9

□ 0 1 3 12 3 1 0 3 5 12 6 6

□ 1 1 0 12 0 3 0 3 5 12 3 8

□ 0 1 4 10 4 1 0 3 5 10 7 6

□ 1 1 1 10 1 3 0 3 5 10 4 8

∆ 2 ∆ 0 9 0 4 3 0 6 12 0 10

∆ 3 ∆ 0 3 0 6 6 0 5 9 0 11

∆ 2 ∆ 0 6 0 5 4 1 5 10 1 10

∆ 3 ∆ 0 0 0 7 7 1 4 7 1 11

□ 0 1 6 9 6 0 0 3 5 9 9 5

□ 1 1 3 9 3 2 0 3 5 9 6 7

□ 0 1 5 8 5 1 0 3 5 8 8 6

□ 1 1 2 8 2 3 0 3 5 8 5 8

∆ 2 ∆ 1 4 1 5 4 1 5 8 2 10

∆ 2 ∆ 1 7 1 4 2 2 5 9 3 9

∆ 3 ∆ 1 1 1 6 5 2 4 6 3 10

□ 0 1 7 7 7 0 0 3 5 7 10 5

□ 1 1 4 7 4 2 0 3 5 7 7 7

□ 0 1 8 5 8 0 0 3 5 5 11 5

□ 1 1 5 5 5 2 0 3 5 5 8 7

□ 0 2 6 6 6 1 0 6 3 6 12 4

□ 1 2 3 6 3 3 0 6 3 6 9 6

∆ 2 ∆ 2 5 2 4 2 2 5 7 4 9

∆ 2 ∆ 2 2 2 5 3 3 4 5 5 9

□ 0 2 7 4 7 1 0 6 3 4 13 4

□ 1 2 4 4 4 3 0 6 3 4 10 6

∆ 2 ∆ 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 6 6 8

∆ 2 ∆ 3 0 3 5 4 4 3 4 7 8

□ 0 2 9 3 9 0 0 6 3 3 15 3

□ 1 2 6 3 6 2 0 6 3 3 12 5

□ 0 2 8 2 8 1 0 6 3 2 14 4

□ 1 2 5 2 5 3 0 6 3 2 11 6

∆ 2 ∆ 4 1 4 4 2 5 3 3 9 7

□ 0 2 10 1 10 0 0 6 3 1 16 3

□ 1 2 7 1 7 2 0 6 3 1 13 5

□ 0 3 9 0 9 1 0 9 1 0 18 2

□ 1 3 6 0 6 3 0 9 1 0 15 4

Figure 4. The map 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 𝑤 = 21
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Region t l r a b c a' b' c' i j k

□ 0 0 6 10 6 0 0 0 7 10 6 7

□ 1 0 3 10 3 2 0 0 7 10 3 9

□ 0 1 4 11 4 1 0 3 5 11 7 6

□ 1 1 1 11 1 3 0 3 5 11 4 8

∆ 2 ∆ 0 10 0 4 1 1 6 11 1 10

∆ 2 ∆ 0 7 0 5 3 0 6 10 0 11

∆ 3 ∆ 0 1 0 7 6 0 5 7 0 12

∆ 3 ∆ 0 4 0 6 4 1 5 8 1 11

∆ 2 ∆ 1 8 1 4 1 1 6 9 2 10

∆ 3 ∆ 1 2 1 6 4 1 5 6 2 11

∆ 2 ∆ 1 5 1 5 2 2 5 7 3 10

□ 0 1 5 9 5 1 0 3 5 9 8 6

□ 1 1 2 9 2 3 0 3 5 9 5 8

□ 0 1 7 8 7 0 0 3 5 8 10 5

□ 1 1 4 8 4 2 0 3 5 8 7 7

□ 0 1 6 7 6 1 0 3 5 7 9 6

□ 1 1 3 7 3 3 0 3 5 7 6 8

∆ 2 ∆ 2 6 2 4 2 2 5 8 4 9

∆ 3 ∆ 2 0 2 6 5 2 4 5 4 10

∆ 2 ∆ 2 3 2 5 3 3 4 6 5 9

□ 0 1 8 6 8 0 0 3 5 6 11 5

□ 1 1 5 6 5 2 0 3 5 6 8 7

□ 0 1 9 4 9 0 0 3 5 4 12 5

□ 1 1 6 4 6 2 0 3 5 4 9 7

□ 0 2 7 5 7 1 0 6 3 5 13 4

□ 1 2 4 5 4 3 0 6 3 5 10 6

∆ 2 ∆ 3 4 3 4 1 4 4 5 7 8

∆ 2 ∆ 3 1 3 5 3 3 4 4 6 9

∆ 2 ∆ 4 2 4 4 1 4 4 3 8 8

□ 0 2 8 3 8 1 0 6 3 3 14 4

□ 1 2 5 3 5 3 0 6 3 3 11 6

□ 0 2 10 2 10 0 0 6 3 2 16 3

□ 1 2 7 2 7 2 0 6 3 2 13 5

□ 0 2 9 1 9 1 0 6 3 1 15 4

□ 1 2 6 1 6 3 0 6 3 1 12 6

∆ 2 ∆ 5 0 5 4 2 5 3 2 10 7

□ 0 2 11 0 11 0 0 6 3 0 17 3

□ 1 2 8 0 8 2 0 6 3 0 14 5

Figure 5. The map 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 𝑤 = 22
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Region t l r a b c a' b' c' i j k

