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SYMBOLIC POWERS OF POLYMATROIDAL IDEALS

ANTONINO FICARRA, SOMAYEH MORADI

Dedicated to the memory of Jurgen Herzog,
whose passion for mathematics continues to inspire

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the componentwise linearity and the
Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity of symbolic powers of polymatroidal ideals. For
a polymatroidal ideal I, we conjecture that every symbolic power I%) is compo-
nentwise linear and

regI(k) = reg I”
for all k > 1. We prove that regI*®) > regI* for all k& > 1 when I has no
embedded associated primes, for instance if I is a matroidal ideal. Moreover, we
establish a criterion on the symbolic Rees algebra Rs(I) of a monomial ideal of
minimal intersection type which guarantees that every symbolic power I*) has
linear quotients and, hence, is componentwise linear for all £ > 1. By applying
our criterion to squarefree Veronese ideals and certain matching-matroidal ideals,
we verify both conjectures for these families. We establish the Conforti-Cornuéjols
conjecture for any matroidal ideal, and we show that a matroidal ideal is packed
if and only if it is the product of monomial prime ideals with pairwise disjoint
supports. Furthermore, we identify several classes of non-squarefree polymatroidal
ideals for which the ordinary and symbolic powers coincide. Hence, we confirm
our conjectures for transversal polymatroidal ideals and principal Borel ideals.
Finally, we verify our conjectures for all polymatroidal ideals either generated in
small degrees or in a small number of variables.
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INTRODUCTION

The study of symbolic powers of ideals has long been a central theme in Commu-
tative Algebra. For an ideal I in a Noetherian ring R, the kth symbolic power of [
is defined as

™ = () (I*RpNR),
PeAss(I)

where Ass([]) is the set of associated prime ideals of I.

Symbolic powers first appeared in the literature in Krull’s proof of his principal
ideal theorem [42]. Subsequent work by Zariski [56] and Nagata [48, page 143] high-
lighted their geometric significance, where they showed that if P is a prime ideal of a
polynomial ring S over a field K, then one has P*) = (m*  where the intersection
runs through all maximal ideals of S containing P. This result was later refined by
Eisenbud and Hochster [I3]. More recently, De Stefani, Grifo and Jeffries extended
these ideas to smooth Z-algebras using p-derivations [10]. Moreover, the question of
whether the symbolic Rees algebra R(I) = P,-, I #t* is Noetherian was answered
in the negative by Roberts [49], following counterexamples to Hilbert’s 14th problem
by Nagata [47]. The containment problem between ordinary and symbolic powers
has since been a major line of inquiry (see, e.g., [9] and the references therein).

Our primary motivation to study symbolic powers comes from combinatorics and
the theory of monomial ideals. Over the past two decades, there has been an exten-
sive investigation of symbolic powers of monomial ideals, beginning with the seminal
work of Herzog, Hibi and Trung [32] (see also [3, 4, 12, 19, 20, 43, 441, 45} 50} 51, 52]
and the references therein).

Let S = K|[xy,...,x,] be the polynomial ring over a field K. In [32], it is shown
that for any monomial ideal I C S, the symbolic Rees algebra R(I) is Noether-
ian and consequently, the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity reg I*) is a quasi-linear
function for k& > 0. By contrast, the regularity of the ordinary powers reg I* is
eventually linear (see [8,[41]). In the context of edge ideals, a remarkable conjecture
of Minh [43] posits that reg I(G)*) = reg I(G)* for all k > 1, where I(G) is the
edge ideal of a finite simple graph G. If true, this would imply that reg I(G)®) is
eventually linear, rather than merely quasi-linear, a surprising and impactful result.

Among monomial ideals, polymatroidal ideals hold a distinguished place. These
ideals are the algebraic counterpart of discrete polymatroids, a multiset analogue
of matroids [55] introduced by Herzog and Hibi [2§]. A monomial ideal I C S is
called polymatroidal if the exponent vectors of its minimal generators form the set
of bases of a discrete polymatroid. These ideals enjoy many desirable properties: for
example, the product of polymatroidal ideals is again polymatroidal, they have linear
resolutions, and consequently, all their powers have linear resolutions. Moreover,
Bandari and Rahmati-Asghar [2, Theorem 2.4] characterized polymatroidal ideals
as those equigenerated monomial ideals that have linear quotients with respect to
the lexicographic order induced by any ordering of the variables.

However, not much is known about the symbolic powers of polymatroidal ideals.
In this paper, our main objective is to address the following Conjectures A and B.
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Conjecture A. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal. Then
reg I) =reg I*  for all k > 1. (1)

If true, this would imply that reg I*) is eventually linear. Based on extensive
computational evidence, we expect that every graded component of I*) has a linear
resolution, i.e., I®) is componentwise linear [27]. We thus further raise the following

Conjecture B. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal. Then I*) is componentwise
linear for all k > 1.

If, in addition, the final degrees of I*) and I* coincide (i.e., w(I®) = w(I¥)),
then Conjecture [Al would follow from Conjecture Bl

The paper proceeds as follows. In Section [Il we provide general bounds for the
regularity reg I®) of symbolic powers of a monomial ideal I C S. In Theorem [
we prove that reg I®) < reg, R (I) + d(I,k) for all k > 1, where d(I, k) is defined
in terms of the bidegrees of the minimal monomial generators of the symbolic Rees
algebra R(I) = @, [Mt* and reg, R(I) is the so-called z-regularity of R(I). In
[37, Proposition 2.1], Herzog and Vladoiu proved that any polymatroidal ideal can
be expressed as the intersection of powers of monomial prime ideals. A monomial
ideal with this property is said to be of intersection type. We say that [ is of
minimal intersection type if I is of intersection type and does not have embedded
associated prime ideals. In Theorem [[L2, we prove that w(I®)) > w(I)k for all
k > 1, provided that I is of minimal intersection type. Hence, if I is a polymatroidal
ideal without embedded associated primes, for instance if I is matroidal, we obtain
the inequality reg I*¥) > reg I* in the equation (IJ) proposed in Conjecture [Al In
Theorem [[.2(d) we prove that if / is a monomial ideal of minimal intersection type
with linear powers such that reg, Rs(/) = 0, and d(I, k) = w(I)k for all £ > 1, then
reg I*) = reg I* for all k > 1. We provide interesting families of monomial ideals T
satisfying d(I, k) = w(I)k for all k, see Proposition [[.4] and Corollaries [L5 and Bl

In Section 2 we study the symbolic Rees algebra R(I) of a monomial ideal I
of minimal intersection type. This algebra can be interpreted as the vertex cover
algebra of a weighted simplicial complex introduced by Herzog, Hibi and Trung [32].
The generators of R4(I) correspond to the indecomposable k-covers of the simplicial
complex associated to I. In general understanding the indecomposable k-covers is
very challenging. We say that [ has a linear cover function, when the size of any
indecomposable k-cover is a linear function of k for all k. Squarefree Veronese ideals
are examples of ideals with linear cover function. If I has a linear cover function,
in Theorem we provide a criterion in terms of the defining ideal of R(/) and a
special monomial order, called the z-condition, which guarantees that I*) has linear
quotients, and in particular is componentwise linear for all £ > 1. The concept of
x-condition was first exploited in [34] and later in [31] and [3§], in order to study the
linearity and componentwise linearity of the ordinary powers of (monomial) ideals.

In Section Blwe apply the machinery developed in the previous sections to the class
of squarefree Veronese ideals. These ideals have linear cover functions. In Theorem
we prove that for any squarefree Veronese ideal I, the symbolic Rees algebra

Rs(I) satisfies the x-condition. This result together with Theorem implies that
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Conjectures [A] and [Bl hold in such a case, see Corollary 3.3l In Theorem [3.4] we
determine the generating degrees of each symbolic power of a squarefree Veronese
ideal . As a consequence, we recover [3, Theorem 7.5] on the Waldschmidt constant
of I. Despite the fact that R,([) satisfies the z-condition for a squarefree Veronese
ideal I, understanding the relations of the defining ideal of R(I) is challenging.
However, in Proposition B.7 we show that, with respect to the monomial order ([I2I),
the initial ideal of the defining ideal of R4(I) is generated in degree at most 3.

A monomial ideal I C S is called componentwise polymatroidal if I;y is polyma-
troidal for all j. By [16, Theorem 3.1] componentwise polymatroidal ideals have
linear quotients. Naively, one may expect that 1) is componentwise polymatroidal
if I is polymatroidal. This is not the case in general as we show at page

Section Ml is devoted to matching-matroidal ideals. A famous theorem of Ed-
monds and Fulkerson shows that a matroid is a matching matroid if and only if it
is transversal, see [55, Theorem 2 on page 248]. In Theorem 3] we prove that an
ideal I is matching-matroidal if and only if it is the squarefree part of the product
of some monomial prime ideals. For the subfamily of matching-matroidal ideals of
Veronese type, we prove in Theorem that Conjectures [Al and [Bl hold.

In Section Bl we address the problem of classifying the polymatroidal ideals I C S
whose ordinary and symbolic powers coincide, i.e., I¥) = I* for all k > 1. First
we consider the squarefree case. That is, we consider matroidal ideals. A famous
conjecture posed by Conforti and Cornuéjols [5] has been restated equivalently in
algebraic terms by Gitler, Villarreal and others [23] 24] as follows.

Conjecture C. A squarefree monomial ideal I C S satisfies I'®) = I* for all k > 1
if and only iof I 1s packed.

For the definition of packed ideals see Section Bl Conjecture [C]is widely open. It
is known that it holds true for any edge ideal [23], 24]. In Theorem [£.5 we establish
Conjecture [Cl for all matroidal ideals. We prove that a matroidal ideal I is packed if
and only if [ is the product of monomial prime ideals with pairwise disjoint supports.

Then, we turn to the problem of classifying non-squarefree polymatroidal ideals 1
whose ordinary and symbolic powers coincide. In Lemma we show that I*) = [*
for all k, provided that m = (z1,...,z,) € Ass({). Using this elementary result, we
are able to construct in a simple fashion several polymatroidal ideals whose ordinary
and symbolic powers coincide, see Proposition 5.7l In Theorem [5.8, we prove that
the following families of polymatroidal ideals satisfy I*) = I* for all k > 1:

(a) Polymatroidal ideals generated in degree 2 which are not squarefree.
(b) Transversal polymatroidal ideals.
(c) Principal Borel ideals.

