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THE MINKOWSKI EQUALITY OF FILTRATIONS

STEVEN DALE CUTKOSKY

ABSTRACT. Suppose that R is an analytically irreducible or excellent local domain with
maximal ideal mr. We consider multiplicities and mixed multiplicities of R by filtrations
of mpr-primary ideals. We show that the theorem of Teissier, Rees and Sharp, and Katz,
characterizing equality in the Minkowski inequality for multiplicities of ideals, is true for
divisorial filtrations, and for the larger category of bounded filtrations. This theorem is
not true for arbitrary filtrations of mpg-primary ideals.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of mixed multiplicities of m g-primary ideals in a local ring R with maximal
ideal mp was initiated by Bhattacharya [I], Rees [30] and Teissier and Risler [37]. In [14]
the notion of mixed multiplicities is extended to arbitrary, not necessarily Noetherian,
filtrations of R by mpg-primary ideals (mpg-filtrations). It is shown in [14] that many basic
theorems for mixed multiplicities of mpg-primary ideals are true for mp-filtrations.

The development of the subject of mixed multiplicities and its connection to Teissier’s
work on equisingularity [37] can be found in [I8]. A survey of the theory of mixed mul-
tiplicities of ideals can be found in [36, Chapter 17], including discussion of the results
of the papers [31] of Rees and [35] of Swanson, and the theory of Minkowski inequalities
of Teissier [37], [38], Rees and Sharp [34] and Katz [2I]. Later, Katz and Verma [22],
generalized mixed multiplicities to ideals that are not all mg-primary. Trung and Verma
[40] computed mixed multiplicities of monomial ideals from mixed volumes of suitable
polytopes.

A filtration Z = {I,,}nen of a ring R is a descending chain

R=Iy>oL1>ID>---

of ideals such that I;I; C I;;; for all i,j € N. An mp-filtration Z = {I,,} is a filtration
Z = {I, }nen of R such that I,, is mpg-primary for n > 1.

A filtration Z = {I,},en of a ring R is said to be Noetherian if @, I, is a finitely
generated R-algebra. -

The following theorem is the key result needed to define the multiplicity of an mpg-
filtration. Let {r(M) denote the length of an R-module M.

Theorem 1.1. ([8 Theorem 1.1] and [9, Theorem 4.2]) Suppose that R is a local ring

of dimension d, and N(R) is the nilradical of the mg-adic completion R of R. Then the
limat

I,
(1) lim SR/ In)

n— 00 nd

N

exists for any mpg-filtration T = {I,,}, if and only if dim N(R) < d.
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The problem of existence of such limits (I]) has been considered by Ein, Lazarsfeld and
Smith [I7] and Mustata [28]. When the ring R is a domain and is essentially of finite
type over an algebraically closed field k& with R/mpr = k, Lazarsfeld and Mustata [20]
showed that the limit exists for all mp-filtrations. Cutkosky [9] proved it in the complete
generality stated above in Theorem [Tl Lazarsfeld and Mustata use in [26] the method of
counting asymptotic vector space dimensions of graded families using “Okounkov bodies”.
This method, which is reminiscent of the geometric methods used by Minkowski in number
theory, was developed by Okounkov [29], Kaveh and Khovanskii [24] and Lazarsfeld and
Mustata [26]. We also use this wonderful method. The fact that dim N(R) = d implies
there exists a filtration without a limit was observed by Dao and Smirnov.

As can be seen from this theorem, one must impose the condition that the dimension
of the nilradical of the completion R of R is less than the dimension of R to ensure the
existence of limits. The nilradical N(R) of a d-dimensional ring R is

N(R) ={x € R | 2" = 0 for some positive integer n}.
We have that dim N(R) = d if and only if there exists a minimal prime P of R such that
dim R/P = d and Rp is not reduced. In particular, the condition dim N (]A%) < d holds
if R is analytically unramified; that is, R is reduced. Thus it holds if R is excellent and
reduced. We define the multiplicity of R with respect to the mp-filtration Z = {I,,} to be

B oy LR(R/ )
er(Z) = er(T; R) = lim “ndjdl
The multiplicity of a ring with respect to a non Noetherian filtration can be an irrational

number. A simple example on a regular local ring is given in [14].
Mixed multiplicities of filtrations are defined in [14]. Let M be a finitely generated

R-module where R is a d-dimensional local ring with dim N(R) < d. Let

Z() ={I(W)n},. .., Z(r) = {I(r)n}
be mp-filtrations. In [14], Theorem 6.1] and [14, Theorem 6.6], it is shown that the function
CR(M /T (V) mny -+ I(7)mn, M)

(2) P(ni,...,n.) :W}gnoo o
is a homogeneous polynomial of total degree d with real coefficients for all nq,...,n, € N.

The mixed multiplicities of M are defined from the coefficients of P, generalizing the
definition of mixed multiplicities for mg-primary ideals. Specifically, we write

1
B) Plnom)= 3 o er@OI T M
di+-+dr=d

We say that er(Z(1)\), ... Z(r)l4%]; M) is the mixed multiplicity of M of type (di,...,d,)

with respect to the mp-filtrations Z(1),...,Z(r). Here we are using the notation

(4) er(Z()!M] L Z(r)l; )

to be consistent with the classical notation for mixed multiplicities of M with respect to

mp-primary ideals from [37]. The mixed multiplicity of M of type (dy,...,d,) with respect

to mpg-primary ideals Iy,...,I., denoted by eR(I{dﬂ, e ,Ir[dr];M) ([37], 36, Definition

17.4.3]) is equal to the mixed multiplicity ep(Z (1)), ... , Z(r) 4] M), where the Noether-

ian I-adic filtrations Z(1),...,Z(r) are defined by Z(1) = {I} }ien, . .., Z(1) = {I} }ien.
We have that

(5) er(Z(j); M) = er(Z(j)!"; M)
2



for all j.

The multiplicities and mixed multiplicities of powers of mpg-primary ideals are always
positive ([37] or [36, Corollary 17.4.7]). The multiplicities and mixed multiplicities of
mpg-filtrations are always nonnegative, as is clear for multiplicities, and is established for
mixed multiplicities in [16, Proposition 1.3]. However, they can be zero. If R is analyti-
cally irreducible, then all mixed multiplicities are positive if and only if the multiplicities
er(Z(j); R) are positive for 1 < j < r. This is established in [I6, Theorem 1.4].

When the module M is R and R is understood, we will usually write e(Z) = er(Z) and
e(Z(DM, . Z(r)d]) = ep(Z (D), .. Z(r)ld]).

1.1. Divisorial and bounded mpg-filtrations. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional local
domain, with quotient field K. A valuation v of K is called an m g-valuation if ¥ dominates
R (R C O, and m,, N R = mp where O, is the valuation ring of v with maximal ideal m,,)
and trdegp /. On/my = d — 1.

Associated to an mpg-valuation v are valuation ideals

(6) I(W)n ={f € R|v(f) 2 n}

for n € N. In general, the mp-filtration Z(v) = {I(v),} is not Noetherian. In a two-
dimensional normal local ring R, the condition that the filtration of valuation ideals of
R is Noetherian for all mpg-valuations dominating R is the condition (N) of Muhly and
Sakuma [27]. It is proven in [6] that a complete normal local ring of dimension two satisfies
condition (N) if and only if its divisor class group is a torsion group. An example is given
in [5] of an mp-valuation v of a 3-dimensional regular local ring R such that the filtration
Z(v) is not Noetherian. The multiplicity e(Z(v)) is however a rational number. In Section
I3 we give an example of an mpg-valuation v dominating a normal excellent local domain
R of dimension three such that er(Z(v)) = er(Z(vg,)) is an irrational number. The
filtration is necessarily non Noetherian.

Definition 1.2. Suppose that R is a local domain. We say that an mpg-filtration T is a
divisorial filtration if T = T(ajpuy + - -+ asps) = {L(a1p1 + -+ + aspis)m } where p, ..., ps
are mg-valuations, ay,...,as € N are not all zero, and

I(aypn + - + agpls)m = I(Nl)a1m NN I(fs)aem

form € N. We sometimes write D = ajpu +---+asps and Z(D) = L(ajpr +- -+ asps) =
{I(mD)}.

We can also define real divisorial mp-filtrations by taking a1, . ..,as € R>¢ and defining
an mp-filtration Z(ajpy + -+ + asps) = {I(arp1 + -+ + aspis)n} by

I(aypn + -+ asps)n = (1) pay) N+ O L (1) frag -

Let R be a local ring and Z = {I,,,} be an mp-filtration. Then the integral closure R[Z]
of R[Z] = 3, 50 Imu™ in Rlu] is R[Z] = 3, < Jmu™ where {J,,} is the mpg-filtration
defined by J,, = {f € R| f" € I, for some r > 0} (Lemma [5.5]).

Let R be a local domain. If Z = Z(D) is a divisorial mpg-filtration, then R[Z(D)] is

integrally closed (Lemma [5.7)).

Definition 1.3. Let R be a local domain. An mpg-filtration T = {I,,} is said to be bounded
if there exists an integral divisorial mg-filtration Z(D) such that R|Z] = R[Z(D)].
A filtration T is said to be real bounded if there exists a real divisorial filtration Z(D)

such that R[] = R[Z(D)].
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If Z = {I"} is the classical mp-filtration of powers of a fixed mp-primary ideal I, then
7 is bounded (Lemma [5.9]).

Suppose that R is an excellent or analytically unramified local domain and I is an
mp-primary ideal in R. Let X be the normalization of the blowup of I, with projective
birational morphism ¢ : X — Spec(R). Let Ej,..., E; be the prime exceptional divisors
of X. For 1 <14 <, let vg, be the discrete valuation whose valuation ring is O,, = Ox g,
If R is normal, then X is equal to the blowup of the integral closure I of an appropriate
power I° of I. The vg, are mp-valuations. They are the Rees valuations of I. Every
mpg-valuation is a Rees valuation of some mg-primary ideal.

1.2. Rees’s Theorem. Rees has shown in [30] that if R is a formally equidimensional
local ring and I C I’ are mpg-primary ideals then the following are equivalent:

1) e(I') = e(I)
D ISNIGTTIS sy )
3) I'=1
The statement 3) = 1) is true for an arbitrary local ring.
This raises the question of whether the conditions

1) e(T') = e(Z)
2) Dm0 It =250 Int™

are equivalent for arbitrary mg-filtrations Z' C 7.

The statement 2) = 1) is true for arbitrary mpg-filtrations in a local ring which satisfies
dim N(R) < d. This is shown in [14, Theorem 6.9] and Appendix [I2]. However the
statement 1) = 2) is not true in general for mpg-filtrations (a simple example in a regular
local ring is given in [14]).

Rees’s theorem is true for bounded m g-filtrations.

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem[131]) Suppose that R is an excellent local domain, Z(1) is a real
bounded mpg-filtration and Z(2) is an arbitrary mpg-filtration such that Z(1) C Z(2). Then
the following are equivalent

1) e(Z(1)) = e(Z(2)).
2) There is equality of integral closures

S It =) I(2)mt™

m>0 m>0

in R[t].

1.3. The Minkowski inequalities and equality of mixed multiplicities. The Minkowski
inequalities were formulated and proven for mg-primary ideals in reduced equicharacteris-
tic zero local rings by Teissier [37], [38] and proven for mpg-primary ideals in full generality,
for local rings, by Rees and Sharp [34]. The same inequalities hold for filtrations.
Theorem 1.5. (Minkowski Inequalities for filtrations)([14], Theorem 6.3]) Suppose that R
s a d-dimensional local ring with dim N(R) <d, M 1is a finitely generated R-module and
Z(1) = {I(1);} and Z(2) = {I(2);} are mp-filtrations. Let e; = er(Z (1)1, 7(2)l; M)
for 0 <1i<d. Then

1) e? <ei_1€i41 for 1 <i<d—1.

2) ejeq_i < epeq for 0 < i <d.

3) ezd < eg_ie’ for 0 <1 <d.



1 1
4) eR(I(l)I(2));M)§ <ef +ef, where Z(1)Z(2) = {I1(1);1(2);}.
We write out the last inequality without abbreviation as
(7) er(Z()I(2)): M) < ep(Z(1); M) + er(Z(2); M)

where Z(1)Z(2) = {I(1)nI(2)m}. This equation is called The Minkowski Inequality.

The fourth inequality 4) was proven for mp-filtrations in a regular local ring with
algebraically closed residue field by Mustata ([28, Corollary 1.9]) and more recently in this
situation by Kaveh and Khovanskii ([23 Corollary 7.14]). The inequality 4) was proven
with our assumption that dim N(R) < d in [9, Theorem 3.1]. Inequalities 2) - 4) can
be deduced directly from inequality 1), as explained in [37], [38], [34] and [36], Corollary
17.7.3].

There is a beautiful characterization of when equality holds in the Minkowski inequality
(@) by Teissier [39] (for Cohen-Macaulay normal two-dimensional complex analytic R),
Rees and Sharp [34] (in dimension 2) and Katz [2I] (in complete generality).

They have shown that if R is a formally equidimensional local ring and I(1),1(2) are
mp-primary ideals then the following are equivalent:

1) The Minkowski inequality
er(I(1)1(2)) = e(I(1))7 + e(I(2))7

holds.
2) There exist positive integers a and b such that

D It = " I(2)bmn

n>0 n>0

3) There exist positive integers a and b such that (1) = I(2)°
The Teissier, Rees and Sharp, Katz theorem leads to the question of whether the fol-
lowing conditions are equivalent for mpg-filtrations Z(1) and Z(2).

1) The Minkowski equality
er(T(I(2) = e(Z(1))4 +e(Z(2)1

holds.
2) There exist positive integers a and b such that

D I()entr = " I(2)bmn

n>0 n>0

We show in Theorem B4l that if Z(1) and Z(2) are mp-filtrations on a local ring R such
that dim N(R) < d and condition 2) holds then the Minkowski equality 1) holds, but the
converse statement, that the Minkowski equality 1) implies condition 2) is not true for
filtrations, even in a regular local ring, as is shown in a simple example in [14].

In Theorems and [[4.5] we show that 1) and 2) are equivalent for bounded mpg-
filtrations on an analytically irreducible or excellent local domain, giving a complete gen-

eralization of the Teissier, Rees and Sharp, Katz Theorem for bounded mg-filtrations.

Theorem 1.6. (Theorem[13.2 and Theorem[I.5]) Suppose that R is a d-dimensional ana-
lytically irreducible or excellent local domain and Z(1) and Z(2) are bounded mg-filtrations.

Then the following are equivalent
5



1) The Minkowski equality
e(T()I(2))7 = e(Z(1))7 + e(Z(2))7

holds.
2) There exist positive integers a,b such that there is equality of integral closures

> I(Want™ = I(2)pnt"

n>0 n>0

in R[t].

2. AN OVERVIEW OF THE PROOF

In this section, we suppose that R is a d-dimensional normal excellent local domain.

