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SIMPLICIAL RESOLUTIONS FOR THE SECOND POWER OF
SQUARE-FREE MONOMIAL IDEALS
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ABSTRACT. Given a square-free monomial ideal I, we define a simplicial complex la-
beled by the generators of 72 which supports a free resolution of 2. As a consequence,
we obtain (sharp) upper bounds on the Betti numbers of the second power of any square-
free monomial ideal.

1. INTRODUCTION

The question of finding, or even effectively bounding, the Betti numbers of an ideal in
a commutative ring is a difficult one. Even more complicated is using the structure of an
ideal I to find information about the Betti numbers of its powers I": predicting something
as basic as the minimal number of generators of /" is a difficult problem.

Taylor’s thesis [10] described a free resolution of any ideal minimally generated by
¢ monomials using the simplicial chain complex of a simplex with ¢ vertices. Taylor’s
construction, though often far from minimal, produces a resolution of every monomial
ideal I. It gives upper bounds (H‘fl) > Bi(I) for the Betti numbers of I where (i_‘il) is
the number of i-faces of a g-simplex. If I is generated by ¢ monomials and r is a positive
integer, then the number of generators of ™ generally grows exponentially and as a result,

so do the bounds on the Betti numbers of I" given by Taylor’s resolution.

In this paper, we focus on the case where r = 2 and I is a square-free monomial
ideal with ¢ generators. In this case, we know that I? can be generated by at most (‘1‘51)
monomials, and hence has a Taylor resolution supported on a simplex with at most (qgl)
vertices. The question that we address in this paper is: can we find a subcomplex of this
simplex whose simplicial chain complex yields a free resolution of 72? Such a resolution
would be closer to minimal than the Taylor resolution.

We answer this question by constructing a simplicial complex on (‘1;1) vertices which
we call Lz in honor of the Lyubeznik resolution [9]] which was our inspiration. While ]Lg
has the same number of vertices as the (‘Hz'l) -simplex, it is significantly smaller because it
has far fewer faces. For a given square-free monomial ideal I, we can use further deletions
of 12 specific to the generators of I to show that .2 has an induced subcomplex L?(1)
which supports a free resolution of I2. As a result, we find (sharp) upper bounds on the
Betti numbers of the second power of any square-free monomial ideal. These bounds are
often significantly smaller than the bounds provided by the Taylor resolution (see Sec-

tion ).
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Section[2lays out the notation and terminology used in the paper including the construc-
tion of simplicial resolutions. In Section[3] we describe the complexes ]Lg (Definition 3.1])
and IL2(I) (Definition[3.4) and prove that I (I) supports a free resolution of 72 when I is
a square-free monomial ideal (Theorem[3.9). Section [ provides results on the bounds on
the Betti numbers that follow from the main results.

This paper is part of a larger project [3] to study resolutions of powers of monomial
ideals, which the authors started during the 2019 Banff workshop “Women in Commutative
Algebra”.

2. BACKGROUND

Throughout this paper we let S = k[x1, ..., x,] be a polynomial ring over a field k. In
this section we briefly recall some necessary background about simplicial complexes.

A simplicial complex A over a vertex set V is a set of subsets of V' such thatif ' € A
and G C F' then G € A. An element o of A is called a face and the maximal faces under
inclusion are called facets. A simplicial complex can be uniquely determined by its facets,
and we use the notation

A= (Fy,...,Fy)
to describe a simplicial complex whose facets are Iy, . . ., Fj.

The dimension of a face F in A is dim(F') = |F| — 1, and the dimension of A is the
maximum of the dimensions of its faces.

A simplicial complex with one facet is called a simplex.
If W C V, the subcomplex

Aw ={oce Ao CW}
is called the induced subcomplex of A on .
If A is a simplicial complex with vertex v, then when we delete v from A we obtain

the simplicial complex
A\{v}={oceA|v o}

A facet F' of A is said to be a leaf if it is the only facet of A, or there is a different facet
G of A, called a joint, such that

FNHCG
for all facets H # F. The joint G in this definition is not unique ([4]). A simplicial
complex A is a quasi-forest if the facets of A can be ordered as Fy, ..., Fy, such that for
i =0,...,q, the facet F; is a leaf of the simplicial complex (Fy, ..., F;). A connected

quasi-forest is called a quasi-tree ([L1]).

