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DEGREE BOUNDS FOR GROBNER BASES IN ALGEBRAS OF SOLVABLE
TYPE

MATTHIAS ASCHENBRENNER AND ANTON LEYKIN

ABSTRACT. We establish doubly-exponential degree bounds for Gabbases in certain
algebras of solvable type over a field (as introduced by KaRddy and Weispfenning).
The class of algebras considered here includes commutailyaomial rings, Weyl alge-
bras, and universal enveloping algebras of finite-dimevadihie algebras. For the com-
putation of these bounds, we adapt a method due to Dubé lmsadyeneralization of
Stanley decompositions. Our bounds yield doubly-expdaledegree bounds for ideal
membership and syzygies, generalizing the classicalteestiHermann and Seidenberg
(in the commutative case) and Grigoriev (in the case of Weydtaas).

INTRODUCTION

The algorithmic aspects of Weyl algebras were first expldrngdastro [7], Galligo
[13], Takayama [38] and others in the mid-1980s. In paricuthey laid out a theory
of Grobner bases in this slightly non-commutative settiBince then, Grobner bases in
Weyl algebras have been widely used for practical comprtatin algorithmicD-module
theory as promoted in [33]. (Some authors [11] prefer tha tdianet basis” in this context,
due to the pioneering work on linear differential operatnyslanet [20] in the 1920s.) In
the early 1990s, Kandri-Rody and Weispfenning [21], byasiog the features of Weyl
algebras which permit Grobner basis theory to work, exgdrtis theory to a larger class
of non-commutative algebras, which they ternsdgebras of solvable typever a given
coefficient field K. This class of algebras includes the universal envelopligebaas of
finite-dimensional Lie algebras ovéf, by a theorem attributed to Poincaré, Birkhoff and
Witt. (For this reason, algebras of solvable type are sonegticalled®BW-algebrassee,
e.g., [6, 32]. Another designation in usepislynomial rings of solvable type Working
implementations of these algorithms exist and are in widsspuse; see [14, Section 2.6]
and [25]. Similar extensions of Grdobner basis theory to-oommutative algebras were
studied by Apel [2] and Mora [30]. See Sections 2 and 3 belavafecapitulation of the
basic definitions, and [6] for a comprehensive introductmthis circle of ideas.

In this paper we are interested in degree bounds for lefbebbases in algebras of
solvable type. It follows trivially from the case of commtite polynomials (as treated in
[19]) and Section 5.2 below that the degrees of the elemditkeaeduced Grobner basis
of a left ideal in an algebra of solvable type may depend doubly-exporgntia the
maximum of the degrees of given generating elements dh view of the popularity of
this kind of non-commutative Grobner basis theory, it igpsiging that little seems to be
known abouupper degree boundsr Grobner bases (and, by extension, about the worst-
case complexity of Buchberger’s algorithm) in this settiRgrhaps it was believed that the
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upper degree bound for one-sided Grobner bases, at ledls aontext of Weyl algebras,
also follows from the commutative polynomial case by pagsinthe associated graded
algebra for a certain filtration (which turns out to be nothiut a commutative polynomial
ring over the given coefficient field). If true, the problemuwa have boiled down to the
doubly-exponential degree bounds for Grobner bases inmagative polynomial rings
over fields found in the 1980s (see, e.g., [29]). However, weld like to emphasize
that wecould not findand wedo not believe there existssimple way to establish such
a degree bound by reducing the question to commutative gegl®ee Section 3.5 for
further discussion.)

A general uniform degree bound for left Grobner bases irlalgs of solvable type
was established by Kredel and Weispfenning [22] (usingrpatec Grobner bases). They
showed that, given a monomial orderirgon NV, there exists a computable function
(d,m) — B(d,m) with the following property: for every solvable algehRaover some
field, generated byv generators whose commutator relations have degree atiywstry
left ideal of R generated byn elements ofR of degree at most has a Grobner basis (with
respect to<) whose elements have degree at mB&i, m).

In contrast to this, here we are mainly interested in findixglieit, doubly-exponential
degree bounds. We follow a road to establish such boundsifgvBubé [12], who gave
a self-contained and constructive combinatorial argunfienthe existence of a doubly-
exponential degree bound for Grobner bases in commufadiy@omial rings over a field
of arbitrary characteristic. Earlier proofs of resultstusttype (as in [29]) proceed by first
homogenizing and then placing the ideal under consideratto generic coordinatesl'he
drawback of this method is that it seems difficult to adapt gituations as general as the
ones considered here; for one thing, it only works smoothbharacteristic zero. See [15]
for the delicacies involved in using automorphisms of the/Medgebra. (Developing the
ideas of the latter paper further, a doubly-exponentialgerity result for Grobner bases
in Weyl algebras over fields of characteristic zero was distaddl in [11]; the revised
journal version of [11] is [10].)

The main new technical tool in [12] are decompositions gthibne decompositionsf
commutative polynomial rings over a field into a direct sum of finitely many-linear
subspaces of a certain type. These decompositions garecttadiStanley decompositions
of a given finitely generated commutative grad€ealgebraR studied in [37]. A Stanley
decomposition of? encodes a lot of information abo#it for example, the Hilbert function
of R can be easily read off from it. It has been noted in severargitaces in the literature
that Stanley decompositions are ideally suited to avoicasaimption of general position,
and, for example, can also be used to circumvent the use efigdiryperplane sections in
the proof of Gotzmann’s Regularity Theorem [28].

The present paper grew out of an attempt by the authors terhettlerstand Dubé’s
article [12]. We modified the notions of cone decompositiand the argument of [12] to
work for a subclass of the class of algebras of solvable tyge an arbitrary coefficient
field K, namely the ones whose commutation relations are givaqubgricpolynomials.
(This restriction was necessary in order to be able to freelpogenize the algebras and
ideals under consideration.) We refer to Section 2 belowpfecise definitions, and only
note here that this class of algebras includes commutatiy@pmial rings, as well as Weyl
algebras and the universal enveloping algebra of a finiteedsional Lie algebra. Many
more examples of quadric algebras of solvable type can bedfm26, Section 1.5]. (E.qg.,
Clifford algebras, in particular Grassmann algebras, dsaseg-Heisenberg algebras and
the Manin algebra of x 2-quantum matrices.)
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Let now K be afield, and leR = K(z) be a quadrid{-algebra of solvable type with
respecttar = (z1,...,2x) and a monomial ordering of N'V. Our main theorem is:

Theorem 0.1. Every left ideal ofR generated by elements of degree at mbstas a
Grdbner basis consisting of elements of degree at most

@ N\
D(N,d) =2 (? + d) .

Theorem 0.1 is deduced from the homogeneous case: we figgthbif R is homoge-
neous, then the reduced Grdbner basis of every left ideRlgénerated by homogeneous
elements of degree at mastconsists of elements of degree at maytNV — 1,d), and
then obtain the bound in Theorem 0.1 by dehomogenizing. Brorem also yields uni-
form bounds for reduced Grobner bases in the inhomogensames (See [23, 39] for
non-explicit uniform degree bounds for reduced Grobneseban commutative polyno-
mial rings over fields.) For example, if the monomial ordgriq is degree-compatible,
then the reduced Grobner basis of every left ideaRafenerated by elements of degree at
mostd consists of elements of degree at mbstV, d). (Corollary 5.9.) In the case where
the monomial ordering is not degree-compatible, the isavesomewhat more subtle:

Corollary 0.2. The elements of the reduceddner basis with respect tq of every left
ideal of R generated by elements of degree at nadsave degree at most

2D(N +1,d) (N +1) NV/2,
It is routine to deduce from Theorem 0.1:

Corollary 0.3. Suppose the monomial orderirgis degree-compatible. L¢i, ..., f, €
R be of degree at mogt and letf € R. If there arey, ..., y, € R such that
y1f1+"'+ynfn:fa
then there are such; of degree at mosteg(f) + D(N,d). Moreover, the left module of
solutions to the linear homogeneous equation
nfit+t+yYnfn=0
is generated by solutions all of whose components have eegr@osBD (N, d).
For R = K|z, ...,zy], this corollary is essentially a classical result due tortkamn
[18] (corrected and extended by Seidenberg [34]). In the vd®ereR is a Weyl algebra,

the first statement in this corollary also partly generaliaeesult of Grigoriev [15] who
showed that if a system of linear equations

Y1015+ + Ynlnj ij (]Z 1,...,m) (*)
with coefficientsz;;, b; € R of degree at most has a solutiortys, . . ., y,) in R, then this
system admits such a solution witlg(y;) < (md)QO(N) fori = 1,...,n. The methods

of [15] are quite different from ours, and follow the lead ofirhann and Seidenberg. By
arguments as in [4, Corollary 3.4 and Lemma 4.2] one may ohiaiform degree bounds
on solutions to systems of linear equations such«aby reduction to Corollary 0.3 (the
casem = 1); however, this yields bounds of the fordd” """ that are worse than those
obtained by Grigoriev. (Similarly if one tries to use Nagatédealization” technique as
in [1].) Probably, Corollary 0.3 could be extended from agferinear equation to systems
of linear equations with our techniques, by consideringliBer bases of submodules of
finitely generated free modules ovBr as carried out in [11] in the case of Weyl algebras.
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By virtue of an observation from [6], our main theorem, alibb ostensibly only about
one-sided ideals, also has consequences for their twd-s@eterparts:

Corollary 0.4. Let fy,..., f». € R be of degree at mosgt and letf € R. The two-sided
ideal of R generated byfy, ..., f, has a Gbbner basis whose elements have degree at
mostD (2N, d). If < is degree-compatible, and there are a finite indexsahdy;;, z;; €
R@E=1,...,n,j € J)suchthat

F=Ywiifizg o Y Ynifain

jed jeJ
then there are suchi andy;;, z;; with
deg(yi;), deg(zi;) < deg(f) + D(2N,d) fori=1,...,n,j€J.

Weyl algebras are simple (i.e., their only two-sided ideatsthe trivial ones). Hence in
this case, the previous corollary is vacuous; howeveretierexist many non-commutative
non-simple algebras satisfying the hypotheses statedddtoeorem 0.1, for example,
among the universal enveloping algebras of finite-dimeradibie algebras.

As shown in [31], Grobner basis theory also extends in agsttiorward way to certain
K-algebras closely related to Weyl algebras, namely thesifityd i) of partial differential
operators with rational functions iR () = K(z1,...,z,) as coefficients. Her&,,(K)
is the K'-algebra generated bl (x) and pairwise distinct symbols;, . .., 9, subject to
the commutation relations

Oc(x)

B:Ui
By [33, Proposition 1.4.13], our main theorem implies théstnce of a doubly-expo-
nential degree bound for Grobner bases for left ideal3,i(K ): every leftideal ofR,, (K)
generated by elements of degree at mbstas a Grobner basis with respect to a given
monomial ordering< of N” consisting of elements of degree at mbg2n, d). As above,
this result can then be used to prove an analogue of Cordll&8rpr R,, (K) (also partially
generalizing [15]); we omit the details.

81'(%' = @-81-, 810(56) = c(x)& +

(1<i<j<n, c(zr) € K(x)).

Assume now thaf{ has characteristic zero, and IBt= A,,(K) be then-th Weyl al-
gebra. A proper left ideal of R is calledholonomicif the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of
R/I equalsn, exactly half of the dimension ak. TheBernstein inequalityversions of
which are also known as tlfeindamental Theorems of Algebraic Analysise Theorems
1.4.5 and 1.4.6 of [33]), states that< dim R/I < 2n. Therefore, holonomic ideals
are proper ideals of the minimal possible dimension, whighdgs up an analogy with
zero-dimensional ideals in the commutative polynomidirsgt Now, there is a bound on
the degrees of the elements of a reduced Grobner basis gbalireensional ideal in a
commutative polynomial ring over a field generated in degremostd that is Gingle
exponential. Namely, this is the Bézout bour; wheren is the number of indetermi-
nates. (See, e.g., [24].) Holonomic idealsibére closely related to zero-dimensional left
ideals of the algebr&,, (K) = K (r) ® k[, R of differential operators with coefficients in
rational functions: ifl is a holonomic ideal o, then the left ideal oR,,(K) generated
by I is zero-dimensional, and if converselyis a zero-dimensional left ideal dt,,(K)
thenJ N R is a holonomic ideal; see [33, Corollary 1.4.14 and Theorefrilb]. Only a
doubly-exponential Bézout bound is known [16] for zermdnsional ideals oR,, (K).

So far, to our knowledge, a (single) exponential bound ferdbegrees of elements in
Grobner bases has been produced only for one very speasal af holonomic ideals used
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in a particular application. These are {B&Z-hypergeometric idealsyith a homogene-
ity assumption (cf. [33, Corollary 4.1.2]). It would be inésting to see if holonomicity
(zero-dimensionality) implies a general exponential libiarthe algebrasdl,, (K) (R, (K),
respectively), as well as whether there is a better bouniiéals of minimal possible di-
mension in solvable algebras in general.

Finally, we would like to mention that although our study imited to the most fre-
qguently used type of bases, Grobner bases, there are attusr &f “standard bases” for
ideals that may be introduced for algebras of solvable tyfpa. example, [17] explores
involutive bases in the Weyl algebra.

0.1. Organization of the paper. Sections 1 and 2 mainly have preliminary character, and
deal with generalities on monomials aAdalgebras, respectively. In Section 3 we review
the fundamentals of Grobner basis theory for algebras lofbte type. In Section 4 we
adapt Dubé’s method to the non-commutative situationjmaSection 5 we prove the main
theorem and its corollaries 0.2 and 0.3. In Section 6 we stiuelywo-sided situation.

0.2. Acknowledgments. We would like to express our gratitude to Dima Grigoriev, Vik
tor Levandovskyy and the anonymous referees for their nausssuggestions and correc-
tions which helped us to improve the paper.

