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RESTRICTED GROBNER FANS AND RE-EMBEDDINGS OF
AFFINE ALGEBRAS

MARTIN KREUZER, LE NGOC LONG, AND LORENZO ROBBIANO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we continue the study of good re-embeddings of
affine K -algebras started in [5]. The idea is to use special linear projections
to find isomorphisms between a given affine K -algebra K[X]/I, where X =
(z1,...,2n), and K -algebras having fewer generators. These projections are
induced by particular tuples of indeterminates Z and by term orderings o
which realize Z as leading terms of a tuple F' of polynomials in I. In order
to efficiently find such tuples, we provide two major new tools: an algorithm
which reduces the check whether a given tuple F' is Z-separating to an LP
feasibility problem, and an isomorphism between the part of the Grobner fan
of I consisting of marked reduced Grobner bases which contain a Z-separating
tuple and the Grébner fan of I N K[X \ Z]. We also indicate a possible
generalization to tuples Z which consist of terms. All results are illustrated
by explicit examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is a natural continuation of [5]. The topic treated here and there is
the search for good re-embeddings of affine algebras over a field K, or equivalently,
of affine schemes. What do we mean by that? It is a classical research topic
in algebraic geometry to find embeddings of a given scheme into low-dimensional
spaces. For affine varieties, the main result of [I1] has been generalized in several
directions (see for instance [I0] and [9], Section 10.2). Here we follow a more
computational approach which tries to avoid the frequently costly calculation of
Grobner bases as much as possible.

Let K be a field and I an ideal in a polynomial ring P = Klxy,...,2,]. We
are looking for a polynomial ring P’ = K|[y1,...,ym] and an ideal I’ in P’ such
that m < n and such that there is a K -algebra isomorphism P/I = P'/I'. In
other words, we are looking for a smaller number of K -algebra generators of P/I.
In general, this problem is very hard, but there are chances to get good solutions
using the following type of linear projections.

Assume that I C (z1,...,2,). Let Z = (21,...,25) be a set of distinct indeter-
minates in X = (z1,...,%,), and suppose that there exist a term ordering o and
polynomials f1,..., fs € I with LT,(f;) = z; for i = 1,...,s and such that this is
the only appearance of z; in a term of one of the polynomials fi,..., fs. Then we
say that [ is Z-separating and o is a Z-separating term ordering for I. In this
setting, the reduced o-Grobner basis of I allows us to define a K -algebra isomor-
phism P/T = ﬁ/([ﬂﬁ), where P = K[X\ Z], called a Z-separating re-embedding
of I. Notice that the search for such fi,..., fs € I is in general non-trivial. In
particular, they can be hidden and far away from a given set of generators of I (see
for instance [2] and [5], Example 3.7).
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As explained in [5], the discovery of Z-separating re-embeddings for non-trivial
ideals I relies on the study of the Grobner fan GFan(I) which was introduced
first in [§]. As mentioned above, it may not be possible to use a Z-separating re-
embedding to get an optimal re-embedding P/I = P’/I’ in the sense that dim(P’)
is the embedding dimension of P/I, i.e., the smallest possible number. Moreover,
the usage of Grobner fans has the added disadvantage that their computation is
prohibitively expensive in all but the smallest examples.

This brings us to the main topic of this paper, namely the task to improve the
search for Z-separating re-embeddings and to use a smaller portion of the Grébner
fan which is easier to compute. To achieve this goal, we take a markedly different
point of view than in [5]. Here we concentrate not on specific Z-separating tuples,
but on finding suitable tuples Z and the corresponding Z-separating tuples for
a given ideal I. As a consequence, we have to study the intimate relationships
between the given ideal I, possible tuples Z, and possible Z-separating tuples
of polynomials F' = (f1,..., fs) with f; € I very carefully, and in fact the entire
SectionPlis devoted to this clarification task. In particular, Proposition[Z2 explains
the relationship between Z-separating tuples and elimination orderings for Z.