Example 2.1. The simplicial complex below is a quasi-tree, with leaf order: Fy, F1, Fo, F3,
meaning that each F; is a leaf of (Fy, ..., F;). Note that in this case, the joint of F} is Fj

forevery ¢ > 1.

This complex is in fact L% as we will see later in Example[3.2]
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If I is minimally generated by monomials my, ..., m4 in .S, a minimal free resolution
of I is a (unique up to isomorphism) exact sequence of free S-modules

0— 8% - 81 ... 5 80 5 6h LT 50

where p € N, By = g and foreach i € {1,...,p}, B; is the smallest possible rank of a free
module in the i-th spot of any free resolution of I. The 3;, called the Betti numbers of 7,
are invariants of the ideal 1.

Finding ways to describe a free resolution of a given ideal is an open and active area of
research. For monomial ideals, combinatorics plays a big role. In her thesis in the 1960’s,
Diana Taylor introduced a method of labeling the faces of a simplex A with monomials,
and then used this labeling to turn the simplicial chain complex of A into a free resolution
of a monomial ideal. This technique has been generalized to other simplicial complexes
by Bayer and Sturmfels [2], among others.

More precisely, if I is minimally generated by monomials m1, ..., m4 and A is a sim-
plicial complex on ¢ vertices vq, ..., v, we label each vertex v; with the monomial m;,
and we label each face of A with the least common multiple of the labels of its vertices.
Then, if the labeling of A satisfies certain properties, the simplicial chain complex of A
can be “homogenized” using the monomial labels on the faces to give a free resolution
of I. In this case, we say that A supports a free resolution of I and the resulting free
resolution is called a simplicial resolution of /. Peeva’s book [8]] details this method for
simplicial as well as other topological resolutions.

Example 2.2. Let [ = (22,92, 2% 2y, r2,yz). In the picture below, we label the simpli-
cial complex A in Example[2.J]using the generators of I. To make the picture less busy,
we have included the labels of the vertices and the facets only.

Y
Tz A Yyz

2

Our main result Theorem 3.9 will prove that, indeed, A does support a free resolution
of I. This in particular implies that 3;(I) is bounded above by the number of i-faces of A,
which is the rank of the i-th chain group of A. That is,

Bo(I) <6, Bi(I) <9, pa(I) <4, Bi(I)=0ifi>2.
We calculate, using Macaulay? [7], that the actual Betti numbers of I are:

BoI) =6, pi(I)=8, fa(I)=3, fi(I)=0ifi>2.

A major question in the theory of combinatorial resolutions is to determine whether
a given simplicial complex supports a free resolution of a given monomial ideal. Taylor
proved that a simplex with ¢ vertices always supports a free resolution of an ideal with ¢
generators, or in other words, every monomial ideal has a Taylor resolution. As a result
(H‘fl) (the number of i-faces of a simplex with ¢ vertices) is an upper bound for 3;(I) if
I is any monomial ideal with ¢ generators. We denote the g-simplex labeled with the ¢
generators of I by Taylor(I).
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Taylor’s resolution is usually far from minimal. However, if [ is a monomial ideal
with a free resolution supported on a (labeled) simplicial complex A, then A has to be a
subcomplex of Taylor(I). As aresult, the question of finding smaller simplicial resolutions
of I turns into a question of finding smaller subcomplexes of Taylor(I) which support a
resolution of .

One of the best known tools to identify such subcomplexes of the Taylor complex is
due to Bayer, Peeva, and Sturmfels [1], and reduces the problem to checking acyclicity of
induced subcomplexes. This criterion was adapted in [3] to the class of simplicial trees,
and then in [3] to quasi-trees. Theorem[2.3]is this latter adaptation, and will be used in the
rest of the paper.