2.1. Multiplicities of filtrations. We summarize Sections [l and [ in this subsection.
We use the method of counting asymptotic vector space dimensions of graded families by
computing volumes of convex bodies associated to appropriate semigroups introduced in
[29], [26] and [24]. Let v be a valuation of the quotient field K of R which dominates R
and has value group isomorphic to Z?. Further suppose that v(f) € N¢ if 0 # f € R.
Then we can associate to an mp-filtration Z = {I,,} a semigroup I'(Z) C N%*! defined
by I'(Z) = {(v(f),n) | f € I,}. Let A(Z) be the intersection of the closure of the real
cone generated by I'(Z) with R? x {1}. Similarly, we define A(R) to be the subset of R?
constructed from I'(R) by replacing I,, with R for all n.
For ¢ € Ry, let

H ={(z1,...,2q) €R? | 2y + -+ 24 < c}.

Using some commutative algebra, we find a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(8) ADMN\N(AEZ)NH) = A(R) \ (A(R)NH,).
Then A(Z) N H; and A(R) N H; are compact convex sets and by (B4)),
(9) eRd(,I) = §[Vol(A(R) N H) — Vol(A(T) N H] )]

where § = [0, /m,, : R/mpg].

2.2. The Integral closure of a filtration Z and the convex sets A(Z). Suppose that
7' C T are mp-filtrations. Then we have A(Z') C A(Z), so we have er(Z) = er(Z’) if and
only if A(Z") = A(Z).

If 7’ is a Noetherian mpg-filtration, and Z is an mpg-filtration such that Z’ C Z, then
we have that er(Z') = er(Z) if and only if A(Z') = A(Z) which holds if and only if
RZI] =3, 0 Imu™ C 3, >0 I},u™ = R[I']. This can be proven as follows. By taking
suitable Veronese subalgebras, we reduce to the case where Z and 7’ are the filtrations of
powers of fixed mpg-primary ideals I and I’, so that the result then follows from Rees’s
Theorem [30] for normal excellent local domains. Rees’s theorem was discussed at the
beginning of Subsection

For arbitrary mpg-filtrations Z' C Z such that R[Z] = > L, t™ C >, <o I},t™ = R[T]
we have that eg(Z’) = er(Z), as shown in [14, Theorem 6.9] and [12, Appendix]. However,
as we mentioned in the beginning of Subsection [[2] there exists a non-Noetherian m -
filtration Z' and a Noetherian mp-filtration Z such that Z/ C Z, er(Z') = er(Z) and

R[I] = 3,50 Imt™ is not a subset of R[Z'| =37~ I1,t".

m>0-"m
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2.3. The invariant v,(Z). This subsection is a summary of Subsection 5.1l Let p be
an mp-valuation and Z be an mp-filtration. Define 7,,, = min{u(f) | f € I,,} and
Yu(Z) = infp,{7n}. The numbers 7, € Zs¢ for all m but ~,(Z) can be an irrational
number, even when 7 is a divisorial mpg-filtration, as shown in Section [I5]) and explained
in Subsection 271

Theorem [Z.3] shows that if 7/ C 7T and er(Z') = er(Z) then ~,(Z') = ~u(Z) for all
mpg-valuations p. This is proven by taking the valuation v used to compute A to be
composite with y, so v(f) = (u(f),---) € N for f € R. The condition er(Z') = er(Z)
implies A(Z') = A(Z) and y,(Z'),v,(Z) are the smallest points of the projections of A(Z),
respectively A(Z) onto the first coordinate of RY.

2.4. Divisorial Filtrations. In this subsection, we summarize material from Section [Bl
Let ¢ : X — Spec(R) be a birational projective morphism such that X is normal and is
the blow up of an mp-primary ideal. Let F1,..., E, be the prime exceptional divisors of
@, and for 1 <7 <, let vg, be the mp-valuation whose valuation ring is Ox g,. Suppose
that D = > a;E; with a; € N is an effective Weil divisor on X with exceptional support.

Define vg, (D) = Y, (Z(D)) for 1 < i < r. Then vg,(D) > a; for all i. We have that
ma; is the prescribed order of vanishing of elements of I(mD) along E; but myg, (D) is
asymptotically the actual vanishing.

We remark that ,(Z(D)) can be an irrational number. By Theorem [I5.2] the example
X of Section 18] has two prime exceptional divisors Fq and Es such that

_ 3
9—-3

is an irrational number. This example is surveyed in Subsection [2.7]
We have that

(10) I(mD) = I([Y_ my,(D)E;])

for all m € N, where [z] is the round up of a real number z. In this way, we are led to
extend our category of divisorial mp-filtrations to real divisorial m g-filtrations.

Now let Z = Z(>_;_; aipi) with a; € N be a divisorial mp-filtration. A representation
of 7 is a pair ¢ : X — Spec(R) and a divisor Y ;_; a;E; such that X is as in the above
paragraph, and vg, = p; for 1 <i < s <r. We remark that it is not always possible to
construct an X for which r = s, even in dimension d = 2. An example of a two dimensional
excellent normal local domain without a “one fibered ideal” is given in [6]. A one fibered
ideal is an mpg-primary ideal I such that the normalization of its blowup has only one
prime exceptional divisor.

VE, (EQ) =

2.5. Rees’s theorem for divisorial mg-filtrations. It follows from Corollary[Z5lthat if
Z(D1) C Z(Dy) are divisorial mpg-filtrations such that e(Z(D2)) = e(Z(D1)), then Z(Ds3) =
Z(D;). This is proven in Section [Tl Let X — Spec(R) be a representation of D; and Da,
and write D1 = > a;E; and Dy = Y b;E; as Weil divisors on X.

By Theorem [T.3], whose proof was discussed in Subsection 2.3 vg,(D1) = vg,(D2) for
1 <i<r. Thus I(mD;) = I(mDs) for all m € N by (I0).

2.6. The Teissier, Rees and Sharp, Katz Theorem for divisorial mpg-filtrations.

Suppose that we have equality in the Minkowski inequality (7)) for the divisorial mpg-

filtrations Z(D;) and Z(D3). We will give an outline of our proof that there exist a,b € Z~q
7



such that I(maD;) = I(bmDs) for all m € N. Let
I Dy)I D
f(ni,n2) == lim (r(R/I(mnyDy)I(mny 2)),
oo md

Using the Minkowski inequalities e < ed~"¢}, of 3) of Theorem [L5, we obtain in (67) of
Section [ that

1 1 1
f(ni,ng) = a(egnl + ejng)d
where eg = er(Z(D1)) and eq = er(Z(D2)).
We now survey Section Bl Define semigroups I'(ni,ne) = I'({I(mn1D;1)I(mn2D2)})
and associated closed convex sets A(ny,n2). We can find ¢ € R5 such that letting

1 1
H@,nl,nz = {($17 s 7$d) € Rd | 1+ -ty < 906((;”1 + 9065”2}7

qu(nl,’l’@) = A(’I’Ll,’I’L2) N Hd:,nl,ng

and

Agp(ni,n2) = AR)NHg,, -

we have (B5) that -
f(n1,n9) = 6[Vol(Ag(n1,n2) — Vol(Ag(na,n2))]
as in (@)). Since A(R) is a closed cone with vertex at the origin, by (28]) and (59)
Vol(Ag(n1,m2)) = (1o 4 naas) Vol (A(R) N HY).
We now survey Section [0l We define in ([70])

f(n1,n2)

h(n1,n2) = Vol(Ag(n1,n2)) = Vol(Ag(n1,n9)) — 5

= )\(Oél’l’Ll + Oé2n2)d.

for some A € Rg.
Let
g(n1,n2) := Vol(n1As(1,0) + n2Agp (0, 1)),

which is a homogeneous real polynomial of degree d (Theorem [£2)) Since
n1Ag(1,0) + 12As(0,1) C Agp(ny,n2),

we have that g(ni,n2) < h(ni,ng) for all ny,ny € N, ¢(1,0) = h(1,0) and g(0,1) = h(0,1).
Thus for 0 <t < 1,

h(1—tt)a = (1—t)h(1,0)a +th(0,1)7 = (1 —t)g(1,0)a + tg(0,1)

< g(l - t7t)é < h(l - tvt)é'

where the first inequality on the second line is the Brunn-Minkowski inequality of convex
geometry (Theorem [£.3]). We see from this equation that we have equality in the Brunn-
Minkowski inequality. Thus by Theorem 3] we have that Ag(1,0) and Ag(0,1) are

homothetic; that is, there is an affine transformation T'(¥) = ¢+~ such that T(Ag(1,0)) =
Ag(1,0). We then show in Theorem [I0.1] that

=

1 1
efAp(1,0) = ef Agp(0,1),
and applying Theorem [[0.3] which is proved like Theorem [7.3] discussed in Subsection 2.3]
we get that

(11) ve; (D) g, (Ds)

d d
€9 €d




for1 <j<r.
It is shown in Theorem [IT.4] that (assuming the Minkowski equality holds) the real

number 4 is actually a rational number % 7. This is in spite of the fact that the multiplicities
d
€o
eo and eq can be irrational numbers and the vg, (D;) can be irrational numbers (as shown
in the example of Section [[5, which is surveyed in subsection 2.7]).
Now combining this fact, (I0) and (II) we obtain in Theorem [I1.4] that

I(maDy) = T'(X, Ox( [Zmawg (D1 E;]) =T(X, O0x( (zmmE (D9)E;]) = I(mbDy)

for all m € N.
The proof of Theorem [IT.4] uses the invariant

wr(f) = max{m [ f € Im}

for a filtration Z = {I,,} and f € R, which is either a natural number or oo, and the fact
that an integral divisorial mp-filtration Z(D) has the good property that for f € R, there
exists d € Z~q such that wZ(D)(f"d) = an(D)(fd) for all n € N (Lemma [IT.3]).
It is natural to define .
wz(f) = limsup wr(f")
n—o0 n
which generalizes to filtrations the asymptotic Samuel function 7;(f) of an ideal in R ([36
Definition 6.9.3]). We use a theorem of Rees in [33] about the asymptotic Samuel function
(reduced order) Ty, in our proof of Lemma

2.7. An Example. The above concepts and results are analyzed in an example from [13]
in Section The example is of the blowup ¢ : X — Spec(R) of an mp primary ideal in a
normal and excellent three dimensional local ring R which is a resolution of singularities.
The map ¢ has two prime exceptional divisors E; and Fs. The function

f(n1,n2) = lim (r(R/I(mn1 By + mnaEy))

m— oo m3

is computed in [13] and is reproduced here.

Theorem 2.1. ([I3| Theorem 1.4]) For nj,ny € N,

33n3 ifng < my
Flny,ng) = 4 T8nf —81nfns +27nind + 903 if ny < my <my (3 _ @)
(%—%)% an1<3—£)<n2

Thus f(n1,n2) is not a polynomial, but it is “piecewise a polynomial”; that is, ]R2>0 con-
sists of three triangular regions determined by lines through the origin such that f(n,ns)
is a polynomial function within each of these three regions. The line separating the sec-
ond and third regions has irrational slope, and the function f(n1,n2) has an irrational
coefficient in the third region. The middle region is the ample cone and is also the Nef
cone.

We compute the functions g, and g, in [13, Theorem 4.1], as summarized in the
following theorem. Observe that v, is an irrational number in the third region.

Theorem 2.2. ([13| Theorem 4.1]) Let D = ny1Ey + noFEs with ny,ny € N, an effective
exceptional divisor on X.
9



1) Suppose that ny < ny. Then yg, (D) =n1 and vg,(D) = n1.

2) Suppose that ny < ng < ng < — ﬁ) Then vg, (D) = n1 and vg,(D) = na.

3) Suppose that ny <3 - i) < ny. Then vg, (D) = ﬁng and yg,(D) = na.

In all three cases, —yg,(D)E1 — vg,(D)E; is nef on X.

We determine the divisors for which Minkowski’s inequality holds in the following Corol-
lary, reproduced from Section

Corollary 2.3. (Corollary[15.3) Suppose that D1 and Dy are effective integral exceptional
divisors on X. If Dy and Dy are in the first region of Theorem [I5.1, then Minkowski’s
equality holds between them. If D1 and Do are in the second region, then Minkowski’s
equality holds between them if and only if Do is a rational multiple of Dy. If D1 and
Dy are in the third region, then Minkowski’s equality holds between them. Minkowski’s
equality cannot hold between D1 and Do in different regions.

The above theorem allows us to compute the mixed multiplicities of any two divisors
Dy = a1E1 + agFEs and Dy = b1 E7 4+ baEy by interpreting mixed multiplicities as the anti
positive intersection multiplicities of (83]).

In particular, we can compare f(n1,n2) with the polynomial

P(ni,n2) = lim ER(R/[(mnlEl)[(mMEz)),

m—oo md

We calculate in (88]) that

Pning) = 3.e( (E1)Phni +%e( (£ ) Z(E2)M)ning
Fhe(T(B), Z(E)E ynynd + e(T () )n
— i+ (B + BBnion + (B8 — Vg + (3 - 4) b

3. NOTATION

We will denote the nonnegative integers by N and the positive integers by Z~, the set
of nonnegative rational numbers by Q> and the positive rational numbers by Q~o. We
will denote the set of nonnegative real numbers by R>q and the positive real numbers by
R-¢. For a real number z, [x] will denote the smallest integer that is > = and |z] will
denote the largest integer that is < z. If F1,..., E, are prime divisors on a normal scheme
X and ay,...,a, € R, then |> a;E;]| denotes the integral divisor ) |a;|F; and [> a;E;]
denotes the integral divisor ) [a;|E

A local ring is assumed to be Noetherian. The maximal ideal of a local ring R will be
denoted by mp. The quotient field of a domain R will be denoted by QF(R). We will
denote the length of an R-module M by ¢r(M). Excellent local rings have many excellent
properties which are enumerated in [19] Scholie IV.7.8.3]. We will make use of some of
these properties without further reference.

4. PRELIMINARIES

4.1. Approximation of irrational numbers. The following formula for approximation
of real numbers appears in [20] (Remark on bottom of page 156).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that £, € Rsg. Then
10



a) There exist py,qo € Z~q such that

a
0<¢&~ P2
do 9o
b) There exist p, q(, € Z~q such that
/
a
—— <&— p_? <0
Iy 90

=~

Proof. If £ is a rational number we need only write £ = 2—3 with pg,qo € Z~g (or £ = I;

o

with p{, ¢, € Z>o).

Suppose that £ is an irrational number. By [20, Theorem 170], we can express £ as an
infinite simple continued fraction. Let Z—Z be the convergents of this continued fraction for
n € Zso. By [20, Theorem 156], g, > n, and by [20, Theorem 164] and [20, Theorem 171],
we have that

£ Dn _ (=1)"0n

qn gndn+1
with 0 < 6, < 1 for all n from which the lemma follows. ]

4.2. The Brunn-Minkowski inequality in Convex Geometry. Let K and L be
compact convex subsets of R%. For \ € R>q, define
MK ={)\z |z e K}
and for A\i, A2 € R>g, define the Minkowski sum
MK +XL={Mz+X Ny |ze K,ye L}
A proof of the following theorem can be found in [2 Section 29, page 42].

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that Ki,...,K, are compact convex subsets of R®. Then the
volume function Vol(\M K1 + -+ + A\ K,) is a homogeneous real polynomial of degree d for
My A € RZO'

The coeflicients of the polynomial of the theorem are called mixed volumes.
We now state the Brunn-Minkowski Theorem of convex geometry. A couple of proofs
of this theorem are on [2, Page 94] and in [25].