In Section [6] utilizing the results in the paper, we present several families of poly-
matroidal ideals for which we are able to verify Conjectures [Al and [Bl Using results
from [2, 19] we prove in Proposition that Conjectures [Al and [B] hold for any
polymatroidal ideal generated in degree 2. In this vein, we establish these conjec-
tures for all polymatroidal ideals in up to 3 variables (Proposition [6.5), and for all

matroidal ideals in at most 4 variables (Proposition [6.6]).
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In view of the results in this paper, [19, Conjecture B| and the results in [19], and
[50, Theorem 3.6 and Corollary 3.7] we are tempted to ask the following

Question D. Let I C S be an equigenerated monomial ideal whose all powers have
linear resolution (or linear quotients). Is it true that reg I®) = reg I* and I is
componentwise linear, (or has linear quotients), for all k > 1 ¢

There are nice families of monomial ideals I for which the z-regularity reg,R(I)
of the ordinary Rees algebra R(I) = @, , I*t" is zero, for instance if I is an edge
ideal with linear resolution, see [34]. Therefore, in view of Theorem [L2(d), we are
led to speculate whether in general we have reg, R(I) < reg,R(I), or to determine
under which conditions this inequality holds.

1. GENERAL BOUNDS FOR THE REGULARITY OF SYMBOLIC POWERS

In this section, we bound the regularity of symbolic powers of monomial ideals,
and prove the inequality reg/*) > reg I* for any polymatroidal ideal I without
embedded associated primes.

Throughout this paper S = K|[z1,...,x,] is the standard graded polynomial ring
over a field K and m = (x4, ..., ,) is the unique graded maximal ideal of S. For a
graded ideal I C S, we denote by a(l) = min{d : ([/mI)s # 0} the initial degree
of I and by w(!) = max{d: (I/mI),; # 0} the final degree of I.

Firstly, we provide a general upper bound for the regularity reg I*) of symbolic
powers of a monomial ideal.

Let I C S be a monomial ideal. By [32, Theorem 3.2], the symbolic Rees
algebra Rs(I) = @k>0 Mtk is a toric ring with minimal monomial generators
Ty, Ty, urt? . u,t™, with u; € S monomials and ¢; > 0, for alli=1,...,m.

Let T = K[xl, ey Ty Y1, - - - Ym) be the bigraded polynomial ring over K with the
bigrading given by bideg(z;) = (1,0) for i = 1,...,n and bideg(y;) = (deg(u;), g;)
for j =1,...,m. Then R,(I) = T/Kerp, where ¢ : T' — R,(I) is the K-algebra
homomorphism defined by setting ¢(x;) = x; and p(y;) = u;t% foralli =1,...,n
and j = 1,...,m. Notice that R4(I) is a finitely generated bigraded T-module. Let

F:0-F — - —=F—F—>R()—0 (2)

be the minimal bigraded T-resolution of R,(/). We have F; = P, T(—ay;, —bi;) for
all i =0,...,p. We define the z-regularity of Rs(I) as the integer

reg,Rs(I) = max{a; —i}.
Z7J

Theorem 1.1. We keep the notation as above. For all k > 1, set

(1, k) = max {Z cs deg(ug)}

c= Cl ~~~~~ Cm EZ;”O o—1
c1q1+-Femaqm <k

Then, for all k > 1 we have

reg I® < reg Ry (I) + d(I, k).
5



Proof. For a bigraded T-module M = ®d7k20 Mgy we put M, ) = ®d20 Mg ).
Since R (1)) = I®), the complex (@) induces an exact complex

Fk 00— (Fp)(*7k) — = (Fl)(*,k) — (FO)(*Jﬁ) — I(k) — 0 (3)

which is a free S-resolution of I®). Next, since bideg(y,) = (deg(us),qs) for all s,
we have the isomorphism of free S-modules

(F) e = P ) S(—ai)y*, (4)
7 e=(c1,em) €LY,
Clq1+"'+C7nQ'm:k_bij
where y© = yi* - - - ySm. After shifting in ({]) each y© by its first bidegree component,
it follows that (3] is a graded free S-resolution of I*). This yields at once that

reg I*) < HZ}E}X{CLU — i} + o max)ezm {Z cs deg(us)} = reg, Rs(I) + d(1, k),
) =(C1,--+y Cm >
11+ emam <

as desired. 0

s=1

Given a monomial ideal I C S we denote by G(I) the unique set of minimal
monomial generators of I. Moreover, we put [n] = {1,...,n} for an integer n > 1.
For a non-empty subset F' of [n| we put Pr = (z; : i € F).

Let I C S be a monomial ideal and let P € Spec(S) be a monomial prime ideal.
The monomial localization of I with respect to P is the monomial ideal I(P) of
the polynomial ring S(P) = K[x; : x; € P] obtained by applying the substitutions
z;— 1 for all z; ¢ P. Since [*SpN S = (I(P))kSp NS = (I(P))*, it follows that

M= () ue) ()

PeAss(I)

Recall that the support of a monomial u € S is the set supp(u) = {i : z; divides u}
and the support of a monomial ideal I C S is the set supp(/) = Uueg(l) supp(u).
We say that I C S is fully-supported if supp(/) = [n].

A monomial ideal I C S is called polymatroidal if the exponent vectors of the
minimal monomial generators of I form the set of bases of a discrete polymatroid.
A squarefree polymatroidal ideal is called matroidal.

For a monomial u = z{*--- 2% € S, we define the x;-degree of u as the integer
deg,.(u) = max{j : #} | u} = a;. Polymatroidal ideals may as well be characterized
by the so-called exchange property. Hence, a monomial ideal I C S is polymatroidal
if and only if I is equigenerated and for all u,v € G(I) with deg, (u) > deg, (v) for
some 4, there exists j with deg, (u) < deg, (v) such that z;(u/z;) € G(I).

Following [37], we say that a monomial ideal I C S is of intersection type if I
is the intersection of powers of monomial prime ideals. Polymatroidal ideals are of
intersection type [37, Proposition 2.1].

We say that [ is of minimal intersection type if I is of intersection type and has
no embedded associated prime ideals. Hence I is of the form I = %, Pik", where
the P;’s are monomial prime ideals and P; € P; for all ¢ # j.

6



Notice that d(I,k) > w(l)k for any monomial ideal I C S. Indeed, among the
minimal generators of R4(I) we have ut for any v € G(I) with deg(u) = w([).

For a monomial v = x{* --- 2% € S and a subset I C [n], we put up = [[,.p 27"

Theorem 1.2. Let I C S be a monomial ideal of minimal intersection type. Then
(a) u* € G(IW) for any u € G(I), for all k > 1.
(b) reg I®) > w(I®) > w(I)k, for all k > 1.
(¢) If I has linear powers, then reg I®) > reg I*, for all k > 1.
(d) If I has linear powers, reg, Rs(I) =0 and d(I, k) = w(I)k for all k > 1, then
reg I®) = reg I* for all k > 1.

Proof. (a) By assumption, I = P{* N ---N Pk where P,  P; for all integers i # j.
In particular, Ass(I) = {Py,..., Py}. Since I has no embedded primes, we obtain
that (I(P;))* = P for all i. Hence, by (B) we have

I = pf*n...n pkem, (6)

Now, choose a monomial u € G(I). Notice that u* € I* C I®). As u € G(I), for
every i € supp(u), there exists 1 < j < m such that u/z; ¢ Pfj :

Choose i € supp(u) and let v = u/x;. Then v ¢ Pfj for some j. We have
P; = Pp for some F' C [n]. It follows that deg(vp) < k; — 1. We claim that

w = uF/x; = P ¢ Pfkj. Notice that deg(wr) < deg(vh) + k — 1. Thus
deg(wp) < deg(vp)k +k —1<(k; —1)k+k—-1=Fkk; — 1.

This shows that w = u”*/z; ¢ Pfkj . Equation (@) implies that u*/z; ¢ I for every
i € supp(u). Therefore u* € G(I).

(b) Let v € G(I) be a monomial with deg(u) = w(I). By (a) we have u* € G(I%).
Hence, reg I®) > w(I®)) > deg(u*) = w(I)k.

(c) We have reg I* = w(I*) = w(I)k for all k¥ > 1. Hence, the assertion follows
from (b) because reg I*) > w(I®) > w(I*) for all k > 1.

(d) Since I has linear powers, we have reg I[* = «(I)k = w(I)k for all k > 1. Using
part (b), Theorem [[T[(a) and the assumptions reg, Rs(I) = 0 and d(I, k) = w(I)k
for all k > 1, we have reg I*) = w(I)k = reg I* for all k > 1, as desired. O

As a consequence, we establish the inequality reg I®) > reg I* of the equation
proposed in Conjecture [Al for any polymatroidal ideal I C S without embedded
associated primes. Such an ideal is of minimal intersection type and has linear
powers. Hence, Theorem [L.2(c) implies

Corollary 1.3. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal without embedded associated
primes. Then for all k > 1,
reg I®) > reg I*.

One may wonder whether the condition d(/, k) = w(I)k given in Theorem [[.2/(d)

is met by interesting families of monomial ideals. In this direction, we have
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Proposition 1.4. Let [ C S be a monomial ideal such that for any minimal mono-
mial generator ut? of Rs(I) with ¢ > 0 and v € S we have deg(u) < ¢+ w(I) — 1.
Then, for all k > 1 we have

d(1, k) =w()k.

.....

w; ;’s are monomials of S of degree at most i +w(/) — 1. Hence,

w(Dk <d(I,k) < méax{z Z(Z +w(l) = Dyt (7)

i=1 j=1
where the maximum is taken over all vectors ¢ = (¢11,...,C1sy5 -+, C1,- -+, Crs,.) SUCh
that 37, > °L, ciji < k. Weput ¢; =) "1 ¢ foralli =1,...,7. Then, we have
c1+2c+---+re. < k. (8)
Hence c; + ¢34+ -+ ¢, < k and so
(W) =Der + -+ (W) = e < (w(I) = 1)k (9)
Summing () and (@) and comparing with (), the assertion follows. O

We close this section by providing an interesting family of monomial ideals [
satisfying the condition d(I, k) = w(I)k for all £ > 1.

For a finite simple graph G with the vertex set {zi,...,z,} and the edge set
E(G), the edge ideal of G is defined as the ideal I(G) = (z;z; : {z;,x;} € E(G)).