1. MONOMIALS AND MONOMIAL IDEALS

In this section we collect a few notations and conventiongeming multi-indices,
monomials and monomial ideals.

1.1. Multi-indices. Throughout this note, we let, m, N andn range over the séf =
{0,1,2,...} of natural numbers, and, 3, v and\ range oveN". We letN® = {0} by
convention, and identifN’V with the subseN”" x {0} of NV*1! in the natural way. We
think of the elements di" asmulti-indices.Recall that anonomial ordering of NV is
a total ordering ofNY compatible with addition ilN" whose smallest element(s It is
well-known that any monomial ordering is a well-orderingivéh total orderings<; of
NV and<; of N2 (N, N, € N), thelexicographic product of <; and< is the total
ordering< of NVi+¥2 = NM » N2 defined by

(o, B1) < (a2, B2) = ap < g, Ora; = ag andf; < fo,

for a1, € NV andpy, 82 € N2, The lexicographic product of; and <, extends
<1. If <4, <o are monomial orderings, then so is their lexicographic pobdThelexi-
cographic ordering of N%V (the N-fold lexicographic product of the usual orderinghgf
is denoted byKjex. Fora = (a1,...,an) put|a| := a; + --- + an. An ordering< of
NV is said to bedegree-compatibleif || < |3| = « < 8 for all , 3. An example of a
degree-compatible monomial orderinght is thedegree-lexicographic ordering

a <dlex = |a| < |8, or |a] = |8] anda Kjex 5.
In the rest of this subsection we fix a monomial orderngf NV,

Given a multi-indexv we define a weight functiomt = wt,, (taking non-negative
integer values) on the s&tY by

wt(a) =w- (inner product of vectors iR™).
Then for allo, 8 we havewt(a + 3) = wt(a) + wt(8), and ifw; > 0 for eachi then
laf < wt(a) < |lwl|]al. (1.1)
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Here and below}|w|| denotes the maximum among the absolute values of the comfzone
of w. For a proof of the following quantitative version of a wktheown fact about approx-
imating monomial orderings by weight functions see [3]:

Proposition 1.1. Letd be given. Then there existsc NV with ||w|| < 2d(N + 1) N/2
such that

a<f <= wity(a) < wt,(5) for all o, g with |af, |8] < d.

1.2. Monomials and K -linear spaces.In the rest of this section we fix a positivé, we
let K denote a field, and we ldt be aK -linear space. Anonomial basisof R is family
{z*},, of elements ofR, indexed by the multi-indices iN”, which forms a basis oR.
Of course, every<-linear space of countably infinite dimension has a monobaals, for
every positiveN, but in the applications in the next sections, a specific muabbasis
will always be given to us beforehand. Thus, in the followivgyassume that a monomial
basis{z*}, of R is fixed. We call a basis element of R amonomial (of R), and we
denote byr® the set of monomials aR. Every f € R can be uniquely written in the form

f= Z fax® wheref, € K, with f, = 0 for all but finitely manyq,

and we define theupport of such anf as the setupp f of all monomialsz® with f, #
0. We havex® # 2z whenevern # 3, so we can turn:® into an ordered monoid by
settingz® * 2/ = z**# andz® < 2 < a < B. The mapa — z“: NV — 2°is
then an isomorphism of ordered monoids. A tuple of genesaibr:® is given byx =
(71,...,2N) Wherex; = 2%, with ¢; = thei-th unit vector inN*.

There is a unique binary operation éhextending the operationon z° and making
the K-linear spaceR into a K-algebra. With this multiplication operation, of courde,
is nothing but the ringk[z] of polynomials in indeterminates = (x1,...,zy) with
coefficients fromK: the uniqueK-linear bijectionK[z] — R which for each multi-
index o sends the monomial" - - -z of K|z] to the basis element® of R, is an
isomorphism ofK -algebras. However, in our applications below, fkidinear spacer
will already come equipped with a binary operation makinigtib a K -algebra, and this
operation will usually not agree with on z° (in fact, not even restrict to an operation
on z°). In order to clearly separate the combinatorial objedssiray in the study of the
(generally, non-commutativey -algebras later on, we chose to introduce the extra bit of
terminology concerning monomial bases.

A monomialz® divides a monomiak? (or z? is divisible by z®) if 2% = z® % 27
for some multi-indexy; in symbols:z®|2?. If I is an ideal ofz°, that is, ifz* € I =
z® « 2P € T for all o, 8, then there exist®() ... 22 ¢ T such that each monomial in
I is divisible by some:®(®). (By Dickson’s Lemma, [21, Lemma 1.1].) Given monomials
z® andz?, theleast common multipleof 2 andz? is the monomialem(z®, 27) = 7
wherey; = max{a;, 5;} fori=1,...,N.

Let now< be a total ordering dN” . Given a non-zerg € R, there is a uniqua with

F=Hhat+> fax® [ #0.
a<

We callle(f) = f, andlm(f) = = theleading coefficientrespectivelyleading mono-
mial of f with respect to<. It is convenient to definkn(0) := 0 and extend to a total
ordering on the set® U {0} by declaringd < z for all «. We also declaré:(0) := 0.
We extend the notatioln to subsets of? by a slight abuse: fof C R put

Im(S) == {Im(f): 0# f € S} Ca°.
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1.3. Monomial cones and monomial ideals.By abuse of notation, we writg C z to
indicate thaty is a subset ofz1, ..., zx}, and fory C x we lety® be the submonoid of
(2°, %) generated by. (So@° = {1}.)

A monomial conedefined by a paifw, y), wherew € z° andy C z, is the K-linear
subspac€(w, y) of R generated by * y°. Note thatC'(w, &) = Kw for everyw € z°,
andC(1,z) = R. Also, ify C ¢/ C xthenC(w,y) C C(w,y’). We refer to [12,
Section 3] for how to represent monomial cones graphicallthe (slightly misleading)
caseN = 2. If we identify R with the commutative polynomial rindk = K|[z] as
explained above, thefi(w, y) is nothing but thek -linear subspace K [y] of K|[z].

We say that d(-linear subspacgof R is amonomial idealif I is spanned by monomi-
als, andC(w, z) C I for allmonomialsw € I. (Hence, ifR = K|[x], then! is a monomial
ideal of K'[z] in the usual sense of the word.) A setgefneratorsfor a monomial ideal
of R is defined to be a set of monomidissuchthatl = . C(w, z) (so the sef x 2°
generated as aK-linear space). AK-linear subspace ak is a monomial ideal if and
only if the set of monomials id is an ideal of(z°, x). Every K-subspace oR generated
by monomials has a unique minimal set of generators, whifihits.

Given a monomial ideal of R and a monomiadv we put

(I : w) :=the K-linear subspace af generated byfv € z° : wx v € I},

a monomial ideal oR? containing!.
Let nowM be aK-linear subspace at generated by monomials, and febe a mono-
mial ideal of R. Then theK -linear subspacé/ N I of M has a natural complement:

M = (M NI)@®nfr (M),

wherenf; (M) denotes thé(-linear subspace d® generated by the monomialsid \ I.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON ALGEBRAS OVERFIELDS

In this section we letK be a field (of arbitrary characteristic). Al -algebras are
assumed to be associative with uhitGiven a subsef of a K-algebraR we denote by
(G) theleftideal of R generated by. We also let< be a monomial ordering af*".

2.1. Multi-filtered K -algebras and modules.A multi-filtration on R (indexed byN*)
is an increasing (with respect ) family of K-linear subspaceﬁR(ga)}a of R whose
union is R and such thal € R(<p) andR(<,) - R(<p) € Ri<atp)- A multi-filtered
K-algebrais a K-algebra equipped with a multi-filtration. SuppaRes a multi-filtered
K-algebra. Amulti-filtration on a left R-moduleM (indexed byN"") is an increasing
family of K-linear subspace§M <.}, of M which exhausts/ and such thaR (<, -
M<g) € M(<a+p)- A multi-filtered left R-module is a left R-module equipped with
a multi-filtration. Suppose thal/ is a multi-filtered leftR-module. For everyy the set
M<ay = Up<a M(<a) is aK-linear subspace aff. HereM ) := {0} by convention.
For every non-zerg € M there exists a unique with f € M<q) \ M(<q), and we call
a = deg(f) thedegreeof f. Given a leftR-submodulelM’ of M, we always construe
M’ as a multi-filtered leffR-module by means of the multi-filtratio{M(’ga)}a given by
M(’ga) = M’ N M <., for everya, and we make the quotie /M into a multi-filtered
left R-module by the multi-filtration induced o/ /M’ from M by the natural surjection
M — M/M’, given by(M/M’) <o) := (M(<a) + M') /M’ for everya. For a two-sided
ideal I of R, the induced filtration make®/I a multi-filtered K -algebra.
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2.2. Multi-graded K -algebras and modules.A multi-grading on R (indexed byN")
is a family{R(a)}a of K-linear subspaces dt such thatk = @, R(,) (internal direct
sum of K-linear subspaces at) and R, - R(3) € R(a+p) for all multi-indicesa, 5. A
K-algebra equipped with a multi-grading is calledhalti-graded K-algebra. Suppose
R is multi-graded. Amulti-grading on a left R-module)M (indexed byN") is a family
{M4)},, of K-linear subspaces o/ such thatM = @, M) and R, - M) C
Mq4p) forall a, 3. A left R-module equipped with a multi-grading is calledralti-
graded left R-module. Let M be a multi-graded lefRR-module. We call thek-linear
subspacé/(, of M the homogeneous componerf degreen of M. We always view
R as a multi-filteredik -algebra, and\/ as a multi-filtered leftR-module by means of the
natural multi-filtrations{ R(<q) } , and{M <)}, given by

R(ga) = @ R(g), ]\/f(ga) = @ M(g) for everya.
BLa BLa
Everyf € M has a unique representation in the fofre= | f,) Wheref,y € M, for
all o, andf ) = 0 for all but finitely manya. We call f(,,) the homogeneous component
of degreen of f. Similarly, given aK-linear subspac& of M which is homogeneous
(ie., for f € M we havef € V if and only if f,) € V for eacha), the homogeneous
component of degree of V' is denoted by, := V N M, SO

V= @ Vi (internal direct sum of{-linear subspaces dif).

If M’ is a homogeneous left-submodule of\/, then theM(’a) furnish M’ with a multi-
grading, and we mak&{ /M’ into a multi-graded leffR-module by the multi-grading in-
duced fromM, given by(M/M’) o) := (M(4)+M') /M’ for everya. The multi-filtration
of M/M' associated to this multi-grading agrees with the multigilon of A /M’ in-
duced from the multi-filtered lefR-module). If I is a two-sided ideal oR, thenR/I a
multi-gradedK -algebra by means of the induced multi-grading.

2.3. The associated multi-graded algebra.Supposer is multi-filtered, and letV/ be a
multi-filtered left R-moduleM . The left R-module

gt M =P (er M)y  With (gr M)(0) = M<a)/M<a)

is a multi-graded lefgr R-module in a natural way, called threulti-graded left gr R-
module associated taV/. (For M = R we obtain a multi-graded -algebra called the
multi-graded K-algebragr R associated taR.) For non-zergf € M of degreex,

grfi=f+ Mc<a) € (8t M)(a)
is theinitial form (or symbol) of f, andgr0 := 0 € gr M. Given a leftR-submodulel’

of M, the inclusionM’ — M induces an embedding M’ — gr M of multi-graded left
R-modules, and we identifygr M’ with its image under this embedding.

2.4. The Rees algebra.SupposeR is multi-filtered. TheRees algebraof R is the multi-
gradedK -algebra

R = @ (R*)(a) with (R*)(a) = R(ga).

For a non-zero elemenft of R of degreen we let f* := f € (R*)(,) be thehomoge-
nization of f; by conventiorD* := 0. Let I be a two-sided ideal aRk. We let/* be the
two-sided ideal ofR* generated by alf* with f € I; the ideall* is homogeneous, and
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is called thehomogenizationof I. The natural surjectio® — R/I is a morphism of
multi-filtered K -algebras which induces a surjective morphi&n — (R/I)* of multi-
gradedK-algebras whose kernel &; the induced morphisnk*/I* — (R/I)* is an
isomorphism of multi-graded -algebras. The natural inclusiofB*),) = R(<a) € R
combine to aK-linear maph — h,: R* — R which is a surjective morphism of multi-
gradedK -algebras satisfyingf*). = f for all f € R. Forh € R* the elementi,
of R is called thedehomogenizationof 4. We extend this notation to subsets Bf:
H, :={h.:h e H}for HC R*. If Jis aleftideal ofR*, thenJ, is a left ideal ofR.
Hence ifH C R* then(H). = (H.).

2.5. Filtered and graded algebras.By a filtered K-algebra we will mean an multi-
filtered algebra with filtration indexed by, and similarly a multi-grade& -algebra whose
grading is indexed bW is just called agraded K-algebra. Analogous terminology is
used in the case of leR-modules. (Most of our multi-filtered or multi-graded obiewill
actually be filtered, respectively graded; we introducedtiore general concepts in order
to be able to speak about the “fine filtration” (Lemma 2.3) o&lgebra of solvable type.

Supposek = | J, R(<a) is afilteredK -algebra. We denote biythe canonical element
of R*, thatis, the unit of R, considered as an element(@t*);, = R<1). In this case
the natural surjections

(R)(a) = R(<a) = Bi<ay/R<ay = (&r R)(a)
combine to a surjectiv& -algebra morphisnk* — gr R which has kerneR*t and hence
induces an isomorphism of gradéttalgebrask*/ R*t = gr R.

