arXiv:1312.6799v1 [math.AC] 24 Dec 2013

DIRECT LIMITS OF COHEN-MACAULAY RINGS
MOHSEN ASGHARZADEH, MEHDI DORREH AND MASSOUD TOUSI

ABSTRACT. Let A be a direct limit of a direct system of Cohen-Macaulay rings. In this
paper, we describe the Cohen-Macaulay property of A. Our results indicate that A is not
necessarily Cohen-Macaulay. We show A is Cohen-Macaulay under various assumptions.

As an application, we study Cohen-Macaulayness of non-affine normal semigroup rings.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H C Z™ be a normal and affine semigroup and let k£ be a field. A well-known result
of Hochster says that k[H] is Cohen-Macaulay, see [16, Theorem 1]. Suppose now that H
is a non-affine normal semigroup. Then k[H] is not Noetherian. Recently, the notion of
Cohen-Macaulayness has been generalized to the non-Noetherian situation, see [15] and
[2]. We intend to investigate the Cohen-Macaulayness of k[H] in this context. In view of
Example [Z3] k[H] is a direct limit of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay rings when H C Z" is

normal. This motivates us to ask:
Question 1.1. Is Cohen-Macaulayness closed under taking direct limit?

Our aim in this paper is to study the above question and its connection with Cohen-
Macaulay properties of normal semigroup rings. Noetherian rings which are flat direct
limit of a family of rings with certain properties was studied by Marot [I7] and Doretti
[I1]. Also, the regular and complete intersection analogues of Question 1.1 follows by an
immediate application of the theory of Andre-Quillen cohomology when the direct limit
is Noetherian, see Remark

There are many candidates for definition of non-Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay rings, see
[2, Definition 3.1]. To see relations between them, we recommend [2, 3.2 Relations]. All
of them are the same, if the base ring is Noetherian. By using Zariski desingularization,
we give a direct system of Noetherian regular rings {A; : i € I} such that liglie s A; is not
Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals, see Definition and Example In Section 3
we show that direct limit of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay rings is Cohen-Macaulay in the
sense of ideals in many situations, see Proposition and Corollaries 3.7, B8 and 313 for

its application. For the Gorenstein version of Question 1.1, see Corollary B.11l
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Considering [I5], there is a description of the Cohen-Macaulay property for non-
Noetherian rings. We call it Cohen-Macaulayness in the sense of Hamilton-Marley. In
Section 4, we study the behavior of this property under taking direct limit, see Proposition
As an application, we give Cohen-Macaulayness of infinite dimensional Veronese and
locally finitely generated normal semigroup rings in the sense of Hamilton-Marley, see
Corollary 4] and Example In Example 7] we give a direct system of Noetherian
Cohen-Macaulay rings such that its direct limit is not Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of
Hamilton-Marley. Let H be the normal semigroup {(a,b) € N2|0 < b/a < oo} U {(0,0)}
and let k be a field. Note that H is a standard example of a non-affine semigroup. As an

application of Example [£.7] in Theorem [£.I0 we show
(i) k[H] is not Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals.

(ii) k[H] is not weak bourbaki unmixed.

(iii) k[H] is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.

Throughout this paper, rings are commutative (not necessarily Noetherian). Most of
the results concerning direct limits in this paper require the direct system to be filtered.

In the sequel all direct systems are assumed to be filtered.

2. DIRECT LIMIT OF COHEN-MACAULAY RINGS: EXAMPLES

In this section we construct some examples of rings that are direct limits of Noetherian
Cohen-Macaulay rings. In what follows, we will use all of them. Also, we study their
Cohen-Macaulay properties in Examples B.6] 1.7] and Theorem 10l

Definition 2.1. Let C be a submonoid of Z" for some n and let k be a field.

(i) We write k[C] for the vector space k(©), and denote the basis element of k[C] which
corresponds to ¢ € C' by X¢. This monomial notation is suggested by the fact that
k[C] carries a natural multiplication whose table is given by X¢X ¢ = xete

(ii) Recall that C' C Z™ is said to be normal if, whenever m(c — ¢) € C for some
positive integer m and ¢, € C, then ¢ — ¢ € C.
(iii) Let N be a submonoid of a commutative monoid M. The integral closure of N in

M is the submonoid
Ny == {x € M|mz € N for some positive integer m € N}
of M. One calls N integrally closed in M, if N = ]/\\TM.

Lemma 2.2. Let C be a normal submonoid of Z"". Then there is a direct system (Cy, fys)
of finitely generated normal submonoids of C such that C' = hﬂyer Cy, where fy5: Cy —
Cs is the inclusion map for v,6 € I' with v <.

Proof. Look at the set I' := {X C C|X is finite}. We direct I' by means of inclusion. Set

—

Cx = Z7°X and C% = (Cx)zc, for all X € T'. One sees easily that C' is normal. In
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view of [8, Proposition 2.22], C is a finitely generated monoid. Clearly, Cy C C}, when
X CY and X,Y €. Let fxy : C%x — C4 be the inclusion map.

In order to show C = lim C's we prove that Cy, C C for all X € I'. To this end,
take X € I' and x € C%. Then x = a — f8 for a, § € Cx and there is a positive integer m
such that m(a — ) € Cx C C. It derives from the normality of C' that xt = a — € C,
i.e., C% C C. This finishes the proof. O

Ezample 2.3. Let C' be a normal submonoid of Z". Then k[C] is a direct limit of its

Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay subrings.