By [53, Corollary 3.3] the edge ideal I = I(G) of any perfect graph G satisfies the
assumption of Proposition [.4l Hence

Corollary 1.5. Let G be a perfect graph and let I = I(G). Then d(I,k) = 2k for
all k> 1.

2. THE x-CONDITION FOR SYMBOLIC REES ALGEBRAS

In this section we study the symbolic powers of monomial ideals of minimal inter-
section type by investigating the defining ideal of their symbolic Rees algebra. We
provide a criterion on monomial ideals of minimal intersection type which implies
componentwise linearity for all symbolic powers of such ideals.

A homogeneous ideal I C S is called componentwise linear, if the ideal

Iigy = (f € I: fis homogeneous of degree d)

has linear resolution for any positive integer d. If I C S is componentwise linear,
then reg/ = w(l). An useful approach to show that an ideal is componentwise
linear is to show that it has linear quotients. Indeed, monomial ideals with linear
quotients are componentwise linear [30, Theorem 8.2.15].

Recall that I has linear quotients if the set G(I) can be ordered as uy, . . ., u,, such
that for each ¢ = 2,...,m, the ideal (uq,...,u;_1) : (u;) is generated by variables.
In the following, for two monomials u and v, we set u : v = u/ ged(u, v). Notice that

(wr, oo wien) o () = (U s wg, oo i ).
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Now, let I = "/, P¥ be a monomial ideal of minimal intersection type. Let A(T)
be the simplicial complex whose facets are F; = supp(FP;), i = 1,...,m. Then the
symbolic Rees algebra R,([) is the vertex cover algebra A(A(I),w) of the weighted
simplicial complex (A(I),w), where w : F(A(I)) — Zq is the (weight) function
w(F;) = k; for all 7, see [32, Lemma 4.1]. Here F(A(/)) denotes the set of maximal
faces of A(I). The vertex cover algebra A(A,w) of a weighted simplicial complex A
with the weight function w : F(A) — Z-( was introduced in [32], as the S-algebra

generated by all monomials x2t% = z{' - ..z t* such that a = (a;...,a,) € VA
satisfies
> a; > kw(F) forall F € F(A). (10)
i€F

A vector a satisfying (I0)) is called a vertex cover of (A, w) of order k or simply
a k-cover of (A,w). A k-cover a is called indecomposable, if one can not write a as
a = a; + ag, where a; is a ky-cover and ay is a ko-cover of (A, w) with k = ky + ko.
Clearly, the set of the indecomposable covers of (A, w) corresponds to the (unique)
minimal monomial generating set of A(A,w) as a S-algebra.

For a vector a = (ay...,a,) we set |a| = a; +--- + a,. We say that [ has a
linear cover function, if there are integers c¢,d > 0 such that |a| = ck + d for any
indecomposable k-cover a of (A(I),w) and any k. If this is the case, then we say
that vy (k) = ck + d is the (linear) cover function of I.

By [32, Theorem 3.2, Rs(I) is a finitely generated S-algebra. The minimal mono-
mial generators wy, . .., w, of the S-algebra R4(I) are the monomials x2t* for which
a is an indecomposable k-cover of (A(]),w). Let T'= S[y1, ..., ym| be a polynomial
ring and let ¢ : T — R, (I) be the S-algebra map defined by ¢(y;) = w; for all
i=1,...,m.

Let J = Keryp. We say that Ry(I) satisfies the z-condition with respect to a
monomial order > on 7" if any minimal monomial generator of in_(.J) is of the form
vv’ with v € S of degree at most one and v € K[yy, ..., Ym].

We fix an order on the generators wy > - -+ > w,, of Ry(I) as follows:

ut?! > vt! <= p >qor p=qand u > v, (11)

where >1., is the lex order on S induced by z; > --- > x,. Let > be the reverse
lex order induced by y; > --- > y,,. We fix a monomial order > on T as follows:

a; bj a; b
(H Yi )(H%J) > (H Yi )(H%J) (12)
i j i j
if and only if
(1) either HZ y;h >rlex Hz y??
(i) or else [[, v =11, yf; and []; x?j >1ex jzsj.
The following lemma, is required for the proof of Theorem

Lemma 2.1. Let I C S be a monomial ideal of minimal intersection type which has a

linear cover function, say vi(k) = ck+d. Let g € R = K[y1,...,Ym| be a monomial,

and k > 0 be the integer with ¢(g) € I™t*. Then deg(p(g)) = (c+ 1)k + deg(g)d.
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Proof. Let g = y;, -+~ yi,, and o(y;;) = x% ki for indecomposable k;-covers a; of
(A(I),w), and integers k; > 0, j = 1,...,s. Then ¢(g) = x®FFasghit+k " and
from ¢(g) € 1™tk we obtain ki + - -+ + ks = k. Moreover, |a;| = vi(k;) = ck; +d
for all 7. Hence,

deg(p(9)) =k+ Y _lajl =k+ (ckj+d) =k +ck+ sd = (c+ 1)k + deg(g)d,

j=1 j=1
as desired. 0

The next result gives a criteria for the componentwise linearity of symbolic powers
of monomial ideals of minimal intersection type.

Theorem 2.2. Let I C S be a monomial ideal of minimal intersection type which
has a linear cover function. If Rs(I) satisfies the x-condition with respect to the
order given in (I2)), then I®) has linear quotients for all k > 1. In particular, I*)
18 componentwise linear for all k.

Proof. We adopt the notation introduced above. For a minimal monomial genera-
tor u of I®) the element ut* € A(A(I),w) has a presentation of the form ut® =
(x*1¢91) - - - (x®t?%) such that each a; is an indecomposable gj-cover of (A(1),w),
g; >0, and ¢; +---4¢q5s = k. Such presentation is the image of a monomial y;, - - - y;,
in R = K[yi,...,Ym| under the map ¢ with ¢(y;,) = x®¢t% for all ¢. Then, there
exists a presentation among all presentations of ut* in A(A(I), w), whose preimage
in R is the smallest term with respect to >, among the preimages of all presen-
tations of ut*. Indeed, the relations ¢; + --- + ¢, = k and ¢; > 0 for all i show that
any monomial in R which is mapped to ut” is of degree at most k. So the number
of monomials in R which are mapped to ut® is finite and hence there is a minimal
one among them with respect to >... We denote this monomial by f,,.

First we show that f, ¢ in.(J) for any v € G(I®)). Assume on the contrary
that there exists a relation h = f, —vg € J, with in_(h) = f,, where v € S and
g € R are monomials. Then ut® = ¢(f,) = vp(g) and ¢(g) € I®t*. Since u is a
minimal generator of I*), we conclude that v = 1. Then h = f, — g € J which
means that ¢(g) = ©(f,) = ut*. Hence g is also the preimage of ut* under . Then
by our choice of f, we get g >ex fu- This contradicts to in.(h) = f,. Consequently
fu ¢ in(J), as desired.

We put an order on the minimal set of monomial generators of I*) as follows:
for u,u’ € GUI®) we set u < ' if and only if f, <uex fu. We show that 1)
has linear quotients with respect to this order on its minimal generating set. Let
u; < --- < u, besuch an order on G(I®). Then f,, <iex - - <tlex fu,. Fix an integer
2<i<randletve (uy,...,u_1): () be a monomial. Then vu; = v'u; for some
J < i and a monomial v" € S. Hence, p = vf,, —v'f,, € J with inc(p) = vf,,.
By our assumption that R¢(I) satisfies the z-condition, there exists a monomial
v1g1 € in.(J) with v; € S of degree at most one and g; € R such that vig; | vfy,.
First we show that v; # 1. Indeed, if v; = 1, then g; € in.(J) and since g1 | fu,,
we get f,, € in.(J), which is not possible, as shown above. Hence, v; # 1. Since

vy is of degree at most one, we obtain v; = x, for some ¢. So z,9; € in.(J).
10



Let p' = xpg1 — v292 € J be a binomial with in_(p') = z,91, where v, € S and
g2 € R are monomials. From g; | f,, we have f,, = gi1g5 with g3 € R. Therefore,
93P’ = Tofu, — Vagags € J. Since g1 >yex g2 We have fy, >uex 9293. We consider the
following two cases.

Case 1. Suppose that g.gs is mapped to a minimal monomial generator, say u,t*

of I®t*k Then ¢og3 >iex fu,. From this and f,, >ex 9293 We get fu, >iex fu,. The
definition of our order on G(I®)) implies that u, < u;. Moreover,

zuit® = @(xefu;) = p(v2gags) = vap(gags) = vaust".
Hence zy € (uy,...,u;—1) : (u;) with x, dividing v, as desired.

Case 2. Suppose that ((gogs) is not a minimal generator of I®¢*.  Then
©(g2g3) = v" (ust*) for some monomial v” € S with v” # 1 and some 1 < s < r. Then
9293 — V" fu, € J. We show that gag3 >1ex fu.. To this aim it is enough to show that
deg(f..) < deg(gags). Suppose that this is not the case and deg(f,,) > deg(g293)-
Since I has a linear cover function, by Lemma 2.1], there exist integers ¢, d > 0 such
that deg(u,t*) = (c+1)k+deg(f,,)d and deg(¢(gags)) = (c+1)k+deg(gag3)d. Hence,
deg(ust*) > deg(¢(g293)). This contradicts to v” # 1. Therefore, g2gs >pex fu.-
From f,, >yex 9293 We obtain f,, >ex fu, and hence ug < u;. Moreover,

T fu, — 02U fu, = (T fuy — V29293) + v2(g2gs — V" fu,) € J.

So we get
k __ _ " o " k
Tou;t” = Qp(szul) - SO(U2U fus) = VU Ugl".
Hence, x,u; = vyv"ug with s < 4. Therefore, x, € (uy,...,u;—1) : (u;) with z,
dividing v. O

3. SYMBOLIC POWERS OF SQUAREFREE VERONESE IDEALS

The goal of this section is to prove Conjectures [Al and [B] for any squarefree
Veronese ideal. Let n and d be positive integers. The squarefree Veronese ideal
of degree d of S = K|[x1,...,x,] is the monomial ideal I, 4 generated by all square-
free monomials of degree d in .S,

In,d = (xilxi2-~-xid : 1§11<12<<1d§n)

Notice that I,, 4 = (0), whenever d > n. We remark that [, 4 is a polymatroidal
ideal of minimal intersection type.
Let I = I,, 4. By [32, Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.6] it follows that

Rs([) = S[ZL’“ "'qu+d71tq2 1< q < n—d+1, << id—l—q—l]- (13)

It is easy to see from ([I3) that a vector a € Z%, is an indecomposable g-cover of
(A(]),w) if and only if x® is squarefree of degree ¢ +d — 1. Hence, Proposition [I.4]
implies immediately

Corollary 3.1. Let I = I, 4 be the squarefree Veronese ideal of degree d. Then
d(1,k) =dk for all k > 1.
11



The following theorem plays a crucial role for our aim.