If A is a subcomplex of Taylor(7) and m is a monomial in S, let Ay, be the subcomplex
of A induced on the vertices of A whose labels divide m, and let LCM(T) denote the set of
monomials that are least common multiples of arbitrary subsets of the minimial monomial
generating set of I.

Theorem 2.3 ([3] Criterion for quasi-trees supporting resolutions). Let A be a quasi-
tree whose vertices are labeled with the monomial generating set of a monomial ideal I in
the polynomial ring S over a field k. Then A supports a resolution of I if and only if for
every monomial m in LCM(I), Ap, is empty or connected.

If T is minimally generated by ¢ monomials, then I? is minimally generated by at most
(94") monomials. Our goal in this paper is to find a (smaller) subcomplex of the (“%')-
simplex which produces a free resolution of I2, and only depends on g. The quasi-tree
Lg, introduced in the next section, is such a candidate: it has exactly (q42-1) vertices, and
for any given ideal I with ¢ generators, it has an induced subcomplex 1.2(I) contained in
Taylor(I?) which supports a free resolution of 12

3. THE QUASI-TREES L AND L?([)

For an integer ¢ > 1 we now give a description of a simplicial complex L2, a sub-
complex of the (qgl)-simplex . We will show that if [ is a monomial ideal generated by
q square-free monomials, an induced subcomplex of .2, which we denote by ]L2(I ), al-
ways supports a free resolution of I2. The complex ]Lg is a far smaller subcomplex of the

(q;rl)-simplex, and its construction is motivated by the monomial orderings used to build
the Lyubeznik complex [9].

Definition 3.1. For an integer ¢ > 3, the simplicial complex ]Lg over the vertex set {{; ; :
1 <i < j < g} is defined by its facets as:

L= ({li; : 1<j<dqh<icqg, {lij: 1<i<j<q}),

where we define /; ; for j > ¢ by the equality ¢;; = ¢; ;. For ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2 we use the
same construction but note that {¢; ; : 1 < i < j < ¢} is empty for ¢ = 1 and is a face
but not a facet for ¢ = 2.

When ¢ = 1, the ideals I and I" for all » > 2 are principal and LZ is a point. When
q = 2, the complex I3 has only 2 facets, see Example[3.2l Note that Lg has (q‘gl) vertices,
which is the number of vertices of the (q;rl)-simplex, and, when ¢ > 2, it has ¢ + 1 facets,
where one facet has dimension (‘21) — 1 and the remaining q facets have dimension ¢ — 1.
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Example 3.2. The complexes L3 and L% are shown on the left and right, respectively.

Proposition 3.3. Forgq > 1, Lg is a quasi-tree.

Proof. 1f ¢ = 1, then Lg is a simplex of dimension 0, and so is a quasi-tree. If ¢ = 2, there
are only two facets, namely F; and F5 (as depicted above), and F; is a leaf of (Fy, F5)
with joint 7}, so L% is a quasi-tree. For ¢ > 3, order the facets of Lg by Fp = {Ei_’j 1<
i<j<glandF;,={{,; : 1 <j<gq}forl <i < gq. By definition, if ¢ # k are
nonzero, then F; N Fy, = {¢; .} C Fy. Thus each F; is a leaf of (Fp, ..., F;) with joint Fy,
and we are done. ([l

Given a square-free monomial ideal I, we now define a labeled induced subcomplex of
L2, denoted IL?(I), which is obtained by deleting vertices from L2.

Definition 3.4 (IL?(1)). For an ideal I minimally generated by the square-free monomials
mi, ..., mgq, we define ?(I) to be a labeled induced subcomplex of L2 formed by the
following rules:

(1) Label each vertex of ¢; ; of Lg with the monomial m;m;.
(2) If for any indices %, j, u,v € [q] where [q] = {1,...,q} with {7, j} # {u,v} we
have m;m; | m,m,, then
o If m;m; = mym, and ¢ = min{4, j, u, v}, then delete the vertex ¢; ;.
o If mym; # m,m,, then delete the vertex ¢, ,,.
(3) Label each of the remaining faces with the least common multiple of the labels of
its vertices.

The remaining labeled subcomplex of Lg is called L?(I), and is a subcomplex of
Taylor(12).