2.6. Homogenization of graded algebras.Suppose now thak = @, R, is a graded
K-algebra. We make the rinB[T] of polynomials in one commuting indeterminate
over R into a gradedy -algebra using the grading

RIT=@DRITla  with R[T]q) = @ Ru,)T’.
d it+j=d
The K-linear mapR[T] — R* with fT7 — ft/ forall f € R(;) andi,j € Nis an
isomorphism of graded -algebras. In the following we always identify the Rees hige

of a gradedk-algebraR with the graded< -algebraR[T’]. Then the canonical element of
R*isT, and for non-zer¢' € R of degreed we have

d
fr=3_IoT"" € (R,
=0

and forh = 3" hT' € R* we geth, = .1 h; € R.

2.7. Non-commutative polynomials. In the following we letX = (X;,...,Xy) be a
tuple of NV distinct indeterminates ovéf and denote byX * the free monoid generated by
{X1,...,Xn}. The freeK-algebraK(X) = K(X;,...,Xy) generated byX (that is,
the monoid algebra ok * over K') has a natural grading

K(X) =P K(X)q)
d

defined by the length of words i *. Let I be a two-sided ideal ok (X). The K-algebra

R = K(X)/IisgeneratedbythecoseXs+1 (i =1,..., N). LetT be an indeterminate
over K distinct fromX;,..., Xy. We identify the Rees algebidd (X )* of K(X) with

the gradedi’-algebraK (X)[T] as explained in the previous subsections; similarly, the
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Rees algebr&* of R will be identified with K (X)*/I* = K(X)[T]/I*. For a non-zero
f € K(X) of degreel we define the homogeneous polynomial

d
= Z foT4 e K(X,T). (2.1)
1=0

The two-sided ideal™ of K (X, T) generated by" for non-zerof € I and the poly-
nomials X;T — TX; (: = 1,...,N) is homogeneous, and the natufdtinear map
K(X,T) — K(X)[T] induces an isomorphism of gradé@talgebras

K(X,T)/I" =s R* = K(X)[T]/I*. (2.2)

2.8. Affine algebras. In the rest of this section, we |&be a finitely generateft -algebra
and we fixatuple = (z1, ..., 2z y) of elements oR. For a multi-indexx = (a1,...,an)

putz® := 27 --- 23" . We say that thé{-algebraR is affine with respect ta: if the fam-
ily {z*}, is @ monomial basis of th&-linear spacez. (Note thatthemy, ..., xy gener-
ateR as aK -algebra.) Usually, we obtain affirf€-algebras by specifyingeommutation

systemin K (X), thatis, a familyR = (R;;)1<i<;j<n Of (g) polynomials

Rij = Xin — Cinin — P”
where0 # ¢;; € K andP;; e @ KX for1 <i<j<N. (23)

Let R = (R;;) be a commutation system afid= I(R) be the two-sided ideal ak (X)
generated by the polynomial3;; (1 < ¢ < j < N), and suppos® = K(X)/I with
;= X;+1(@=1,...,N). We say that the finitely presentéd-algebraR is defined
by R. We construe (X) as a filteredK -algebra via filtration by degree of polynomials
in K(X), and we equipR with the filtration induced by the natural surjectiéf{ X') —
K(X)/I = R, called thestandard filtration of R (with respecttac,...,xn). If Rturns
out to be affine, then the generaters. . ., zy of the K-algebraR have degreé.

Example2.1. Affineness ofK-algebras may be shown using the techniques in [5], and
also with Mora’s theory [30] of Grobner bases for two-sidddals in K(X) (cf. [21,
Theorem 1.11]). Some prominent examples for affinalgebras:

(1) A K-algebra is calledsemi-commutativeif for every pair f, g of its elements
there is a non-zero € K with fg = cgf. If P,;j = 0forl <i < j < N
in (2.3), then thei(-algebra defined bR is affine and semi-commutative. If in
additionc;; = 1forl < ¢ < j < N, then theK -algebra defined bR is naturally

isomorphic to thes-algebrakK [z] = K|[z1, ..., 2] of commutative polynomials
in the tuple of indeterminates= (z1, ..., xy) with coefficients ink.
(2) Then-th Weyl algebrad,,(K) over K is the K-algebra generated by = 2n
generators, ..., x,, 01, ..., 0, Subject to the relations
Tjx; = Tikj, 0;0; = 0;0j fori<i<j<n,
8in:Iiaj fOfng,jgn,Z#],

The K-algebraA,, (K) is affine with respect to the generating tugle 0) :=
(x1,...,Zn,01,...,0,). The standard filtration ofl,,(K) is also known as the
Bernstein filtration of4,, (K).
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(3) Letg be a Lie algebra ovek of dimensionn, and let{z1, ..., zxy} be a basis of
g. The universal enveloping algebragis a K-algebral/ (g) which containg; as
K-linear subspace and is generatedehy. . . , 2y subject to the relations

xjxi:xixj—[xj,xi]g f0r1<2<_]<N

The fact thatU(g) is affine with respect to the tuple:,...,zxy) is known as
the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt Theorem [5, Theorem 3.1]. (ide affine algebras are
also known as “algebras with PBW-basis.”)

We say that a commutation systétn= (R,;) as above iguadric if every polynomial
P;; has degre&C 2, linear if every P;; has degreeC 1, andhomogeneousf all R;; are
either zero or homogeneous (necessarily of de@yedll examples of affine/{-algebras
given above are defined by linear commutation systems.

2.9. Algebras of solvable type.The definition below is due to Kandri-Rody and Weis-
pfenning [21]. Recall thak denotes a monomial ordering &f".

Definition 2.2. The K-algebraR is said to beof solvable typewith respect to the fixed
monomial ordering< of NV and the tupler = (z1,...,2x) € RN if Ris affine with
respect tar, and forl < i < j < N there are;; € K, ¢;; # 0, andp;; € R such that

T = cijxix; +pi;  and  lm(p;;) < iz,
(Note that the:;; andp;; are then uniquely determined.)
If R is of solvable type with respect t¢ andz, then (cf. [21, Lemma 1.4])
Im(f - g) = 1Im(f) *1lm(g) for non-zerof, g € R. (2.9)

In particular,R is an integral domain. Ii? is semi-commutative, theR is of solvable type
with respect tar and every monomial ordering 6", and each homogeneous component
R(4) of R has the formR,) = Kx®. Therefore:

Lemma 2.3. Supposer is of solvable type with respect fpandx. Then
Rica) = @ KaP

BLa
defines a multi-filtration ofz, and its associated multi-gradeld-algebragr R is semi-
commutative with respecttoand{ = (¢1,...,&n), where$; := gr  x;fori =1,..., N.

Ifc;j = 1for1 <i<j<N,thengre R = K[¢]is commutative.
Here is a way of constructing -algebras of solvable type [21, Theorem 1.7]:

Proposition 2.4. Let R = (R;;) be a commutation system witty; as in(2.3), let =
I(R), and suppos&® = K(X)/Iwithz; = X; +Iforl < i < N. ThenR is of
solvable type with respect to the monomial orderis@nd the tuplec = (x1,...,2y) of
generators forR if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(1) Im(P;;) < Im(X;X;)for1 <i<j < N,and

(2 In@,KX*={0}.

Remark2.5. Suppose thar is affine with respect tel andz, and letr: K(X) — R be
the surjectivel{-algebra morphism wittX; — z; fori = 1,...,N. LetR = (R;;) be a
commutation system as in (2.3) satisfying condition (1) iag@sition 2.4 and witlker 7
containingl = I(R). ThenI = ker 7, so R is of solvable type with respect tg andz.
(Note thatker 7 N P, K X* = {0} sinceR is affine; in particular] NP, KX* = {0},
henceK (X) =1 & @, KX by Proposition 2.4, and thus= ker 7.)



12 MATTHIAS ASCHENBRENNER AND ANTON LEYKIN

Every K -algebra of solvable type arises as described in Propnsitié: Supposé& =
K {(z) is of solvable type as in Definition 2.2; letbe as in Remark 2.5, fdr< i < j < N
let P;; be the unique polynomial i) , K X* with 7(P;;) = p;;, and define the commuta-
tion systeniR = (R;;) asin (2.3). Then clearlyer 7 containsl = I(R). Sokerw = I by
the preceding remark, andinduces an isomorphisifi (X)/I — R. Hence we may de-
fine properties of d-algebra of solvable type in terms of the unique commutagictem
defining it. For example, we say thafé-algebra of solvable type guadric or homoge-
neousif its defining commutation system is quadric or homogenemspectively. IfR is
of solvable type with respect to a degree-compatible moabwonilering, therR is quadric.
Condition (1) in the previous proposition automaticallyjdwif P;; € K for1 < i <
Jj < N, orif < is degree-compatible anttg P;; < 2for1 < ¢ < j < N. Hence the:-th
Weyl algebrad,, (K') over K is of solvable type with respect to the generating tupled)
andeverymonomial ordering ofN?". Similarly, the universal enveloping algebra of an
N-dimensional Lie algebra ovét is of solvable type with respect to the generating tuple
x and every monomial ordering &f. The only commutatives-algebra of solvable type
with respect tar is the commutative polynomial rinf [+, . . . , 2], which is of solvable
type with respect to every monomial orderingh®¥ . All of those examples are quadric.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose thalV > 0 andx y is in the center oR. LetS = R/Rx y, and for
1=1,...,N — 1lety; be the image af; under the natural surjectiol — S.

(1) If Ris affine with respect to, thenS is affine with respecttg = (y1,...,ynv—1).

(2) If Ris of solvable type with respect toand the tupler, thensS is of solvable type
with respect to the restriction af to NV—! andy, and if in additionR is quadric
(homogeneoysthens is quadric(homogeneous, respectively

Proof. Part (1) is clear. For (2), suppogeis of solvable type with respect tg and
z. Let R = (Ryj)1<i<j<n be the commutation system i (X) definingR. LetY =
(Y1,...,Yn_1) be a tuple of distinct indeterminates ov&r The commutation system
S = (Sij)i<i<j<n IN K{Y) with S;; :== R;;(Y,0) for 1 <14 < j < N satisfies condition
(1) in Proposition 2.4, and(S) is contained in the kernel of th&-algebra morphism
K{Y) - SwithY; — y; fori = 1,...,N — 1. Hence by (1) and Remark 2.5,
is of solvable type with respect to the restrictionofto NV—! andy. If R is quadric
(homogeneous) thesi clearly is quadric (homogeneous, respectively). O

2.10. Quadric algebras of solvable type.In the rest of this sectiony: K(X) — R is
the K'-algebra morphism withr (X;) = x;. Also letR = (R;;) be a commutation system
definingk = K (z), with R;; as in(2.3), and we assume that is quadric of solvable type
with respect to< andz. We putp;; := w(P;;). We havelm(n(v)) = lm(n(w)) for all
wordsv, w € (X) which are rearrangements of each other, by (2.4). This vaten is
crucial for the proof of the next lemma, to be used in the feitg subsection:

Lemma 2.7. For everyd we have

R(gd) = @ Kax“.

lal<d

Proof. For a wordw = X;, --- X, € X* with iy,... i € {1,..., N} we define
the “misordering index’(w) of w as the number of pair§:, /) with 1 < k < < m
andi, > i;. We equipNV¥*! = NV x N with the lexicographic product of the given
monomial ordering< of NV and the usual ordering of. It suffices to show, by induction
on(a,i) € NV x N, that everyw € (X)) with Im(7(w)) = z and the misordering index
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i(w) = i belongs tol(R) + D 5/<q K X* whered = length ofw. If i(w) = 0 then

w € D s<a K XP#, and there is nothing to show; so suppége) > 0 (in particular,

d > 0). Then there are, j andu, v with i < j, w = vX;X;v andi(u) = 0. We have
uRijv S I(R) and

w = Ciquin’U + uPijv + uRijv.

We also havém (7 (uX;X,v)) = lm(r(w)) andi(uX;X;v) = i(w) — 1, and moreover
Im(7(uP;;v)) < lm(w(w)) anddeg(uP;;v) < d sinceR is quadric. Thus by inductive
hypothesisyu.X; X jv anduP;;v are elements of(R) + 5/, KXP#; hencesoisw. O

2.11. Homogenization and homogeneous algebras of solvable typket T' be an in-
determinate ovef< distinct from X1,..., Xn. In the following we identify the Rees
algebraR* of R with the gradedk-algebrak (X, T)/I(R)" via the isomorphism (2.2).
Then the canonical element & ist = T + I(R)", and theK-algebraR* is gener-
ated byz7,...,z%,t € (R*)1), wherez; = X; + I(R)" is the homogenization of;

(¢=1,...,N). Letz* := (27,...,2% ). By Lemma 2.7, for every we have
(R = P K (@)1,
la<d

In particular, the/(-algebraR* is affine with respect t¢z*, ¢). In fact:

Corollary 2.8. The Rees algebr&* of R is homogeneous of solvable type with respect to
the lexicographic produck* of the monomial ordering< of NV and the usual ordering
of N, and the generating tuple:*, t).

Proof. We construct a homogeneous commutation sys&hin K (X, T) by enlarging
the family (R?j)lgiqu by the polynomialsX; T — TX; (i = 1,...,N). (See (2.1)
for the definition ofR?j.) ThenR! satisfies condition (1) in Proposition 2.4 (by choice
of <*). Clearly the surjective-algebra morphisn¥ (X, T) — R* with X; — «f
andT + t sends every polynomial ifi(R") to zero, hence induces an isomorphism
K(X,T)/I(R") — R* by Remark 2.5. Thu®* is of solvable type as claimed. O

In the following, by abuse of notation, we denote the homag#ion z; € R* of
z; € Ralso just byr;, fori =1,..., N. So the homogenization gf€ R of degreed is

[r= Zfaxatd_la‘ € (R) ),

and for everyr andi € N the dehomogenization of*t’ is given by(z“t?), = z2.