Theorem 3.2. Let I = I,, 4 be the squarefree Veronese ideal of degree d. Then Rs(I)
satisfies the x-condition.

Proof. We show that R([) satisfies the z-condition with respect to the order >
introduced in (I2). To this aim, let fy;, ---v; € inc(J) be a minimal monomial
generator with ;1 < .-+ < 4, and f € S a monomial. We need to show that
deg(f) < 1. We have a binomial relation of the form

b= fYi - Yi, — 9Yir - Ys. € J
with ¢ € S a monomial, j; < --- < j; and in(b) = fy;, -+ - ¥;,.. By the minimality
of in.(b) we have ged(f,g) = 1 and {iy,..., 4} N {j1,...,js} = 0. If f =1 there
is nothing to prove. Suppose that deg(f) > 1. We prove that f is a variable and
r < 2. Let o(yi,) = ugt® for all £ = 1,...,7 and ¢(y;,) = vt% for all £ =1,...,s.
By the definition of the order > given in (I2) we have r > s. Now, we distinguish
the two possible cases.

Case 1. Let r > s. Since deg(f) > 1, there exists a variable =, | f. We
claim that there exist distinct integers ¢, h such that x, { uy and x, { up. Indeed,
if this is not the case then deg, (fui---u,) > r. Since b is a relation we have
fuy---up = gvi- v, Fromged(f, g) = 1 we conclude that deg, (gvi---vs) <s<r
which is a contradiction. Hence there exist integers ¢ < h such that z, { u, and
xp { up. Then y;, > y;, and hence by (1), ¢s > g,. Thus

wp(ugt®) (unt™) = we(wpue® ) ((un/ze)t" ), (14)

where z, is some variable dividing u,. By (I3), the monomials z,u,t%"" and
(up/x. )t =1 are among the generators of R4(I). The previous equality implies that

V' = x,u:,Yi, — T2y € J (15)

with inc (V) = z,u;,u:, € inc(J), o(yx) = zpupt®™ and 2z = up/z, € S if ¢, = 1,
or else z = y with p(yw) = (up/z )t 1 if g, > 1. Since inc (V) | fyi, - -+ ys, and
fYi, -+ vi, € G(inc(J)) we obtain that fy;, ---v;, = inc (V') = x,v;,Y;, ., as desired.

Case 2. Let r = s. Firstly, assume that there exist integers ¢ < h such that
up,  ug. Then, we can pick a variable z, with z. | u; and z. { uy. Then

(gt ™) (unt™) = ((weue)t® ) ((un/z )t ).

Similar to the previous argument, this equality shows that v;,vy;, € in<(J). Therefore
Yi,Yin, = fYi, -+ - yi,, but this is not possible because deg(f) > 1. Hence, we deduce
that w; 11 | u; foralli=1,...,r —1.

Now, suppose there exists x,, | f such that z, does not divide at least two mono-
mials among uq, ..., u,, say ug u, with ¢ < h. Using (I4]) we obtain a relation
b of the form given in (I5). A similar argument as in the Case 1 shows that
fYi - Vi, = TpYi,Yi, , as desired.

So we may assume that for any z, with z, | f, z, divides at least » — 1 mono-
mial among uy, ..., u,. Hence deg, (fui---u,) > r. From ged(f,g) = 1 we have
degxp(gvl ~-v,) < r. Since fuy---u, = guv;---v, we have degxp(ful ceeuy) = T

12



Hence, we obtain that f is squarefree. Moreover, using that wu;;; | u; for all
i=1,...,7 —1 we obtain that z, { u, and z, | u; forall i = 1,...,r — 1 and all
xp, | f. Since f is squarefree, we get f | u; foralli =1,...,r —1 and ged(f,u,) = 1.
Now, we distinguish the two possible cases.

Subcase 2.1. Suppose there exist p and j with p > j such that z,, | f and z; | u,.
Then

wp(urt®™) = i ((pur/z;)t7).
Let p(yx) = (zpu,/x;)t? for some k. Then O’ = x,y;, —xjyx € J and in (V') = z,y;,
because U, >ex Tpu,/x;. Then fy;, -y = xpy;., as desired.

Subcase 2.2. Suppose that the Subcase 2.1 does not hold. Since ged(f,u,) =1
we have maxsupp(f) < minsupp(u,). Notice that f" | fuy---u, because f | wu;
fori = 1,...,7 — 1. Therefore f" | gvy---v.. Since ged(f,g) = 1 and v;’s are
squarefree, we conclude that f | v; for j =1,...,7. From the definition of <, since
in.(b) = fuy---u, we have either ¢, > ¢, or ¢, = ¢. and u, >1x v,. This implies
that deg(u,) = ¢- + (d—1) > ¢. + (d — 1) = deg(v,). Since u, # v, we may choose
a variable z, such that z. | u, and z. t v,.. It follows that «% | fuy---u, = gvy - - v,.
Hence z. | g. Now choose z, | f. Since f | v, we have z, | v, and p < ¢ because
max supp(f) < minsupp(u,). Then

Lo (0,19) = 2, (2600 /2,17,
Hence b = x.y;, — 1,yx € J, where o(yi) = (z.0,/7,)t% and in(V') = z.y;, because
Up Slex Ty /2, Multiplying b by (g/2.)y;, - - - y;,_, we get the relation
V" =gy ¥, — 2p(9/T) Vs YjoaYn € .

Therefore

b+ = fyh o Yie — zp(g/xc)yj1yj1 YUk € J
and dividing by the common factor x, we obtain the relation

0" = (f/2p)Yir - Vir = (9/e)Y5 Y50 - Ysooate € J
with inc (b") = (f/xp)yi, - - - yi, € inc(J). This contradicts the fact that fy;, ---v;,

is a minimal generator of in_(.J). So this case does not happen. O

As a consequence of Theorem and Theorem we obtain the following result
which confirms Conjectures A and B for squarefree Veronese ideals.

Corollary 3.3. Let I =1, 4. Then

(a) I™ has linear quotients, and so it is componentwise linear, for all k > 1.
(b) reg I®) = reg I* = dk for all k > 1.

Proof. (a) Equation (I3) shows that I has linear cover function v;(k) = k+ (d —1).
Hence, the result follows from Theorem 2.2 together with Theorem

(b) Part (a) together with the subsequent Theorem B.4i(c) imply that reg I*) =
reg I¥ = dk for all k > 1. O

The next result presents the generating degrees of each symbolic power of a square-

free Veronese ideal.
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Theorem 3.4. Let [ = I, 4. Then, for all k> 1
(a) We have

k
IR — Z( Z In7d+81 T ["vd"‘&”)'

m=1 s1+-+sm=k—m
0<51,....,.sm<n—d

(b) Boe(I®) #£ 0 if and only if ¢ = m(d—1)+k, where [k/(n—d+1)] <m < k.
(c) w(I®) = dk.

Proof. (a) From equation (I3]) it can be seen that
I(k)tk — Z I, sy I, dts t(31+1)+'“+(3m+1)’

where the sum is taken over all integers 1 < m < k and all integers s; > 0 such
that I, g+s, # (0) and (s; + 1)+ -+ (s;m + 1) = k. Thus d + s; < n for all ¢ and
S1+ -+ S, =k—m.

(b) Suppose that By, (I®) # 0. From (a) we know that ¢ is the degree of a
monomial in I, gys, - I d+s,,, for some integers 1 < m < k and 0 < sy,...,8,, <
n —d with sy + -+ - + s, = k — m. Therefore, ¢ =>"" (d+ s;) = md + (k —m) =
m(d — 1) + k. Since s; < n —d for all i, we obtain k —m = >", s; < m(n — d),
which implies that m > [k/(n —d + 1)].

Conversely, let [k/(n —d+ 1)] < m < k be an integer and let £ = m(d — 1) + k.
The inequality k/(n —d+ 1) < m implies that &k —m < m(n — d). Therefore, there

exist integers sq,..., S, such that 0 < s; <n—dforalliand s;+---+s,, =k—m.
For such integers s; we have I, 4.5, # (0) and (0) # Lyays, -+ Inars, C I, We
may assume that s; < --- < s,,. Set uy = Hfif‘ z; for 1 < £ < m. Then we

have u = wiug Uy € Lngys,  Inars, C 1% with deg(u) = md + >, s; =
md + (k—m) =m(d — 1) + k = £. Hence, in order to show that £y (I*)) # 0, it is
enough to show that v is a minimal generator of I*). Suppose by contradiction that
this is not the case, and a monomial v € I*) strictly divides u. From (a) we know
that v € I ays, -+ Indrs, for integers 1 < p < k and s; > 0 with s} +---+s) = k—p.
Moreover, p(d — 1) + k = deg(v) < deg(u) = m(d — 1) + k. Therefore, p < m. Let
w=x% 2% and v = 25" - . zb». We have b; < a; and b; < p for all i, since v is
the product of p squarefree monomials. So

d"rSmprrl n

pld—1)+k = degv) = > b+ Y. b
1=1 i:d+37rlfp+1+1

n

S p(d + Sm_p+1> + Z bz

i=d+8m7p+1+1

(16)

Notice that

d+s1 d—+s2 d+sm—1 d+sm
w=(IT="C I =--C I = ] =)
=1 i=d+s1+1 1=d+Sm_o+1 i=d+sm—1+1
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Hence, a; = 0 for ¢ > d+ s, and a; = ¢, for any d + s, + 1 < @ < d + Sp—g41,
where 1 < g < m and sqg = —d. Therefore,

Z bi < Z a;
i=d-+sm—pp1+1 i=dtsm—pi1+1
< (p— 1)(5m—p+2 - Sm—p—irl) o+ 3(Sm_2 — Sm-3) (17)
+2(Sm-1— Sm—2) + (Sm — Sm—1)
p—2
= Zﬁ Sm—t+1 — Sm— e) Zsm ¢~ (p— 1)Sm—p+1-
=0
From equations () and G]:ﬂ) we obtain
p—2 p—1
pld=1)+k<p(d+smpr1) + Y Smet— (p— Dsmops1 =pd+ Y _ Sy
=0 =0

This implies that £k —p < Zi’;& Smt < 81+ -+ Sy, = k—m. Hence, we get p > m,
which is a contradiction.
(c) follows from (b). O

As a corollary of Theorem [3.4] we obtain the least degree of a generator of Ir(fz
and recover [3, Theorem 7.5] on the Waldschmidt constant of squarefree Veronese
ideals. Recall that for a homogeneous ideal I C S, the Waldschmidt constant of I
is defined as a(I) = limy_,oo a(I™®)) /K.