Proof. In view of Lemma 22 there is a direct system (C,, fs) of finitely generated normal
submonoids of C' such that C = lignyeF C,. By [0, Theorem 6.3.5], k[C,] is a Noetherian
Cohen-Macaulay ring. Thus, k[C] represented by the direct limit of Noetherian Cohen-
Macaulay rings {k[C,]}. O

Corollary 2.4. Let k be a field. Then k+xk[x,y] is a direct limit of a chain of Noetherian

Cohen-Macaulay rings.
Proof. Set H := (N x No) U{(0,0)} and A := k + zk[z,y]. Then A = k[H]|. Note that
H = {(a,b) € N3|J0 < b/a < 0o} U {(0,0)}.
Let (a,b), (¢,d) € H and suppose there is k € N such that k((a,b) — (c,d)) € H. Clearly,
0<(b—-d)/(a—c)=k(b—d)/k(a—c) <o
and so H is normal. Example yields the claim. O

Let A be a ring, B an A-algebra; and I an ideal of B. B is called I-smooth over A if for
given an A-algebra C, an ideal N of C satisfying N? = 0, and an A-algebra homomorphism
u: B — C/N such that u(IV) = 0 for some v, then there exists a lifting g : B — C of u
to C"

B —% C/N
[N
A——C.
If I = (0) then B is called smooth over A. Let S be a multiplicative closed subset of A.

Then, S~'A is I-smooth over A for each ideal I of S™'A.
We cite the following key result of Zariski.

Lemma 2.5. Let V be a valuation domain containing a field k of zero characteristic.

Then V = h_r}nie[ A;, where A; is essentially of finite type smooth k-algebra.

Proof. This is in [25], when the fraction field of V' is an algebraic function field over k.
The general case (follows by an inductive limit) is in [2I) (1.2) Theorem]. O
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Ezample 2.6. Let (V,m) be a valuation domain containing a field k of characteristic zero.

Then V is a direct limit of Noetherian regular rings.

Proof. By Lemma 23 V = li_r>nie s A; where A; is smooth and essentially of finite type
over k. We note that smooth k-algebras are regular, see [19, Theorem 28.1 and Page 216,

Lemma]. Thus V is a direct limit of Noetherian regular rings. O

The following are easy examples of the notion of locally finitely generated semigroup
rings, see Definition

Ezample 2.7. (i): Look at the ring R[X1,...] := |J;2, R[X1,...,X;], when R is Noetherian
and Cohen-Macaulay. Clearly, R[X1,...] is a direct limit of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay
rings.

(ii): Let k be a field and look at A := k[X,...]. The degree of f := Xl.jl1 . Xz]f €A

is defined by d(f) := Zi:l ju. Let d be a positive integer. We call the k-algebra A(@
generated by all monomials of degree d, the d-th Veronese subring of A. Suppose in
addition that A% is the d-th Veronese subring of k[X1,...,X,]. By [0, Exercise 12.4.8],
Agd) is a Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay ring. Remark that A(@) = U2, Aﬁfl). Thus A is

a direct limit of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay rings.

3. COHEN-MACAULAYNESS IN THE SENSE OF IDEALS

The key result of this Section is Proposition We present several applications of it,
see Corollaries B.7], 3.8 and B.1T]

Definition 3.1. Let R be a ring, M an R-module and z = x1,..., 2, be a system of ele-
ments of R. The sequence z is called a weak regular sequence on M if x; is a nonzero-divisor
on M/(x1,...,x;—1)M. The classical grade of an ideal a on M, denoted by c. gradep(a, M),
is defined to the supremum of the lengths of all weak regular sequences on M contained
in a. We use non-Noetherian grade of a on M, referred to as the polynomial grade and

defined by

p.gradep(a, M) := lim c. gradeR[th___,tm}(aR[tl, costm], Rty .ot @p M).

m—r00

It may be worth to recall that the classical grade coincides with the polynomial grade

if the ring and the module both are Noetherian.

Definition 3.2. Let A be a ring with an ideal I and M an A-module. Denote the minimal
number of elements of A that need to generate I by u(I). Recall that a prime ideal p is
weakly associated to M if p is minimal over (0 :4 m) for some m € M. We denote the set

of weakly associated primes of M by wAssyq M.

(i) (see [2 Definition 3.1(iv)]) A is called Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals if
ht(a) = p. grade4(a, A) for all ideal a of A.
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(ii) (see [14, Definition 1 and 2|) Let a be a finitely generated ideal of A with the
property ht a > p(a). Suppose p € wAssg(A/a), for any p € min(a). Then A is

called weak Bourbaki unmixed.

In what follows we need the notion of Cech cohomology. Let R be a ring and z =
Z1,...,zs be a sequence of elements of R. For an R-module M, we denote the i-th Ceech
cohomology of M with respect to z by H, i(M ). For more details and properties, see [15]
Proposition 2.1].

Lemma 3.3. Let {M, : v € I'} be a direct system of modules over a ring A and a a
finitely generated ideal of A. Then

inf{p. grade 4(a, M,)|y € I'} < p.gradey(a, hﬂyerMW)'
Proof. Let z := x1,...,x, be a generating set of a. The Cech grade of a on M is defined
by
C.gradey(a, M) :=inf{i € NU {0}|H2(M) # 0}.