Theorem 4.3. Let K and L be compact convex subsets of R%. Then
(12) Vol (1 — )K +tL)a > (1 — t)Vol(K)# + tVol(L)a

for 0 <t < 1. Further, if Vol(K) and Vol(L) are positive, then equality holds in (12)
for some t with 0 < t < 1 if and only if K and L are homothetic; that is, there exists
0<ceR and 7 € R? such that L = cK + 7.

If K and L are homothetic, then equality holds in (I23) for all t with 0 <t < 1.

5. MR-VALUATIONS AND DIVISORIAL mp-FILTRATIONS ON LOCAL DOMAINS R

5.1. mp-valuations and mpg-filtrations. In this subsection, suppose that R is a d-
dimensional local domain, with quotient field K. A valuation v of K is called an mp-
valuation if v dominates R (R C V,, and m, N R = mp where V,, is the valuation ring of
v with maximal ideal m,) and trdegR/mRV,,/m,, =d—-1

Let T = {I;} be an mp-filtration. Let p be an mp-valuation. Let

I(p)m ={f € R | p(f) = m},
11



and define
Tu,m(z) = (L) = min{u(f) | f € In}.
Since 7y mn(Z) < n7um(Z), we have that

Tpuymn (L) < min{ Tu,m(I)’ Tu,n(z)}

13
(13) mn m n
for m,n € N.
Define
m(Z
(14) Yu(T) = inf T"T()

5.2. Divisors on blowups of normal local domains. In this subsection suppose that
R is a normal excellent local domain. Let ¢ : X — Spec(R) be a birational projective
morphism such that X is normal and X is the blowup of an mpg-primary ideal. Let
FEy, ..., E, be the prime divisors on X with exceptional support. A real divisor D on X
with exceptional support is a formal sum D = Y., a;E; with a; € R for all i. D is said
to be effective if a; > 0 for all 7. D is said to be a rational divisor if all a¢; € Q and D is
said to be an integral divisor if all a; € Z.

Now suppose that D is an effective integral divisor with exceptional support. In this
case, D is a Weil divisor on X. A rank one reflexive sheaf is associated to the Weil divisor
D. Let U be the open set of regular points of X and let ¢ : U — X be the inclusion. We
have that dim(X \ U) < d — 2 since X is normal. Then D|U is a Cartier divisor. The
reflexive coherent sheaf Ox(—D) of Ox-modules is defined by Ox(—D) = i,.Oy(—D|U)
The basic properties of this sheaf are developed for instance in [I1l Section 13.2]. Since
R is normal, we have that I'(X,Ox) = R, and if D is a nontrivial integral exceptional
divisor with effective support, then I(D) = I'(X, Ox(—D)) is an mg-primary ideal.

Now let D = >""_; a;E; be an effective real divisor with exceptional support. Let Z(D)
be the mp-filtration Z(D) = {I(mD)} where

I(mD) = T(X, Ox( (Zmau

The round up [z] of a real number z is the smallest integer a such that z < a. When D
is an integral divisor, we have that I(mD) = I'(X, Ox(—mD)) for all m.

Let vg, be the mpg-valuation whose valuation ring is Ox g, for 1 < i < r. Let 7,; =
TE;,;m(D) = Tmg, (Z(D)). Now define

VE: (D) = Vv, (Z(D)).
We have that

I(mD) =T(X,0x(— ZaZmE ) ={f € R|vg,(f) > [ma;] for 1 <i<r}.

Thus 7g, m(D) > ma; for all m € N, and so
(15) vE; (D) > a; for all 1.
Lemma 5.1. (12| Lemma 3.1]) We have that

I(mD) =T(X,Ox( (Z amE;])) =T(X,0x(— ZmVE i)

for all m € N.
12



Proof. We have that
(X, 0x( (me; ) C T'(X, Ox( (Z a;mFE;])

by (@5).
Suppose that f € T(X, Ox (~[S, agmFy])). Then v, () = s, m(D) = ms, (D) for
all 4, so that vg,(f) > [m~yg,(D)] for all i since vg,(f) € N. O

5.3. Divisors on blowups of local domains. In this subsection, suppose that R is an
excellent d-dimensional local domain. Let S be the normalization of R, which is a finitely
generated R-module, and let my, ..., m; be the maximal ideals of S. Let ¢ : X — Spec(R)
be a birational projective morphism such that X is the normalization of the blowup of an
mp-primary ideal. Since X is normal, ¢ factors through Spec(S). Let ¢; : X; — Spec(Sp,)
be the induced projective morphisms where X; = X XSpec(s) Spec(Sp,;). For 1 < <t,
let {E;;} be the prime exceptional divisors in ¢; *(m;).

A real divisor D on X with exceptional support is a formal sum D = )" a; ;E; ; with
a;; € Rfor all 7,75. D is said to be effective if all a; ; > 0. D is said to be a rational divisor
if all a; ; € Q and D is said to be an integral divisor if all a; ; € Z.

Suppose that D is an effective real divisor on X with exceptional support. Write
D= z” a; jE; j with a; ; € R>g. Define D; = Z a; jE; j for 1 <i <t.

Let D = Z ~a; ;F; ; be an effective real d1v1sor with exceptional support on X. Let
Z(D) be the mR filtration Z(D) = {I(mD)} where

I(mD) =T(X,0x(— Zmaw iil))

When D is an integral divisor, we have that I(mD) = I'(X, Ox(—mD)) N R for all m.
Now let D be an effective integral divisor with exceptional support.
Let

J(D) =T'(X,0x(-D)),
J(D;

(16) ) (X, Oxl( D;)),

We have that

(17) S/J(D) = @ S /T(X;, Ox,(—D;)) = é Sy /J(D

and so .

(18)  ¢r(S/J(D ZeR (S, /J(D2)) = ;[S/m" : R/mglls,,, (Sm,/J (D).

We have that [S/m; : R/ mpg] < oo for all i since S is a finitely generated R-module.
Let D(1),...,D(r) be effective integral divisors on X with exceptional support.

Lemma 5.2. ([12| Lemma 2.2]) For ny,...,n, € N,
lim (r(R/I(nniD(1))--- I(nn,D(r))) ~ im lr(S/J(nnyD(1))--- J(nn,«D(r))).

n—00 nd n—00 nd
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5.4. Divisorial mpg-Filtrations. In this subsection, let R be a local domain.
Let p1,...,pus be mp-valuations, and aq,...,as € N with a; +--- 4+ a5 > 0. Then we
define a divisorial mg-filtration

I(al,ul + -+ asﬂs) = {[(al,ul +--- 4+ asﬂs)n}
by
I(alﬂl 4+ aslus)n = I(Nl)nal NN [(,Us)nas'

We can also define real divisorial mg-filtrations by taking a1, ...,as € R>¢ and defining
an mp-filtration Z(ajpy + -+ + asps) = {I(a1pr + - -+ + aspis)n} by

I(aypn + -+ asps)n = L(11) nay) N+ O L (1) [nag-

A real divisorial mp-filtration will be called a rational divisorial mp-filtration if a; € Q>¢
for all ¢ and will be called an integral divisorial mg-filtration, or just a divisorial mpg-
filtration if a; € N for all 4.

The first statement of the following proposition is proven for the case when Z = Z(ay p1 +
-+ + agpe) is an integral divisorial mp-filtration in [I2] Proposition 2.1]. However, the
proof given there extends to the case when 7 is a real divisorial mp-filtration. The second
statement follows from [16, Theorem 1.4].

Proposition 5.3. ([12, Proposition 2.1], [16l Theorem 1.4]) Suppose that R is an excel-
lent, analytically irreducible d-dimensional local domain.

1) Suppose that T =Z(ajp1 + -+ - + agiy) is a real divisorial mp-filtration. Then
er(Z; R) > 0.

2) Suppose that Z(1),...,Z(r) are mp-filtrations such that er(Z(j)) > 0 for all j.
Then

er(ZW) . Z(r*]R) >0
foralldy,...,d. € N withd; +---+d, =d.

If Z is a real divisorial mpg-filtration on an analytically irreducible excellent local ring
R, then Rees’s Izumi Theorem [33] shows that v,(Z) > 0 for all mg-valuations pu.

5.5. Representations of divisorial mp-filtrations on normal local rings. In this
subsection, suppose that R is a normal excellent local domain. We now define a represen-
tation of a real divisorial mp-filtration Z(byp1 + - -+ + bsus). Let ¢ : X — Spec(R) be a
birational projective morphism that is the blowup of an mpg-primary ideal such that X is
normal, and so that if Ey,..., E, are the prime exceptional divisors of ¢ and vg, are the
discrete valuations with valuation rings Ox g, for 1 < ¢ < r, then p; = vg, for 1 <i <s
with 1 < s <r.

The pair of X — Spec(R) and the real divisor biE; + --- + bsEs will be called a
representation of the real divisorial mp-filtration Z(bypuy + -+ - + bsps)-

We remark that it may not be possible to construct an X for which » = s, even in
dimension d = 2. This follows from the example of a two dimensional excellent normal
local domain without a “one fibered ideal” given in [6].

We now tie this back in with our original real divisorial mg-filtration Z (byp1+- - -+bsps),
for which the pair of X and b1 E7 + - -+ 4+ bsEs is a representation. Letting D be the real
divisor D = b1 E1 + -+ - + bsEs on X, we have for all m € N that

I(m(ve,(D)Ey + - + 75, (D)Er)) = I(mD) = I(bipa + - - + bspis)m
14



for all m. Thus we have equality of mpg-filtrations
I(ve (D)Ey + -+ - + g, (D) Ey) = I(D) = Z(bip + - - + bspis)-

In particular, every divisorial mp-filtration has the form Z(D) for some divisor D =
> a;E; with exceptional support on some X.

If the pair X’ and D’ is another representation of Z(byjui + -+ + bsps), then there
are prime exceptional divisors Ef, ..., E. on X’ such that we have equality of local rings
Ox,p; = Ox1 = Oy, for 1 <i<sand D' =377 bE].

We remark that even when Z is an integral divisorial mpg-filtration, v,(Z) can be an
irrational number for some mg-valuation x. From [[5.1] we find an example of X with two
prime exceptional divisors F7 and Es such that

3
Ey)=—+
fYEl( 2) 9_ \/g
is an irrational number. We will often abuse notation, denoting a real divisorial mpg-
filtration by Z(D).

5.6. Bounded mp-Filtrations.

Definition 5.4. Let R be a local ring and Z be an mp-filtration. Let R[Z] be the R-algebra

RI] =) I.t"
m>0

and R[] be the integral closure of R[Z] in the polynomial ring R|[t].
If I is an ideal in a local ring R, let I denote its integral closure.

Lemma 5.5. Let R be a local ring and T be an mpg-filtration. Then
RI] = Jut™
m>0
where {Jp} is the mp-filtration
I ={f € R| f" € Ly, for some r > 0}.

Remark 5.6. If Z = {I'} is the filtration of powers of a fived mp-primary ideal I then
Im = L, for all m.

Proof. The ring R[Z] is graded by [36, Theorem 2.3.2]. Thus it suffices to show that for
f € R and n € Z~y we have that ft" is integral over R[Z] if and only if f € I, for some
r > 1. Now ft" is integral over R[Z] if and only if there exists a homogeneous relation

(19) (F)+ ag " (F)E o @t I (FY) 4 apt™ =0
for some d > 0 with a; € I;,4_; for all u.

We will show that ft" is integral over R[Z] if and only if there exists > 0 such that
fr € L.

Suppose that f7 € I,,. Then there exists a relation

(F+ag 1 ()T o ai(f) 4 Fag=0

with a; € (I,)%" C Iy (a—iy for all 4. Multiply this relation by t'™? to get a relation of
type ([9), showing that (ft™)" is integral over R[Z]. Thus ft" is integral over R[Z].

Now suppose that ft" is integral over R[Z]. We will break the proof up into two cases.
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Case 1. Assume that R[Z] is Noetherian. Then there exists 7 > 0 such that I,; = I\ for
all i € Z~q by [4, Proposition 3, Section 1.3, Chapter III]. Since f"t"" is integral over R[Z],
there exists a relation (I9) with f replaced with f" and n with rn, so a; € I, g—i) = I
and thus f7 € I,.,.

Case 2.(General Case) Assume that Z is an arbitrary mpg-filtration.

For a € Z~o, let T, = {Io,} where I, = I, if n < a and if n > a then I, = > 1,14 ;
where the sum is over ¢,j > 0 such that i + j = n.

Now ft™ integral over R[Z] implies there exits a > 0 such that ft™ is integral over R[Z,].
By Case 1, there exists r > 0 such that f" € I, n C Ly. g

Lemma 5.7. Let R be a local domain and Z(D) be a divisorial mp-filtration. Then
R[Z(D)] is integrally closed in R]t].

Proof. We have that Z(D) = Z(aqpq + - - - + aspus) where pq, ..., ps are mpg-valuations and

aq,...,as € Ryg. Since R[Z] is graded, we must show that if f € R and n € Z~( are such

that ft" € R[Z(D)], then f € I(nD) = I(j11)[pay1 N - N I (fts)[na,1- Now ft* € R[Z(D)]
implies there exists a relation

fitaga fT o taif + o+ ag=0
with a; € I(n(d —i)D) for all i by ([I9). Suppose that f ¢ I(nD). Then there exists j
such that p;(f) < [noj]. Thus p(f) < na; since p;i(f) € N and so

(d—)p;(f) <n(d—i)oy < [n(d —i)aj]
for all 4 with 0 < ¢ < d. Thus

dpi(f) < [n(d — i)y +ip;(f)
for all 7 with 0 <7 < d so that
i (f a1 f7 4 aif - ag) = dp(f) €N

Thus f¢+ ag_1f* '+ +a;f' +--- +ap # 0, a contradiction, and so f € I(nD). 0

Definition 5.8. Suppose that R is a local domain. An mpg-filtration T = {I,,} is said to
be bounded if there exists an integral divisorial mpg-filtration Z(D) such that

R[I] = RIZ(D)].
An mp-filtration T = {I,} is said to be real bounded if there exists a real divisorial mp-

filtration Z(D) such that o
R[Z] = R[Z(D)].

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that R is an excellent local domain and Z = {I™} is the mg-filtration
of powers of a fired mp-primary ideal I. Then T is bounded.

Proof. We have that R[Z] = @,>0["u" where I" is the integral closure of I" in R. The
algebra @,>ol™u" is a finite R[Z]-module, so that {I"} is a Noetherian filtration. Let
¢ : X — Spec(R) be the normalization of the blowup of I and Ej,..., F; be the prime

exceptional divisors of ¢. Then IOx = Ox(—a1E1 — -+ — aiFy) for some ay,...,a; € Zg
is an ample Cartier divisor on X and I"Ox = Ox(—na1Ey — --- — nayFy) for all n € N.
Thus for n € N,

1" =T(X,0x(—na1Ey — -+ —nayEy)) N R = I(ajvg, + -+ avg,)n
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where v, is the mg-valuation whose valuation ring is Ox g,. Thus {I"} is the divisorial

filtration Z(a1vg, + -+ avg,) = Z(D) where D = a1 Ey + - - -+ a,Ey and R[Z] = R[Z(D)].
O

~

Proposition 5.10. Suppose that R is a local ring with dim N(R) < d and
z(1),...,Z(r), I'(1),...,Z'(r)

are mp-filtrations such that R[Z'(i)] = R[Z(i)] for 1 <i <r. Then we have equality of all
mized multiplicities

(20) e(Z(V)H Ty = e/ (D1 T (),

Proof. Write R[Z(i)] = @®n>0J (i) and let J(i) = {J(i)p} for 1 < i < r. We will show
that for all mixed multiplicities,
(21) ()M, Z()) = e(T (1), T () ).