Corollary 3.5. Let [ = I,4. Then a(I®) = (d — )[k/(n —d+1)] + k. In
particular, a(I) =n/(n —d+1).

Notice that in general I (%) ¢ 1s not componentwise polymatroidal. Indeed, consider
the ideal Iy 3 = (x12223, 12224, T12324, Tax324). Then,

(2 _ 2292 222 2.9 2 292 9
I3 = (T1X9x3y, TIXTZXS, TITZXS, TITITY, THXZLY)

is not componentwise polymatroidal. In fact, we have

— (792 _ (3 2,22 2 2 2,22 2 2 2 2
L=(I3)e = (01020374, 272523, T{T5T3T4, T1T5Ty, T)ToT3Ty, T1TaT3Ty,
2.2 2 3 2.2 2. 2 3
L1T3Ty, T1XT3T4, T1X 9L 3Ty, L1ToX3Ly, T1L2T 3Ty,

2 2 3 .2 2 2
T1ToT5Ty, T1ToL3Ty, T3X5LY),

where the minimal monomial generators of L are ordered according to the lex order
>1ex induced by xy > x9 > x3 > x4. Notice that L does not have linear quotients
with respect to such order. Indeed, (z3zox324) : (z3x323) = (2174) is not generated
by variables. Hence L is not polymatroidal by [2, Theorem 2.4].

The next result shows that 12(]2 is a componentwise polymatroidal ideal. Notice
that I 4 may be viewed as an edge ideal.

Let G be a finite simple graph on the vertex set V(G) = {z1,...,2,} with the
edge set E(G). The complementary graph of G is the graph G¢ with the vertex set
V(G®) = V(G) and the edge set E(G®) = {{x;,z;} : i # j, {zi,2;} ¢ E(G)}.
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Proposition 3.6. Let [ = I,,4. If d € {1,2,n}, then I'*) is componentwise polyma-
troidal for all k > 1.

Proof. For d = 1 we have I = m and so I®) = [* = m* is (componentwise)
polymatroidal for all £ > 1. Similarly, for d = n we have I = (z1---x,) and so
I®) = 18 = (ghak ... 2%) is (componentwise) polymatroidal for all & > 1. Finally,
for d = 2 we have I = I(G), where G is the complete graph on the vertex set
{x1,...,z,}. Notice that G¢ is the graph on the vertex set {x1,...,x,} whose all
vertices are isolated. Hence G is a block graph and any ordering of the variables
Z1,...,T, is a perfect elimination order of G¢ in the sense of Dirac [I1]. Then, the
proof of [19, Theorem 2.3(a)] shows that (I*));y has linear quotients with respect to
the lex order induced by any ordering of the variables z1, ..., z,, for any 5. Hence,
by a result of Bandari and Rahmati-Asghar [2, Theorem 2.4] it follows that (1),
is polymatroidal, for all j and k. Hence, I*) is componentwise polymatroidal.
Alternatively, notice that I,(le) = iz, PF for all k > 1, where P, = Py,\(}- Since
P, 4+ P; = m for ¢ # j, by a result of Francisco and Van Tuyl [22, Theorem 3.1] it

follows that I,(le) is componentwise polymatroidal for all £ > 1. O

We expect that the converse of Proposition holds as well.

As was shown in the proof of Theorem [3.2] the initial ideal of the defining ideal J of
Rs(1n.q) is generated by monomials of the form v and z,0" with v,v" € K[yy, ..., Ym]
such that deg(v’) < 2. In general in. (J) may not be a quadratic monomial ideal. For
instance, consider I = Iy3. Let T'= K[x1,...,24,Y1,...,ys5] and let ¢ : T — R4(I)
be the S-algebra map defined by setting o(y1) = z1@om3xat?, ©(y2) = T1T273L,
o(ys) = z1xax4t, p(Ys) = x12324t and p(ys) = xoxszet. Macaulay2 [25] shows that

in<(Ker SD) = (931?/5%, T2Ys4, T3Y3, TaY2, Y2U3, Y2Y4, Y2Ys, Y3Ya, Y3Ys, y4y5)

with respect to the order (I2]). Nonetheless, in the next proposition we show that
in.(J) is generated in degree at most three.

Proposition 3.7. Let I = I,, 4, and let J be the defining ideal of Rs(I). Then the
initial ideal in(J) with respect to the order (I2) is generated by monomials of the
form z:y;, yiyx, and T;y;yx.

Proof. We keep the notation as in the proof of Theorem[B.2l Let fy;, - - -y, € in(J)
be a minimal monomial generator with ¢; < --- < 4, and f € S a monomial. If
f # 1, then the proof of Theorem shows that either fy;, ---v;, = x;y; for some
tand j or fy;, - vy, = z;y;yx for some 7, j, k. Now, suppose that f = 1. Then we
have a binomial relation of the form

b=yiYi. — 9Yj " Yj. € J
with g € S a monomial, j; <--- < j; and in.(b) = y;, - - - ;. By the minimality of
in. (b) we have {iy,...,i5,} N {j1,...,Js} = 0. We show that deg(y;, - - - y;,) = 2.
Let o(y;,) = ugt® for all £ = 1,...,r and p(y;,) = vet® for all £ =1,...,s.
Case 1. Assume that there exist integers ¢ < h such that uy { u,. Then, we can
pick a variable x, with z. | up and z. { u,. Then

(ugt®) (unt™) = ((xclié)tq‘“)((w/ z ™).



This equality shows that y;,y;, € in.(J). Since y;,y;, divides y;, - - - y;, and the latter
one is a minimal generator of in_(J), we get y;, - - - i, = ¥;,Yi, , as desired.

Case 2. Suppose that Case 1 does not hold. Then u;yq | u; foralli =1,...,r—1.
We show that this case does not happen. First we show that under this assumption
g = 1. By equation ([I3]) we have deg(us) = ¢ +d — 1 for all 1 < ¢ < r and
deg(vg) = qj+d—1forall 1 < ¢ < s. Moreover, uy - - - u t1H 0 = gy - -y T+,
Hence,

T

Z(qe +d—1) =deg(u; - --u,) = deg(g) + deg(vy - - = deg(g) + Z q@+d—1).
=1

From this and the equality >",_, ¢ = >_,_, ¢}, we obtain r(d—1) = deg(g)+s(d—1).
Notice that since in(b) = y;, - - - ¥;,, we have r > s. Then deg(g) = (r — s)(d — 1).
Since w,. | u; for all i, we have uZZ | uy -+ u, = gvy---vs. From the fact that all v;’s
are squarefree, we obtain u/~* | g. Thus

(r—s)(g+d—1)=deg(u.~*) < deg(g) = (r—s)(d—1).
This would imply that (r — s)g. < 0. Since ¢, > 0 and r > s, we obtain r = s.
Thus deg(g) = (r — s)(d —1) =0, which means g =1 and b =v;, - - - yi, — Yj, - - Yj.-
Moreover, ul. | vy - -+ v, which implies that u, | v; for all 4. In particular, u, | v,. So
we conclude that v, >1x u, and ¢. + (d — 1) = deg(v,) > deg(u,) = ¢ + (d — 1).
Thus ¢, > ¢, and by (1) we have y; > vy;.. Hence, y;, -+ yj, >rex Yiy - - - ¥i,. This
means that in(b) = y;, - - - y;,, a contradiction. O

We close this section with the following question.

Question 3.8. When does the defining ideal of Rs(I,.q4) have a quadratic Grébner
basis for some monomial order < ¢

4. MATCHING-MATROIDAL IDEALS

In this section, we consider matroidal ideals attached to matching matroids and
we prove Conjectures [A] and [B] for some special families of such ideals.

Let A ={A;,..., A} be afinite collection of non-empty subsets of [n]. A transver-
sal of A is the image of an injective map @ : [t] — [n] with the property that
P(j) € Ajforall j =1,...,¢ It is well-known that the collection of all transversals
of A is the set of bases of a matroid, called a transversal matroid. Next, we provide
a short algebraic proof of this fact.

Given b = (by,...,b,) € Z2, we put xP = 2% ... 25 For a monomial ideal I C S
and a vector a = (ay,...,a,) € Z%,, we define the ideal I=* as the monomial ideal
generated by all monomials xP € I such that b < a, that is b; < q; for all i.
Lemma 4.1. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal. Then I<? is polymatroidal too.
Proof. Let u,v € G(I=*) with deg, (u) > deg, (v). Since u,v € G(I) and I is
polymatroidal, there exists j with deg, (u) < deg, (v) such that x;(u/x;) € G(I).
We claim that z;(u/z;) € G(I=?*). Indeed, deg, (z;(u/z;)) < deg, (u) < a, for all
integers s # j and deg, (z;(u/z;)) = deg, (u) +1 < deg, (v) < a;. This shows that

z;(u/x;) € G(IS*). Hence I=? is polymatroidal. O
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As a consequence of Lemma A1l we have

Corollary 4.2. Let A = {A;,..., A} be a collection of non-empty subsets of [n].
The collection of transversals of A is the set of bases of a matroid.

Proof. Let J = Py, - - - Py4,. Since each Py, is polymatroidal, .J is polymatroidal too.
Let I = J=! where 1 = (1,1,...,1). By Lemma FT] it follows that I is a matroidal
ideal. Let B be the set of the transversals of 4. We claim that the set consisting of
the supports of the minimal monomial generators of I coincides with B. This will
imply the assertion.

A minimal monomial generator of J is of the form v = x;, ---x;, with i; € A,
for all j = 1,...,t. This monomial u belongs to G(I) if and only if u is squarefree.
That is, if and only if 4; # i, for all 1 <7 < j <t. So the map 9, : [t] = [n] defined
by 1, (j) = i; is injective and v, (j) € A; for all j. Hence Imvy = supp(u) € B.
Conversely, let {d,...,4;} € B be a transversal. Then zy € Py, for all j and the
monomial u' = x; - - - x; is squarefree. This shows that v’ € G(I), as desired. O

Next, we provide a different description, due to Edmonds and Fulkerson, of the
matroids considered in this section.