By [2, Proposition 2.3], Cech grade coincides with the polynomial grade. We prove the
desired claim via Cech grade. Note that

H;(li_n;%FMﬂ,) = hﬂ,\/epH;(M’Y) ().
Indeed, let S be the prime subring of A. Set R := S[z1,...,x,] which is Noetherian. This

is well-known that

HéR (h_n>1,yel"M'y) = hgl’yeFHiR(M'y ) °

The desired claim now follows by the independence theorem, see [15, Proposition 2.1]. Let
t = inf{C. grade4(a, M,)|y € I'}. Then Hi(M'y) = 0 for all j < t. Putting this along with
(%), one see that Hi(li_r}nveFMv) =0 for all j < ¢t. This gives

inf{C. grade 4 (a, M,)|y € T'} < p.gradey(a, li_n%erMy),

as claimed. m

We will use the following result several times in this paper.

Lemma 3.4. Let a be an ideal of a ring A and M an A-module. The following holds.
(i) If M 1is finitely generated, then p.gradey(a, M) < htys(a).
(ii) Let f: A — B be a flat ring homomorphism. Then
p.gradey(a, M) < p.gradeg(aB, M ®4 B).

(iii) Let f : A — B be a ring homomorphism. Let a be an ideal of A and M a B-module.
Then p.grade4(a, M) = p.gradeg(aB, M).
(iv) If b is an ideal of A containing a, then p.grade (a, M) < p.grade (b, M).

Proof. See e.g. [2, Section 2] and [2] Lemma 3.2]. O
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Proposition 3.5. Let {A, : v € I'} be a direct system of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay
rings and p a prime ideal of A := hﬂyeFA'Y' Set py, =p N A, for all vy € I'. Assume that
one of the following holds:

(i) c.gradey (py, Ay) = c.gradey (psAy, Ay) for all 6 <.

(ii) c.gradey,(ps, As) < c.gradey (psAy, Ay) for all § < 7.
Then p.grade,(p, A) = hta(p).

Proof. First recall that, since the rings in the direct system are Noetherian, the classical
grade coincides with polynomial grade.

Let n < ht4(p). Look at the following chain of prime ideals of A

PoC P C...Cpy=p.

For each 1 < i < n, pick 2; € p; \ pi—1. By choosing 7/ € T sufficiently large, we can
assume that z; € A for all ¢ and § > ~/. We use this to deduce that n < ht4,(ps) for all
d > 4. Consider the set IV := {y € T' : 9/ < ~}. Obviously, A = hﬂyeF'AV' Combine
Lemma B4 (iii), (iv) and Lemma B3] to conclude that
p.grade (p, A) > p.grade,(p A, A)
=Dp. gradeAwl (0, A)
- p gradeAW/ (p"{/ ) h_H;,yeF/ A'Y)
> inf{p. gradey , (pyr, 4)|y € I"}
= inf{p. grade,_(p, A, 4,)[y € I'}.
Now we prove the Proposition.
(i) One has
p. grade 4 (p, A) > inf{p. grade,_(p, A,)[y € T'}.
Take A € I be such that

inf{p. grade,_(p,, A,)|y € T'} = p. gradey, (px, Ay) -
Then,
p.gradey(p, A) > p.gradey, (px, Ax)

= ht, (pa)
> n.

(ii) Take A € I'" be such that

inf{p. grade,_(p, Ay, Ay)ly € I'} = p.gradey, (p Ax, Ay) -
Observe that
p.grade4(p, A) > p. grade 4, (py Ax, Ay)
> p.grade, (p, Ay)

— ta, (py)
>n.
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Thus, in both cases, p.grade (p, A) > ht4(p). The reverse inequality is always true by
Lemma B.41(1). O

We give a direct system of Noetherian regular rings such that its direct limit is not

Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals.

Ezample 3.6. The grade type assumption on ideals in the previous result is really needed.
Indeed, in view of Example 2.6l it is enough to give a valuation domain (V, m) containing
a field k of characteristic zero and of dimension greater than one. Such a thing exists,
see [24] Example 8(ii)]. By Example 26 V is a direct limit of Noetherian regular rings.
Let z be a finite sequence of nonzero elements of m. Since V is a valuation domain,
there is an element r such that rV = (2)V, e.g., p. gradey (zV, V) = 1. This enables us to
formulate that p. gradey (m, V') = 1. For more details, see [2, Proposition 3.12]. Therefore,
ht(m) # p. gradey (m, V).

Corollary 3.7. Let {(A,,my) : v € I'} be a direct system of Noetherian local Cohen-
Macaulay rings such that myAs = ms for all v < 6. Then lingeFA7 is a Noetherian
Cohen-Macaulay ring.

Proof. By the main result of [20], hﬂyerA’v is Noetherian. We use Proposition B.5)(7) to

conclude that h_r}n A, is Cohen-Macaulay. O

yel
We say a direct system {A, : v € '} is a flat (pure) direct system, if A, — A; is flat
(pure) for all 7,0 € T" with v < 4.

Corollary 3.8. Let {A, : v € I'} be a flat direct system of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay

rings. The following assertions hold.

(1) hﬂyerA’v is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals.

(ii) li_r>nv€FA7 is weak Bourbaki unmized.

Proof. (i) Let A := MWEFA’Y and p € Spec(A4). Set p, = pN A,. The homomorphism
As — A, has the going down property for all 6,7 € I" with § < 7. Thus hta,(ps) <
hta (psA,) for all 6,y € T with 6 < ~. By Proposition B.3(ii), hta(p) = p. grade,(p, A).
The claim follows from [2, Theorem 3.3].