The same argument applied to Z'(1),...,Z'(r) and J(1),...,J(r) will show show that
equation (20]) holds. Let

P(ni,...,n,) = lim CR(R/T(V)mny - J()mn,.)

m—o00 md

and

14 I(Dpns - L) mm
Q(ny,...,n;) = lim r(R/I(1) L (r) 7")'
m—ro0 m
Since >0 (4)m, is integral over @,,>0l(i)y, for all i, we have that the graded R-algebra
Sy ,omr>0J () -+ J (1), is integral over the graded R-algebra

®m1:---7mr201(1)m1 e I(T‘)mr.

Thus for fixed nq,...,n, € N, we have that &,,>0J(1)mn, -+ J(r)mn, is integral over
GSm>0L(1)mn, -+ - L(1)mn,.. By [14] Theorem 6.9] or [12, Appendix] (summarized in Sub-
section [[12]) we have that

P(ny,...,n.) =Q(ny,...,n.)

forallny,...,n, € N. Since P(ny,...,n,) and Q(n1,...,n,) are homogeneous polynomials
of the same degree d, we have that P(ni,...,n,) and Q(n1,...,n,) have the same values
for all ny,...,n, in the infinite field Q. Thus their coefficients are equal showing (2I]).

O

6. A FRAMEWORK TO COMPUTE MULTIPLICITIES

In this section, we summarize a construction from [12, Section 3].

Let R be an excellent local domain of dimension d and let x be an mpg-valuation. Since
R is excellent, there exists a birational projective morphism ¢ : X — Spec(R) such that
X is the normalization of the blow up of an mg-primary ideal, X is normal and there
exists a prime exceptional divisor E on X such that u = vg.

Let ¢ be a generator of the maximal ideal of the valuation ring Ox g. Regarding ¢! as
an element of the quotient field K of R, we compute its divisor (t7!) = —E + D on X,
which is a Cartier divisor and where D is a Weil divisor which does not contain F in its
support (D will have non exceptional support). Write D = Dy — Dy where Dy and Dy are
effective Weil divisors which do not contain F in their supports.

Since X — Spec(R) is projective, there exists an ample Cartier divisor H on X.
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For all n, there exist natural inclusions of reflexive rank 1 sheaves
Ox(—DQ —FE+ nH) C OX(—DQ +nH) C Ox(nH)

This can be seen by restricting to the nonsingular locus U of X (which has codimension
> 2 in X) and then pushing the sequence forward to X. Taking global sections, we thus
have inclusions

I'X,0x(—Dy— FE+nH)) CT(X,0x(—Ds+nH)) C I'(X,Ox(nH)).
Since H is an ample Cartier divisor, there exists a multiple n of H such that
INX,0x(—Dy — E+nH))

is a proper subset of I'(X, Ox(—Dz + nH)). Thus there exists 0 € I'(X, Ox(nH)) such
that the divisor (o) (considering o as a global section of Ox(nH)) is an effective Cartier
divisor which has the property that the Weil divisor (o) — Dy is effective and E is not in
the support of () — Ds.

Thus —E + D + (o) is a Cartier divisor and

—FE+D+(0)=—-FE+D1—Dy+(0)=—E+F

where F' = D; — Dg + (0) is an effective Weil divisor which does not contain E in its
support.
The natural inclusions Ox(—nE) — Ox(—nE + nF') for n € N induce inclusions

I(V)n = D(X,0x(—nE)) N R = T(X,Ox (—nE)) — (X, Ox(—nE + nF))

for all n.
Let ¢ € F be a closed point that is nonsingular on both X and F and is not contained
in the support of F. Let

(22) X=XoD0X1=ED---DXy={q}

be a flag; that is, the X; are subvarieties of X of dimension d — j such that there is a
regular system of parameters bq,...,bs in Ox 4 such that by = --- = b; = 0 are local
equations of X; for 1 < j <d.

The flag determines a valuation v on the quotient field K of R which dominates R as
follows. We have a sequence of natural surjections of regular local rings

(23) OX,q = OXo,q “ OXl,q = OXO,II/(bl) 3. Ud_;l Odehq = Odez,Q/(bd—l)'

Define a rank-d discrete valuation v on K (an Abhyankar valuation) by prescribing for
se O X,q»

v(s) = (ordx, (), ordx, (s1), -+, ordx,(sa-1)) € (Z%)1ex
where
o S o S1 o Sd—2
S1 =01 Tordx, (5) y§2 = 02 Tordx, (s1) yeer38d—1 = 0d—1 W
by by by

and ordeH(sj) is the highest power of b; 1 that divides s; in Ox;, 4. We have that

v(s) = <,U(3) =vp(s),w <@>>
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where w is the rank-(d — 1) Abhyankar valuation on the function field of £ determined by
the flag

E=X12>--2>Xqs={q}
on the projective k-variety E, where k = R/mpg.

By our construction, Ox (—E+F) is an invertible sheaf on X and so Ox (—E+F)®Og is
an invertible sheaf on E. Consider the graded linear series L,, := I'(E, Ox (—nE+nF)®0
Opg) on E. Recall that by = 0 is a local equation of E in Ox 4. Let g = by. Thus, since ¢
is not in the support of F', for n € N, we have a natural commutative diagram
(24)

I(p), CI(X,0x(—nE)) — I'(X,0x(—mE+nF)) — TI'(E,Ox(—nE+nF)® Of)

{ 4 4
Ox(—nE)q > Ox(—nE—l—nF)q — OX(—nE—I—nF)q ®(9X’q OE,q
= Ox,9" = Ox,q9" = 0p,q ®0x,, Ox,49"

where we denote the rightmost vertical arrow by s — £, (s) ® g™ and the bottom horizontal
arrow is
f

[ [—n} ®g",
g
where [gin} is the class of gin in O 4.
Let = be the semigroup defined by
(25) = = {(n,w(en(s))) | n € Nand s € T(E,Ox(—nE + nF) @0, Op)} C Z4,

and let
(26)
A(Z) be the intersection of the closed convex cone generated by Z in R? with {1} x R%1,

By the proof of Theorem 8.1 [§], A(Z) is compact and convex. Let
(27) En i={(n,w(en(s))) | s e I(E,Oz(—nE +nF) ®o, Or)}

be the elements of = at level n.
We will require the following important observation, which follows from the diagram

@4).
(28) Suppose that f € R and v(f) = (a1,...,aq). Then v(f) € E,,.

7. MULTIPLICITIES OF FILTRATIONS

Let notations be as in Section [, so that R is an excellent local domain. We further
assume in this section that R is analytically irreducible.
Let Z = {I;} be an mp-filtration. For m € N, define

D(T)m = {(w(f),m) | f € I;n} C N
which are the elements at level m of the semigroup
F(I) = UmEN{(V(f)vm) | fe Im}'

Define an associated closed convex set A(Z) C R? as follows. Let %(Z) be the closed
convex cone with vertex at the origin generated by I'(Z) and let A(Z) = X(Z) N (R% x {1}).
The set A(Z) is the closure in the Euclidean topology of the set

{(% %) | (a1, ..., aq,i) € T(T) andi>0}.
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For m € N, define
T(R)y = {(v(f),m) | f € R} ¢ N1,

which are the elements at level m of the semigroup
I'(R) = Unen{(v(f),m) | f € R}.

Define an associated closed convex set A(R) C R? as follows. Let ¥(R) be the closed
convex cone with vertex at the origin generated by I'(R) and let A(R) = % (R)N (R x {1}).
The set A(R) is the closure in the Euclidean topology of the set

{(a—.l,"' ,a—,d) | (a1,...,aq,1) € T(R) and i > 0}.
{ i

Lemma 7.1. The closed conver set A(R) is a closed convex cone in RL, with vertex at
the origin 0. B

Proof. We identify R? x {1} with R?. We have that (v(1),1) = (0,...,0,1) € I'(R). Thus
(0,...,0) € A(R) C R%

Suppose that (ai,...,aq,i) € T'(R) with i > 0. Let x = (%,...,%) € A(R). Let
a € Qs¢. Then a = & with m,n € Z~. There exists f € R such that v(f) = (ay,...,aq).
Now f™ € R so (v(f™),in) = (mai,...,mag,in) € T'(R). Thus ax € A(R).

Suppose that € A(R) is non zero. Let U = {tz | t € R>g}. We must show that
U C A(R). Let y € U be nonzero. Then y = sz for some s € R+(. Suppose that € € Rx.

Choose 6 € Rsq such that § < min{1, &, & }e. There exists (ai,...,aq,) € T'(R) with

V8] Jaf
i > 0 such that [z — (%,...,%)| < § and there exist m,n € Z-¢ such that |s — 2| < 0.
Now Z(4L,... %) € A(R) as we showed in the above paragraph. Let o = s — &,
v=x—(%,...,%). We compute
ly — 2 (4L, ..., %) |sz — (s — a)(z —v)| = |sv+ az — av|

< |sl|v| + |al|z] + |al|v] < |s|6 + |z|d + 62 < 3e.

Since we can make ¢ arbitrarily small and A(R) is a closed set, we have that y € A(R).
O

For ¢ € Ry, let

(29) H.={(z1,...,2q) €RY |21 + -+ 24 = ¢},
(30) H ={(x1,...,2q) €R |21 + -+ 24 < ¢}
and

(31) Hj:{(xl,...,xd)E]Rd]ml—i—'u—kxdzc}.

Since A(R) is a closed cone in R? with vertex 0 and cH; = H,, cH; = H_, we have
(32) A(R)NH,=c(A(R)NH;) and A(R)NH,; =c(A(R)NHy).

The proof of the following lemma is a simplification of the proofs of Lemmas and R3]
in the following Section [§ (this is where the assumption that R is analytically irreducible
is needed).

Lemma 7.2. There exists A € Zq such that A(Z) N HY = A(R) N H; .
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For ¢ € Ry define A, (Z) = A(Z) N H and A, R) = A(R) N H_ . These sets are
compact convex subsets of RZ,.
Let A be the number defined in Lemma If o > A, then

(33) A\ Ac(Z) = A(R) \ Ac(R).
For m € N, let
Ce(Z)pm ={(w(f),m) | f € I, and a1 + - - + ag < mc}

and

Io(R)={(w(f),i) | fe Rand aj + -+ + aqg < mc}.
Define semigroups I'c(Z) = Upenl'c(Z)m and T'o(R) = Umenl'c(R)m. The semigroups
I'.(Z) and T'.(R) satisfy the condition (5) of [8, Theorem 3.2] since they are contained in
R N H, .

“We now verify that condition (6) of [8, Theorem 3.2] is satisfied; that is, that I'.(Z)
generates Z9t! as a group. Let G(I'.(Z)) be the subgroup of Z¥*! generated by I'.(T).
The value group of v is Z¢ and e; = v(b;) for 1 < j < d is the natural basis of Z¢. Write
bj = i;_j with f;,9; € R for 1 < j < d. There exists 0 # h € I. Thus hf;, hg; € I1.
Possibly replacing A with a larger value, we then have that (v(hf;),1), (v(hg;),1) € I'(Z)
for 1 < j < d. Thus (e;,0) = (v(hf;) —v(hgj),0) € G(I'(Z)) for 1 < j < d. Since
(v(hfj),1) € T'e(Z), we then have that (0,1) € G(I'<(Z)), and so condition (6) of [8]
Theorem 3.2] is satisfied.

Thus the limits

lim #Lel)m = Vol(A.(7))

m—oo md
e #Lc(R)
. Le(R)m

exist by [8, Theorem 3.2]. As in [9, Theorem 5.6], if ¢ > A, where X is chosen sufficiently
large, then

(34) i P o, (r) - vol(ad(@)

where § = [Ox ,/my, : R/mRg].
Thus the multiplicity

I,
er(Z) :=d! lim % = d!5[Vol(A.(R)) — Vol(A.(2))].
Define
(35) AN(T) = A(Z) N H, for an mp- filtration 7 and A € R.

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that R is an analytically irreducible excellent local domain and that
Z(1) and Z(2) are mp-filtrations such that 1(1); C I1(2); for alli and er(Z(1)) = er(Z(2)).
Then

Y(Z(1)) = u(Z(2))
for all mg-valuations p of R.

The proof which we give below follows from the first part of the proof of [12] Theorem
3.4], applied to our filtrations Z(1) and Z(2) (instead of the divisorial m p-filtrations Z(D1)

and Z(Dy) of Cartier divisors Dy and Dy of the statement of [12, Theorem 3.4]).
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Proof. We apply the construction of Section [ with vp, = u. Let m; : R? — R be the
projection onto the first factor. By the definition of ~,(Z (7)) for z = 1,2, and since for ¢
Sufﬁmently large, W( (1)) is in the compact set w1 (AL(Z(3)), 71 (7.(Z(3)) N AL(Z(3)) #
0 and 7 (a) N ( (1)) = 0 if a < ,(Z(i)). Since Z(1); C I( ) for all ¢, we have
that A:(Z(1)) € A(Z(2)). Now Vol(A.(Z(1)) > 0 for ¢ sufficiently large. Since we
assume er(Z(1)) = er(Z(2)), we have that Vol(A.(Z(1)) = Vol(A.(Z(2)) by 34) and so
AdZ(1)) = A(Z(2)) by [12. Lemma 3.2]. Thus 7,(Z(1)) = 7,(Z(2)). .

Corollary 7.4. Let R be a normal excellent local domain, I = {I,,} be an mpg-filtration
and Z(D) be a real divisorial mg-filtration. Suppose that I(mD) C I, for all m and
er(Z) = er(Z(D)). Then I =Z(D).

Proof. The ring R is analytically irreducible since R is normal and excellent. Let the pair
X — Spec(R) and D =} i_, a;E; be a representation of Z(D). We have that v, (Z) =
Ve, (D) for 1 < i < r by Theorem [Z.3l We have that I(mD) = (i_1I(VE,) [myp, (D)] € Im
for all m by assumption. Suppose that f € I,,,. Then

VEz(f) 2 TVEi,m(I) 2 meVE~(I) = mnyl(D)

for 1 < i < r. Thus vg,(f) > [myg,(D)] for all 4, and so f € N_1I(VE,)[mys. (D)] =
I(mD). 0

Corollary 7.5. Let R be an excellent local domain, Z(D) be a real divisorial mg-filtration
and I be an arbitrary mp-filtration. Suppose that I(nD) C I, for all n and er(Z(D)) =
er(Z). Then T =ZI(D).