Example.9.
(1) The Rees algebra of the commutative polynomial fifig1, . . . , x 5] is the poly-
nomial ringK|[z1, ..., zy, t] equipped with its usual grading by (total) degree.
(2) If R = A, (K), thenR* is the gradedy-algebra generated [ + 1 generators
Z1,-..,Tn,01,...,0,,tsubjectto the homogeneous relations
TjT; = T;i%j, 0;0; = 0;07 fori <i<j<n,
8jxi:xi8j forlgl,jgn,lﬁj,
Ojx; = 2;0; + 12 forl <i<mn,
x;t = tx;, Ot = to; forl <i<n.

The Rees algebra of,, (K) is known as the homogenized Weyl algebra, cf. [33].



14 MATTHIAS ASCHENBRENNER AND ANTON LEYKIN

(3) Let g be a Lie algebra oveK with basis{xi,...,zx}. The Rees algebra of
the universal enveloping algebt& g) of g is the gradedy-algebra generated by
x1,...,TN,t Subject to the homogeneous relations

T;x; = T;T5 + [Ij,xi]g -t forl < <j< N,

This algebra is called the homogenized enveloping algefbgaro[35].
The elementg; = grz; € (gr R)(1) generate thé(-algebragr R. Moreover:

Corollary 2.10. The associated graded algehraR of R is homogeneous of solvable type
with respect to the given monomial orderiggof NV and the tupley = (y1,...,yn)-
Moreover, ifdeg P;; < 2 for1 < i < j < N thengr R is semi-commutative, angt R is
commutative if and only tteg P;; < 2andc;; = 1forl <i < j < N.

Proof. The first statement follows from Lemmas 2.6, (2) and 2.8. $8pgeg P;; < 2 for
1<i< j < N. ThenZCjZCi = CijTiTj +pij Wherepij S R(<2), and henC@jyi = Cij¥YiY;
ingr R, forl <i < j < N. Thereforegr R is semi-commutative, and commutative if and
onlyife;; =1forl1 <i<j<N. O

In each of the examples in 2.9, the associated graded algetoanmutative. We have
only considered the homogenization®fwith respect to the standard filtration & for
other types of homogenizations see [6, Section 4.7].

Now assume thak is homogeneous. TheR is a gradedy-algebra, equipped with the
grading induced fronk' (X') by 7: K(X) — R. By Lemma 2.7 we have

R(d) = @ Kz©
|| =d
for everyd. Hence if N > 0 then
. N+d-1
dlmK R(d) = ( d

For a homogeneous-linear subspac¥ of R, theHilbert function Hy: N - Nof Vis
defined by

) for everyd. (2.5)

Hy (d) := dimg V{q) for eachd.
Clearly if a homogeneouk -linear subspac® of R can be decomposed as a direct sum
v-Qv
iel
of a family {V;},;c; of homogeneou&'-linear subspacég;, C V of R, then

Hy(d) = Z Hy,(d) for eachd,
iel
where all but finitely many summands in the sum on the rightdhside are zero. In
many interesting caseg${y (d) agrees with a polynomial function for sufficiently large
values ofd. (Lemma 4.11.) The (necessarily unique) polynonftake Q[T] such that
Hy (d) = P(d) for all sufficiently larged will be denoted byPy, and called thédilbert
polynomial of V. The smallest € N such thatHy (d) = Py (d) for all d > r is called
theregularity of the Hilbert functionHy,, which we denote here by(V'). For example,
if N > 0then
1

Pr= (TN =) (T4 N =2) (T 1)
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by (2.5), witha(R) = 0. In a similar vein, for a finitely generated graded I&fmodule
M, each of the homogeneous componég) has finite dimension as &-linear space,
and the functiorf{,; : N — N defined by

Hy, (d) = dimg M(d) for eachd

is called theHilbert function of M. There exists a polynomidPy, € Q[T] of degree
less thanV with H),(d) = P (d) for d sufficiently large, called thelilbert polynomial
of R. The degree oP,, is one less than the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of the gichist
R-moduleM. (See, e.g., [6, Ch. 7].) In particular, ifis a homogeneous left ideal &f,
then P; exists and has degree less thénandPr,; = Pr — Py (if R/I is considered as
a left R-module). We define theegularity (M) of H) similarly to the regularity offy
above.

3. GROBNER BASES INALGEBRAS OFSOLVABLE TYPE

In this section we leR = K (x) be aK -algebra of solvable type with respect to a fixed
monomial ordering< of NV and atupler = (z1,...,7x) € RN.
3.1. Left reduction. Givenf, f',g € R, g # 0, we write f — [’ if there existc € K
and multi-indicesy, 5 such that ’
lm(xﬂg) =z € supp f, lc(c:C'Bg) = fo, ['=f—ciPqg.

We say thatf € R is reducible by a non-zergy € R if lm(g) divides some monomial
in the supporsupp f of f, that is, if f — f’ for somef’ € R. In this case, ifR is
g

homogeneous anfi g are homogeneous elementsifthenf’ is also homogeneous.
Let G be a subset o2. We say that an elemerft of R is reducible by G if f is
reducible by some non-zerp € G; otherwise we callf irreducible by G. We write
f ? fif f — [/ for someg € G. The reflexive-transitive closure of the relation
g
— is denoted by%x We say thatfy € R is aG-normal form of f € RIif f %> fo
and fy is irreducible byG. One may show that the reIatic}%—> is well-founded, hence
every element o has aG-normal form [21, Lemma 3.2]. IR is homogeneous and
consists entirely of homogeneous elementfpthen every homogeneous elementrdf
has a homogeneousnormal form.
3.2. Grobner bases of leftideals irR. LetG be afinite subset dk. Note that iff % 1
(f, f" € R), then there exisjy, . .., g, € G andp, ..., pm € R such that

f=pigi+- +pmgm +fs Im(pigr), ..., Im(pmgm) < Im(f).
In particular, if f %) 0 thenf is an element of the left ide&(7) of R generated by-. If

f % 0 for every f € (G), thenG is called aGrobner basis(with respect to our mono-

mial ordering<). The following proposition (for a proof of which see [21,hea 3.8])
gives equivalent conditions that help to identify Grobbases.

Proposition 3.1. The following are equivalent:
(1) G is a Grobner basis.
(2) Every non-zero element () is reducible byG.
(3) Every element oR has a uniquéx-normal form.
(4) For every non-zerg € (G) there is a non-zerg € G with lm(g)|1lm(f).
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Given a left ideall of R, we say that a subsét of I which is a Grobner basis and
which generateg is a Grobner basis of/ (with respect to<). Suppose now thak is
a Grobner basis of = (G). Givenf € R, we denote bynfs(f) the uniqueG-normal
form of f, sof —nfg(f) € I. Moreover, iff, g € R have distinctG-normal forms, then
h:=nfg(f) —nfe(g) is a non-zero element @ which is irreducible byG, soh ¢ I by
the equivalence of (1) and (2) in Proposition 3.1 and thusg ¢ I. Hence two elements
f andg of R have the samé&-normal form if and only iff — g € I.

Corollary 3.2. Supposé&- is a Grobner basis of. Then the map
fenfe(f): R—= R
is K-linear, and its imageif o (R) satisfies
R=1®nfc(R) (internal direct sum of{-linear subspaces aR).

Abasis of thé(-linear spacenf (R) is given by the set of all monomials®fhot divisible
(in (z°,*)) by somdm(g) withg € G, g # 0.

Proof. Let f,f',g € R, g # 0,andc € K,c # 0. If f — f' thencf — cf’,
g9 g9

and if f € Ris G-irreducible, then so igf. This yieldsnf(cf) = enfg(f). Also, h :=
nfq(f)+nfe(f’)is G-irreducible andh— (f+ f') € I, henceh = nfg(h) = nfg(f+f')
by the remark preceding the corollary, and thiig(f + ) = nfe(f) + nfg(f’). This
showsK -linearity of f — nfs(f). The rest of the corollary is clear. O

Note thatnf (R) does not depend ofi: we havenfs(R) = nf(R) whereM is the
K-linear subspace a® generated bym(7). (Notation as introduced in Section 1.)

Every left ideall of R has a Grobner basis. (Since being a Grobner basis inchedes
ing finite, this means in particular that the rifigis left Noetherian.) To see this, note that
lm(7) is an ideal of the commutative monoid of monomialsfd{with multiplication x).
Hence there is a finite sét of non-zero elements df such that for every non-zerpe I
we havelm(g)| lm(f) for someg € G; thenG is a Grobner basis af. This argument is
non-constructive; however, as observed in [21], by an adpt of Buchberger’s algo-
rithm one can construct a Grobner basigdfom a given finite set of generators bin
an effective way (up to computations in the figcldand comparisons of multi-indices in
N¥ by the chosen monomial ordering. The main ingredient is the following notion:

Definition 3.3. The.S-polynomial of elementsf andg of R is defined by
S(f,9) = dle(g) - 2 f — cle(f) - 2,
wherea and3 are the unique multi-indices such that
2% % Im(f) = 2% * Im(g) = lem (Im(f),1m(g)),
andc = lc(z® f), d = lc(zPg).

Now we can add the following equivalent condition (“Buchdpen’s criterion”) to Propo-
sition 3.1 (cf. [21, Theorem 3.11]):

G is a Grobner basis <= S(f,g) % 0forall f,g € G.

Starting with a finite subset, of R, Buchberger’s algorithm successively constructs finite
subsets

GoCGLC--CGRC -
of elements of the left idedl = (Gy) as follows: Suppose th&f;, has been constructed
already. For every paiif, g) of elements of7;, find aG-normal formr(f, g) of S(f, g).
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If all of these normal forms are zero, théh:= Gy, is a Grobner basis df, by the previous
proposition, and the algorithm terminates. Otherwise, ute p

Grr:=GrU{r(f,9): f,g € Gy}

and iterate the procedure. Dickson’s Lemma guaranteeshisatonstruction eventually
stops. (See [21] for details.)

One says that a Grobner basisof the left ideall of R is reducedif 1c(g) = 1 and
g € nfe\ (43 (R), for everyg € G. Every left ideall of R has a unique reduced Grobner
basis (see [21, Section 4]); hence we can spedkerieduced Grobner basis &f

In summary, Grobner bases of left idealshrshare properties similar to Grobner bases
of ideals in commutative polynomial rings ovAf, with slight differences; most notably,
a collection of monomials iR is not automatically a Grobner basis for the left ideal it
generates [21, p. 17].

3.3. Grobner bases in homogeneous algebras of solvable type. this subsectiorR
is assumed to be homogeneous. From Buchberger’s algoritithearlier remarks we
immediately obtain that the reduced Grobner basis of eaaholgeneous left ideal aR
consists of homogeneous elementgoflt is also well-known (Macaulay) that i is a
homogeneou -linear subspace aR, then

Hy (d) = #1m(V(4)) for everyd.

(Here and below, the cardinality of a finite s€tis denoted by#S.) Let now ! be a
homogeneous left ideal @t with Grobner basisr. The K-linear subspacg/ := nf(R)
of R is generated by monomials & hence is homogeneous, with= I @ M. Therefore,
the Hilbert function ofR/I can be expressed as:

Hp)1(d) = Hr(d) — H;(d) = Hy(d) = #1m(M ) for everyd.
3.4. Grobner bases and dehomogenizatiornHere we assume thd is quadric (soR*

is of solvable type as explained in Section 2.11). We colefaw facts concerning the
behavior of leading monomials, reductions, gfgolynomials under dehomogenization:

Lemma 3.4. Letf, f’,g € R* be homogeneous,# 0. Then

(1) Im(fs) = (Im f)s, le(fs) = le(f);
) if f - f', thenf, — fi

@) (S(, ), = S(fur 1),

Proof. For (1), note thafz®t?), = x® and(z°#7), = 27, so if deg(z*t") = deg(x’t’),

then (z*t"), = (2°t), impliesi = j, hencex®t’ <* 284 if and only if (z°t), <

(xPt),. This observation immediately yields (1). For (2), supppse— f’, and leta, 3
g

be multi-indicesi, j € N, andc € K such that
Im(z’t/g) = 2*t" € supp f, le(caPtig) = f(ani)s f=f—cPtig.

Then(f"). = f. — czPg., andlm(z?g.) = 2 by (1). Sincef is homogeneous, we have
(f)a = f(a,i), S0z* € supp f. andlc(cz?g.) = (fi)a- Thusf, — f1. For (3), lete,
gx

(£ be multi-indices and, j € N such that
24 % Im(f) = 2  Im(f") = lem (Im(f), Im(f")),
andc = lc(z®t'f), d = lc(2?t f'). Then
S(f, f') = dle(f') - a®t'f — cle(f) 2"t f',
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hence
(S(f, 1)), = dle(f') -z fu = cle(f) - 2" fL.

By (1) we also have
#* *lm(f.) = 2’ % Im(f) = lem (lm(f.),Im(£)))
andc = lc(z® f.), d = le(z? f1). This yields (3). O

The following corollary often allows us to reduce questi@mut arbitrary Grobner
bases to a homogeneous situation:

Corollary 3.5. Let! be a left ideal ofR, and letG be a generating set faf. Let.J be the
left ideal of R* generated by aly* with g € G, and letH be a Gbbner basis of/ with
respect to<* consisting of homogeneous element&bdf ThenH, = {h.: h € H} isa
Grobner basis of with respect to<.

Proof. We havel = J, = (H). = (H.), and by parts (2) and (3) of the previous lemma
S(f,9) HL> Oforall f,g € H.. HenceH, is a Grdbner basis df. O

Remark3.6. In the situation of the previous corollary, i is reduced, therfl, is not
necessarily reduced. For example, suppBise K|[z], the commutative polynomial ring
in a single indeterminate over K, andG = {22,z + z2}. ThenR* = K|z, t] wheret is
an indeterminate distinct from, and.J = (22, 2t + 22) = (xt,2?). SOH = {xt, 2} is
the reduced Grobner basis ofbut H, = {z, z?} is not reduced.