Let G be a finite simple graph on the vertex set [n] with the edge set E(G). A
k-matching of G is a collection of k edges of G which are pairwise disjoint. The
matching number of G, denoted by v(G), is the maximum size of a matching of G.

We say that a subset B C [n] meets a matching M, if B C (J,.,,e. Now, let
A C [n] be non-empty. Then

{B: BCA, Bmeets M for some matching M of G}

is the collection of independent sets of a matroid. We denote this matroid by
Match(G; A) and call it a matching-matroid. This fact was proved by Edmonds
and Fulkerson (see [55, Theorem 1 on page 246]).

When A = [n], we denote Match(G; [n]) simply by Match(G). An algebraic proof
that Match(G) is a matroid can be found for instance in [I5, Theorem 1.1]. See
also [14] Theorem 1.7], [18, Theorem 1.8] and [39, Theorem 4.3] for some related
algebraic results.

We say that a squarefree monomial ideal I is matching-matroidal if the supports
of the minimal monomial generators of I are the bases of a matching-matroid.

A deep theorem of Edmonds and Fulkerson shows that a matroid is transversal
if and only if it is a matching-matroid (see [55 Theorem 2 on page 248]). Let
1=(1,1,...,1). For a monomial ideal I C S, we call I=! the squarefree part of I.

Using the theorem of Edmonds and Fulkerson combined with Corollary we
obtain the following algebraic characterization.

Theorem 4.3. Let I C S be a monomial ideal. Then I is matching-matroidal if
and only if I = (Py--- P,)=t for some monomial prime ideals Py, ..., P;.

At the moment we are not able to prove Conjectures [Al and [B] for all matching-
matroidal ideals. Therefore, in what follows we restrict our attention to a special

but wide family of matching-matroidal ideals.
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Given a non-empty subset A of [n] we denote by 14 4 the squarefree Veronese ideal
of degree d in the polynomial ring Sy = Klz; : i € Al.

Let A = {A;,..., A} be a finite collection of non-empty subsets of [n]. We say
that A is of Veronese type, if whenever we have A; N A; # () then A; = A;. Let
I be the matching-matroidal ideal attached to a set A of Veronese type, that is
I = (Py, -+ Py,)St. We say that I is a matching-matroidal ideal of Veronese type.
Notice that for such an ideal I we have I = (Pg! -+ - Pgm)=1, where B; N B; = () for
all ¢ # j. Since the ideals ng_ have pairwise disjoint supports and (ng,)él = Ip, 4,
we obtain that

_ dy dm \<1 __ d1\<1 dm \<1 __
[ - (PB1 U PB:LL) - (PBl) e (PB:LL) - [B17d1 U IBWudm'
Hence, we have shown

Proposition 4.4. A monomial ideal I is a matching-matroidal ideal of Veronese
type if and only if I is the product of squarefree Veronese ideals with pairwise disjoint
Supports.

The following remark follows easily from the definition of symbolic powers.

Remark 4.5. Let I1,...,I; C S be monomial ideals with pairwise disjoint supports.
Then (Iy---1,)®) = Il(k) I for all k> 1.

Now, we verify Conjectures [A], [Bl for matching-matroidal ideals of Veronese type.

Theorem 4.6. Let I C S be a matching-matroidal ideal of Veronese type. Then,
I®) has linear quotients and reg I*) = reg I* for all k > 1.

For the proof of this theorem, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let I,...,I; C S be monomial ideals with pairwise disjoint supports.
Then the following statements hold.

(a) Suppose that I; is componentwise linear for all j =1,...,t. Then I ---1; is
componentwise linear.

(b) Suppose that I; have linear quotients for all j = 1,...,t. Then Iy ---1I; has
linear quotients.

(c) Suppose that regl;k) = ajk for all j = 1,...,t and all k > 1. Then
reg (I - I,)®) = (ay + -+ -+ ap)k for all k > 1.

Proof. To prove the statements (a), (b) and (c), proceeding by induction on ¢, it is

enough to prove the case t = 2, with the base case t = 1 being trivial. Therefore, it

is enough to consider two monomial ideals I, J of S with supp(/) Nsupp(J) = 0.
(a) It is clear that for all d we have

d
U@ = > Lody = ) Lu-yTa
i+j=d i=0
We claim that for all j = 0,...,d the ideal H; = Zgzo Iia—4J has a d-linear
resolution. Since Hy = (IJ)(q this will yield the assertion. To prove our claim

we proceed by finite induction. For j = 0, Hy = Iy has d-linear resolution by
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assumption. Now let j > 0. Notice that H; = H;_ + I(4_jJ(;. By induction H;_,
has d-linear resolution. Furthermore Ii4_j.J;;y has d-linear resolution for it is the
product of monomial ideals with disjoint supports having (d — j)-linear and j-linear
resolution, respectively. It follows from [21, Corollary 2.4] that H; = H;_1+1i4_jJi;
is a Betti splitting. Now, using [7, Proposition 1.8] we have that H; has d-linear
resolution if and only if H;_4 NIz J;) has a (d+ 1)-linear resolution. Notice that
Iigy C Iig—1y C -+ C Iig—yy and Jgy D J1y D -+ D Jyj. Taking into account that
the sum of monomial ideals distributes over intersections, we obtain that

j—1 j—1
HiiNTapdy = O Lu-nJw) NV apydyy = Y [Ta-n i) 0 (Ta-yJii)]
=0 =0
1 j—1
= ) ey N L)) Ty VI = > Tiamiy i
=0 1=0
j—1
= O Lu-p) gy = TacienJy)
=0

has (d-+1)-linear resolution. Hence (1.J)4 has d-linear resolution for all d, as desired.

(b) Let uy, ..., uy, and vy, ..., vy be linear quotients orders of I and .J, respectively.
Since supp(/) Nsupp(J) = 0, we have G(IJ) = {wv; : i=1,...,m,j=1,... (}.
We claim that

U1V, U2V1,y -« -y U U1, ULV, . . . s UV, oo oy ULVp,y . . .y Uy, Uy

is a linear quotients order of I.J. To this end, consider two generators w;v; > u,v,.
Then, either j < q or j =q and i < p.

Suppose that j < ¢. Since J has linear quotients, there exists r < ¢ such that
U 1 vy = xs divides v : v, Since wv; 1 upvg = (u;  up)(v; : v,) it follows that
x5 divides uv; @ u,v, too. Consider the monomial u,v,. Notice that u,v, > wuyv,
because r < q. Moreover u,v, : uyv, = v, : Vg = Tz divides u;v; : upv,, as desired.

Suppose now j = ¢, then wv; : uyv, = u; : up. Since I has linear quotients,
there exists » < p such that w, : v, = z, divides w; : uw,. Then uw,v; > u,v; and
U Upv; = T divides w;v; 1 upvy = u; ¢ Uy, as desired.

(¢) By Remark 5 we have (IJ)*®) = [®) J®) for all k > 1. By the assumption,
reg I®¥) = ak and reg J*¥) = bk for all k > 1. Since supp(/®) N supp(J*)) = 0, we
have reg (I.J)*) = reg I*) J*) = yeg I®) 4 reg J*) = (a + b)k for all k > 1. O

Now, we are in the position to prove Theorem [£.6l

Proof of Theorem[{.0. By Proposition .4, I = Ig, 4, - - Ip,, a, with B;NB; = () for
all 1 <i < j < m. Using Remark {5 we have [ = Ig?dl - 'IJ(B?L,dm forall k > 1

with supp(Ig? a;) ﬂsupp(ljg? 0) = () for all 1 <i < j < m. The assertion now follows

by combining Lemma [L.7(b)-(c) with Corollary B.3 O
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5. COMPARISON BETWEEN ORDINARY AND SYMBOLIC POWERS

Let I C S be a monomial ideal. Notice that I* C I®). However, in general
I®) is a much larger ideal compared to I*. In this section, we aim to classify the
polymatroidal ideals I for which I*) = I* for all k£ > 1.

Firstly, we consider the squarefree case, i.e., I is matroidal.

Let I C S be a squarefree monomial ideal. We say that [ is Konig if I contains
a monomial regular sequence of length height(I). We say that I is packed if every
ideal obtained from I by setting a (possibly empty) subset of the variables equal to
0 and a disjoint (possibly empty) subset of the variables equal to 1 is Konig.

A famous conjecture posed by Conforti and Cornuéjols [5] has been restated equiv-
alently in algebraic terms by Gitler, Villarreal and others [23] 24] as follows.

Conjecture 5.1. A squarefree monomial ideal I C S satisfies I'®) = I* for all k > 1
if and only iof I 1s packed.

This conjecture is sometimes referred as the Packing problem. It is known that
Conjecture Bl holds for any squarefree monomial ideal generated in degree two, that
is for any edge ideal, see [23] Proposition 4.27]. Moreover, the following implication
is well-known.

Proposition 5.2. Let I C S be a squarefree monomial ideal. Suppose that IF) = I*
for all k > 1. Then I is packed.

Following [46] we say that a (squarefree) monomial ideal I C S is vertex splittable
if I can be obtained by the following recursive procedure.

(i) If u is a monomial and I = (u), I = (0) or I = S, then I is vertex splittable.

(ii) If there is a variable z; and vertex splittable ideals I; and I such that
I =11 + I, i ¢ supp(ls), Is C I; and G(I) is the disjoint union of G(x;1;)
and G(I), then [ is vertex splittable.

The following result was shown in [0, Proposition 2].
Proposition 5.3. (Componentwise) polymatroidal ideals are vertez splittable.

By [29, Lemma 2.1] any polymatroidal ideal satisfies the so-called dual ezchange
property, namely: for all u,v € G(I) and all 7 such that deg, (u) < deg, (v) there
exists j with deg, (u) > deg, (v) such that z;(u/z;) € G(I).

For the proof of Theorem we need also the following splitting decomposition
which was proved in [I7, Lemma 5.6], (see also the proof of [1, Theorem 1.1]). We
regard the zero ideal (0) as a polymatroidal ideal.

Lemma 5.4. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal generated in degree a(I) = d > 2.
For any i € supp(I) there exist polymatroidal ideals I, I, C S with a(l,) = d — 1
such that I = x;I1 + Io, i & supp(ls) and Iy C I.