(ii) By [13, Theorem 2.3.3], A is a coherent ring. Recall from [2] Theorem 3.10] that
Cohen-Macaulayness in the sense of ideals implies weak bourbaki unmixedness when the

ring is coherent. Thus, part (i) yields the claim. O

Lemma 3.9. The following holds.
(i) Let {(Ry, fys)|7,0 € T'} and {(Sy,945)7,0 € I'} be two direct systems of rings
and {¢, : Ry — S,|v € I'} a morphism between them. Assume for each v € T',

@ is pure (resp. flat, satisfying lying over property). Set p = hﬂyer ©~. Then
Y lignyeF R, — lignyeF S, is pure (resp. flat, satisfying lying over property).
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(i) Let {Ry : v € T'} be a pure (flat, satisfying lying over property) direct system of
rings. Then R, — hﬂweer is pure (flat, satisfying lying over property) for all
yel.

Proof. (i): First, we prove the purity. Set R := lignyeF R, and S := hi>nyer Sy. Let M be
an R-module. Then 7, := Idy ® ¢ : M ®r, R, — M ®g, S, is an embedding. Also,
{M ®g, Ry|y € T} and {M ®gr, Sy|y € I'} are direct systems of Abelian groups and
7 := {my|y € I'} is a morphism of these systems. This means that 7 : hgfyel‘ M &g, Ry —
hi%g M ®g, S, is an injection. By [9, Chapter vi, Exercise 17|, M ®r S = hi%g M®g,
Sy. Hence M ®@r R — M ®pg S is one to one. Consequently, R — S is pure.

The proof in the flat case is similar. For lying over see [10].
(ii): Follows by part (i). O

Lemma 3.10. Let {(A,,m,) : v € I'} be a pure direct system of Noetherian local rings
with constituent local homomorphism of rings Ay — As for all (v,6) € I' x I" with v < 6.

If the ring A := h_r}n76 A, is Noetherian, then there exists A € I' such that

r
(i) dim(Ay) = dim(A) for all A <.

(i) myAs =ms for all A <y < 0.

Proof. (1): It is easy to see A is local with the maximal ideal m := ligﬁ{ermfy and mNA, =
m,, for all v € I. Suppose m is generated by y1,...,y;. Then there exists A € I' such that
y; € A, for all i and A <. Also, m = m,A. In view of [I9, Theorem 15.1],

dimA < dim A, + dim A/m, A.

Therefore dim A < dim A,. Recall from Lemma [B.9(ii) that A, — A is pure. At this
point, we appeal [5, Remark 4 and Corollary 5] to see dim A, < dim A. This completes
the proof.

(ii): In the light of purity,

ms = (m(gA) NAs = (va) NAs = (va(g)A NAs = va(g,

for all A <~ < §. Note that IBN A = I for any ideal I of a ring A and any pure extension
B of A. O

Corollary 3.11. Let {(A,,m,) : v € I'} be a pure direct system of Noetherian Gorenstein
local rings with constituent local homomorphisms of rings Ay — As for all (v,0) € I' x T’
with v < 6. If the ring A := hﬂyerA’v is Noetherian, then A is Gorenstein.

Proof. Recall from LemmaB.I0l that A is local with the maximal ideal m := liglvermfy and
mN A, =m, for all v € I'. Also, there exists A € I" such that dim A, = dim A5 = dim A
and myAs = ms for all A < v < 6. It deduces from Corollary 3.7 that A is Cohen-
Macaulay. Now we show that every parameter ideal of A is irreducible and consequently

A is Gorenstein.
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Let x be a system of parameters of A such that A = I NJ where I and J are ideals
of A. We choose § > )\, such that Ay contains z and generators of I and J. By Lemma
B9(ii) the ring homomorphism A5 — A is pure. In view of purity (z)As = (z)A N As.
Hence (z)As = (INAs) N (JNAs). Since generators of I (resp. J) belong to I N As (resp.
J N As), we have (I N As)A = I (resp.(J N As)A = J). Thus it is enough to show that
(z)As is irreducible. In order to prove it, we claim that (x)As is a parameter ideal in Ag.

Indeed, clearly,
rad(zAs) = rad(zAN As) =rad(zA) N As =mN As = ms.
Also dim(As) = dim(A). These say that x is a system of parameters of As. O

Remark 3.12. Let {A, : v € '} be a direct system of Noetherian regular (resp. complete
intersection) rings. If A := hﬂyerA’v is Noetherian, then A is regular (resp. complete
intersection). The regular case is in [23] Lemma 1.4]. For the complete intersection case,
we show A, is complete intersection for all p € Spec(A). Set p, := p N A,. By using
{A, :v €T}, we can construct a direct system of local rings {(A,)p, : v € T'}. It is easy
to show that A, = hﬂyer(AV)Pw' Then, it is enough to consider the case {(A,,m,) : v € '}
is a direct system of Noetherian complete intersection local rings, with constituent local
homomorphism of rings A, — A; for all (v,0) € I' x I with v < 6. Then m := ligyepm7
is the unique maximal ideal of A = liglfyerAfy. Thus m, = mN A, for all v € I'. Hence,
Ajm = @yerAv/mV' In the light of [I8] 1.4.8],

Hn(hﬂyepA'w lim A, /m,, @,YEFA'Y/m'Y) = hﬂyepHn(A% Ay fmy, Ay o).
It remains to apply [4, 4.6 Corollary].

Corollary 3.13. Let {(A,,my) : v € T'} be a pure direct system of Noetherian regular
local rings with constituent local homomorphism of rings A, — As for all (v,0) € I' x I’
with v < 6. If A := hi>nyer’47 1s Noetherian, then there exists A € I' such that the direct
system {Ay : X <,y €'} is flat.