3.5. Grobner bases and the associated graded algebr&@ur algebrak of solvable type
comes equipped with two multi-filtrations: the standarddtibn on the one hand, and
the “fine multi-filtration” defined in Lemma 2.3 on the othen both cases, under mild
assumptionsgr R is an ordinary commutative polynomial ring ov&r. (Lemma 2.3 and
Corollary 2.10.) Thus it might be tempting to try and dedubedrem 0.1 from the main
result of [12] using “filtered-graded transfer”. Indeed following is proved in [27]:

Proposition 3.7. Suppose< is degree-compatible. Ldtbe a left ideal ofR. If G is a
Grobner basis of, then

grG :={grg:0+# g€ G}
is a Grobner basis of the left idegk I of gr R consisting of homogeneous elements. Con-

versely, ifH is a Grobner basis ogr I consisting of homogeneous elements éhid a
finite subset of with gr G = H, thenG is a Grobner basis of .

Proposition 3.7 breaks down4f is not degree-compatible:

Example3.8. Supposer = K|z, y] is the commutative polynomial ring in two indetermi-
natesr andy over K, and consider the idedl= (f1, fo, f3) of R, where

1=y, fQZI_y27 f3:172-

ThenG = {f1, f2, f3} is not a Grobner basis dfwith respect to the lexicographic order-
ing of N2 (soy™ < x for everyn), sinceS(f1, f2) = 2y — y(x — y?) = 33 is irreducible
by G. However,gr G is a Grobner basis gfr I with respect to the degree-lexicographic
ordering ofN2. (To see this use Proposition 3.7 and verify thas a Grobner basis with
respect to this ordering.)
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Nevertheless, this proposition does seem to offer an eagyomards Theorem 0.1 in
the special case wherg is degree-compatible angt R is commutative. In this case we
havegr R = K|y1,...,yn]| Wherey; = gra; fori = 1,..., N. Unfortunately, however,
if the non-zero elements, . . ., f,, of R generate a left idedl of R, thengr f1,...,gr f,
in general do not generage I, as the following example from [27] shows:

Example3.9. SupposeR = A, (K) is the second Weyl algebra, afd= (f1, f2) where
fi=201, fa= 172(31)2 — O1.

Thengr fi = grx0y, gr fa = grasgr(d1)? do not generatgr I. In fact, {9} is a

Grobner basis fof with respect to the degree-lexicographic orderin®iof

It seems even less likely to be able to reduce the proof of fdm®.1 to the associated
graded algebrar R of R equipped with the fine multi-filtration. (For example, if the
K-algebragr R is commutative, thegr I is simply a monomial ideal ofr R in the
usual sense of the word.)

3.6. Decomposition of left ideals.Let I be a left ideal ofR. For f € R we put

(I:f) ::{geR:ngI},
a left ideal of R. If R, f and the left ideal are homogeneous, then so is the left ideal
(I: f)of R.Forfi1, fo € Rwe also write(f1 : f2) := ((f1) : f2)-

Lemma 3.10. Let f € R, and letG be a Gbbner basis of : f). Then
I+ (f)=1anfg(R)f.

Proof. Let h € I + (f). Then we can writéh = a + bf with a € T andb € R. Let
c:=nfg(b);thenb—c e (I': f)andh = (a+ (b—c)f) + cf, where the first summand
isin I and the second infs (R) f. This showd + (f) = I +nfs(R) f; moreover, clearly
Innfg(R)f = {0} by construction. O

The previous lemma leads to a decompositioh ofto K -linear subspaces of the form
S = nfg(R)f for certainf € R and Grobner bases as follows: Takef1,..., f, € R,
n > 0, such thatl = (fy,..., fn), and fori = 2,...,n let G, be a Grobner basis of
((fla s 7fi—1) : fz)a then
I=(f1)®nfg,(R)f2® - ®nfg, (R)fn-

Example3.11 SupposeR = A;(K) is the first Weyl algebra, s® = K (z, d) with the
relationdx — xz0 = 1, and letl = (f1, f2) wheref; = 9 andfs = . Thenin factl = R,
and the above decomposition procedure yields

R=(fi)®nfg,(R)fo=(0) D KO -x& K[z] - x.

Indeed, it is not hard to check th@, = {92, 20 — 1} is the reduced Grobner basis of the
leftideal (f1 : f2) of R, withnfg, (R) = K90 ® K|z]. In particulard ¢ (f1 : f2); thisis
slightly counterintuitive, since it is always true thdt: f) O I in the commutative world.

4. CONES AND CONE DECOMPOSITIONS

We first summarize the algorithmic core of Dubé’s approaedlidg with cone decom-
positions of monomial ideals. Afterwards, we show how to riefand construct cone
decompositions of homogeneous left ideals. Here, we haadapt Dubé’s ideas to deal
with non-commutativity. We only give proofs selectivelpdarefer to [12] for details.
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4.1. Monomial cone decompositions.In this subsection we leR be aK-linear space
and{z“}, be a monomial basis dk. Let M be aK-linear subspace aR spanned by
monomials, and leD be a finite set of pairéw, y) wherew is a monomial inz® andy is
a subset of. We define thalegree ofD as

degD := max { degw : (w,y) € D} € NU{—o0},
wheremax @ = —oo by convention. We also set

Dt :={(w,y) €D:y # 2}
We callD acone decomposition of\f if C(w,y) C M for every(w,y) € D and

M = @ C(w,y),
(w,y)€D
andD is amonomial cone decompositionf D is a cone decomposition of sonA&linear
subspace oR. In the literature, “monomial cone decompositions” of fhjt generated
commutative graded -algebras are also known as “Stanley decompositions” €siney
were first introduced by Stanley in [36]). In this paper weystdth the perhaps more
descriptive terminology introduced by Dubé in [12].

Lemma 4.1. Supposé is a monomial cone decomposition of a monomial idealhen
for each element of the minimal set of generators 6there is some with (w,y) € D.

Proof. SinceD is a monomial cone decomposition bfthere is soméw’, y) € D with
w € C(w',y), sow = w'xa for somea € y°. Sincew’ € I, we can also write’ = w’ xb
for somew” € F andb € z°. Sow = w'*a = w” xbxa, hencéhxa = 1 due to minimality
of w, andw = v’ = w”. O

In [37, 28], algorithms are given which, upon input of a finlitg of generators of a
monomial ideall of R, produce a monomial cone decomposition for the natural é&mp
mentnf;(R) of I in R. In fact, Dubé specified an algorithm which does much maeya
describe next. As beford/ is a K-linear subspace ak generated by monomials, aiid
is a monomial ideal ofz.

Definition 4.2. We say that a pair of monomial cone decompositiGRsQ) splits M
relative to I if

(1) P U Qs a cone decomposition af,
(2) C(w,y) C Iforall (w,y) € P,
(3) C(w,y) NI = {0} forall (w,y) € Q.

It is easy to see that {fP, Q) is a pair of monomial cone decompositions which splits
M relative to!, thenP is a monomial cone decompositionbf N I andQ is a monomial
cone decomposition aff; (M).

Algorithm 1 accomplishes a basic task: it gives a procedaresgplitting a monomial
cone relative td. The computation of a generating ggtfor the monomial ideal

(I:wxx;)=(I:w):x)
in this algorithm is carried out by Algorithm 2: if the moncethideal I is generated by

v1,..., 0, € 2°, then(I : z;) is generated by, . . . , w,, where
vj if x; does not divide;,
w; = )
7 |\ w; =v;/z; otherwise,

wherev; /z; denotes the monomial it satisfyingv; = (v;/x;) * ;.
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Input: w € z°, y C z, and a finite sef’ of generators fo(! : w);
Output: SPLIT(w,y, F') = (P, Q), where(P, Q) splits the monomial con€'(w, y)
relative to the monomial idedl of R;

if 1 € Fthenreturn ({(w,y)},2);
if FNy®= o thenreturn (&, {(w,y)});

else
chooser C y maximal such that' N z2° = &;

choose € {1,...,N} suchthatr; € y \ 2;

(Po, Qo) := SPLIT(w,y \ {z:}, F); ™*
Fi = QUOTIENT(F, Ii);
(P1, Q1) := SPLIT(w * x4, y, F1); (**)
return (Po U Py, Qo U Q1);

end

Algorithm 1: Splitting a monomial cone relative tb

Input: a finite setF’ of generators for a monomial ideAbf R, andi € {1,...,N};
Output: QUOTIENT(F, z;) = F’, whereF” is a finite set of generators of the
monomial ideal : z;) of R;

F =g,
while F' # @ do

choosev € F;

if x;Jvthen F' := F' U{v/z;};

else

F':=F U{v};

end

F:=F\ {v};
end

Algorithm 2 : Computing a a set of generators fdr: z;).

Letw € z°, y C x, andF' be a set of generators fOf : w). One checks:

Lemma 4.3.

1) C(w,y) CI < 1€ F;

2) Clw,y) NI ={0} = Fny* =02.

Algorithm 1 proceeds by recursively decomposing the a@(w, y) as
Clw,y) = Clw,y\{zi}) @ Clw*zi,y)  (zi €y).

The lemma above shows that the base case is handled carréétlyefer to [12, Lem-
mas 4.3 and 4.4] for a detailed proof of the termination andemtness of Algorithm 1.
The output of Algorithm 1 has a convenient property:
Definition 4.4. We say that a monomial cone decompositldis d-standard if

(1) deg(w) > dforall (w,y) € DF;

(2) for every(w,y) € DT andd’ with d < d’ < deg(w) there is soméw’,y’') € DT

with deg(w’) = d' and#y’ > #v.

Proposition 4.5. Let (P, Q) = SPLIT(w, y, F'). ThenQ is deg(w)-standard.
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In the proof of this proposition we use the following lemma:

Lemma4.6. Let(P, Q) = SPLIT(w,y, F).
(1) Forevery(v',y') € Q we haveF' N (y')° = @ andy’ C y.
(2) For everyy' C y with ' N (y')° = @ there existg/” C y with (w,y”) € Q and
#y" = #y'.

Proof. We prove part (1) by induction on the number of recursivescall Algorithm 1
needed to computgP, Q). The base case (no recursive calls) is obviou&/Ify’) € Qy,
thenF N (y')° = g andy’ C y\ {z;} C y follows by inductive hypothesis. Suppose
(v',y") € Qy; then by inductive hypothesis we obtaih N (y')° = @ andy’ C y. By the
way thatF} is computed from¥’ in Algorithm 2, every element of" is divisible by some
element ofFy ; henceF N (y')° = @.

We show part (2) by induction ofty — #v'. If ¥/ = y, then the algorithm return@ =
{(w,y)}, satisfying the condition in (2). Otherwise, we ha#e > #1’ by maximality
of z. Hence by inductive hypothesis applied(#®y, Qo) = SPLIT(w,y \ {z;}, F), there
existsy” C y \ {z;} such tha(w, y’) € Qp and#y" > #-=. O

Proof of Proposition 4.5We proceed by the number of recursions in Algorithm 1 needed
to compute(P, Q). If Q is empty or a singleton, then the conclusion of the propmsiti
holds trivially. Inductively, assume th&, is deg(w)-standard an@; is (deg(w) + 1)-
standard. Lefv’,y’) € Q1 andd with deg(w) < d < deg(v’) be given; we need to show
that there exists a pafp”,y”’) € Q with deg(v”) = d and#y” > #y'. This is clear by
inductive hypothesis ifv’,y') € Qg orif d > deg(w) + 1. By Lemma 4.6 there exists
y" Cywith (w,y”) € Qand#y” > #y’, covering the case thdt= deg(w). O

Applied tow = 1, y = z, andF = a set of generators far, Algorithm 1 produces
a pair(P, Q) consisting of a monomial cone decomposit®rof I and a monomial cone
decompositior@ of nf;(R). We now analyze this situation in more detail. So suppose
I # R, let F' be a set of generators &f and let(P,Q) = SPLIT(1,z, F). Let also
Fuin € F be the minimal set of generators fhrThen:

Lemma 4.7. For everyv € F, thereis(v', y') € Q with deg(v') = deg(v) — 1.

Proof. Letv € Fiin. By Lemma4.1we havey, y) € P for somey C z. Sincel ¢ F, the
pair (v, y) arrived in? during the computation &PLIT(1, =, F') by means of a recursive
call of the formSPLIT(v, y, F’) whereF" is a set of generators for : v). We havev € I,
and thusl € F'. This shows that the recursive call must have been made )nifgcause
the parameteF’ is passed on unchanged by the recursive call in (*). The €3lb¢curred
during the computation of son®PLIT(v', y, F”') wherev’ satisfiesv = v’ x x; for some
i, and F" is a finite set of generators fof : v'). Part (2) of Lemma 4.6 now yields the
existence of/ C y such tha(v’,y’) € Q. O

Corollary 4.8. The set of allv € F with deg(w) < 1 + deg(Q) generated.

Remark4.9. In [28] one finds an algorithm which, given a finite li&tof generators for a
monomial ideall of R, computes &tanley filtrationthat is, a list of pairs

((w(1),y(1)),..., (w(m),y(m))),

each consisting of a monomial j) and a subsej(j) of z, such that for eaclj the set

{(w(1),y(1)),..., (w(7),y(1))}
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is a cone decomposition af ;(;) (R) where
I(j) =TI+ C(w(j+1),z) + -+ C(w(m),z).
It is easy to see (since Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 3.4 in [28}sue similar “divide and

conquer” strategies) that, f¢P, Q) = SPLIT(1,z, F'), the pairs inQ can be ordered to
form a Stanley filtration.