For a graded ideal I C S, we denote by u(I) = dimg (I /mI) the minimal number
of generators of I. Notice that if I is a monomial ideal, then p(I) = |G(I)|.

Now, we establish Conjecture [5.1] for matroidal ideals.
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Theorem 5.5. For a matroidal ideal I C S the following conditions are equivalent.
(a) ]:Pplpp wzthFZﬁFJ:@forallz#j

t

(b) I®) = T* for all k > 1.
C 18 packed.
1 ked

Proof. The implication (a) = (b) follows from Remark together with the fact
that P*) = P* for all k, if P is a monomial prime ideal. The implication (b) = (c)
follows from Proposition [5.2

Let us prove (¢) = (a). We proceed by induction on a(l) =d > 1. If d =1
there is nothing to prove. Now, let d > 1. Next, we proceed by induction on
wu(I) > 1. If u(I) = 1, then I is principal and (a) holds. Let p(I) > 1. Without
loss of generality we can assume that [ is fully-supported. Applying Lemma [5.4]
we can write I = x11; + Iy with I, [s matroidal ideals such that a(l;) = d — 1,
1 ¢ supp(ly) Usupp(lz) and I, C I;. Since by assumption [ is packed, it follows
that putting x1 = 0 and ; = 1 in I, the resulting squarefree monomial ideals are
also packed. Putting x; = 0 in I we obtain that [, is packed. Whereas, putting
r1 = 1 we obtain that I; + I, = I; is packed. Here we used that I, C I;.

If I, = (0), since a(l;) < «(l) and I, is packed, by induction we have that
I, = Pg, -+ Pg, and so I = 211, = P, Pg, - -+ Pg, is of the required form.

Now, suppose that Iy # (0). Then a(ly) = d and p(lz) < p(l). Recall that
a(l1) < a(I). By induction on (/) and p(/) we have that I = Pg, --- P, , and
Iy = Pp, -+ Pp, with G;NG; =0 and F; N F; = for all ¢ # j.

We claim that supp(ly) = [n] \ {1}. Otherwise assume that ¢ ¢ supp(l2) for
some 2 < i < n. Then, i € supp(l;) because I is fully-supported. Hence, there
is a monomial v € G(z11,) C G(I) divided by xyz;. Let v € G(Il2) C G(I). We
have deg, (u) < deg, (v). By the dual exchange property we can find an integer j
with deg, (u) > deg, (v) such that w = z;(u/x;) € G(I). Since i € supp(w) and
i ¢ supp(ly) we have w ¢ I,. Hence w € x11;. However this is impossible because
x1tw as u € G(I). This contradiction proves our claim.

From I, C I we have Pp, --- Pp, C Pg, -+ Pg, , C Pg, for all i. Hence, Fy, C G;
for some ¢;. If @ # j, then ¢; # {;, otherwise, Fy, € G; N G, which contradicts to
G;NG; = 0. Thus, after a relabeling we have Fy C Gy,...,F;_; C G4-y. Since
supp(l2) = [n] \ {1}, we have Fy U---U F; = [n] \ {1}. Hence, G; C U?:l(G’i N F;).
Notice that for 1 < j < d —1, we have G;NF; C G, NG;. So G;NEF; =0 for j #1i
with 1 < j < d — 1. Therefore,

G, C(G,NFE)U(G,NEFy) =F,U(G;N Fy), (18)

for all . We claim that F; intersects at most one of the sets G1,...,G4_1. Suppose
that this is not the case and let r € F; N G;, and s € F; N G,, with i1 # 5. Then
we can find v € G(I;) with z,xs | u. Hence zyu € G(I). Choose v € G(I). Since
deg,, (z1u) > deg,, (v), there exists an integer ¢ such that deg,, (z u) < deg,,(v) and
xi(r1u) /2y = zpu € G(I). Thus z,u € G(Iy). Since z,x5 | u, this means that at least
one between r and s belongs to some Fy with ¢ # d. Then we get F, N Fy; # (), a
contradiction. So the claim is proved and then we may assume that G; N F; = ()
for 2 < ¢ < d—1. From this and (I8]) we obtain G; C F; for 2 < ¢ < d — 1. Since
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we had the other inclusions as well, we get G; = F; for 2 < i < d — 1. Moreover,
Fy C Gy C Fy UF,. Hence

I = 261]1 + ]2 = (xIPGl + Pplppd)PF2 .. 'PFd71'

Putting x; = 1in [ for all ¢« € FoU---UFy_; we obtain the ideal J = x1 P, + Pr, Pr,
which is packed. Note that J = I(G) is an edge ideal. By [23, Proposition 4.27] it
follows that G is bipartite. Since J = I(P), where P = (z; : i € Fy U F; U {1}),
by [36, Corollary 3.2] the ideal J is again matroidal. Now, using [40, Theorem 2.3]
the only matroidal edge ideals are edge ideals of complete multipartite graphs. Since
G is bipartite, it follows that G is a complete bipartite graph. Hence J = P4Pg
with AN B = 0. Finally [ = PyPpPp, -+ Pr, , and the sets A, B, Fy, ..., F;_; are
pairwise disjoint because I is squarefree. O]

Now we turn to the non-squarefree case. Non-squarefree polymatroidal ideals [
satisfying 1) = I* for all k > 1, abound, as we show next. We begin our discussion
by stating an elementary lemma which gives a condition ensuring that I*) = I* for
all £ > 1.

Lemma 5.6. Let I C S be an ideal with m € Ass(I). Then I®*) = I* for all k > 1.

Proof. Since m € Ass(I) and I*S, NS = I* we have I*) C I* for all k > 1. The
assertion follows because the opposite inclusion always holds. O]

An immediate consequence of this result is given in the following corollary which
allows to construct, starting with any polymatroidal ideal, several polymatroidal
ideals whose ordinary and symbolic powers coincide.

Proposition 5.7. Let I,J C S be polymatroidal ideals such that m € Ass(I). Then
(IJ)® = (IJ)k for all k > 1.

Proof. In view of Lemma it is enough to show that m € Ass(/J). Since
m € Ass(/) we have depth (S/I) = 0. By the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula
projdim(S/I) = n. We have the following isomorphisms

Tord (K, I) = Tord (K, S/I) = Hy(21,...,2,;S/1) = (I:m)/I)es A--- Aey,

where H,,(x1,...,x,;S/I) denotes the nth Koszul homology of S/I with respect to
the sequence 1, . .., z, and each e; has degree one. Let a(I) = d, a(J) = d'. Since I
has a d-linear resolution, it follows that Tor? (I, I); =0ifand only if j # n+d—1.
Since projdim(S/I) = n it follows that Tor? (K, I)nrq—1 # 0. Due to the above
isomorphisms and since e; A- - - Ae, has degree n, we deduce that ((I : m)/I)q_1 # 0.
Hence, we can find a monomial v € (I : m) \ I of degree d — 1. Clearly I : (u) = m.
Now let v € G(J). Then vu ¢ IJ because deg(uv) =d+d — 1 but a(lJ)=d+d.
Hence the ideal I.J : (uv) is proper and contains m. This shows that [.J : (uv) =m
and so m € Ass([.J), as desired. O

In view of Proposition B.7, it is hopeless to give a full classification of non-
squarefree polymatroidal ideals whose ordinary and symbolic powers coincide.

Next, we provide more nice classes of non-squarefree polymatroidal ideals whose

ordinary and symbolic powers coincide.
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Recall that a transversal polymatroidal ideal is defined as the product of any
arbitrary number of monomial prime ideals.

Let w = x;, ---x;, € S be a monomial of degree d, with 1 <43 <..- <13 <n
The principal Borel ideal generated by wu, is defined as the monomial 1deal B(u) C S
such that

G(B() = {0y, : o S v, s Ju < i

It is well-known that B(u) is a polymatroidal ideal. Such an ideal is strongly
stable. That is, it has the following property: for all monomials w € B(u) and all
i < j<nwith z; | w we have z;(w/z;) € B(u).

Theorem 5.8. Consider the following families of polymatroidal ideals.

(a) Polymatroidal ideals generated in degree 2 which are not squarefree.

(b) Transversal polymatroidal ideals.

(¢) Principal Borel ideals.
Then I%) = I* for all k > 1 for any ideal I belonging to one of the families (a)-(c).
In particular, reg I'®) = reg I* and I'® has linear quotients, and so it is componen-
twise linear, for all k > 1.

Proof. Let I be an ideal belonging to one of the families (a)-(c). Without loss of
generality, we may assume that [ is fully-supported.

(a) Since I is not squarefree, up to a relabeling we can assume that 22 € G(I).
We claim that [ : (z;) = m. Then the assertion follows Lemma Clearly
x1 € 1: (z1). Let p € {2,...,n}. Since [ is fully-supported, we have x,z, € I for
some q. If ¢ = 1, then z,, € I : (x1). Suppose ¢ # 1. Then deg, (z,z,) > deg, (z}).
Thus, by the exchange property z1x, € I and so x, € I : (z1), as desired.

(b) Let I = PPy--- P, be a transversal polymatroidal ideal, with each P; a
monomial prime ideal. Following [36] Section 3], we define the intersection graph
of I as the graph G; with the vertex set {1,...,¢} such that {i,j} € E(Gy) if and
only if i # j and G(P;) N G(P;) # 0. Let Gy,...,G. be the connected components
of G;. Then V(G;) N V(G) =@ foral 1 <i < j < e It follows that we
can write I = I;--- 1., where each I; is a transversal polymatroidal ideal whose
intersection graph Gy, is the graph G; and such that supp(Z;) N supp(Z;) = 0 for all
1 <i < j < c. Regarding each ideal I; as a monomial ideal in the polynomlal ring
S; = Klz; : j € supp([;)] with the graded maximal ideal m;, and since G;, = G;
is a connected graph, it follows from [36, Theorem 3.3] that m; € Assg,(/;). Hence,
regarding each I; as an ideal of S;, Lemma implies that IZ.(k) = IF for all k > 1.
Since symbolic powers remain unchanged after a polynomial extension of .S; by new
variables, it follows that IZ.(k) = IF for all k > 1 when regarding the ideals I; as ideals
of S. Since the ideals I, ..., I. have pairwise disjoint supports, using Remark it
follows that

I® =1y I)® =W W) = k=
for all £ > 1, as desired.