Proof. By Lemma [B.10] there exists A € I" such that dim A, = dim As and m,As = ms for
all (7,0) € I' x I with A <~ < 4. Then

dim A5 = dim Aq/ + dim A(g/mq/A(;.
By applying [I9, Theorem 23.1], we observe that A, — A is flat. O
4. COHEN-MACAULAYNESS IN THE SENSE OF HAMILTON-MARLEY

In this Section we study the behavior of Cohen-Macaulayness in the sense of Hamilton-
Marley under taking direct limits. Let us recall some notions. Let R be a ring, M an
R-module and z = z1,...,xy be a system of elements of R. By K,(z) we mean the Koszul

complex of R with respect to z. For m > n there exists a chain map

e (z) - Ke(z™) — Ko(z"),



10 ASGHARZADEH, DORREH AND TOUSI

which is induced by multiplication of (] ;)™ ™. Recall from [22] Definition 2.3] that x

is weakly proregular, if for each n > 0 there exists an m > n such that the maps
Hi(ey'(z)) « Hi(Ke(z™)) — Hi(Ke(z"))
are zero for all 7 > 1.

Definition 4.1. Adopt the above notation.

(i) Following [15, Definition 3.1], z is called a parameter sequence on R, if (1) z is a
weak proregular sequence; (2) (z)R # R, and (3) HL(R), # 0 for all p € V(zR).
Also, z is called a strong parameter sequence on R if z1,...,x; is a parameter
sequence on R for all 1 <14 < /.

(ii) Inview of [I5], Definition 4.1], R is called Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-

Marley, if each strong parameter sequence on R is a regular sequence on R.

Proposition 4.2. Let {A, : v € I'} be a direct system of Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay
rings with maps satisfying lying over (e.g. pure or integral extension). Then A = hﬂyerA’v

is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.

Proof. Let x := x1,...,x, be a parameter sequence on A. There exists v € I' such that
x € As for all 6 > 7. Let (7,0) € I' x I" with A < < § and p € Var(xAs). In view of
Lemma [B9(ii), we know that the lying over property holds for As — A. There is a prime
ideal q € Spec(A) such that q N As = p. Then,
H(A)y = HEy (Ay)
= Hi g, (Aa)

= HQ(Aé)p((Aé)p) ®(a5), Aa-

It yields that HJ Aé)p((A5)P) # 0. Recall that any finite sequence of elements in a Noe-
therian ring is weak proregular, i.e., X is a parameter sequence over Ag.

Let y := y1,...,ym be a strong parameter sequence on A. Now, one can easily find
v € T such that y is a strong parameter sequence on Ay for all § > . Recall that
a Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay ring is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.
Thus, by Cohen-Macaulayness of Ag, y is a regular sequence on Ag for all 6 > ~. An easy

direct limit argument implies that y is a regular sequence on A. O

Definition 4.3. By Z>°, we mean |J . Z°. Let M, N C Z*> be monoids and M C N.

(i) M is called full in N, if o,o/ € M and « —a/ € N , then a — o/ € M.

1 1s called locally finitely generated, 1 N 1s finitely generated for all s € N.

ii) M is called locally finitel d, if M N7Z? is finitel d for all N
(iii) Recall that M is said to be normal if, whenever n(m —m’) € C for some positive

integer n and m,m’ € M, then m —m’ € M.

Corollary 4.4. Let C C Z°° be a normal locally finitely generated monoid. Then k[C] is

Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.
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Proof. Set C,, := C NZ" for every n € N. Then C, is a normal monoid of Z" and
Cpn C Cpy1. By [0, Theorem 6.3.5], k[C),] is a Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay ring. Note
that C,, is full in C,yq1. It turns out that k[C,] < k[C,41] is pure, see [7l Exercise
6.1.10(c)]. Clearly, k[C] = @neNk[Cn]’ We can now use Proposition [4.2] to conclude that
k[C] is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley. O

Ezample 4.5. Let k beafield, A := k[X1,...] == U2, R[X1,..., Xj]and f = X]' ... X} €
A. The degree of f is defined by d(f) := Zi:l jk- Let d be a positive integer. We call
the k-algebra A@ generated by all monomials of degree d, the d-th veronese subring of
A. Then A is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley. Indeed, look at

C:={(n;)) €Z®°:n; >0 and d | an}

It remains to recall that A4 ;= k[C] and C' is normal and locally finitely generated. We

leave the details to the reader.

Our next aim is to construct an example to show that the assumptions of Proposition
are essential, see Theorem [0l for its application. Let a be an ideal of a ring A. By
Var 4(a), we mean {p € Spec(A) : a C p}.

Lemma 4.6. Let k be a field and A := k + zk[z,y]. Then Var(zA) = {xk[z,y]}.

Proof. Let p € Spec(A) be such that 24 C p. Then (zy")? € p and so zy"™ € p for all
n € Ny. This implies that zk[z,y] C p. It is not difficult to observe that zk[x,y] is a

maximal ideal of A. Therefore zk[z,y] = p, as claimed. O

Ezample 4.7. Let k be a field. For each n, set H, := {(a,b) € N3|0 < b/a <n} U {(0,0)}
and H := {(a,b) € N2|0 < b/a < 0o} U{(0,0)}. Then the following holds:
(i) H, is a normal submonoid of Z2.