4.2. Cone decompositions of homogeneous idealk the rest of this section, we lét
be aK-algebra of solvable type with respectto= (zi,...,2x) € RY and a fixed
monomial ordering< of NV, Note that in general (unleggis commutative), a monomial
ideal of R is not a left ideal of the algebr®. Let I be a proper left ideal oR; then the
K-linear subspacé/ of R generated bym(/) is a monomial ideal oR. Moreover, let
be a Grobner basis df thenlm (/) is generated bim(G), andnf, (R) = nfg(R). The
central outcome of the discussion in the previous subseitio

Theorem 4.10. The homogeneous-linear subspacef(R) of R has a standard mono-
mial cone decomposition. More precisely, [&,Q) = SPLIT(1,z, F) where F =
Im(G). ThenQ@ is a standard monomial cone decompositioméy:(R). Moreover, the
set of allg € G with deg(g) < 1 + deg Q is still a Grobner basis of = (G).

In this subsection we establish an analogous decomposégit (Corollary 4.18 be-
low) for I in place ofnfs(R), providedR andl are homogeneous; thusntil the end of
this section we assume thAtis homogeneous/e first need to define the type of cones
used in our decompositions: @oneof R is defined by a tripléw, y, h), wherew € z°,

y C z, andh € R is homogeneous:

C(w,y,h) :=C(w,y)h = {gh: g € C(w,y)} C R.

Both monomial and general cones are homogendodtmear subspaces aR, and a
monomial cone is a special case of a codw,y) = C(w,y,1). Note, however, that
C(1,y,w) # C(w,y) in general. We introduced this definition of cone in order & b
able to speak about cone decompositions of (not necesgawityymial) ideals in the non-
commutative setting.

Let M be a homogeneous-linear subspace aR, and letD be a finite set of triples
(w,y, h) wherew a monomial inz®, y is a subset of, andh is a non-zero homogeneous
element ofR. We define thelegree ofD as

deg D := max { deg(w) + deg(h) : (w,y,h) € D} € NU{—oc},
wheremax @ = —oo by convention. We also set
Dt :={(w,y,h) €D:y # T}.
We callD acone decomposition of\f if C(w,y, h) C M for every(w,y,h) € D and
M = @ C(w,y, h).
(w,y,h)€D

andD is simply acone decompositiorif D is a cone decomposition of some homogeneous
K-linear subspace aR. By abuse of language we will also say that a cone decompositi
D ismonomialif » = 1 for all (w,y,h) € D.

Lemma 4.11. Let M be a homogeneous-linear subspacé/ of R which admits a cone
decompositiorD. Then the Hilbert polynomiaP,, of M exists. In fact, foel > deg(D):

B d — deg(w) —deg(h) +#y — 1\
Hy(d) = (w_’y%eer ( Hy— 1 > = Py (d).
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Proof. Let h € R be non-zero and homogeneous, and z°. Then

0 if d # deg(w) + deg(h),

Hew d) = ;
c( ,z,h)( ) {1 ﬁd:deg(w)—i—deg(h)v

and for non-empty C x:

0 if d < deg(w) + deg(h),

He o (d) = !
C( ,y,h)( ) {(ddcg(w)#(;cgfh)Jr#yl) if d> deg(w)+deg(h)

Moreover, for everyl we have
Hy(d) = Z He(w,y,n (d)-
(w,y,h)ED

The lemma now follows. O

In particular, if D is a cone decomposition of a homogeneéisdinear subspacé/ of
R, then the regularity- (M) of the Hilbert function ofM (as defined in Section 2.11) is
bounded byleg(D) + 1, and ford > deg(D*) we have

Hy(d) = Py (d) + #{(w,y,h) € D\ D : deg(w) + deg(h) = d}.
The following is an adaptation of Definition 4.4:

Definition 4.12. We say that a cone decompositibris d-standard if
(1) deg(w) + deg(h) > d forall (w,y,h) € DF;
(2) for every(w,y,h) € DT andd’ with d < d’ < deg(w) + deg(h) there is some
(w',y', 1) € DT with deg(w’) 4+ deg(h’) = d’ and#y’ > #y.
We also say thaP is standard if D is 0-standard.

If DT = @ thenD is d-standard for every, whereas ifD+ # @ andD is d-standard,
then necessarily

d = min { deg(w) + deg(h) : (w,y,h) € DT for somey C x}.

If Disd-standard for somé, then we letip denote the smalledgtsuch thatD is d-standard
(sodp = 0if D = 2).

Examples4.13 The empty set is a standard cone decomposition of the trividihear
subspacé€0} of R. If h € R is non-zero and homogeneous, and z, then{(1,y, h)} is
adeg(h)-standard cone decomposition@ft1, y, h). In particular{(1, z, 1)} is a standard
cone decomposition dR = C(1, ).

The following properties are straightforward:

Lemma 4.14.

(1) Supposé1; and M, are homogeneouks -linear subspaces a¥/ with M = M@
M, and let&;, & be cone decompositions 81, respectivelyMs,. ThenE =
&1 U &, is a cone decomposition af . If £, and &, are d-standard, then so i§.

(2) Supposé is ad-standard cone decomposition bf, and letf € R be non-zero
homogeneous. TheRf := {(w,y,hf) : (w,y,h) € D} is a(d + deg f)-
standard cone decomposition f f.

The lemma below shows how the degrees of cone decomposifiéghidinear subspaces
decomposing th& -linear spacer are linked:
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Lemma 4.15. Let M1, M5 be K-linear subspaces af with R = M; & M. Fori = 1,2,
let D; be a cone decomposition &f;, which isd;-standard for somd,. Then
max{deg D1, deg Do} = max{deg D}, deg Dy }.

Proof. We have

Hyp, (d) + Hyp,(d) = Hr(d) = <d ;{J\iz 1) for everyd (4.1)
and thus
T+N-1
Py, Py, = . 4.2
M, + P, ( N_1 > (4.2)

Ford > max{deg D] ,deg D } andi = 1,2, we have
Hp, (d) = Pag, (d) + #{(w,y, h) € D; \ D} : deg(w) + deg(h) = d}.

Hence, by (4.1) and (4.2), neith@&; nor D, contains a tripl€w, y, h) with y = @ and
deg(w) + deg(h) > max { deg(Dy ), deg(D3)}. It follows that fori = 1,2 we have

deg(D;) < max { deg(D; \ D;r), deg(D;r)} < max { deg(Df), deg(D;r)}
as required. O

Givenw € z* as well agy C = and a non-zero homogenedug R, define
C(w,y,h) = {(w,@,h)} U {(w*gci,yﬂ {z;:j> z'},h) cx; € y}
Itis easy to see th&l(w, y, h) is a(1+ deg h)-standard cone decomposition@fw, y, h).

Lemma 4.16. If M has ad-standard cone decomposition, th&hhas ad’-standard cone
decomposition for every > d.

Proof. If D is ad-standard cone decomposition/f with DT = @, thenD is d’-standard
for all d’. Therefore, supposP is ad-standard cone decompositionf with D+ +£ &;
it is enough to show that theW has a(d + 1)-standard cone decomposition. Now put

&= {(w,y,h) € D : deg(w) + deg(h) = d}.
Then trivially € is d-standard and, sinc® is d-standardD \ € is (d + 1)-standard. Put
&= U C(w,y,h).
(w,y,h)€E

Then¢” is a(d + 1)-standard cone decomposition@,,, , ,)ce C(w,y,h) € M. Hence
E'U(D\€)isa(d+ 1)-standard cone decompositionaf. O

Corollary 4.17. Let My, ..., M, € M be homogeneouk -linear subspaces aR with
M = M; & ---® M,. If eachM; has ad;-standard cone decomposition, théf has a
d-standard cone decomposition whefre- max{dy, ..., d,}.

Combining Theorem 4.10 with Corollary 4.17 we obtain:

Corollary 4.18. LetI = (f1,..., f,) be a left ideal ofR where f1,..., f, € R are
non-zero and homogeneous, and suppose 0. Letd; = deg(f;) fori =1,...,n, and
d = max{dy,...,d,}. Then there is & -linear subspaceélf of I with I = (f1) & M,
which admits al-standard cone decompositi@h (Hence{(1, z, f1)} UD is ad-standard
cone decomposition df)
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Proof. Fori = 2,...,nletG; be a Grobner basis ¢ff1,..., fi—1) : fi)- Then
I=(fyeM for M :=nfg,(R)fo @ --- Dufg, (R)fn,

as in the remark after Lemma 3.10. The principal left idga) has ad,-standard cone
decomposition{(1, z, f1)} (Example 4.13). For each= 2,...,n let D; be a standard
monomial cone decomposition of , (R) guaranteed by Theorem 4.10; then

D’Lf’L = {(wayvfl) : (why) € Dl}

is ad;-standard cone decompositionf;, (R) f; by Lemma 4.14, (2). The claim now
follows from Corollary 4.17. O

4.3. Macaulay constants and exact cone decomposition$Vhat is stated in this subsec-
tion generalizes the corresponding concepts in SectiofB%f Let D be a cone decom-
position which isd-standard for somé. For everyi we define the cone decomposition

D; = {(w,y,h) 6D:#y>z’}.
Then we have
D=Dy2D"=D;2--- 2Dy 2 Dyy1 =2.

We define theMacaulay constantsby, . .., bx41 0f D as follows:

dp if D; =@

b; :== dp,1+degD;y = i
max {dp eg D} {1+degDi otherwise.

From the definition it follows thaby > ... > byy1 = dp. The integetyy is an upper
bound for the regularity (M) of Hy,;. The name of the constants is due to the fact that
Macaulay proved that iz is commutative and a homogeneous ideal &, then there are
integershy > --- > by41 > 0 such that

N .

d—b N d—bi+i—1

HR/,(d)_< N;* )_1_5:( :” ) ford > by.
=1

Theb; turn out to be the Macaulay constants of a special type of migaone decompo-
sition of nf; (R) (for an arbitrary Grobner basé of I'), which we now define in general:

Definition 4.19. A cone decompositio® is calledexactif D is d-standard for someé and
for every degre@’, D" contains at most one triplev, y, h) with deg(w) + deg(h) = d'.

Exact cone decompositions have a strong rigidity property:

Lemma 4.20. Let D be an exact cone decomposition with Macaulay constgnt$hen
foreachi = 1,..., N and eachd with b;,; < d < b; there is exactly onéw, y, h) € DT
such thaideg(w) + deg(h) = d, and for this triple we havety = .

Proof. Supposel satisfiesh; .1 < d < b;. Let(w',y’, h’) € D be such thagty’ > i and
deg(w’) +deg(h') = b; — 1. Then, sincéD is dp-standard, there exists), y, h) € D with
deg(w) + deg(h) = d and#y > #y' > i. We have#y = i, since otherwiséw, y, h) €
Di+1 with deg(w) +deg(h) = d > b1 > deg D;11, contradicting the definition df; ;.
By exactness oD, (w, y, h) is the only triple inD* with deg(w) + deg(h) = d. O

The next lemma allows one to split triples in cone decompmstto achieve exactness:
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Lemma 4.21. Let D be ad-standard cone decomposition of thelinear subspacé/ of
R, and let(w, y, h), (v, z, g) € D such that

deg(w) + deg(h) = deg(v) +deg(g),  #z = #y>0.
Letz; € y be arbitrary. Then
D = (D\{(w,y,1)}) U{(w,y\{zi}, h), (w* i y,h)}
is also ad-standard cone decomposition bf .
Proof. We have
C(w,y,h) = C(w,y \{zi}, h) & C(w * zi,y,h).

SoD’ remains a cone decompositionaf, and it is easy to see th& is d-standard. [

By a straightforward adaptation of AlgorithngsiIFT andEXACT in [12], and using
Lemma 4.21 instead of Lemma 6.2 of [12] in verifying theirr@mtness, one obtains:

Theorem 4.22. There exists an algorithm that, givenisstandard cone decompositi@n
of a K-linear subspacé/ of R, produces an exaeit-standard decompositioR’ of M,
whose Macaulay constaig satisfied > 1 + deg(D).

Let nowD be an exact cone decomposition aKalinear subspacé/ of R. Then

Pum =y 5 (T

i=1 j=bij41

by Lemmas 4.11 and 4.20. One may show that this sum can bertedve

N )
T-b +N Z T—b;+i—1
i=1

and oncehy 11 = dp has been fixed, the coefficierits, . .., by uniquely determine the
polynomial Py; see [12, p. 768—769]; alséy is the smallest > b, such thatH,(d) =
Py (d) forall d > r. In particular, the Macaulay constadts > b1 > -+ > byy1 =0
of an exactstandardcone decompositio® of M do not depend on our choice @f,
and the Hilbert function of\/ is uniquely determined bYy,...,bx. Since everyk-
linear subspacé/ which admits a standard cone decomposition also has anszactard
cone decomposition (by the previous theorem), we may, s dhse, simply talk of the
Macaulay constantsby, ..., by of M. All this applies toM = nfs(R) whereG is a
Grobner basis of a left ideal @t; hence, by Theorems 4.10 and 4.22 we obtain:

Corollary 4.23. LetG be the reduced Gibner basis of a leftideal at, and lethg, . .., by
be the Macaulay constants of(R). Thendeg(g) < bo for everyg € G.