Remark 3.5.

It follows from Proposition[3.7]below that if mf divides m,m, then u = v = 7, hence the
vertices /; ; are not deleted in the construction of L?(I).

In Step 2 above, when there is equality, the choice was made to eliminate the vertex /; ;
with minimum index 7 so that one has a well-defined definition for LQ(I ); in fact, one
could show that a different choice of elimination would also serve our purposes.

Example 3.6. Let I = (abe, be, cdf,ad). Setting my = abe, mo = bc and m3 = cdf,
my = ad, we first label all vertices of ]Li with the products m;m;, but then note that
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mormy | M1M3.

So the (labeled) facets of IL?(1) are the following five:

Facet Dimension
{m3, mima, mimy} 2
{m3, mima, mams, mamy }
{m32, mams, mamy}
{m2, mimy, mamy, mamy }

=W N W

{mima, mima, mams, moma, msma}

In particular, .2 (I) is a 4-dimensional complex labeled with the generators of 2.

We now present two preliminary results needed for the proof that when the ideal [ is
square-free, IL?(I) supports a free resolution of 2.

Proposition 3.7. Let my,...,mq be a minimal square-free monomial generating set for
an ideal I, let r be a positive integer, and suppose that for some i € [g] and 1 < u; <
e Sup < g

T T
ML | My My, OF My -+ My, | M.

Thenuy = -+ = u, = 1.

Proof. If for all, or some, of j € [r] we have u; = 1, then those copies of m; can be
deleted from each side of the division, so one can assume, without loss of generality that
i=1<wu; <--- <wu, <q. Suppose that

b] b7
my =i -z and my; = ot ---at,

where a,,, bJ, € {0,1} for j € [r] and v € [n]. It follows that:
o if m] | my, - -+ m,,., then for every index v € [n] where a,, # 0, we have ra,, = r
and so by = --- = b}, = 1. Therefore, we have my | m,, for j € [r]. Thisis a
contradiction since these monomials are minimal generators of /.

e if my, ---m,, | m!, then for each nonzero exponent b} of m,, we must have
a, # 0, and so m,,, | m1, again a contradiction.

O
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Proposition 3.8. Let I be an ideal minimally generated by square-free monomials my, ..., mq
with g > 2. Then for every i € [q] there is a j € [g] \ {i} such that

mymy ¥ mym; for any choice of u,v € [q] \ {i,j}.
In particular, m;m; is a minimal generator of I°.
Proof. Suppose, by way of contradiction, that there exists ¢ € [g] such that for every
j € [q] \ {¢} there exist u,v € [g] \ {¢, 7} such that m,m, | m;m;.
With 4 as above, there exist functions ¢, ¥: [q] \ {i} — [q] \ {¢} such that
MMy () | mim;  forall j € [q] \ {i}. (D

For each k > 0, let ©* denote the composition p o w o - - - 0 ¢ (k times). (When k = 0, ¢°
is the identity function.) Let a € [g] \ {i}. For each w > 1, set b, = ¥(¢“~1(a)). Apply
with j = ¥~ 1(a) to get:

Mk (a) My, | MiMpk—1(q) forallk > 1.
From this, it is easy to see that

k k—1
<m¢k(a) . H mbw> | <mim¢k1(a) . H mbw> for all k£ Z 2.
w=1

w=1

Inductively, we thus obtain

k
<mwk(a) . H mbw>
w=1

Assume ©*(a) = ¢*~*(a) for some k > 2 and some s with k > s > 1. After

simplifying in (2) we obtain
k
< H mbw> ‘ m;.
w=k—s+1

For s = 1, this implies my, | m;, but since by, # i, this contradicts the minimality of the
generating set. If s > 1 this is a contradiction according to Proposition[3.7l Therefore,
we have shown that the integers p(a), 9?(a), ... are distinct. This is a contradiction, since
©*(a) € [q] ~ {i} forall k, and [g] ~ {4} is a finite set. O

k—s
<mfmws(a) : H mbw> forallk >2andk >s>1. (2)
w=1

We are now ready to prove the main result of the paper.