(ii) Hy is finitely generated, and so k[H,,| is Noetherian and Cohen-Macaulay.
(iii) For each n € Ny, set A, := k[H,] and A := k + zk[z,y]. Then

A=kH = ] An.
n€eNp
(iv) Let m, : A, /xyA, — Apt1/xyAn+1 be the natural homomorphism of rings for
all n € Ng. Then {4, /xyA,, Ty }nen, is a direct system of Noetherian Cohen-
Macaulay rings such that
AjzyA = ligneNOAn/xyAn
and A/xyA is not Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.

Proof. (i): First, we remark trivially that, H,, is a monoid. Let (a,b),(c,d) € H, and
suppose there is k € N such that k((a,b) — (¢,d)) € H,,. Clearly,

0<(b—d)/(a—c)=kb—-d)/k(a—c)<n,
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and so (a,b) — (¢,d) € H,. This completes the proof.

(ii): For each n, let C), C H,, be the submonoid generated by {(1,0), (1,1),...,(1,n)}.
We prove C,, = H, by induction on n. When n = 0 there are nothing to prove. Now
suppose, inductively, that n > 0 and the result has been proved for n—1. Then H,,_1 C C,.
Take (a,b) € H,, \ H,—1. This means that n — 1 < b/a < n. It implies that b = an — i
where 0 < ¢ < a — 1. In the light of

(a,b) = (a,an — 1) =i(1,n — 1) + (a —7)(1,n)

we conclude that (a,b) € C,. So H,, C Cy,. By [7, Theorem 6.3.5], K[H,] is a Noetherian
Cohen-Macaulay ring.
(iii): Recall from Example 2.4 that k[H] = A. Also, k[H] =
UneNO Hi,. B B B
(iv): Clearly A, := A,,/zyA, is Cohen-Macaulay and A := A/zyA = lim _An. De-
note the natural image of @ € A in A by a. Keep in mind that §y ¢ A. This force that

neN, An, because H =

#y% # 0 but Zzy? = 0. Thus Z is not regular. Having this, in order to show A is not
Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley, it is enough to show Z is parameter
in A. Clearly, A # A. Suppose H} (A); = 0 for some q € Var;(zA) and search
for a contradiction. We have SuppA(H}}(A(A)) C Var4(zA). So, in view of Lemma FL8]
0= H;(A(A) = Az/A. Thus, there exists f € A such that 1/Z = f/1 in Az. Consequently
(1 — fx)x® = zyg for some g € A and ¢ € Ny. One can use this easily to find a contra-
diction (note that A is not quasi-local). Therefore, H! :(A), # 0 for all q € Varz(zA).
To complete the proof, we need to prove T is weakly proregular. In the light of [I5, Page

346], it remains to show
(zyA 4 ) = zyklz,y] = (zyA 4 2°).

We do this in the lines through with [I5 Example 4.9]. Clearly, zyk[z,y] C (zyA :4 2?).

2 = gya’ for some a’ € A, i.e., axr = y(c+bx) =

Reversely, take a € (ryA :4 2%). Then ax
yc + bry where ¢ € k and b € k[z,y] and conclude that yc € A. Therefore ¢ = 0 and so
a =by. Let a = d + xh where d € k and h € k[z,y]. Then by = d+ xh. Thus d = 0 and
so a = zh = by. This means a € xyk[z,y]. This completes the proof of the first equality.

The proof of (xyA :4 ) = xyk|x,y| is similar. O
Our next result is Theorem AI0l To prove it we need a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 4.8. Let H be the normal monoid {(a,b) € N3|0 < b/a < 0o} U{(0,0)} and let k
be a field. Let f and g be in xklx,y|. Then f,g is not a parameter sequence in k[H].

Proof. By Example [L7] we know that A := k[H] = k + zk[z,y]. Suppose on the contrary
that f,g € zk[z,y] is a parameter sequence. By [12, Theorem 21.4], dim k[H] = dim k[Z?].
It follows by [I2, Theorem 17.1] that dim k[Z?] = 2. Now, in view of [I5] Proposition
3.6], we deduce that ht4((f,g)A) = 2. Let m := zk[z,y|. Hence m € miny((f,g)A). By
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Lemma [4.6],
rada, (z) = mAy = rada, (f, 9).
So Hj%,g(A)m = H%(A)n = 0, a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.9. Adopt the notation of Lemma [21l and let f € k[H] be such that f(0) # 0.
If p € Varyp, | (f) is of height one, then there is fi € k[H] such that p = fik[z,y] and

f1(0) # 0.

Proof. Note that p = fi1k[z,y| for some f1 € k[z,y], because k[z,y] is an unique factoriza-
tion domain, see [I9, Theorem 20.1]. We show that f, € k[H]. Represent fi by a+> = h;

where a € k and h; are homogeneous elements of degree i. Set
I := {i|z divides h;}

and J :={1,...,n} \ I. Since f € fik[z,y], we have f = fig; for some ¢g; € k[z,y]. Note
that g1 = Zign gl + b where b € k and g} are homogeneous elements of degree i. Set

I' .= {i|z divides g}}
and J :={1,...,m} \ I'. Write f as ¢+ xh for some 0 # ¢ € k and h € k[z,y]. Hence
c+xh = (a—|—h1—|—hJ)(g]/—|—gJ/—|—b),

where hy := 3, hi and hy =35,
Note that z divides hygs + hjb+ agy. Choose i € J and j € J' be such that h;g] is
a homogeneous term in hjyg s of maximal degree. Thus x | hl-g}. So, either hy = 0 or
gy = 0. If gy = 0, then z | hyb. This means that hy = 0. In both cases, hy = 0.
Therefore, fi € k[H] as claimed. The fact f1(0) # 0 follows easily from f(0) # 0 and

f=fig. 0

Theorem 4.10. Let H be the normal semigroup {(a,b) € N2|0 < b/a < 0o} U{(0,0)} and
let k be a field. Then the following statements are true.

hj. The terms gr/, gy are defined in a similar way.