5. PROOF OFTHEOREMO.1AND ITS COROLLARIES

Let R be aK -algebra of solvable type with respectite= (z1, . . ., z)) and amonomial
ordering< of NV, whereN > 0.
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5.1. Degree bounds for Gdbner bases.Let I be a leftideal ofR generated by non-zero
elementsfi,..., f, € R, wheren > 0, and letd be the maximum of the degrees of
f1,-.., fn. The central result of this section is:

Proposition 5.1. Suppose the algebi& and the generatorg; of I are homogeneous, and
N > 1. Then the elements of the reduced@mner basis of have degree at most

d2 2N—2
D(N—l,d)_2<?+d> .
Before we give the proof we state an estimate proved in [1&i&e8]:

Lemmab5.2. Leta; > --- > ay > dandb; > --- > by > 0 be integers, and suppose
that we have an equality of polynomidfs!,V ') = P(T') + Q(T)) where

P(T) = (T—]clV+N)+(T—;zV+_J\17—1) _1_i(T—aii—|—i—1) 5.1)

i=1
N

QT) = <T;N>_1_;<T—bii+i—1>.

Thena; +b; < D(N —j,d)forj=1,...,N — L.

Proof of Proposition 5.1 After reordering thefy, . . ., f,, we may assume thakeg(f;) =

d. LetG be the reduced Grobner basisiofand letD be a standard exact cone decompo-
sition of nf(R), with Macaulay constants) > --- > by41 = 0. Let& be ad-standard
exact cone decomposition offd-linear subspac@/ of I such thatl = (f1) & M (by
Corollary 4.18 and Theorem 4.22), with Macaulay coeffigent > --- > ay41 = d.
ThenfU{(1, z, f1)} is ad-standard (but not exact) cone decompositioh,efith the same
Macaulay constantsy, ...,ay—1 asé. The Hilbert polynomials of andnfs(R) are
given by the polynomial® respectivel\@ as in (5.1). Hence,+b, < D := D(N-1,d),
somax{ag, by} = max{ai, b1} < D by Lemma 4.15. Now apply Corollary 4.23. O

Remark5.3. Suppose the hypothesis of the previous proposition holdwli¢it in the
proof above, there is the uniform bound

o(R/T) < D(N —1,d)

for the regularity of the Hilbert function of the lef®-module R/I. A similar doubly-
exponential bound fos(R/I) was obtained (in the case of Weyl algebras) in [11]. In
the case wher® is a commutative polynomial ring, the regularity of the Hitbfunction

o (M) of afinitely generate®-module)M is closely related to the Castelnuovo-Mumford
regularityreg(M) of M. For example (see [9, 2.1]), in this case

o(R/I) <reg(R/I) =reg(l) — 1.

There does exist a doubly-exponential bound-ex(7) in terms of N andd, valid inde-
pendently of the characteristic &f (see [8]):
2N—2

reg(1) < (2d)

It would be interesting to see whether this bound can alsoeldeiced using the methods
of the present paper.

We next address the inhomogeneous case:
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Corollary 5.4. SupposeR is quadric. Then there exists a &Gner basisF of I with the
following property: for every; € G we can write

g=Yg1fi+ - +Ygnfn
wherey, ; € R with

—1

&? ?
deg(yg,ifi) < D(N,d) =2 <? + d> fori=1,...,n,
and such that foi = 1,...,n eachf; can be expressed as
fi = Z Zi,g9
geqG

wherez; , € R, all but finitely many; , = 0, anddeg(z; 4g) < d for everyg € G.

Proof. By the proposition above, the reduced Grobner bakisith respect to<* of the
left ideal of R* generated by}, ..., f consists of homogeneous elements of degree at
mostD(N, d). Hence for every, € H there are homogeneoys 1, . .., ynn € R* with
h=yn1fi + -+ Ynnfn
and
deg(yh,ifi*) g deg(h’) g D(N7 d) fori = 17"'7”'

Corollary 3.5 shows that := H, is a Grdobner basis df with respect tog, and for every
h € H we have

he =yn, 1 fi+ -+ Yn.nfn
with yp,, ; := (yn.i)« and
deg(yn, ifi) = deg(yn.if;) < D(n,d) fori=1,...,n,

as required. Similarly, eacfj’ can be expressed & = >, _; zinh Wherez; , € R*
are homogeneous anldg(z; ,h) < deg(fF) < d for everyi andh € H, and this yields
the requirement on thé. O

The previous corollary yields Theorem 0.1. Before we are ablcompute a degree
bound for reduced Grobner bases which is also valid in theritogeneous situation, we
need to study the complexity of reduction sequences.

5.2. Degree bounds for normal forms. Here we assumeé > 0; we also letv be a given
multi-index with positive components, and write = wt,,. For non-zergf € R we set

wt(f) ;= max wt(a),
a€supp(f)

and we letwt(0) := 0. Then for allf, g € R we have
deg(f) < wt(f) < [lwl| deg(f) (5.2)
by (1.1). Also
wt(f +g) < max { wt(f),wt(g)}, wt(cf) = wt(f) for non-zerar € K.
From Proposition 1.1 we obtain:
Lemma 5.5. Givend, one can choose with ||w|| < 2d(N + 1)N"/2 such that
wto(f) = wte, (Im(f))  forall f € Rwithdeg(f) < d.
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We will need a variant of [21, Lemma 1.4]; the proof is analegand left to the reader.
Here we assume that the commutator relations betwgandz; in R are expressed as in
Definition 2.2.

Lemma 5.6. Supposevt(p;;) < wt(z;z;) forl < i < j < N. Then for alle, 8 we have
o P = ca®tP 4 wherec € K, ¢ # 0, andwt(r) < wt(z*+?),
in particular wt(z® - ) = wt(z®) + wt(2”).
We can now show:
Lemma 5.7. Suppose! satisfiesleg(p;;) < dforl < i < j < N, and letG be a subset
of R each of whose elements has degree at nioltf % h, wheref, h € R, then there
aregy,...,gm € Gandpy,...,p, € Rwith
f—h=pig1+ -+ Pmgm

and
deg(p191), .- ., deg(pmgm), deg(h) < deg(f) 2d(N + 1)N/2,

Proof. Choose a weight vectar with positive components according to Lemma 5.5, and
write wt = wt,,. In the following we also ley range ovel. Proceeding by Noetherian
induction on the well-founded reIationG—>, by the inequalities in (5.2) it suffices to show

that if f % h, thenthere are, ..., g, € G andpy,...,pnm € R with

f—h=pigi+ -+ Pmgm
and
wt(p1g1)s - Wh(Pmgm) < Wt(f).
Supposef 7 I %> h. Then there exists € K anda, 8 such that

Im(z’g) = 2® e supp f, le(cxPq) = fo, f' = f —caPy.
Now by the previous lemma and the choicewfve have
wt(cz? g) = wt(2?) + wt(g) = wt(2?) + wt (Im(g)) = wt(z*) < wt(f)
and thuswt(f’) < wt(f). By inductive hypothesis, there age< G andp; € R with
' '—=h=pigi+-+pugn and wt(pig;) < wt(f’) for everyi.
Hence

f=h=( =)+ —h)=pigi + - +Pngn + Pnt19n+1
wherep,, 1 := cxP, gn11 = g satisfywt(p;g;) < wt(f) for everyi, as required. O

If < is degree-compatible, then the estimate in the lemma alevée improved, and
the additional assumption ahremoved: Let be a subset oR, f,h € R; if f % h,
then there ar@y, ..., g, € G andpy, ..., p,n € R such that

f=h=pig1+ -+ Pmgm
and

Im(p1g1), .-, IM(Prmgm), Im(h) < Im(f).
Since our monomial ordering is degree-compatible, we have

deg(p1g1), - .., deg(pmgm), deg(h) < deg(f).
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5.3. Degree bounds for reduced Gbbner bases.In the rest of this section we assume
that R is quadric. The results from the previous subsection allow us to shovelZoy 0.2:

Corollary 5.8. The reduced Gibner basis of every left ideal & generated by elements
of degree at most consists of elements of degree at most

2D(N +1,d) (N + 1) NV/2,

Proof. We may assumé > 0; putD := D(N,d), soD > 2. LetI be a left ideal ofR
generated by elements of degree at mMo&hoose a Grobner bagis= {g1,...,gm} 0of I
with deg(g;) < Dfori=1,...,m. (Corollary 5.4.) After pruning- if necessary, we may
assume thaim(G) is a minimal set of generators for the monomial ideaRofenerated
by lm(7), and after normalizing eagj, thatlc(g;) = 1 for everyi. Seth; := g; — lm(g;)
for everyi. Then by Lemma 5.7 we have
degnfe(hs) < deg(h;) 2D (N + 1)NN/2 < 2D? (N + 1)NN/2,

ThenG' := {41, ..., 4., } whereg! := 1lm(g;) + nf(h;) for everyi is a reduced Grdbner
basis off the degrees of whose elemepfbey the stated bound. O

For degree-compatible monomial orderings one obtains imies way:

Corollary 5.9. Suppose that the monomial orderiggis degree-compatible. Then the
reduced Gobner basis of every left ideal & generated by elements of degree at mbst
consists of elements of degree at mb$iV, d).

5.4. Ideal membership. Now we turn to degree bounds for solutions to linear equation
In particular, we’'ll show Corollary 0.3.

Proposition 5.10.1f f € I = (f1,..., fn) Wherefy, ..., f, € R are of degree at mos},
then there there argy, . .., y, € R of degree at most

D(N, d) - (2 deg(f) (N + 1) NN/2 ¢ 1)

with

f=wnfi+ - +ynfn
Proof. We may assumé > 0; putD := D(N,d). Let f1,..., f, € R have degree at
mostd, andf € I. Choose a Grobner bagisof I = (f1,. .., f,) with the property stated
in Corollary 5.4. Then by Lemma 5.7 there @#e. . ., g, € G andpy, ..., p, € Rwith

f=pigi+- -+ pmgm
and

deg(p1g1), .- ., deg(pmgm) < deg(f)2D (N + 1) NN/2,
Write eachy; as
gi=yirfi+ -+ Yinfn

wherey; ; € R satisfiesleg(y; ; f;) < D. Then

F=nh+ - +ynfn
where eacly; := >, p;y; ; satisfies the claimed degree bound. O

In the rest of this section, we restrict ourselves to the ¢haethe monomial ordering
< is degree-compatiblén a similar way as above we then obtain:
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Proposition 5.11. Let f1,. .., f, € R be of degree at mog} and f € R. If

f=nfit+ - +ynfn
for someys, . ..,y, € R, there are sucly; of degree at mosteg(f) + D(N, d).

5.5. Generators for syzygy modules.Below, the leftR-module of left syzygies of a tuple
f=(f1,..., fn) € R™isdenoted byyz(f) (a submodule of the free left-moduleR™).

Suppos€s = {g1,...,9m} is a Grobner basis iR. Forl < i < j < m let o;; and
B;; be the unique multi-indices such that

2% xlm(g;) = 2P « Im(g;) = lem (1m(gi), lm(gj))
and
cij = le(z™ g;), dij = le(zP7 g;).
EachS-polynomial
S(gir95) = dijle(g;)z* g; — cijle(gi)z™ g,
admits a representation of the form

S(girg5) = Y _pijkge,  Im(pijegr) <1mS(gi ;) (pijr € R).
k=1

Now consider the vectors

si5 1= dijle(g)x™ e; — cijle(gi)aPie; — Zpijkek 1<i<j<m)
k

in R™. Hereey,...,e, denotes the standard basis of the free Rftnodule R™. Ob-
viously, eachs;; is a left syzygy of(gi, ..., gn); in fact (see [21, Theorem 3.15]), the
syzygiess;; generate the lefkR-moduleSyz(g1, ..., gm). We denote the set ofi x n-

matrices with entries iR by R™*". Then x n-identity matrix is denoted by,,. The
following transformation rule for syzygies is easy to verif

Lemma5.12. Let f = (f1,..., fn)" € R*andg = (g1,-..,9m)" € R™, and suppose
A€ R B € R"™ suchthaty = Af and f = Bg. Let M be a matrix whose rows
generatéSyz(g). ThenSyz(f) is generated by the rows of the matrix

MA
I,—BA |’

We now use these facts in the proof of:

Proposition 5.13. Let f = (f1, ..., fo)" € R™ be of degree at mogt ThenSyz(f) can
be generated by elements of degree at BRIV, d).

Proof. Letg = (g1,---,9m)" € R™ be suchtha& = {g1,..., gm} is a Grobner basis of
the leftideal ofR generated by, .. ., f, asin Corollary 5.4. Then there atec R™*" of
degree atmodb (N, d) andB € R™*™ of degree at mostsuch thayy = Af andf = By.
EachS-polynomialS(g;, g;) has degree at mo8D(XV, d); hence there exists a matti{
of degree at mosD (N, d) whose rows generafyz(g). Sincedeg(M A) < 3D(N, d) and
deg(AB) < D(N,d) + d < 3D(N,d), the claim follows from the previous lemma. O

6. TWO-SIDED IDEALS

In this section we deduce Corollary 0.4 on degree boundsvoisided ideals from the
results of the previous two sections. Throughouftetgain be an algebra over a field
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6.1. Grobner bases of two-sided ideals ik. In this subsection, suppose tHat= K (x)
is of solvable type with respect to = (z1,...,2y) and some monomial ordering of
N¥. It is possible to define a notion of Grobner basis for twaesiideals ofR:

Proposition 6.1. Let G be a finite subset ak. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) G is a Grobner basis, and the two-sided ideal ®fgenerated by agrees with
the left ideal(G) of R generated by-.

(2) G is a Grobner basis, angz; € (G) foreveryg € Gandi=1,...,N.

(3) For every non-zero elemerftof the two-sided ideal o generated by there
exists a non-zerg € G with Im(g)| lm(f).

If a finite subsetG of R satisfies one of the equivalent conditions in this propositi
(proved in [21, Theorem 5.4]), theH is called atwo-sided Grobner basis(with respect
to ). If I is a two-sided ideal of?, then a subsef of I is called aGrodbner basisof I
(with respect tox) if G is a two-sided Grobner basis which also generates the inhaats
idealI. The main result of this section is the following:

Proposition 6.2. Suppose is quadric. Every two-sided ideal &f generated in degree at
mostd has a two-sided Gibner basis consisting of elements of degree at mg81V, d).