Proof. If R is normal, the corollary is immediate from Corollary [T.4], so we may assume
that R is not normal. We use the notation of Subsection Let S be the normalization
of R and let mq, ..., m; be the maximal ideals of S. Let X — Spec(R) and D =) a; ; F; ;
be a representation of D. Let X; = X ®g Sy, for 1 <i <t. We have that D = Ele D(3)
where D(i) = >_; a; ;E; j. Let J(nD) = I'(X, Ox(—nD)), so that Z(D) = {I(nD)} where
I(nD) = J(nD) N R. Further, we have real divisorial m;-filtrations J(D(7)) = {J(nD;)}
on Sp,, which are defined by J(nD(i)) = I'(X;, Ox,(—nD(i))) = I'(X, Ox (—nD))Sp,.
Let ZS,,, be the my-filtration Z.S,,,, = {I,Sm, }n>0. Then we have that

t

S/1nS = (S, /InSm,)

i=1

for all n and so
t

CR(S/1nS) = [S/mi : R/mglls,, (Sm,/InSm,)-

i=1
Now the proof of [12, Lemma 2.2] extends to this situation to show that

g U T) (ST 10S)
n—o00 n n—o0 n
from which we deduce that
t
(36) er(Z) = [S/mi: R/mgles,, (ZSm,).
i=1

22



Similarly,
t

(37) er(Z(D)) = Y [S/mi : R/mgles,, (Z(D)Sm,)-

i=1
Let 0 # x be in the conductor of S/R. Then zJ(nD) C I(nD) for all n. Let

A:=R[I(D)] =Y _I(nD)t",

n>0
B:=)_J(nD)t",
n>0
and for a € Z~, let
A := R[Z(D),],

where Z(D), is the a-th truncation of Z(D), that is, ®A is the sub R-algebra generated by
I(nD) such that n < a and let ®B be the sub S-algebra of B generated by J(nD) such
that n < a.

We have B C A and B, C A,. Suppose that f € J(mD)t™. Then f € (™B),,
and f* € (™B)y, for all n so that xf™ € (™A)uy, for all n so that ™A[f] C 1(™A)
which is a finitely generated ™A-module, so f is integral over the Noetherian ring " A,
and therefore f is integral over A. Thus B is integral over A and so B is integral over
C:=3,>0I(nD)St", and thus By,, = Sy,,[J(D(i))] is integral over Cy,; = Sy, [Z(D)Sp,]
for 1 < i < t. We then have that

(38) €S, (Z(D)Sm,) = es,,, (T (D(i))

for 1 <i <t by [12, Theorem 1.4].
Let G =}_,~o Lnt" be the integral closure of F'=}_ -, 1,St" in S[t]. Then

for 1 <i <t by [12, Theorem 1.4]. Now I(nD)S,,, C I,,Sy, for all i, so that
(40) J(nD(i)) C LySm,
for all ¢ and so
(41) esm, (T (D(0))) 2 es,,, { LnSm; })
for 1 <4 <t. We have that
¢ ¢
> [S/mi: R/mgles,,,({LaSn,}) = Y _[S/mi : R/mgles,, (T (D(0)))
i=1 i=1
by equations ([38]), (39), (B0) and @B7)). Thus, by (#I), we have
(42) €S, {LnSm.}) = €, (T (D(i)))

for 1 <i <t. By Corollary [[4] we then have that L, Sy,, = J(nD)S,,, for 1 <i <t, and
so L, = J(nD) for all n. Thus

I(nD)=RNJ(mnD)C1I,C LyNR=JnD)NR=1I(nD)

for all n.
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Corollary [4]is proven when R is an excellent local domain and Dy and Dy are Cartier
divisors in addition to Z(D;) and Z(D2) being integral divisorial mpg-filtrations in [12]
Theorem 3.5].

Remark 7.6. Suppose that R is an analytically irreducible excellent local ring, T = {I,} is
an mp-filtration and |l € Z. Let J; be the mp-filtration J; = {I;,}. Then A(J;) = IA(Z).

The following proposition will be used in our study of mixed multiplicities.

Proposition 7.7. Suppose that R is a normal excellent local domain and that v1,..., v, & €
R>o are such that v1 + -+ + v > 0 and & > 0. Consider the mpg-filtrations A =

I viE) and B =T(Y\_, £viE;). Then
§A(A) = A(B).
Proof. We have that A = {A,} and B = {B,} where

A, =T(X,0x(— Zn’yz ;1)) and B, =T'(X,Ox(— [Zn&y,E}

It suffices to show that for all 7 € R sufficiently large, we have that
E(AA)NHT) = AB)NH,.

The half space H_ is defined in (B0]).
Let C = {C,} be the mp-filtration defined by
Cn =T(X,0x (=Y _(nyi + 1E])).
i=1
Let E=F1+---+ E,.

We now show that A(C) = A(A). Let 0 # f € mg. Then fA, C C, for all n. The
elements of the form % (%,...,%) with g € Ay, and m > 0 are dense in A(A).
Since A(C) € A(A) is a closed set, it suffices to show that given ¢ > 0, there exists
n € Zso and h € C,, such that \V(h — %] < e. Forall t € Zsg, (v(g'),tm) € Ay, and

(v(fg'),tm) € Cypm. Thus 2 4 29) ¢ A(C), with
(D )y ) L

for t > 0. Thus A(C) = A(A).
There exists 79 € R~ such that

(43) AR)NHI =AA)NHE =AC)NH
and
(44) AR)NH = AB)NH{,

by Lemma
Suppose that 7 > 75. Choose § € R+ such that 7 — § > 79. Let

B=max{ly| | y € A-(A)}.

The compact convex set A-(A) is defined in (B8). The numbers 7, 6 and 5 will be fixed
throughout the proof.
Given a € R+, there exist pg, gy € Z>0 such that
(45) S 2P e cy
do 4o
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by Lemma 1], so that

(46) po < &qo < po + a.
Let m be a positive integer, and suppose that « is sufficiently small that

1

< —.
“ mmax{~;}

Set p = mpg and ¢ = mqy. Then

Yip < €7 < vip + aym
for all 7, so that
[vir] < [qvig] < [pvil +1
for all 7 and so
—([pyl +1) < =[gmi&] < —=[vip]
implying

- fz (i +DE] < - fz Qi Ei] Z%pEW

giving us that
(47) C, C B, C Ap.

We will now show that Ag,(B) = AL (A).
First suppose that v = (vi,...,v4) € A¢-(B) and that vi + -+ +vg > &7 — &5, Then
v e A(B) ﬂH;T s = A(R) ﬂHgT ¢s- Then since A(R) is a cone with vertex at the origin,

1 1
£ € <2A(R)> NH' s=AR)NH' ;=AA)NH! §,
by @3) and so v = &u for some u € A (A).

Now suppose that v = (v1,...,v4) € Agr(B) and v1 + -+ + v4 < 7 — £6. Since the
elements of A(B) of the form % with m € Z~¢ and f € B,,, are dense in A(B), we may
suppose that v has this form. Let ¢ > 0. we will find u € {A-(A) such that [v —u| < e.
Since £A;(A) is closed, this will show that v € A (A).

Choose a € R+ such that

. d €
a < min{ s =y =}
mmaxy; T [
Choose pg, go which satisfy ({@5]). Thus
Q@
0<€— o < —.
o 9o

Write£:f1’—g+)\with0§)\<%
Set p = mpg and ¢ = mqp, so that v = (%,...,“—;) = @ where 9% € B,. Set

u:£<ﬂ,...,%> andwz—A(ﬂ,...,%>
p p p p
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SO thatfuzg(“—l M) = u + w. Now <%,...,%> € A(A) by (7). Since by (46,

p’ b p
41, a [}
» <zt a0 and o < 7, we have that

S+ = g(%+---+i]—d) < I(¢r - &)

1 a _ aTt ad ot ad
< <E+%)(£T—£5)—T—5+p—o—p—o<T—5+———

PO Do
o _ 1) _ad
= 7-—90 (1 PO) oo < T

Thus (%,...,%) € A (A) and |v — u| = Jw| < [N\ < 3—5 < e. Since we can make ¢
arbitrarily small, we have that v € (A (A).

We will now show that A, (A) C Ag,(B).

First suppose that v = (u1,...,uq) € A (A) and that ug + -+ +ug > &7 — €0. Then

%u € A;(A) with %ul +--+ %ud > 7 — 4, so that

%u € A(A) N HY , = A(R)NH*,
by ([@3) so

by (@4)). Since u; + - - - + ug < 7§ we have that u € A¢-(B).

Now suppose that u = (uq,...,uq) € EA-(A) and that uj+- - - +ug < {7—E&5. Since the
elements of A(C) of the form % with m € Zsg and f € C,, are dense in A(C) = A(A), we
may suppose that u is £ times an element of this form. Let ¢ > 0. we will find v € A¢(B)
such that [u —v| < e. Since A;¢(B) is closed, this will show that u € A.¢(B).

Choose a € R+ such that

< ( 1 6}
a < max{——— —}.
mmax{y}" 3
Choose pg, go which satisfy ({@5]). Thus
0<€— P2
do 4o
Writeﬁzzj—g+)\with0§)\<%.

Set p = mpy and ¢ = mqg, so that u = f(%,...,%) with <%,...,%‘i) = V(]ZO)
where P € Cp and -+ -+ + % <7 —0. Set v =1 (%,...,%‘i) = (%1,...,“—;) and
w:)\(%,...,%) so that v = v + w.

We have that v € A(B) by (47). We have that

LR <£(T—5) <E(r—0)<&T
q q q
so that v € Ag (B).

v —u| = Jw| < |A\B < Z—f < e. Since we can make ¢ arbitrarily small, we have that
u € Ag, (B).

O
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8. COMPUTATION OF MIXED MULTIPLICITIES OF FILTRATIONS

Let notation be as in Section [0, so that R is a d-dimensional excellent local domain.
We further assume that R is analytically irreducible in this section.

Let Z(1) = {I(1);}, Z(2) = {1(2);} be mp-filtrations. We now define some sub semi-
groups of N®+1 which are associated to Z(1) and Z(2). For ny,ny € N, define

I(n1,ng) ={w(f), i) | f € I(0)iny I(2)in, }-
We define an associated closed convex subset A(n1,ns) of R? as follows. Let ¥(ny,ns) be

the closed convex cone with vertex at the origin generated by I'(n1,ng) and let A(ny,ng) =
Y(n1,n2) N (R? x {1}). The set A(n1,ns) is the closure of the set

a a , .
{<71”7d) | (a1,...,aq4,7) € '(ny,ny) and i > 0}
in the Euclidean topology of R?. We have that T'(R) = I'(0,0) and A(R) = A(0,0) as
defined in Section [7]

Lemma 8.1. For all my,mo,n1,ne € N, we have that
A(my,mg) + A(ng,n2) C A(my + n1, mg + na).
In particular,
n1A(1,0) +n2A(0,1) C A(ng,neg).
Proof. The set of points

{(a—,l,...,a—,d) | (a1,...,aq,1) € T'(my,ms2) andz’>0}

(3 (3

is dense in the closed set A(mj, mg). Thus it suffices to show that if (aq,...,aq,7) €
['(my,m2) and (by,...,bq,j) € T'(n1,n2) with 4,j > 0, then

a b a b
<_1+_177_d+_d> € A(m1+n17m2+n2)'
v J 1 J
With this assumption, there exists f € I(1)im,I(2)im, such that v(f) = (a1,...,aq)
and there exists g € I(1)n,1(2)jn2 such that v(g) = (b1,...,bs). We have that f/¢" €
I(l)ij(ml +”1)I(2)ij(m2+n2) S0
(v(f7g"),i5) = (jai +ib1, ..., jag + ibg,ij) € T(mq + ny,mo + ny).
Thus
jai + iby
R i

jag + b a b a b
jaq + d):(_.1+ ?,...,_.d+_.d)eA<ml+n1,m2+n2>.
7 J 1 J
]

Lemma 8.2. There exists A\ € Zq such that for all n1,ne € N,

Alny,n) N{(z1,...,2q) ER| 21 > (ng + n2_)X}
= A(R) N {(xl, o ,xd) e R? ‘ Ty > (nl + ng))\}

Proof. Let v1,...,14 be the Rees valuations of mg. Since R is analytically irreducible, the
topologies of the v; on R are linearly equivalent to the topology of 1 on R by Rees’s Izumi
Theorem [33]. Let 7,,, be the reduced order. By the Rees valuation theorem (recalled in
[33]), for z € R,




so the topology of 7, is linearly equivalent to the topology induced by each v;. Further,
Uy, s linearly equivalent to the mp-topology by [32] since R is analytically irreducible.
Thus there exists o € Z~¢ such that I(u)me C mf for all m € N. Since I(1); and I(2);
are mp-primary, there exists ¢ € Zsg such that m% C I(1); and m% C I(2)1, so that

m%"ﬁ"z) C I(1)p, 1(2)n, for all ny,ng € Z>o. Let A = ca. Then
(48) (1) (nygmys € M C TV, 12D,
for all n1,ng2 € Z>o.

Suppose (a1, ...,aq,m) € I'(R) is such that m > 0 and & > (ny + ny)A. Then there
exists f € R such that v(f) = (a1,...,aq). In particular, u(f) = a;. Thus pu(f) >
m(ny 4+ ng)A so that f € I(a)mn, L(2)mn, by (@8)). Thus (ai,...,aq,m) € I'(n1,n2) and so

(%,...,%) € A(ny,ng).

Lemma 8.3. There exists A € Z~q such that for all ni,ny € N,

A(ny,ng) N HJLMM =A(R)N H(J;an)/\.

Proof. Recall the definitions of E, =, and A(E) in equations (23], (26) and ([21). The
set A(Z) € {1} x R%! is compact and convex as explained after ([28). Thus there exists
b € Z+o such that A(E) C {1} x [0,b]%1. Suppose that f € R and u(f) < § for some 4.
Let v(f) = (a1 = u(f),aqg,...,aq). Then v(f) € =4, by [28) which implies
(1,2...&) e A(E)
ay ay
SO

(49) a; < 0b for all i.

Choose A > Abd where ) is the constant of Lemma B2l Suppose (ay,...,aq,m) € I'(R) is
such that m > 0 and

(50) Db s (g +mg)
m m
it a a a
1 N 1 d
e (n1 + n2)A then <E”E> € A(ni,ng)

by LemmaB.2l Suppose 22 < (ny +n2)A. Then a; < m(ny+ng) so that a; < m(ny+ng)Ab

by ([@9). Thus

a1 Qaq B\

— 4+ — < (n1 + n2)bd\ < (ng + ng) A,
m m

a contradiction to our assumption (B0). Thus the conclusions of our lemma hold. 0

Given ® = (a1, as,¢) € R, define

>0
;I;m’nz ={(z1,...,2q) € R? | z1 4+ 4+ 24 > (a1n1 + agng)p}.

Let A\ be the number defined in Lemma R3] If

1 > 000
(51) v= min{ay, as}’

then for n{,ng € Z>o with nq 4+ ng > 0, we have

(g 4+ agna)p > (n1 + n2)A
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SO

(52)  A(R)NHZ

®,n1,n2

= A(’I’Ll,ng) NHI

®,n1,n2

= (n1A(1,0) + n2A(0,1)) N HY

Pn1,n2°
The second equality in (52)) is obtained as follows. Lemma B3] implies that
A(L0)NHg,o=A(R)NHy, o and A0,1) N Hy o, = A(R) N Hg ;-

Taking the Minkowski sum, we thus have

(n1A(1,0) +n2A(0,1)) N H;,nm =A(R)N Hgm,nz.
Set
(53) Ag(n1,n2) = A(n1,n2) \ A(ng,n2) N HC—I;nl,nz’

A@(nl,ng) = A(R) \ A(R) NHT

$,n1,n2°

These are compact, convex subsets of R?. For all ni,ns € N, we have that the Minkowski
sum

(54) n1A¢(1,0) + n2A¢(0, 1) C qu(nl,’l’@) C A@(nl,ng).
We now fix ni,ns € N. For m € N, let

Le(ni,n2)m
={(w(f),m) = (a1,...,ag,m) | f € I(1)mn, I(2)mn, and a1 + - -+ + ag < m(a1ny + aana)p},

f‘qp(’l’Ll,TLg)m
={(wv(f),m) =(a1,...,aq,m) | f € Rand a1 + -+ + ag < m(ainy + agng)p}.