Theorem 3.9 (Main Result). Let I be a square-free monomial ideal. Then 1.2 (1) supports
a free resolution of I°.

Proof. Suppose I is minimally generated by the square-free monomials m, ..., mg.

The simplicial complex IL? (1) is an induced subcomplex of the quasi-tree ]Lg (Proposi-
tion[3.3), and is therefore a quasi-forest itself (see [3}[6]). Let V denote the set of vertices
of L2(I). In view of Theorem to show that IL.?(I) supports a resolution of 12, we
need to show that, for every m € LCM(I?), L?(I)y, is connected, where L?(I)yy, is the
induced subcomplex of the complex L?(1) on the set Vi, = {£;; € V : m;ym; | m}.

Suppose m € LCM(I?). If ¢ = 1, then L?(I),y, is either empty or a point. If ¢ =
2, then I? = (m?2,myms,m3) and LL2(I), as pictured in Example has two facets
connected by the vertex ¢1 5. If m € {m? m3}, then L?(I)y, is a point, and hence
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connected. Otherwise, mims | m, so the vertext ¢1 5 will be in L?(I)y,. If either £ ; or
{3 5 are in L2 (I)m, they will be connected to 1 2. Therefore L2 (I)m is connected.

Now assuming g > 3, we use the notation introduced in the proof of Proposition[3.3] for
the facets of Lg, namely Fp, ..., F,. The facets of L?(])y, are the maximal sets among
the sets Fo N Vi, ..., Fy N V.

If m = m? for some i € [q], then Proposition[3.7 shows that > (1), is one point, and
hence is connected. Assume now that m # m? for all i € [g], and hence Fy N Vi # @.
To show that IL2(1),, is connected, it suffices to show that, for each i € [g] such that
F; N Vin # 9, the intersection between F; N Vi, and Fy N Vy, is nonempty. Note that any
vertex in F; N Vi, other than ¢; ; is also in Fy N Viy,. We thus need to show thatif ¢; ; € Vi
for some i € [g], then there exists b € [¢] with b # i such that ¢, ;, € Vin.

Assume /; ; € Vi, hence m? | m. Set
A={jeld:m|m).

Note that i € A. Since m # m?, we see that |A| > 2. By Proposition [3.8 applied to the
ideal generated by the monomials m; with j € A, there exists b € A ~ {i} such that

my,m, does not divide m;m;, for all u,v € A\ {i,b} . 3)

Since b € A, we have my, | m. We claim that m;m;, | m as well. Indeed, since my, is a
square-free monomial, setting m = m?n, one has

mb|mémb|mfnémb|min:>mimb|mfnémimb|m. 4)

In order to conclude /; ;, € Vi, we need to show that 4; , € V, thatis, ¢; ; is a vertex of
L2(I). If ¢;, ¢ V, then we must have m,,m,, | m;my, for some u,v € [q] \ {i,b}. Since
m;my | m, we further have m,, | m and m,, | m, hence u,v € A. This contradicts (3)
above. [l

Remark 3.10. Given any ¢ > 2, there are square free monomial ideals I with ¢ generators
such that L?(I) = IL2 and the resolution supported on L*(I) is minimal. The ideal I =
(xabe, yade, zbdf, wee f) is such an example when ¢ = 4, (see [3]).

4. A BOUND ON THE BETTI NUMBERS OF 2

We now consider bounds on the Betti numbers of the second power of a square-free
monomial ideal I, as provided by the simplicial complex IL?(I). Since I? has a free res-
olution supported on IL2(I), B4(I?) is bounded above by the number of d-faces of L?(1),
which itself is bounded above by the number of d-faces of Lg.

It can be seen from the proof of Theorem below that the right-hand term of the
inequality (a) below is precisely the number of d-faces of 2. Note that the bound in (a)
depends only on the number of generators ¢, and not on [ itself. The right-hand term of
the inequality (b) below is equal to the number of d-dimensional faces of I.2(I), which
provides a more precise bound that is dependent on the ideal /.