(c) Let I = B(u) with u = x7* - - - 2% . Since [ is fully-supported we have a, > 0.
Hence I : (u/x,) = m € Ass(I) because [ is strongly stable. The conclusion follows

from Lemma 5.6l O
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6. COMPONENTWISE LINEARITY OF SYMBOLIC POWERS

In this final section, we determine several families of polymatroidal ideals which
satisfy Conjectures [Al and [Bl

A graph G is called a complete multipartite graph if there exists a partition of the
vertex set V(G) = Ay U---UA, withm >2and A; # 0 for i = 1,...,m such that
E(G) ={{zi,z;} : x; € Ai, z; € Aj, 1 # j}. If m =2, then G is called a complete
bipartite graph.

A matroidal ideal generated in degree two is the edge ideal I = I(G) of some
graph G. It follows from [40, Theorem 2.3] that G is a complete multipartite graph.
Using this fact, in the following proposition we show that Conjectures [Al and [B] hold
for such polymatroidal ideals.

Proposition 6.1. Let I C S be a matroidal ideal generated in degree two. Then
reg I®) = reg I* = 2k and I®) is componentwise polymatroidal for all k > 1.

Proof. We have I = I(G), where G is a complete multipartite graph. Now, let
V(G) = Ay U---U A, be the vertex partition of G as described before. It follows
that G is the disjoint union of the complete graphs on the vertex sets Ay, ..., A,,.
Thus G° is a block graph. It is shown in the proof of [19, Theorem 2.3(a)] that
(1 (k))(d> has linear quotients with respect to the lex order induced by any perfect
elimination order of G in the sense of Dirac [L1]. Notice furthermore that any order

of the variables zy,...,x, is a perfect elimination order of G°. Hence, combining
this with [2, Theorem 2.4] we obtain that I*) is componentwise polymatroidal for
all k. Finally, by [19, Corollary 2.4] we have reg I*) = reg I* = 2k for all k. O

As a consequence of this result and Theorem [(B.§(a) we have

Corollary 6.2. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal generated in degree two. Then
reg I®) =reg I* and I* has linear quotients for all k > 1.

We define the greatest common divisor of a monomial ideal I C S as the monomial
ged(I) = ged(u : w € G(I)). Itis clear that any monomial ideal I C S can be written
as ged(1)J for a unique monomial ideal J C S with ged(J) = 1. Notice furthermore
that ged(7) = 1 if and only if height(/) > 1.

Proposition 6.3. Let I C S be a monomial ideal and let w € S be a monomial.
Then, (ul)® = (u)*I®) for all k > 1. In particular, reg(ul)*) = reg I®) 4 deg(u)k.

Proof. Firstly, we claim that Ass(ul) = Ass(/) U {(x;) : x; | u}. To this end,
consider the short exact sequence

0= S/((ul) : (w)) — S/(ul) — S/(ul,u) — 0. (19)

Notice that (ul) : (u) = I using [30, Proposition 1.2.2], and (ul,u) = (u). Then,
the exact sequence (I9) implies that Ass(/) C Ass(ul) C Ass(I) U Ass((u)). We
have Ass((u)) = {(x;) : a; | u}. Since ul C Py for each ¢ with z; | u, and
height(Ppy) = 1, it follows that Ass((u)) € Ass(ul). The claim is proved.

Now, assume for the moment that ged(/) = 1. Later we discuss the general case.

Given a monomial prime ideal P we denote by up the monomial of S obtained from
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u by applying the substitutions x; +— 1 for z; ¢ P. Let u = z{*---x%. Using
formula (B) and our claim we have

W)™ = () ((u)(P))

PecAss(ul)
= ( () (@h@EpHn () (@)P)®),
PeAss((u)) PeAss(I)

Let P € Ass((u)). Then P = (z;) for some x; | u. Since ged(l) = 1, we get

glat (uI)(P))* = (atf‘“) Whereas, if P € Ass(I), then ((ul)(P))* = (u )( (P))*.

W)™ = (NN () @p)I(P)) = W0 () wh)IP)")

zi|u PeAss(I) PeAss(I)
=[] @) (p)IP)Y). (20)
PeAss(I)

k

Notice that for any P € Ass(I), we can write u* = upv with v = ([, ¢p ),

Therefore, since (I(P))¥ is a monomial ideal whose support is contained in supp(P)
and since supp(v) Nsupp(P) = 0, it follows that

(®) N ((up)(I(P)*) = (upv) N ((up)*(I(P))")
= (0)[(up)" N ((up)*(1(P))")] (21)
= ()(up)*(I(P)* = (u)*(I(P))".
Combining (20) and (2I)) we obtain that
()™ = () @HUP) =@ () TP)) = @)Y
PeAss(I) PeAss(I)

Suppose now ged(I) # 1. Then I = vJ for some monomial v € S and a monomial
ideal J C S with ged(J) = 1. By what we proved before, we have I*) = (v)*J*) and
(ul)® = ((uv)JJ)®) = (uv)kJ*®) . Hence (ul)®) = (u)*(v)¥J*) = (u)*1*). O

The following elementary result is an immediate consequence of Proposition

Corollary 6.4. Let I C S be a monomial ideal and let w € S be a monomial.
Suppose that reg I'®) = reg I* and that I'*) has linear quotients for all k > 1. Then
reg (ul)® = reg (ul)* and (uI)*) has linear quotients for all k > 1.

A polymatroidal ideal I satisfies the strong exchange property if for all u,v € G(I),
all 4, j with deg,,(u) > deg,,(v) and deg, (u) < deg, (v) we have x;(u/z;) € G(I).

Given an integer d > 0 and a vector a = (ay, ..., a,) € Z2,, the ideal of Veronese
type (n,d,a) is defined as the ideal I, 4, such that -

G(Inda) = {x?l . xl;b" : Zb" =dand b, <aq; fori= 1,...,n}.
i=1
It is known that a polymatroidal ideal I satisfies the strong exchange property if

and only if I = (u)I,, 4, for some monomial v € S, see [33] Theorem 1.1].
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Proposition 6.5. Let I C S be a polymatroidal ideal in at most three variables.
Then, reg I®) =reg I* and I™) has linear quotients, for all k > 1.

Proof. 1f |supp(I)| = 1, then [ is a principal ideal and there is nothing to prove.
Let |supp(/)| = 2. Again, we may suppose that I is not a principal ideal. It follows
from [20, Proposition 5.1(c)] that m = (x1,22) € Ass(I). Then the assertion follows
from Lemma 5.6l Now suppose that supp(/) = [3]. By [1, Proposition 2.7], I
satisfies the strong exchange property. Hence, I = uls 4, with u € S a monomial
and a = (a1, ag, az) € Z4, such that a; + as + az > d. Using Corollary we may
assume that u = 1. Hence, we can assume that I = I3 4,. Since I is fully-supported
we have a; > 0 for ¢ = 1,2,3. If a; + as + az = d, then [ is principal and there
is nothing to prove. Suppose now a; + as + az > d + 1. By [306, Corollary 4.5] we
have that m = (z1, 29, 23) € Ass(I) if and only if a1 + as + a3 > d + 2. Hence, if
a1 + as + az > d+ 2, then Lemma [5.6] implies that 1) = I* for all k£ > 1, and there
is nothing to prove. Now, suppose that a; + as + a3 = d + 1. Then,

o ay _.az az—1 ay as—1 a3 a1—1 a2 a3\ _ _a1—1 _as—1 _a3z—1
I = (a7 a9?as® ' ag?  as® o' " ag?es®) = o' wy? T ws T (112, 1123, TaT3).

Notice that (129, 123, T2x3) is the edge ideal of a complete graph on three vertices.
Hence, the assertion follows by combining Proposition with Corollary 0

Next, we consider matroidal ideals generated in small degrees. We are able to
establish Conjectures [A] and [B] for all matroidal ideals in at most four variables.

Proposition 6.6. Let [ C S be a matroidal ideal in at most four variables. Then,
reg I®) =reg I* and I'® has linear quotients, for all k > 1.

Proof. Let I C S be a matroidal ideal in a most four variables. Then a(I) < 4.
Notice that «(I) = 1 if and only if / is a monomial prime ideal and «(I) = |supp({)]
if and only if I = (J[;cqupp(r) %i)- In these cases the assertion holds. If a() = 2, then
I is a matroidal edge ideal and the assertion follows from Proposition Therefore
if |supp(/)| < 3 there is nothing to prove.

Suppose now supp(/) = [4]. We only have to consider the case a(I) = 3. Using
Lemma [£.4] we can write [ = x4y + I, with 4 ¢ supp(ly), I C I} and I, 1,
are polymatroidal. If I = (0), then [ satisfies the assertion by using Corollary
because I; satisfies the assertion by our discussion. Suppose I # (0). Since
supp(l2) C [3] and «(ly) = 3 we have I, = (z129x3). Notice that a(l;) = 2.
Therefore, by using [40, Theorem 2.3], I; is the edge ideal of a complete multipartite
graph on two or on three vertices. Hence, up to a relabeling, we have the next three
possible cases: (1) Il = (Ill’g), (11) Il = (I1$2,I1I3) or (111) Il = (I1$2,$1I3,l’2$3>.
Therefore, we have the following cases:

(i) I = z4(x129) + (T12973) = (21)(72)(73,74) IS @ transversal polymatroidal
ideal and it satisfies the assertion by Theorem [B.8(c).

(ii) I = zy(@122, 2173) + (T17273) = If1y11(2,3.41,2 is a matching-matroidal ideal
of Veronese type and it satisfies the assertion by Theorem

(ili) [ = zy(x129, X123, Tox3) + (T12223) = 143 is a squarefree Veronese ideal and

it satisfies the assertion by Corollary 3.3

The proof is complete. O
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As the final conclusion of the paper, in the next result we summarize the families
of polymatroidal ideals for which we know that Conjectures [A] and [B] hold.

Theorem 6.7. Conjectures[Al and[B hold for the following families of polymatroidal
1deals.

) Polymatroidal ideals generated in degree two.

) Polymatroidal ideals in at most three variables.
) Matroidal ideals in at most four variables.
)
)
)

(

(

b
(c
d
(e
(f

Transversal polymatroidal ideals.

Squarefree Veronese ideals.
Matching-matroidal ideals of Veronese type.
(g) Principal Borel ideals.

Furthermore, Conjectures [Al and [B hold for any product of polymatroidal ideals,
having pairwise disjoint supports, belonging to the families (a)-(g).
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