The semigroups I'g(n1,n2) = UpenT's(n1,12)m and T (n1,n2) = Unenlo(n1, n2)m sat-
isfy conditions (5) and (6) of [8, Theorem 3.2] by the argument after Lemma Thus
the limits

M = Vol(A@(nl, n2))

lim

m—oo md

and
. T's(ni,no)m

rr%gnoo 2 q)(mld 2) = VOI(ACI’(nbn?))

exist by [8, Theorem 3.2]. As in [9, Theorem 5.6], if ¢ > m, then
I(D)mn L(2)mn ~
(55) lim Er(R/I( )mdl @mnz) _ 51vvo1(Agp(nr, ms)) — Vol(Aa (1, n2)]
where
(56) 0 =1[0,/m, : R/mpg].
The function
(57) f(n1,n2) == lim ER(R/I(l)mZJ@)mM)
m— oo m

for ny1,n2 € N of @) and (3) is a homogeneous polynomial in R[z] of degree d.
Since Ag(1,0) and Ag(0,1) are compact convex subsets of R, the function

(58) g(n1,n2) = Vol(n1Ag(1,0) + n2Ae(0,1))
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is a homogeneous polynomial over R of degree d for all n1,n2 € R>¢ by Theorem We
have that

Vol(Ag(n1,n2)) VOUA(R) NH{, o 4 nran)s)
(59) = Vol ((n1a1 + ’I’LQOZQ)(,D(A(R) N Hl_))

= (n1aq + naas)?e?Vol(A(R) N HY)
by [B2). Thus by (B3) and (B9),

(60) Vol(Ag(n1,12)) = (n1aq + naan)4p?Vol(A(R) N H) — %f(nl,ng)

where f(nq,n) is the function of (57)). We have that
(61) Vol(Ag(n1,n2)) > g(ni,ng)
for all ny,ne € N by (B4).

Theorem 8.4. Suppose that R is a local ring of dimension d with dim N(R) < d and Z(1)
and Z(2) are mp-filtrations of R. Suppose that there exist a,b € Z~q such that

(62) ST IW)antm = I(2)pnt.

n>0 n>0
Then Z(1) and Z(2) satisfy the Minkowski equality

er(Z(1)Z(2))7 = er(Z(1))d + er(Z(2))4.

Proof. Let
P(nl, nz) — lim ER(R/I(l)m?I@)mnz)‘
m—oo m
Let Py,..., P, be the minimal primes of R such that dim R/PZ =d. Let R; = ]A%/PZ for
1 <4 <s. The R; are analytically irreducible excellent local domains.
By the proof of Theorem 4.7 of [§] we have that

(Ri/I(l)mm I(Z)mnz Ri)
md '

S
. Ig,
Plonnn) = 3 i 2
k=1

We first suppose that Z(1) and Z(2) are such that R[Z(1)] = R[Z(1)] and R[Z(2)] =
R[Z(2)] are integrally closed. Then I(1),,q, = I(2), for all m € Z~y.
Let Jp, = I(1)ma = L(2)mp for m € N and J = {J,,}. Let

Q(nyng) = lim R Tmny Tng)

m—o00 md ’

For 1 <i<s, let

Qi(m,n) = lm_ Cri(Ri/J <i7>7:~bde<z‘>mn2)

where J(7)y, = JmR;. We have that
Q(n1,m2) = > Qi(n1,ny)
i=1

by the proof of Theorem 4.7 of [§].

For each ¢, we apply the construction of Section [7 to the mp, -filtration {J(i),,} on R;
and we apply the construction of this section (Section [§]) to the mp,-filtrations {J (), }
and {J (i)} on R;. We use the notation of these sections.

30



We have by Remark that for all ny,ne € N with nq + no > 0 that

(n1 +n2) AT (D)m}) € A{T(Dm}) + 12A{ T (D)m}) = AR (Dmny ) + AT (D)mny })
C A(n1,n2) = AT (mni J(D)mns }) © AT (Dma(nr+n0) }) = (01 + n2) AT () })

so that A(ni,n2) = (n1 + n2) A{J(D)m})-
Let ® = (1,1, ¢) with ¢ sufficiently large. Then

(63)  Ag(ni,n2) = [(n1 +n2) AT (D ] N H, 40y, = (1 +12) [AJT (D) }) N H -

By (3), i
Qi(nl, ng) = 5[V01(Aq>(n1, ng)) — Vol(A<p(n1, ng))]

and by (B9,
Vol(Ag(n1,n2)) = (n1 + n2)Vol(A(R;) N H).
By (G3),
Vol(Ag(n1,n2)) = (n1 + na)Vol(A({J(i)m }) N H),
so that
Qi(n1,m2) = ci(ny +ny)?
where

= §[Vol(A(R;) N H ) — Vol(A({J(i)m}) N H ).
Thus letting ¢ = 37| ¢;, we have that Q(n1,na) = c¢(nq + na)®.
Now P(amq,bms) = Q(my, msa) so
ny o n
P(nl,ng) = C(;l + f)d,

and substituting the values (n1,n2) = (1,1), (n1,n2) = (1,0) and (n1,n2) = (0,1) we get
that Z(1) and Z(2) satisfy Minkowski’s equality, establishing the theorem if R[Z(1)] and
R[Z(2)] are integrally closed.

Now suppose that Z(1) and Z(2) are arbitrary mp-filtrations satisfying (62]). Define
mp-filtrations 7 (1) and J(2) by setting J(1) = {J(1),} and J(2) = {J(2),,} where

> J(1)at” ZI " and Y " J(2)ut" =D I(2)nt

n>0 n>0 n>0 n>0

Z ant[m _ Z J antan and Z[ Lt = Z J bntan
> T Want™ = Y IWant" = 3 LWt = 3 It

n>0 n>0 n>0 n>0

Now

SO

By the first part of the proof, 7 (1) and J(2) satisfy Minkowski’s equality, and there is an
expression

CrR(R/T(L)mny J (2)mns) _ C(ﬂ n2 )d'

lim i + =
m—00 m a b
By Proposition (5.10]
. eR(R/J(l)mn J(2)mn ) ny n2.q
P(nl,nQ) - Tn!gnoo 7nd1 2 = C(; ?) ’
and substituting the values (n1,n2) = (1,1), (n1,n2) = (1,0) and (n1,n2) = (0,1) we get
that Z(1) and Z(2) satisfy Minkowski’s equality. O
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9. EQUALITY IN THE MINKOWSKI INEQUALITY FOR MIXED MULTIPLICITIES

Let R be a d-dimensional analytically unramified local domain and Z(1), Z(2) be mp-
filtrations.
The polynomial f(nq,n9) of (57) has an expansion

1
f(ni,ng) = Z ] !d2!eR(I(l)[dl}71(2)[112])”?1”32

di+do=d

where ep(Z(1)[], Z(2 )[dQ]) € R are the mixed multiplicities of Z(1) and Z(2) by (2) and
@). Set e; = er(Z(1)[4=4 7(2)[) for 0 < i < d. Then

d
nl, ng e,nl n2.

2:0
We have by (@) that
ep = er(Z(1)) and eq = er(Z(2)).
By Formulas 3) and 1) of Theorem [L.5]

(64) e? < eg_iefi for0<i<d
and
(65) 6,2 < ei—1€i41

for 1 <i<d-—1. We expand

d d i 1 1
enETE) = s =3 ((er < 3 ({)ea” e = + ey
i=0
obtaining the Minkowski inequality (7). Observe that

(66)
Equality holds in the Minkowski inequality if and only if equality holds in (64]) for all i.

In this case,

1 d—i i dl

1
(67) f(ni,n2) = CEDL 0! egny ny = o (Veona + {eana)”.

M-

Il
o

(2

We now show that when all e; are positive, the Minkowski equality holds between Z(1)
and Z(2) if and only if equality holds in (65). We use an argument from [36]. Applying

([65), we have

o () () =) - ()

where there are i(d — ¢) terms on each side. We have equality in (IBEI) forl1<i<d-1if

and only if equality holds in (65)) for all <. Now the LHS of (68) is d and the RHS is e—‘f
S0 '

7

(69) Equality holds in (63]) for all 7 if and only if equality holds in ([64]) for all i.
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10. AN ANALYSIS OF THE MINKOWSKI EQUALITY

In this section, suppose that R is a d-dimensional analytically irreducible local do-
main and Z(1) and Z(2) are mp-filtrations. We further assume that equality holds in
Minkowski’s inequality () for Z(1) and Z(2). We also make the additional assumptions
that eg = er(Z(1)) > 0 and eq = er(Z(2)) > 0. We use the notation of Sections [ [@ and

Set oy = ¥/eg and ay = ¢eq. Choose ¢ so that (B1)) is satisfied for these values of a; and
ag. Set v = ¢?Vol(A(R)N H; ). We then define the function h(ny,na) = Vol(Ag(n1,n2)).
We have that for all ni,ny € N,

d

(70) h(ni,mn2) = Vol(Ag(ny,n2)) = (v — )(oqnl + agng)

od!
where ¢ is the constant of (56]), by (60) and (67]).
Recall the polynomial g(ni,n2) of (58). We have that Vol(Ag(1,0)) = ¢(1,0) =
h(1,0) > 0 and Vol(Ag(0,1)) = ¢(0,1) = h(0,1) > 0 and g(n1,n2) < h(ni,ng) for all
ni,ny € N by (6Il). Since g and h are homogeneous polynomials of the same degree, we
have that g(a1,a2) < h(ai,az) for all a1,as € Q>¢. Thus, by continuity of polynomials,

(71) g(ai,az) < h(ay,az) for all aj,as € R>y.
For 0 <t < 1, we have that
M(1—t,t)7 = (1=t)h(1,0)7 +th(0,1)7 = (1 = t)g(1,0)7 + tg(0, 1)1
<g(l—t,t)i <h(l—t,t)d.

by ((f0)), Theorem A3 and (7I)). Thus g(1 —t,t)E = (1—t)g(1,0)§ +1g(0, 1)5 for0<t<1
and so Ag(1,0) and Ag(0,1) are homothetic by Theorem A.3]
We have Vol(Ag(0,1)) = £ Vol(A(1,0)) by (Z0). Let T": RY — R4, given by

T(Z)=c¥+75
be the homothety such that T'(Ag(1,0)) = Ag(0,1). We have that
Z—dVol(Aq>(1, 0) = Vol(Ag(0,1)) = Vol(T(As(1,0)) = cVol(Ag(1,0)
0

SO

By (B3), (52) and (29]), we have that

(0 for ¢ > Jegyp
(72) Ag(1,0) N Hy = { A(R) N H g, for ¢ = Jeop

and
[0 for ¢ > Yeqp
(73) Ag(0,1) N Hy = { A(R)NH gy, for o = {eap.

Writing ¥ = (1, ... ,74), we have T(H{i/@p) = H yzpt (111 170)- Comparing equations

([72) and (73]), we see that y; + -+ 745 = 0.
Now A(R) N Hy = ¢Y(A(R) N Hy) for all ¢ € Ryo by [B2). Thus we may factor the
homeomorphism 7" : A(R) N H g5, — A(R) N H g/, by homeomorphisms

AR) N H gy 5 AR) N H gz 3 AR) N H gz
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But A(R)NH @eap 1S @ nonempty compact set, so the second map cannot be well defined
unless ¥ = 0.
In summary, we have established the following theorem.

Theorem 10.1. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional analytically irreducible excellent local
ring and Z(1) and Z(2) are mg-filtrations which have positive multiplicity e = er(Z(1)) >
0 and eq = er(Z(2)) > 0 and that Minkowski’s equality

er(Z()L(2))4 = er(Z(1))7 + er(Z(2)
holds. Let notation be as in sections[@, [8 and[d. Then
Veahs(1,0) = {eoAs(0,1)
where ® = (e, Veq, ) in (23) and ¢ is sufficiently large.

We also obtain a partial converse to Theorem [I0.11

=

Theorem 10.2. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional analytically irreducible excellent local
ring and Z(1) and Z(2) are mg-filtrations which have positive multiplicity eg = er(Z(1)) >
0 and eq = er(Z(2)) > 0. Suppose that YeqAs(1,0) = HeoAs(0,1) for & = (Yeo, Veq, )
in (23) with ¢ sufficiently large and that for the functions of (58) and (70) g(ni,n2) =
h(ni,ng) for all ny,ny € Z2. Then Minkowski’s equality

er(Z()I(2)) = er(Z(1))7 + er(Z(2))
holds between Z(1) and Z(2).
Proof. The convex bodies Ag(1,0) and Ag(0,1) are homothetic, so by Theorem [4.3]

g1 —t,t)a = (1= )g(1,0) + tg(0,1)4
for 0 <t < 1. Taking t = % and since g is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d,
we obtain that g(1,1)a = g(1,0)4 + g(0,1)a. Thus h(1,1)d = h(1,0)4 + h(0,1)4. By
equations (59) and (60),

f(nl, ng) = 5[V01(A<p(n1, 77,2)) — Vol(Aq>(n1, ng))]
= Jp?Vol(A(R) N Hy )(¢egni + eana)? — Sh(ni, na).

Set & = d!6p?Vol(A(R) N Hy'). We have that
er(Z(1)Z(2)) = d'f(1,1) = &(Yeo + Jea)® — didh(1,1),
eo = er(Z(1)) =d!f(1,0) = &ep — dloh(1,0),
eq =er(Z(2)) =d!f(0,1) = Eeq — dloh(0,1).
Let x = %, so that h(1,0) = xeg and h(0,1) = yeqy. We have

h(1,1) = (A(1,0)7 + 1(0,1)7)? = x(Jeo + /ea)"

=

and
er(Z(1)Z(2)) = (& — dlox)(Veo + ea)”.
Now & — d!éx = 1 so the Minkowski equality
eR(Z()I(2))7 = er(Z(1))7 + er(Z(2))7

holds. O
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Theorem 10.3. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional analytically irreducible excellent local
ring and Z(1) and Z(2) are mp-filtrations such that eg(Z(1)) and er(Z(2)) are both non
zero and equality holds in the Minkowski inequality (1) for Z(1) and Z(2). Then for all
mp-valuations p of R, we have that

e(Z(2)) iu(Z(1)) = e(Z(1)) 17 (Z(2))-

Proof. Starting with v = (p1,w) in the construction of Section [ construct Ag(ni,n2) as in
Section 8 so that the conclusions of Theorem [0 I hold. Let 7 : R* — R be the projection
onto the first factor. By definition of v,(Z(1)), v,(Z(1)) is in the compact set 7(Ag(1,0)),
7y, (Z(1)) NAg(1,0) # 0 and 7 (a) N Ag(1,0) = 0 if a < 7, (Z(1)). In the same way,
we have that 77 1(7,(Z(2)) N Agp(0,1) # 0 and 7 (a) N Agp(0,1) = 0 if a < 7, (Z(2)).