Theorem 4.1. Let I be a square-free monomial ideal minimally generated by q > 2 mono-
mials. Then for each d > 0 the d*" Betti number 34(1?) satisfies

(@) Ba(I?) < <%<g2+—1q>)+q<q;1)'
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Furthermore, setting s to be the minimal number of generators of 1% and t; to be the
number of vertices of the form {; ; that were deleted from Lg when forming 1L%(I), then

() Bal®) < (Zl(f) +Zl (q_ Z_ti)'

By Remark[3.10] the bound in (a) is sharp.

Proof. We begin by proving inequality (b). Theorem[3.9 gives that for each d > 0, 34(I?)
is bounded above by the number of d-dimensional faces of (). We compute this number
next.

The faces of IL2(I) are of two types:

(1) Faces that do not contain any vertex of the form ¢; ; for i € [g].
(2) Faces that contain a vertex ¢; ; for some ¢ € [¢], and, as a consequence, all the
other vertices have the form ¢; ; with j € [g] \ {i}.

Let s denote the minimal number of generators of 12 and set t = (q;rl) — s. Since
(q;rl) is the number of vertices of Lg, the integer ¢ is precisely the number of vertices
that are deleted in the construction of I.?(I), as described in Definition 3.4l As noted in
Remark [3.3] all the deleted vertices ¢; ; must satisfy ¢ # j, hence the number of vertices
C;; of L?(I) with i, € [g] and i # j is (§) — t, which is equal to s — g.

To construct a d-dimensional face of type (1), we need to choose d + 1 vertices among
the vertices ¢; ; of L?(I) with 4,5 € [g] and i # j. As noted above, there are s — ¢ such

vertices. Thus, the number of d-dimensional faces of type (1) is (Z:{)

Fix ¢ € [g]. To construct a d-dimensional face of type (2) that contains ¢; ;, we need to
choose d vertices among the vertices ¢; ; of L?(I) that satisfy j # . Thereare g — 1 — ¢;
such vertices, where ¢; denotes the number of vertices ¢; ; of Lz that are deleted in L2 (I).
Thus the number of d-dimensional faces of type (2) is Zle (q_ld_ti).

Putting the two computations above together, we have that the number of d-dimensional
faces of L?(I) is equal to (5 9) + >0, (" "), yielding the inequality (b).

Note that inequality (a) follows from (b) by setting ¢; = 0 for all i and s = (“%").
In view of our computation above, the right-hand side of inequality (a) is precisely the
number of d-dimensional faces of ]Lg. (]

For comparison, the fact that Taylor(/2) supports a free resolution of I? gives an in-
equality

aur < (F019),

where the binomial on the right side denotes the number of d-faces of a %(q2 + q)-simplex,
which is the largest possible size for Taylor(12).
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To get an idea how much Theorem[4.Jlimproves on this bound, we present the following
table, for ¢ = 4:

d 0] 1] 2 3 4 5 6
d-faces of largest possible Taylor(72)

(1)
d-faces of Lg

(at1) +4()

10 | 45 | 120 | 210 | 252 | 210 | 120

1012732 |19 | 6 1 0

To put this in context, we examine two specific ideals with 4 generators, and use
Macaulay? to find the Betti numbers of these ideals.

Example 4.2. For the ideal J = (z,y, z, w) Macaulay?2 gives the following Betti table for
J%
d |o]1]2]3
Ba(J?) | 1020|154
These Betti numbers should be compared with the bounds in the table above.

Now let I = (abe, be, cdf, ad) be the ideal Example The Betti numbers of 12 as
calculated by Macaulay? are the following.

d |o]1]2]3
Ba(I*) [ 9]14]6]0

In this case we should compare these Betti numbers with the bounds given by the Taylor
complex with 9 vertices and the bounds given by the TheoremE.1I(b). For the given ideal,
we saw that LQ(I ) has 9 vertices, and mamy is an eliminated vertex, hence s = 9, to =
ty = 1land ¢, = t3 = 0 in Theorem[d.1kb). We have:

d 0] 112 3 4 5 | 6
d-faces of Taylor(I?)

(at1)

d-faces of L2(I)

(aZ1) +2() +2()

9136 |84 126|126 | 84 | 36
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