The proof of this proposition uses enveloping algebraschvhie introduce next.

6.2. The enveloping algebra.The opposite algebraof R is the K-algebraR°? whose
underlyingK-linear space is the same as thatbnd whose multiplication operatiof?
is given bya -°° b = b - a for a,b € R. Theenveloping algebraof R is the K-algebra
R*™ := R ®k R°P. There is a natural one-to-one correspondence betiegmodules
and left R°™-modules: every?-bimoduleM has a leftR°"Y-module structure given by

(a®b)- f=afb fora € R, b€ R°?,andf € M,
and conversely, every leR°™-module)M’ also carries ai2-bimodule structure with
af'b=(axb)f fora € R, b€ R°,andf’ € M.

There is a surjective morphisp: R*™ — R of left R*"¥-modules withu(a ® b) = ab
fora € R, b € R°P. For everyn, acting component by componentjinduces a surjective
morphism(R*™)™ — R™ of left R®*V-modules, which we also denote hy Thus for
every R-sub-bimoduleM of R™ we obtain a leftR"-submoduleu (M) of (Re™)"
containingker i, and the image:(M’) of a left R°™V-submoduleM’ of (R°™)" with
ker 4 C M’ is anR-sub-bimodule ofR™. The kernel ofu is generated by

(el @) =0 f,...,10 fu)  (fi,....fn €R).

6.3. The enveloping algebra of an algebra of solvable typeln the rest of this section,
we assume thak® = K (x) is of solvable type with respectio= (z1,...,2y) and some
monomial ordering< of NV. We letR = (R;;) be a commutation system definiRgwith
R;; as in(2.3), and setp;; := w(P;;), wherer: K(X) — R is the natural surjection.
The oppositek -algebraR°? of R is again aK -algebra of solvable type in a natural way.
To see this define the “write oppositely automorphismZKafX ) by

(Xil"'XiT‘)Op:XiT"'Xil forallz’l,...,z'reN.

Also seta®® := (ay,...,a1) for every multi-indexa = (aq,...,an) and define the
“opposite ordering” ofN" by

a<® B &= a®<p®  forall multi-indicesa, 3.
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ThenR°P := (R?JP) is a commutation system definingié-algebra of solvable type with
respect to<°? andz°P := (zy, ..., 1), which can be naturally identified witR°P.

The class of{-algebras of solvable type is closed under tensor prodiMdtse pre-
cisely, let<’ be a monomial ordering df™" (whereN’ € N), and letR’ = (R};) bea
commutation system ik (Y') = K(Y1,..., Yy}, with

R =Y;Y; — ¢;Y;Y; — P, (I<i<j<N)
where0 # ¢}, € K andPl; € @, KY*. (Here and belowp’ ranges ovelN"")
Let R = K(Y)/I(R'), with natural surjectionr’: K(Y) — R', and lety; := «'(Y;)
for andp;; := «'(P};). Suppose thatt’ is of solvable type with respect t¢’ andy =
(y1,...,yn’). TheK-algebraS := R ® R’ is generated by théV + N’)-tuple

(:C1®1,...,xN®1,1®y1,...,1®yN/). (6.1)
We have the following (see [32, Proposition 1]):

Proposition 6.3. The K-algebraS = R @k R’ is of solvable type with respect to the
lexicographic product of the orderings and <’, and the(\NV + N’)-tuple of generators
(6.1) The commutator relations of are

(zi®)(ley)=01Qy)(z;®l) (1<i<N,1<j<N)
loy)loy)=c;loy)ley)+1op; ([1<i<j<N).

Hence ifR and R’ are quadric, then so i§.

In particular,R°™ = R ®x R°P is an algebra of solvable type in a natural way, with
respect to the monomial ordering®™ on N2V = NV x N¥ obtained by taking the
lexicographic product ok with <°P. For every givemn, the kernel of the leftRe"v-
morphismu: (R°™)™ — R™ introduced in Section 6.2 is generated by the elements

(x5 ®1) - (1®2%))e; (1<i<N,1<j<n) (6.2)

of (R°™)™. Here
e1 =(1,0,...,0),e0 = (0,1,0,...,0),...,ex = (0,...,0,1) € NV,
andes, ..., e, are the standard basis elements of the Rft"-module(R*"v)™. Hence if
M is anR-sub-bimodule ofR™ generated by
fi:(fila"'afin)eRn (izla"'7m)7

then the corresponding leR°™-submodulg.~! (M) of (R°™)" is generated by the ele-
ments in (6.2) and

(fu®L,.., f1n®1),. .., (fr1®1,..., fran ®1).

Corollary 6.4. Suppose< is degree-compatible. Lét, ..., f, € R be of degree at most
d, and letf € R. If there are a finite index sef andy;;,z;; € R(i=1,...,n,j € J)
such that
f= Zyljflzlj +-F Zynjfnznj
jeJ JjeJ
then there are suchi andy;;, z;; with

deg(yi;), deg(zi;) < deg(f) + D(2N,d) fori=1,...,n.
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Proof. Apply Proposition 5.11 taR*™" and
Al .. a2 ®]1-12%,..., 2" ®1 -1 a2V
in place of R and fy, ..., f., respectively. O

The following observation (also from [32]) allows one to qmue two-sided Grobner
bases ink by computing one-sided Grobner bases in the envelopirebatgofR:

Proposition 6.5. Let.J be a two-sided ideal aR, and letG be a Gbbner basis of the left
ideal p=1(J) of R®. Thenu(G) is a Grobner basis of].

So finally we can show:

Proof of Proposition 6.2 We may assume thdt> 0. Suppose/ is a two-sided ideal oR
generated byfy, ..., f, € R of degree at most. Letu: R°™ — R be as in Section 6.2.
The leftidealy~1(J) of R°" is generated by the elements

ARl .. fr®, 21 -1®z,..., 2V ®1 - 1R aN,

each of which has degree at mdsBy Corollary 5.4,:.~1(.J) has a Grobner basis (with
respect to<®™") consisting of elements of degree at még2 N, d). By Proposition 6.5,
(@) is a Grobner basis of whose elements obey the same degree bound. O

REFERENCES

1. Apel, J. A relationship between Grobner bases of ideals and vectmtutes ofG-algebras,in: Bokut, L. A.
et al. (eds.)Proceedings of the International Conference on AlgeBart 2 (Novosibirsk, 1989), 195-204,
Contemp. Math., vol. 131, Part 2, Amer. Math. Soc., ProvigemRl, 1992.

, Computational ideal theory in finitely generated extensiags, Theoret. Comput. Sc244(2000),

no. 1-2, 1-33.

. Aschenbrenner, MJniform degree bounds for Grobner baspegprint (2008).

__,Bounds and definability in polynomial ring®, J. Math.56 (2005), no. 3, 263-300.

. Bergman, G.The diamond lemma for ring theordv. Math.29 (1978), 178-218.

. Bueso, J., Gomez-Torrecillas, J., and VerschorenAlgyorithmic Methods in Non-Commutative Algebra.
Applications to Quantum Groupbathematical Modelling: Theory and Applicatiodd, Kluwer Academic
Publishers, Dordrecht, 2003.

7. Castro, F.Calculs effectifs pour les idéaux d'opérateurs difféirels, in: Aroca, J.-M., Sanchez-Giralda, T.,
and Vincente, J.-L.Géomeétrie Algébrique et Applicationi$l, 1-19, Travaux en Cours, vol. 24, Hermann,
Paris, 1987.

8. Caviglia, G., and Sbarra, ECharacteristic-free bounds for the Castelnuovo-Mumfardutarity, Compos.
Math. 141(2005), no. 6, 1365-1373.

9. Chardin, M., and Moreno-Socias, ®egularity of lex-segment ideals: some closed formulasagmiica-
tions,Proc. Amer. Math. Sod31(2003), no. 4, 1093-1102 (electronic).

10. Chistov, A., and Grigoriev DComplexity of a standard basis ofla-module(Russian), Algebra i Anali20

(2008), no. 5, to appear.
11. , Complexity of Janet basis of/2-module,preprint (2007).
12. Dubég, T.The structure of polynomial ideals and Grobner bag#éM J. Comput19(1990), no. 4, 750-775.
13. Galligo, A.,Some algorithmic questions on ideals of differential opans in: Caviness, B. (ed. FUROCAL
'85, vol. 2, Proceedings of the European Conference on Compugebéa held in Linz, April 1-3, 1985,
413-421, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., vol. 204, Springertag, Berlin, 1985.

14. Grabmeier, J. et alComputer Algebra Handbook: Foundations, Applicationsst&ys,Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, 2003.

15. Grigoriev, D.,Complexity of solving systems of linear equations over itigsrof differential operatorsn:
Mora, T. and Traverso, CEffective Methods in Algebraic GeometBapers from the symposium (MEGA-
90) held in Castiglioncello, April 17-21, 1990, 195-202pdtess in Mathematics, vol. 94, Birkhauser
Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1991.

16. , Weak Bézout inequality fdp-modules,J. Complexity21 (2005), no. 4, 532-542.

17. Hausdorf, M. and Seiler, W. M., and Steinwandt, Ryolutive bases in the Weyl algebrd. Symbolic
Comput.34(2002), no. 3, 181-198.

N

oo b w




36

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

MATTHIAS ASCHENBRENNER AND ANTON LEYKIN

Hermann, GDie Frage der endlich vielen Schritte in der Theorie der Poisnideale Math. Ann.95(1926),
736-788.

Huynh, D. T.,A superexponential lower bound for Grobner bases and Gh&®esser commutative Thue
systemsinform. and Controb8 (1986), no. 1-3, 196—-206.

Janet, M.Les modules de formes algébriques et la théorie géaé&lak systemes differentielsnn. Sci.
Ecole Norm. Sup. (341 (1924), 27—65.

Kandri-Rody, A., and Weispfenning, \Won-commutative Grobner bases in algebras of solvable,typ
Symbolic Comput9 (1990), no. 1, 1-26.

Kredel, H., and Weispfenning, \Parametric Grobner bases in rings of solvable tyjme,Proc. IV. Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Algebra in Physical Resealomt Institute for Nuclear Research Dubna,
USSR, May 1990, 236-244, World Scientific, Singapore, 1991.

Latyshev, V. N.A combinatorial complexity of Grobner basdsMath. Sci. (New York)L02(2000), no. 3,
4134-4138.

Lazard, D.Grobner bases, Gaussian elimination and resolution ofesys of algebraic equations): van
Hulzen, J. A. (ed.)Computer AlgebrglLondon, 1983), 146-156, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., 162,
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983.

Levandovskyy, V., and Schonemann, PLURAL—a computer algebra system for noncommutative pelyn
mial algebras,in: Proceedings of the 2003 International Symposium on Symhbali Algebraic Computa-
tion, 176-183 (electronic), Association for Computing Machyné&ew York, 2003.

Li, H., Non-commutative Grobner Bases and Filtered-Graded Teanisecture Notes in Mathematics, vol.
1795, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2002.

Li, H., and Wu, Y. Filtered-graded transfer of Groebner basis computatiosaivable polynomial algebras,
Comm. Algebra28 (2000), no. 1, 15-32.

Maclagan, D., and Smith, GJniform bounds on multigraded regularity, Algebraic Geometr{4 (2005),
137-164.

Moller, H. M. and Mora, F.Upper and lower bounds for the degree of Groebner bagesFitch, J. (ed.),
EUROSAM 84 Proceedings of the Third International Symposium held imBadge, July 9-11, 1984,
172-183, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., vol. 174, Springatag, Berlin, 1984.

Mora, T.,An introduction to commutative and non-commutative GesllrasesTheoret. Comput. Scil34
(1994), no. 1, 131-173.

Oaku, T., and Shimoyama, T Grobner basis method for modules over rings of diffeegdriperators,J.
Symbolic Comput18(1994), no. 3, 223-248.

Roman, M. G. and Roman, S. Grdbner bases and syzygies on bimodules over PBW algebragmbolic
Comput.40(2005), no. 3, 1039-1052.

Saito, M., Sturmfels, B., and Takayama, Srobner Deformations of Hypergeometric Differential Bgu
tions, Algorithms and Computation in Mathematics, vol. 6, Springerlag, Berlin, 2000.

Seidenberg, AConstructions in algebralrans. Amer. Math. Sod.97(1974), 273-313.

Smith, S.Quantum groups: an introduction and survey for ring thetsis1: Montgomery, S., and Small, L.
(eds.),Non-commutative RingSurvey Lectures from the Microprogram Held in Berkeley,if@ahia, July
10-21, 1989, 131-178, Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., vol. pdinger-Verlag, New York, 1992.

Stanley, R. PLinear Diophantine equations and local cohomololyent. Math.68 (1982), 175-193.
Sturmfels, B., and White, NGomputing combinatorial decompositions of rin@ambinatoricall (1991),
275-293.

Takayama, NGrobner basis and the problem of contiguous relatictapan J. Appl. Matt6 (1989), no. 1,
147-160.

Weispfenning, V.Some bounds for the construction of Grobner basesBeth, T., and Clausen, M. (eds.),
Applicable Algebra, Error-correcting Codes, Combinatsriand Computer Algebr@garlsruhe, 1986), 195—
201, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., vol. 307, Springera&rBerlin, 1988.

E-mail addressmatthias@math.ucla.edu
URL http://www.math.ucla.edu/~matthias

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES, Box 951555, los

ANGELES, CA 90095-1555, U.S.A.

E-mail addressleykin@math.uic.edu
URL http://www.math.uic.edu/~leykin

DEPARTMENT OFMATHEMATICS, STATISTICS, AND COMPUTERSCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT

CHICAGO, 851 S. MORGAN STREET (M/C 249), CHICAGO, IL 60607-7045