Let 7 : R — RY be the homothety T(#) = ci where ¢ = i/\/g which takes Ag(1,0)
to Ag(0,1). Now since T multiplies the first coefficient of an element of Ag(1,0) by ¢,
and the smallest first coefficient of an element of Ag(1,0) is v,(Z(1), the smallest first
coefficient of an element of Ag(0,1) is v,(Z(2)) = cyu(Z(1)). O

Let us verify that these equalities do in fact hold in the classical case of mpg-primary
ideals I(1) and I(2) satisfying the Minkowski equality. In this case, we have the (Noe-
therian) mpg-filtrations Z(1) = {I(1)"} and Z(2) = {I(2)"}. Since the Minkowski equality
holds, we have that there exists m,n € Z, such that I(1)™ = I(2)" where I(1)™ and
I(2)™ are the respective integral closures of ideals by the Teissier, Rees and Sharp, Katz

Theorem [39], [34], [21] recalled in Subsection [[.3] Now
e(I(1)™) = m?e(I(1)) = m?e(Z(1)),

and

11. EQUALITY OF MIXED MULTIPLICITIES ON NORMAL EXCELLENT LOCAL RINGS

Theorem 11.1. Let R be a d-dimensional normal excellent local domain and let Z(Dy)
and Z(D3) be real divisorial mp-filtrations. Let X — Spec(R) and Dy = >.;_, a; E;,
Dy = 77 bE; be a representation of D1 and Do. Suppose that Minkowski’s equality
holds for Z(D1) and Z(Ds). Then there exists an effective real Weil divisor Y ;_; v E;
such that

=

vE;(Di) = v;¢(Z(D;))
for all j and i and

-

I(mD;) = T(X,0x (=Y my;e(Z(D;)) E;])
j=1

fori=1 and 2 and all m € N,
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Proof. We have that both eg(Z(D;)) and er(Z(D2)) are positive by Proposition (.3l We
have that Eq, Fs, ..., E, are the irreducible exceptional divisors of ¢ : X — Spec(R). For
1< < let

~7E(D1)
Vi = 1-
e(Z(Dy))4
By Theorem [0.3] taking u = vg,,
. ’YEj (DQ)
Vi = 1
e(Z(Dy))d

for 1 < j <r. Now for i = 1,2 and m € N, we have by Lemma [5.1] that
I(mD;) =T(X,0x(— [Z myg; (D I'X,0x(— Zme 5 GE5).

0

Corollary 11.2. Let R be a normal d-dimensional excellent local domain and let Z(D;)
and T(Dy) be real divisorial mg-filtrations. Thus e; = er(Z(D1)44, T(Dy)l!) > 0 for
0 < i < d by Proposition [5.3. Let X — Spec(R) and Dy = . _ya;E;, Dy =Y [ | bE;
be a representation of D1 and Dsy. Suppose that Minkowski’s equality holds for Z(Dy) and

Z(D3) and that for some 1,
i

:ae(@

€;—1 g
where a,b € Z~qg. Then
I(maDy) = I(mbDs)
for all m € N.
Proof. With our assumption that the MlnkOWSkl inequality is an equality, we have from

the observation before (67]) that ej = ‘30 ed for all j. Since ey = er(Z(D1)),eq =
er(Z(D3)) > 0, we have that e] =ej_1ej41 for 1 <j < d—1by 6J). Thus L = <Lt

for 1 <j<d-—1, and so ejefl =% for 1 < j <dandso

-2

1 1
We have efvg,(D1) = efvg,(D2) for all j by Theorem 0.3l Now for all j,

1
ave,(D1) _ eqye, (D) _
i =
be,(Da) e vE; (D2)
so that ayg;(D1) = byg,(D2) for all j. The conclusions of the corollary now follow from
Lemma 5.1 O

Suppose that R is a local domain and Z = {I,,,} is a filtration of mpg-primary ideals.
We define a function wz on R by

(74) wz(f) =max{m | f € I,,}

for f € R. We have that wz(f) is either a natural number or co.
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Lemma 11.3. Suppose that R is a normal excellent local domain and that T = Z(D) is
a rational divisorial mp-filtration. Suppose that f € mg is nonzero. Then wzp)(f) < oo

and there exists d € Z~q such that wI(D)(f"d) = an(D)(fd) for all n € Z~y.

Proof. By assumption, there exists a representation X — Spec(R) and D =", a;E; of
Z(D) where the a; are all nonnegative rational numbers and some a; > 0. Let b; = vg, (f)
for 1 <i <r. Then f € I(mD) if and only if vg,(f) = b; > ma; for 1 <i < r. Since some
a; > 0 we have that wz(p)(f) < oo.

Let

b
t:min{—Z | 1§i§randai7é0}.
a;

Since all b; > 0 and D is a rational divisor, ¢ is a positive rational number, so we can write
t = % with ¢,d € Z~g. Let ig be an index such that ¢t = f:T?) For all n € Z~g we have
that vg, (f*?) = ndvg,(f) = ndb; > nca; for all i and VE, (f*) = ndb;, = nca;, so that
wz(py(f™) = ne = nwzp) (f). O
Theorem 11.4. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional normal excellent local ring. Let Z(Dy)
and Z(Ds3) be rational divisorial mg-filtrations. Let X — Spec(R), Dy = >"._, a;E; and
Dy = E:Zl b;E; be a representation of Dy and Dy (the a; and b; are nonnegative rational
numbers). Suppose that the Minkowski equality holds between (D) and Z(D3). Then

_ Ver(Z(D2))
= Yen@on) <
Writing
Ver(Z(Ds)) _a
{/er(Z(D1)) b

with a,b € Z~q, we have that
I(maDy) = I(mbDs3)

for all m € N.
Proof. Minkowski’s inequality holds by assumption, and er(Z(D;)) > 0 for ¢ = 1,2 by
Proposition 5.3 Thus by Corollary [Tl we have that there exist 7; € R~ such that
vE,; (D) = e(I(Di))éij fori=1,2and 1 <j <r. Let y; = vg,(Dy) for 1 < j <r. Thus,
with & as defined in the statement of the theorem,

Ve, (D2) = &vp,(D1) = &y
for all ¢ and for all m € N,

I(mDy) = T(X, Ox (- Zm%EW

and

I(mD2) X OX Z mgz% z

El) _

Let ¢ € mp be nonzero. By Lemma [[T.3], there exists d € Z, such that wz(p,)(g

lwz(Di)(gg) for i =1,2 and all | € Zwg. Let f = g¢<.
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Let m = wz(p,)(f) > 0 and n = wgp,)(f) > 0. Let 6 € Ryo. Now by Lemma [4.T]
there exists o € Ry such that o < % and there exists o/ € Rsq such that o/ < % and
there exist positive integers po, o, pj, q(, such that

e-— <<
go 4o

and
/

/
e<Pcer 2
Iy 90
Let p = pom, ¢ = gom. Then ~;p < &v;q for all i so that I(¢Dy) C I(pD1). We have that
f € I(gD2) C I(pD1) so that wz(p,)(f%) > p. Thus since wz(p,)(f*) = qowz(p,)(f)
(by our choice of f),

(07

(75) wz(p,)(f) = %m = %wz(Dz)(f) > (€~ %)wI(Dz)(f)'

Let p’ = p{n, ¢’ = q(n. Then ~;£q" < ~;p for all i so that I(p'D;1) C I(¢'D2). We have
that fP € I(p'D;) C I(¢'D;). Thus since wI(Dz)(fpr) = Powz(py)(f) (by our choice of f),

qyn

we have that wz(p,)(f) > o q‘)wz(Dl)(f). So
p/ a/
(76) wz(p,)(f) < % wr(py)(f) < (§+ %)wI(Dz)(f)'

Combining equations (75]) and (76]), we have that
wrp)(f) < (E+5 )wZ(DQ)(f)

= ( O)wz D2) () + (55 + G )wz () (f)
< wzo(f) + (& + Fwroy (F)
< (o) (f )—1-25

All these inequalities approach equahtles when the limit is taken as 0 = 0. Thus wzp,(f) =
§wz(p,)(f), and so

. wI(Dl)(f )

B wI(DQ)(f )

Now we prove the last statement of the theorem. By Theorem [I0.3] we have that

1

enlZ(D1))s 5, (De)
er(Z(D2))d

for 1 < i <r. Substituting into I(maD) = I'(X, Ox (—[>_;_; mayg,(D1)E;]), we obtain
that

€ Q0.

’YEi(Dl) =

I(maDy) = T(X,Ox(— Zmbm Dy)E;]) = I(mbDy)
=1
for all m € N. O

Theorem 11.5. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional normal excellent local ring. Let Z(D1)
and Z(Ds) be real divisorial mpg-filtrations. Let X — Spec(R), D1 = Y.;_, a;E; and
Dy =377, bE; be a representation of Dy and Dy. Then the following are equivalent

1) The Minkowski equality holds for Z(Dy) and Z(D2)
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Ve (D2) _ er(Z(D2))

VE.(D1)  er(Z(Dy))

| Al

for all i.
3) For alli and j we have that

VE:(D2) _ VE, (Do)
ve,(D1)  vE;(D1)

Proof. We have that both eg(Z(D;)) and er(Z(Ds2)) are positive by Proposition
First suppose that Minkowski’s equality holds between Z(D;) and Z(D3). Then by

Theorem [10.3]

(77)

15:(Ds) _ er(Z(Dy))7
VB, (D) eR(Z(Dy))d
for all 4. Thus 2) holds. If 2) holds then 3) certainly holds.
Now suppose that 3) holds for all 7, 5. Let v; = vg,(D1) and let £ € R5( be such that
VE; (D1)
for all 4. Then vg,(D2) = &vyg,(D;) for all i. For A € Ry and n € N, define
K\, =T(X,0x(=[nA1E1 + -+ n . E])),

and a filtration of mp-primary ideals (\) = {K()),, }. Observe that K(\) = Z(>_i_; MiE;).
For ny,no € N define

J(’I’Ll, ng)m = I(m’l’LlDl)I(m’l’Lng)

and a filtration of mpg-primary ideals J(ni,n2) = {J(n1,n2)m}. We have that for all
ny,ne, J(n1,n2)m C K(ni + ng)y, for all m so that

A(J(n1,n2)) C A(K(n1 + n2f))

for all ny,ng. We further have that n1A(Z(D1)) + n2A(Z(D2)) € A(J(n1,n2)) for all
ni,ng. We have that A(Z(D;)) = A(K(1)). Now by Proposition [7, we have that
A(Z(D9)) = EA(K(1)) and A(K(ny + n2€)) = (n1 + n2)AK(1)). So mA(Z(Dy)) +
noA(Z(D2)) = (n1 + n28)A(K(1)) and thus A(T (n1,n2)) = mA(Z(D1)) + n2A(Z(D2))
for all ny,ny € N. Thus the conditions of Theorem are satisfied, and so Minkowski’s
equality holds between Z(D;) and Z(Dy). O

Theorem 11.6. Suppose that R is a normal excellent local ring. Let Z(D1) and Z(D2) be
rational divisorial mg-filtrations. Then Z(D1) and Z(Ds) satisfy the Minkowski equality
if and only if there exist a,b € Z~q such that I(amDy) = I(bmDs) for all m € N.

Proof. Let X — Spec(R), D1 = )., a;E; and Dy = Y., b;E; be a representation of Dy
and Ds.

If Z(Dy) and Z(Dy) satisfy the Minkowski equality then there exist a,b € Z~( such that
I(amD;) = I(bmDs,) for all m € N by Theorem [IT.4

Suppose that there exist a,b € Zs¢ such that I(amD;) = I(bmDy) for all m € N. With
this assumption, vg,(aD1) = vg,(bD2) for 1 < i < r. Now vg,(aD1) = ayg,(D;1) and
VE; (bD2) = byg,(Ds), so

Ve, (D2) _a
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for 1 <4 < r. Thus the Minkowski equality holds for D; and Ds by Theorem O

12. EXCELLENT LOCAL DOMAINS AND THE MINKOWSKI EQUALITY

Theorem 12.1. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional excellent local domain. Let Z(D1)
and Z(D2) be integral divisorial mp-filtrations. Then the Minkowski equality holds between
Z(D1) and Z(D3) if and only if there exist a,b € Z~o such that I(amDy) = I[(bmDs) for
allm € N.

Proof. We use the notation of Subsection (.3l Let S be the normalization of R with
maximal ideals m;. we have that D = ZZ 1 D1(7), Dy = Ele Do (i). Write

d

. ER(R/I(mnlDl)I(mnng)) 1 d—
P(ny,ng) = lim y = ST Ind
and
_ Ls,, (Sm,/J(mny Dy (i))J (mny Dy (i) d i
H(n17n2) = 7711_13100 ma Z d ,] 'j' ]nl ny.
j=

We have that
(78) P(n1,n2) Z a; P;(n1,n2)

with a; = [S/m; : R/mpg] for 1 < i <t by Lemma [(.2] and ({I8]). Let J(Dg(i)) be the
filtration {J(mDy(i))} for k = 1,2 and all 1.

Since D1, Dy # 0 we have that some Di(i) # 0 and some Ds(j) # 0. Thus e(i)g > 0
and e(j)q > 0 by Proposition 5.3l and so ey > 0 and e; > 0 by (32). Since the Minkowski
equality holds between Z(D;) and Z(D3) we have by (66]) that equality holds in (G5 for
the e;, so (67 holds which implies all e; > 0. Thus there exists £ € R such that

€1 €d
(79) =flo ot

€0 €d—1
By (78) we have that e; = S_i_, a;e(i); for all j. By the inequality (65) and (79) we have
that

0 < Sl aileli)y — €eli)F 1) = Sy aleli); 1 — 26e(i)fyye(i)}y + E26(i); 1)
< Zf:l ai(e(i)j+1 — 28e(i); +§ %e(i i)j-1)
= €j41 — 256]' + 526]'_1
= 526]'_1 — 2£2€j_1 + £2€j_1 =0.
Thus

1 1
e(i) 741 = €e(i);_; and e(i)] = e(i)j—1e(i)j+1
for all 7. Since this holds for all j, we have that equality holds in (65]) for all ¢ and j.
Further, we have that for a particular 4, either

(80) e(i); = 0 for all j
or
(81) e(i); > 0 for all j.
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If ([B0) holds for a particular i, then e(i)g = e(i)q = 0 so we have the degenerate case
D(i)1 = D(i)2 = 0 by Proposition 53] so that

(82) J(mD;(i)) = J(nD2(i)) = Sy, for all m,n € N.

Suppose that (§I]) holds for a particular . Then by (69]), the Minkowski equality holds
between Z(D(i)1) and Z(D(i)2) for this 7. Thus there exists \; € R such that

@it _ )
e(i);
for all j. Thus
€2 — e(i)j+1 _ e(i)j+1 e(d); — )2
e(@)j—r  e(i); e(i)j—
so that \; = £ and so
1
e(i)d
Wi _ ¢
e(i)g

Since D1, Dy # 0, (BI) holds for some 4, so that £ € Qsg by Theorem IT.4l Write { = ¢
with a,b € Z~g. We have that J(maD;(i)) = J(mbD(i)) for all ¢ such that (&I holds
and m € N by Theorem [T.4l Thus J(maD;) = J(mbDs) for all m € N by formula
([I7) and thus I(maDy) = I(mbDy) for all m € N since I(maD;) = J(maD;) N R and
I(mbDy) = J(mbD3) N R for all m.
The converse follows from Theorem B4 since R[Z(D;)] = R[Z(D;)] for j =1,2.
g

Theorem [I2.1] is proven in dimension d = 2 in [12, Theorem 5.9] using the theory of
relative Zariski decomposition, which requires dimension two. This theory is also used to
prove the fact that the mixed multiplicities e; of integral divisorial filtrations are rational
numbers in dimension two. This fact is used in the proof of [12] Theorem 5.9]. The mixed
multiplicities of integral divisorial filtrations can be irrational numbers in dimension > 3,
as is shown in the example of Section

The following corollary is proven in the case that d = 2 in [12], Corollary 5.10].