(i) k[H] is not Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals.
(i1) k[H] is not weak bourbaki unmized.
(iii) k[H] is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.

Proof. We use the notation of Example @711

(i): Suppose on the contrary that A := k[H]| is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals.
Lemma 3.5 in [2] implies that A := k[H]/(xy) is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of ideals. Tt
follows from [2, Theorem 3.4] that A is Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.
But Example B says that A is not Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of Hamilton-Marley.
This is a contradiction.

(ii): Set A := k[H] and p = (zy, 2y?,...)A. First we show p € Spec(A). The assignment
f+p+— f(z,0) defines a ring homomorphism 7 : A/p — k[z]. Note that any f € A is of
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the form f = c+ x(zzzg fiy') where f; € klx] and ¢ € k. This says that 7 is injective.
Trivially, 7 is surjective. So p € Spec(A).
Keep in mind that ht 4(zyA) > 1. Thus we can deduce the claim from the following

three statements:

(a) ming(zyA) = {p}. Indeed, we show every prime ideal containing zy contains
p. Let q € Varg(zyA). If x € q, then by Lemma 0 q = xk[z,y]. So p C q.
Thus, without loss of the generality, we can assume that = ¢ q. It follows from
2™ (xzy™) € q for all m > 2 that zy™ € q for all m > 2. Hence p C q.

(b) xk[z,y] € wAssa(A/zyA). Indeed, note that Z is zero divisor in A. Hence by [13]
Theorem 3.3.1(ii)], there exists q € wAssa(A/zyA) such that =z € q. By Lemma
@0l q = xk[z,y]. So xzk[z,y] € wAssa(A/zyA).

(¢) xk[x,y] # p. This is trivial, because = ¢ p.

(iii): Recall that A := k[H] = k + xk[z,y]. Incorporate [I5l Proposition 3.6] with [12]
Theorem 17.1 and 21.4] to deduce that the length of any parameter sequence is bounded by
two. Since A is domain, any parameter element is regular. It remains to study parameter
sequences of length two. Let f,g € A be a parameter sequence. Keep in mind that
permutation of a parameter sequence is a parameter sequence. In view of Lemma [B.]]
without loss of the generality, we can assume that f := ¢ + xh where 0 # ¢ € k and
h € k[z,y]. Look at the naturel inclusion A < k[z,y]. Clearly, fA C (f)k[zx,y] N A.
Reversely, suppose fg € A for some g € k[z,y]. Let d := ¢(0,0) and g := g — d. Then
gc+agh+drh+ed € A. This yields that § = x¢ for some ¢’ € k[z,y|. Thus, g =g+d € A.
This, truly, claims that

A= (PEz,yl N A (%).

Now we use this fact to reduce the issue in the case (f,g)k[z,y] & k[z,y]. Indeed, if
(f,9)klx,y] = klzx,y|, then g + fk[z,y] is unit in the ring k[x,y]/fk[z,y]. Note that
(f)k[z,y) M A = (f)A. This implies that f,g is a regular sequence in A. Thus we can

assume
(f, 9)klz,y] G Kz, y].
There are two possibilities:
(a) : Height of (f, g)k[z,y] is one. Let p € Varyy, ,1((f, 9)k[z,y]) be such that ht(p) = 1.

By Lemma [5.2] there is f; € A such that p = fik[z,y] and a := f1(0) # 0. Then
by the same idea as (x), pN A = f1A. Denote q := f1A. Then, since

hta((f,9)A) = dim A =2,

q is a minimal prime ideal of (f,g)A. Look at HJ%Q(A)q = Hj%l(A)q = 0. This
contradiction says that (a) is not the case.

(b) : Height of (f, g)k[x,y] is two. It follows from Cohen-Macaulayness of k[x,y] that
f,g is a regular sequence in k[x,y]. Since fklz,y]|N A = fA, we deduce f,g is a

regular sequence in A.
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The proof is now complete. O

Remark 4.11. Let A = k[H] be as Theorem A.T0l

(i) By [2, Theorem 3.10], Cohen-Macaulayness in the sense of ideals implies weak bour-
baki unmixedness when the ring is coherent. In order to show Theorem [T0(i) is inde-
pendent from Theorem AL.I0(ii), we claim that A is not coherent. Indeed, (zyA :4 z) =
xyk[x,y] is not finitely generated as an ideal of A. By part (6) of [I3, Theorem 2.3.2], A
is not coherent.

(ii) Recall from [I] that a ring R satisfies GPIT, if ht(p) < n for each prime ideal p of R
which is minimal over an n-generated ideal of R. Any Cohen-Macaulay ring in the sense
of ideals satisfies GPIT. The ring A does not satisfy GPIT, because the principal ideal x A
is of height two. To this end, in view of Lemma [0 min(xA) = zk[z,y]. By the display
item (a) in the proof of Theorem EI0Nii), (xy, zy?,...)A is prime. Thus ht(zA) > 2. We
know that dim A = 2. So ht(xA) = 2. This provides a second proof for Theorem FLT0(i).