□ 0 0 9 7 0 0 0 7 9 7 7

□ 1 0 9 4 2 0 0 7 9 4 9

□ 0 1 10 5 1 0 3 5 10 8 6

□ 1 1 10 2 3 0 3 5 10 5 8

∆ 3 ∆ 0 5 0 6 3 0 6 8 0 12

∆ 2 ∆ 0 8 0 5 1 1 6 9 1 11

∆ 3 ∆ 0 2 0 7 4 1 5 6 1 12

∆ 2 ∆ 1 9 1 4 1 1 6 10 2 10

∆ 3 ∆ 1 3 1 6 4 1 5 7 2 11

∆ 2 ∆ 1 6 1 5 2 2 5 8 3 10

∆ 3 ∆ 1 0 1 7 5 2 4 5 3 11

□ 0 1 8 6 1 0 3 5 8 9 6

□ 1 1 8 3 3 0 3 5 8 6 8

□ 0 1 7 8 0 0 3 5 7 11 5

□ 1 1 7 5 2 0 3 5 7 8 7

□ 0 1 6 7 1 0 3 5 6 10 6

□ 1 1 6 4 3 0 3 5 6 7 8

∆ 2 ∆ 2 4 2 5 2 2 5 6 4 10

∆ 2 ∆ 2 7 2 4 0 3 5 7 5 9

∆ 3 ∆ 2 1 2 6 3 3 4 4 5 10

□ 0 1 5 9 0 0 3 5 5 12 5

□ 1 1 5 6 2 0 3 5 5 9 7

∆ 2 ∆ 3 5 3 4 0 3 5 5 6 9

□ 0 1 3 10 0 0 3 5 3 13 5

□ 1 1 3 7 2 0 3 5 3 10 7

□ 0 2 4 8 1 0 6 3 4 14 4

□ 1 2 4 5 3 0 6 3 4 11 6

∆ 2 ∆ 3 2 3 5 1 4 4 3 7 9

∆ 2 ∆ 4 3 4 4 1 4 4 4 8 8

∆ 2 ∆ 4 0 4 5 2 5 3 2 9 8

□ 0 2 2 9 1 0 6 3 2 15 4

□ 1 2 2 6 3 0 6 3 2 12 6

□ 0 2 1 11 0 0 6 3 1 17 3

□ 1 2 1 8 2 0 6 3 1 14 5

□ 0 2 0 10 1 0 6 3 0 16 4

□ 1 2 0 7 3 0 6 3 0 13 6

∆ 2 ∆ 5 1 5 4 0 6 3 1 11 7

Figure 6. The map 𝜑 for 𝑚 = 7 and 𝑤 = 23



Notation Index

𝛿𝑤 the largest value of 𝑎(𝐮) for 𝐮 ∈ ℛ′
𝑤, 9

𝛿𝑤,𝑛 = 𝛿𝑤 − 6𝑛, 11

𝜖(𝑛) = 𝑛 − 2⌊ 𝑛
2
⌋, 3

𝜂(𝑛) = 𝑛 − 3⌊ 𝑛
3
⌋, 3

𝜆(𝑛), 9

𝜆(𝐮) = 𝜆(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮)), 9

𝜌(𝑛), 9

𝜌(𝐮) = 𝜌(𝛿𝑤 − 𝑎(𝐮)), 9

𝜑▭
the bĳection between the rectangular

regions, 9

𝜑△
the bĳection between the triangular

regions, 13

𝜑 the bĳection ℛ′ → ℳ′
, 20

�̂�𝓁0
, 25

�̂�𝑛,𝓁, 30

ℬ, 25

ℬ𝑛, 28

𝒞 , 25

𝒞𝑛, 28

𝑐𝑤 the smallest value of 𝑐(𝐮) for 𝐮 ∈ ℛ△
𝑤 , 27

𝐞1, 25

𝐞2, 25

𝐼𝑔 = (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2 + (𝑔), 4

𝐽 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2, 4

𝑀 = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2, 4

𝑀 ′ = (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)3𝑚−2∕(𝐽0 + (𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2), 5

ℳ the monomial basis of 𝑀 , 4, 6

ℳ′
the monomial basis of 𝑀 ′

, 6

ℳ▭
the rectangular region of ℳ′

, 8

ℳ△
the triangular region of ℳ′

, 8

ℳ𝑇
the extended triangular region of ℳ, 13

𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 , 27

≺ the order relation on the rectangular

regions, 10

≻6 an order relation on the integers, 11

Polynomial ring 𝑃 = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧], 4

𝐪𝜆 = (0, 3𝜆, 𝑚 − 2𝜆) multiplier having 𝑎′ = 0,

8

𝑅 = 𝑘[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕(𝑥, 𝑦)3𝑚−2, 4

𝑅′ = 𝕜[𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧]∕𝐼0, 5

ℛ the monomial basis of 𝑅, 6

ℛ′
the monomial basis of 𝑅′

, 6

ℛ▭
the rectangular region of ℛ′

, 8

ℛ△
the triangular region of ℛ′

, 8

ℛ𝑇
the extended triangular region of ℛ, 13

𝑡ℛ the 𝑡 invariant of 𝑅, 7

𝑡ℳ the 𝑡 invariant of 𝑀 , 7

𝜏𝑤 the threshold number, 8

𝐮0𝑛,0 the corner monomial of the special

block ℬ𝑛, 29

𝐮▭, 10

𝐮ℛ(𝑤, 𝑡, 𝑎) parametrization of ℛ′
, 7

48
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