Corollary 12.2. Suppose that R is an excellent local domain and v and vy are mpg-
valuations such that Minkowski’s equality holds between the mg-filtrations Z(v1) = {I(v1)m}
and Z(vy) = {I(v2)m}. Then vy = vs.

Proof. We have by Theorem [[2ZTlthat I(v1)an = I(v2)p, for all n and some positive integers
a and b which we can take to be relatively prime.

Suppose that 0 # f € I(vy),. Then % € I(v1)an = I(V2)p, so that ave(f) > bn. If
[ € I(1)pns1 then [ € I(v2)ppnt1) = I(V1)a@n+1) S0 that v1(f) > n. Thus

(83) vi(f) =nif and only if va(f) = Sn.

Further, (83) holds for every nonzero f € QF(R) since f is a quotient of nonzero elements
of R.

Now the maps 11 : QF(R) \ {0} — Z and v, : QF(R) \ {0} — Z are surjective, so there
exists 0 # f € QF(R) such that v1(f) = 1 and there exists 0 # g € QF(R) such that
v2(g) = 1 which implies that a = b = 1 since a, b are relatively prime. Thus 11 = vs.

O
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Remark 12.3. With the assumptions of the above corollary and further assuming that R
is normal, the functions wz,,) of (74) are wrq,) = v;. Thus

wI(ui)(fn) =vy(f") = TWi(f) = n’wz(w)(f)
for all nonzero f € R and i = 1,2. Thus the proof of Theorem [11.]] shows that

wren(f) _ vi(f)
wz(y)(f)  1a(f)

&=
for all nonzero f € mp.

13. BOUNDED mpg-FILTRATIONS
Bounded mg-filtrations are defined in Subsection

Theorem 13.1. Suppose that R is an excellent local domain, Z(1) is a real bounded mp-
filtration and Z(2) is an arbitrary mpg-filtration such that Z(1) C Z(2). Then the following
are equivalent

1) e(Z(1)) = e(Z(2))-

2) There is equality of integral closures

S It =) I(2)mt™

m>0 m>0

in R[t].

Proof. 2) implies 1) follows from [14] Theorem 6.9] or [12l Appendix] as summarized in
Subsection
We now prove 1) implies 2). Let Z(D1) be the real divisorial mg-filtrations such that

) r
REM) = RE(Dy). Thus REI(Dy) ¢ RE®) = RIQ) so that T(Dy) C T(2).
We have that e(Z(1)) = e(Z(D;)) and e(Z(2)) = e(Z(2)) by [14, Theorem 6.9] or [12]
Appendix]. Thus e(Z(D1)) = e(Z(2)) and so R(Z(D;)) = R(Z(2)) by Theorem [Z5. Thus
2) holds for Z(1) and Z(2).

0

Theorem 13.2. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional excellent local domain and Z(1) and
Z(2) are bounded mpg-filtrations. Then the following are equivalent

1) The Minkowski inequality
e(T()I(2))7 = e(Z(1))7 + e(Z(2))

=

holds.
2) There exist positive integers a,b such that there is equality of integral closures

> I(Want™ = I(2)pnt"

n>0 n>0

in R[t].

Proof. Let Z(D1) and Z(D2) be integral divisorial mpg-filtrations such that R(Z(1)) =
R(Z(Dy)) and R(Z(2)) )) R(Z(D2)). By Proposition [5.10L we have equality of functions

lim ( / (Z)mn ()mnz) — lim E(R/I(Di)mn;I(Di)mnz)
m—oo Tn ;;—Nm m




for i = 1,2 and all ny,ny € N. Since 1) and 2) are equivalent for the integral divisorial
filtrations Z(D1) and Z(D2) by Theorem [[2.] they are also equivalent for the bounded
mp-filtrations Z(1) and Z(2). O

14. ANALYTICALLY IRREDUCIBLE LOCAL RINGS

Let R be an analytically irreducible local domain. A local ring R is analytically irre-
ducible if the mp-adic completion R is a domain. The complete local ring R is then an
excellent local domain.

Lemma 14.1. ([36, Proposition 9.3.5]) Let R be an analytically irreducible local domain.
Then there is a 1-1 correspondence between mg-valuations of R and m p-valuations of R.

Lemma 14.2. Let R be a analytically irreducible local domain. Let pi,...,us be mp-
valuations and ny,...,ns € Zs. Let [i; be the unique extension of u; to a m p-valuation
for 1 <i<s. Then

I(p)ny OV O I (ps)ng R = (1) g O - OV (fs)n,
and
(L(A)ny O NI (fis)n,) N R =T(p)ny N NI (phs)n, -

Proof. We certainly have that I(g1)n, N« -+ NI (tts)n. B C I(fi1)ny, N O I(fis)n,. Suppose
that f € I(fi1)n, N---NI(fis)n,. There exists a > 0 such that mf C I(ft1)pny NN (fis)n,
and afi;(mp) > n; for all 4. Since }A%/m‘;z = R/m$%, there exists g € R and h € mf, such
that f = g 4+ h. For all 7, we have
pi(g) = fa(f — k) = min{fii(f), fi(h)} = n;.
Thus g € I(p1)n, N+ NV I(pts)n,. Now h = ) a;b; with a; € m%, and b; € R. We have
that
I/Z'(aj) = ﬁi(aj) > aﬁi(mR) > n;
for all i and j so that aj € I(p1)n, N -+ N I(ps)p, for all j. Thus f € (I(p1)n, N--- N

I(pis)n, ) R. .
Since A — A is faithfully flat, we have that
(L(f1)ny O NI (fis)n,) VR = (I(p1)py N0 I(NS)nsR) NR=1I()n, N NI (prs)n,-
O

By Lemma B1 if D = ayjuy + -+ + asps where P15 fs are mp-valuations and
ai,...,as € Ry, then R[Z(D)] is integrally closed in R[t]. Let D = ajfi; + -+ + asfis and
Z(D) be the induced mpg-filtration on R.

Lemma 14.3. Suppose that T = {I,,} is a (real) bounded mp-filtration; that is, there
exists a (real) divisorial mp-filtration Z(D) such that the integral closure R[I] of R[Z] in
R[t] is RIZ(D)]. LetZ = {I,,R}. ThenT is a (real) bounded m p-filtration and the integral
closure ﬁ of R[T] in Rlt] is R[Z(D)].

Proof. R[Z(D)] = >_,,>oI(mD)t™ is integral over R[Z] = > -, I,t™ so the integrally
closed ring R[Z(D)] = im>0 I(mD)Rt™ is integral over R[Z] :7Zn>0 I Rt™. O

Theorem 14.4. Suppose that R is an analytically irreducible local ring and Z(1) and Z(2)
are real bounded mpg-filtrations such that Z(1) C Z(2). Then the following are equivalent
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1) e(Z(1)) = e(Z(2)).
2) There is equality of integral closures

S It =) I(2)mt™

m>0 m>0

in R[t].

Proof. We have that ER(R/I(j)m]%) = Ur(R/I(j)m) for j = 1,2 and all m € N. Thus
er(Z(j)) = eR(i(j)) for j = 1,2. We have that R[Z(D;)] = R[Z(D,)] if and only if
R[Z(D1)] = R[Z(D3)] by Lemma 42l Theorem [I£4] thus follows from Theorem I3l O

Theorem 14.5. Suppose that R is a d-dimensional analytically irreducible local ring and
Z(1) and Z(2) are bounded mpg-filtrations. Then the following are equivalent

1) The Minkowski inequality
(Z()Z(2))7 = e(Z(1))7 + e(Z(2))4

holds.
2) There exist positive integers a,b such that there is equality of integral closures

> I(Want™ = I(2)pnt"

n>0 n>0

in R[t].

Proof. Since KR(]A%/I(I)mmI@)ngJA%) = Lr(R/I(1)mn, I(2)mny) for all m,ni,ne € N, we
have that

('b
s}
—
[«
—
—_
~—
[
—~
[\)
~—
SN—
-
I
('b
s
—
)
—
—_
~—
SN—
-
-+
o
)
—~
N
—~
DO
SN—
~—
=

if and only if
SN | N 5oy L
ep(Z(1)Z(2))4 = ex(Z(1)d + ex(1(2))4.
By Lemma [4.2] we have that >_, - I(Dy)anRt" = > >0 I(Do)p Rt™ if and only if
> >0 L(D1)ant™ = 32,50 L(D2)ent™. Since 35, I(f)ent™ = 3,50 L(Dj)ent™ and
> I(f)enBitr = I(Dj)en R

n>0 n>0

for all ¢ € Z>p and j = 1,2, we have that ), <, I[(1)ant™ = >_,50 [(2)snt™ if and only if

S0 TWan Bt = 37,50 1(2)en ™.
By Theorem we have that the conclusions of Theorem holds. O

15. AN EXAMPLE

In Theorem 1.4 [13], the following example is constructed. Let k be an algebraically
closed field. A 3-dimensional normal algebraic local ring R over k is constructed, and the
blow up ¢ : X — Spec(R) of an mp-primary ideal such that X is nonsingular with two
irreducible exceptional divisors F7 and Fs is constructed.

The resolution of singularities of a three dimensional normal local ring which we con-
struct is similar to the one constructed in [15, Example 6] which is used to give an example

of a divisorial filtration with irrational multiplicity.
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Theorem 15.1. ([13] Theorem 1.4]) Let D = nyEy + naEy with ny,ns € N. Then

33”% if ng < m
lim MR/W{LM _ ) 7803 — 81n2ng + 27nind + 92 ifny < np < my (3 B @)
(%_%T\/E>"% if 1 (3—§><n2.

We compute the functions vz, and yg, in [13, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 15.2. ([I3, Theorem 4.1]) Let D = ny1E; + noEy with ny,ny € N, an effective
exceptional divisor on X.

1) Suppose that ny < ny. Then yg, (D) =n1 and vg,(D) = n1.
2) Suppose that ny < ng < ng <3 — @) Then vg, (D) = ny and vg,(D) = na.

3) Suppose that ny < — @) < ny. Then vg,(D) = ﬁng and yg,(D) = na.

In all three cases, —yg,(D)E1 — vE,(D)E2 is nef on X.

Corollary 15.3. Suppose that D1 and Do are effective integral exceptional divisors on
X. If Dy and Dy are in the first region of Theorem [15.1, then Minkowski’s equality holds
between them. If D1 and Do are in the second region, then Minkowski’s equality holds
between them if and only if Dy is a rational multiple of D1. If D1 and Do are in the third
region, then Minkowski’s equality holds between them. Minkowski’s equality cannot hold
between Dy and Dy in different regions.

Proof. This follows from Theorems and O

The interpretation of mixed multiplicities as anti-positive intersection multiplicities is
particularly useful in the calculation of examples. We quote some statements from [12]
which, along with the calculations in Theorem [15.2] and the identities

(84) (EY) = 468, (B} - Bp) = 162, (E1 - B3) = 54, (E3) = 54
on page 15 of [13] allow us to compute the mixed multiplicities of any divisors D; =
a1E + asEy and Dy = by E1 + by Es.
It is shown in [I2] Theorem 8.3] that we have identities
(85) er(Z(D)!M, T(Dy)l%); R) = —((=Dy)™ - (~D2)®)

where ((—D1)% - (—D3)%) are the anti-positive intersection products defined in [12]. In
particular, eg(Z(D); R) = —((—D)%). Thus by (B)), we have that [I3, Formula (1.8)]

. ¢r(R/I(mnyD1)I(mnaD3))
(86) limy,— 00 ma

4 d
= =Yy td=d i1 (DM - (= D2)®)nf ng?.

and [13, Formula (1.9)]

. iy (AB/1mD)) __{(-DY)
Proposition 15.4. ([13| Proposition 2.4]) Suppose that D1, ..., Dy are effective Q-Cartier
divisors with exceptional support such that the divisors — Y vg,(D;)E; are nef for 1 < j <
d. Then the positive intersection product (—Dq-,...,- — Dg) is the ordinary intersection
product (=Y vg,(D1)E; - ...+ =Y vE,(Dq)E;).
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We now use this method to compute the mixed multiplicities of Z(E;) and Z(Es). By
Theorem [15.2]

3
7E1(E1) =1 IVEQ(El) =1, 7E1(E2) = ma ’7E2(E2) =1
By formulas (84]) and (86l) and Proposition [I5.4]
(83)
lim. e ZR(R/I(mnlESl)I(mngEg))

=D i tin=3 lelzzleR(I(El)[“} I(Ey)l=hynitnk ' .
=D iitis=3 — ,1'1,2 (= (E1)Er — ’YEz(El)Ez)“ (—7E, (B2) By — B, (E2) E)™2)) niin¥
= Ezl—i—zz —3 21'12 ((El + E2)’1 . ( \/—El + E2) > 211n122

_ 891 | 99 12042 27 2 2007 _ 9v3)\ ,3
= 33n{ + ( 26 +3 26 3)ngng + ( 338 335 V3)mang + < 169 — 338 ) N9,

in contrast to the function of Theorem 5.1
We make a more detailed analysis in the third region.

Example 15.5. Suppose that D1 = a1FE1 + asFEs and Dy = biEy + boFEs are integral
divisors in the third region of Theorem [I5.1, ni(3 — i) < ng. Then Z(D;) and Z(Dy)
satisfy equality in Minkowski’s inequality. We have

12042 273

¢; = er(Z(D)F, T(Dy)) = a it} (W - W)

:%for0§i§3. Thus
I(mbng) = I(mang)
for all m € N.

Proof. By Theorem

3 3

Dy) = —>—ay. v (Dy) = ag, v (Dy) = —>—by. v (Dy) = by,
e, (D7) 90— 3% VE.(D1) = a2, vE,(D2) 93" VE»(D2) = by
By formula (86 and Proposition [15.4]

CRr(R/I( le)I (mD3))

lim,y, 00
:Zz1+22 321112,€R(I(D1)[“ (D2)[12}) i1 222 | |
= Dintin=3 11112 ((=vE (D1) By — WEQ(D;)E2)“'(—7E1(D2)E1—VEQ(D2)E2)’2)) ny' ng

71 12
- E’i1+i2=3 11112 < 9 \/—CL2E1 CL2E2) . ( 5= \/—ngl b2E2> > nllln222
- <_ﬁ L= E2) [Zil-‘rizzi’) il “bzznlfnlzz}
27/3 j
- <1§(6]4912 o 16\9f) |:Zi1+i2=3 i1!1i2!a221b22n211nz22:|
We obtain the formulas for the e; of the statement of the theorem from which we conclude
that the Minkowski equality is satisfied. The identity I(mbeD1) = I(magD2) now follows

from Corollary and Corollary 1.1 O
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