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND QUESTIONS

Inspired by Theorem we ask the following:

Question 5.1. Let H be a normal submonoid of Z". Is k[H| Cohen-Macaulay in the sense
of Hamilton-Marley?

Inspired by the proof of Theorem [L.I0] and as suggested by the referee, we ask the

following question:

Question 5.2. Suppose R is a graded ring such that every homogeneous (monomial) strong
parameter sequence is a regular sequence. Must R be Cohen-Macaulay in the sense of

Hamilton-Marley?

Remark 5.3. Question [B.1] follows by Question Indeed, it is proved in [3] that any
monomial strong parameter sequence of k[H]| is a regular sequence. Clearly, this yields

the claim.

Acknowledgement . We thank the anonymous referee for his/her detailed review.

REFERENCES

[1] D.F. Anderson, D.E. Dobbs, P.M. Eakin and W.J. Heinzer, On the generalized principal ideal theorem
and Krull domains, Pacific J. Math., 146(2), (1990), 201-215.

[2] M. Asgharzadeh and M. Tousi, On the notion of Cohen-Macaulayness for non-Noetherian rings, J.
Algebra, 322 (2009), 2297-2320.

[3] M. Asgharzadeh and M. Dorreh, Cohen-Macaulayness of non-affine normal semigroups, arXiv.math
AC:1302.5919.

[4] L. Avramov, Locally complete intersection homomorphisms and a conjecture of Quillen on the van-
ishing of cotangent homology, Ann. of Math. (2). 150, (1999), 455-487.

[5] H. Brenner, Lifting chains of prime ideals, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 179, (2003), 1-5.



16

ASGHARZADEH, DORREH AND TOUSI

[6] M. Brodmann and R.Y. Sharp, Local Cohomology: An Algebraic Introduction with Geometric Appli-

cation, Cambridge University Press, 60, Cambridge, (1998).

[7] W. Bruns and J. Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay rings, Cambridge University Press, 39, Cambridge, (1998).
[8] W. Bruns and J. Gubeladze, Polytopes, rings and K-theory, Springer Monographs in Mathematics,

Springer, Dordrecht, (2009).

[9] H. Cartan and S. Eilenberg, Homological algebra, Princeton University Press, 1956.

[10] D. Dobbs and M. Fontana, Going-up, direct limits and universality, Comment. Math. Univ. St. Paul.,

33, (1984), 191-196.

[11] L. Doretti, A note on the flat inductive limit of P -rings, Boll. Un. Mat. Ital. D, 2 (6), (1983), 29-39.

[12] R. Gilmer, Commutative semigroup rings, Chicago Lectures in Mathematics, University of Chicago

Press, Chicago, IL, (1984).

[13] S. Glaz, Commutative coherent rings, Springer LNM, 1371, Spriger Verlag, (1989).

[14] T.D. Hamilton, Weak Bourbaki unmized rings: A step towards non-Noetherian Cohen-Macaulayness,

Rocky Mountain J. Math., 34(3), (2004), 963-977.

[15] T.D. Hamilton and T. Marley, Non-Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay rings, J. Algebra, 307 (2007), 343-

360.

[16] M. Hochster, Rings of invariants of tori, Cohen-Macaulay rings generated by monomials, and poly-

topes, Ann. of Math., 96, (1972), 318-337.

[17] J. Marot, Limite inductive plate de P-anneaux, J. Algebra 57, (1979), 484-496.

[18] J. Majadas and Antonio G. Rodicio, Smoothness, reqularity and complete intersection, London Math-

ematical Society Lecture Note Series, 373, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2010).

[19] H. Matsumura, Commutative Ring Theory, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Math, 8, (1986).
[20] T. Ogoma, Noetherian property of inductive limits of Noetherian local rings, Proc. Japan Acad., Ser.

A 67(3), 68-69 (1991).

[21] D. Popescu, General Néron desingularization, Nagoya Math. J., 100, (1985), 97-126.
[22] P. Schenzel, Proregular sequences, local cohomology, and completion, Math. Scand., 92(2), (2003),

271-289.

[23] Richard G. Swan, Néron-Popescu desingularization, Algebra and geometry (Taipei, 1995), 135-192,

Lect. Algebra Geom., 2, Int. Press, Cambridge, MA, (1998).

[24] M. Vaquié, Valuations and local uniformization, Singularity theory and its applications, 477-527, Adv.

Stud. Pure Math., 43, Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, (2006).

[25] Oscar Zariski, Local uniformization on algebraic varieties, Ann. of Math. (2), 141, (1940). 852-896.

M. ASGHARZADEH, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR RESEARCH IN FUNDAMENTAL SCIENCES

(IPM), P. O. Box 19395-5746, TEHRAN, IRAN.

E-mail address: asgharzadeh@ipm.ir

M. DORREH, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS SHAHID BEHESHTI UNIVERSITY, G.C., TEHRAN, IRAN.

E-mail address: mdorreh@ipm.ir

M. Tousi, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS SHAHID BEHESHTI UNIVERSITY, G.C., TEHRAN, IRAN,

AND SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR RESEARCH IN FUNDAMENTAL SCIENCES (IPM), P. O.
Box 19395-5746, TEHRAN, IRAN.

E-mail address: mtousi@ipm.ir



	1. Introduction
	2. direct limit of Cohen-Macaulay rings: Examples
	3.  Cohen-Macaulayness in the sense of ideals
	4. Cohen-Macaulayness in the sense of Hamilton-Marley
	5. Concluding remarks and questions
	References