Another novelty relates to the search for suitable Z-separating tuples. Suppose
we have a reasonable candidate for Z = (z1,...,2;) and for a Z-separating tu-
ple F' = (f1,...,fs) of polynomials in I. How can we check if F is indeed a
Z -separating tuple for I? Recall that this means that we need to find a term
ordering ¢ such that LT,(f;) = z; for i = 1,...,s. In Section [J] we show how
to convert this problem to a Linear Programming (LP) feasibility problem (see
Proposition B3]). The usage of LP solvers for this task is explained in detail in
Corollary[3:8l Several examples illustrate the efficiency and power of this approach.

In Section [ we characterize Z-separating term orderings for I by the shape
of their reduced Grébuner basis (see Proposition 2). This Grobner basis allows
us then to construct the desired re-embeddings of I which we called Z-separating
re-embeddings in [5]. Altogether, we arrive at an efficient strategy for finding good
re-embeddings of I which does not require the (possibly expensive) pre-calculation
of a reduced Grobner basis of I:

(1) Find a (large) tuple of indeterminates Z = (z1,...,25) and a tuple of
polynomials F' = (f1,..., fs) such that f; is z;-separating for i = 1,...,s.

(2) Using an LP solver, verify that F is Z-separating and obtain a Z-separating
term ordering for I.

(3) With the help of some inexpensive interreduction steps, create polynomials
21— hi,...,zs—hs in I with h; € P = K[X \ Z].

(4) Using the polynomials hq,..., hs, define the Z-separating re-embedding
®y: P/I — P/(INP) of I.

The viability and efficiency of this strategy is then demonstrated using some con-
crete examples.

The theoretical main result of this paper is contained in Section Bl Recall that
the Grobner fan GFan(I) of I consists of all marked reduced Grobner bases of 1.
In non-trivial cases, it tends to be huge and very demanding to compute. In Def-
inition 5.1 we introduce the notion of the Z-restricted Grobner fan of I, denoted
by GFangz(I), which is the set of all marked reduced Grobner bases containing a
Z -separating tuple of polynomials. Then, in Theorem [5.5] we prove that there is
a bijective map I'y : GFany(I) — GFan(I N P). Since P = K[X \ Z] may have
considerably fewer indeterminates than P, this turns out to be a nice tool which
can simplify the search for a good, and possibly optimal, re-embeddings of I. Some
examples illustrate this phenomenon.
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Section [@ provides several heuristics and approaches for actually finding good
re-embeddings of I, and it explains how to overcome some difficulties that may
arise. In particular, Example deals with the problem that the hypothesis
I C (x1,...,zy,), which we were using throughout the paper, may not be satis-
fied. Therefore we may need to perform a linear change of coordinates such that
the origin is contained in Z(I). Which point should we move to the origin? By [5],
Theorem 4.1, the dimension of the cotangent space at the origin is a lower bound
for the embedding dimension of P/I. Therefore we should move the worst singu-
larity of P/I to the origin. Since there is a unique K -rational singular point in
this example, we know what we have to do, but the general situation may be more
challenging. On the positive side, at the end of this section we also provide a crite-
rion which allows us to show that some re-embeddings are actually isomorphisms
between the given scheme and an affine space (see Proposition [6.7]).

Finally, in Section[{lwe generalize the approach from using Z-separating tuples of
polynomials to T-separating tuples, where T' = (¢1,...,ts) denotes a tuple of terms
that we try to realize as leading terms of polynomials in I. To adapt the definitions
to this more general setting, we let Z be the tuple of indeterminates dividing one
of the terms in 7" and Y = X \ Z. Using a suitable definition of a T'-separating
Grobner fan GFang(I), we show that there is a free module M over K[Y] such
that the elements of GFany(I) are related to K[Y]-module Grobner bases of TNM
and such that a T'-separating module re-embedding P/I = M/(INM) of I results.
However, we were not able to find an analogue of Theorem in this setting and
leave this task for future research.

True to our preferred style, we have sprinkled this paper generously with many
illustrative examples. The calculations underlying these examples were performed
using the computer algebra system CoCoA (see [I]) and with the help of the several
CoCoA-packages written by the second and third authors. For the notation and
definitions used throughout the paper, we follow [6] and [7].

2. Z-SEPARATING POLYNOMIALS, TUPLES, AND IDEALS

In this section we use the notation introduced in [5] with some appropriate
changes and extensions. Specifically, we let K be a field, let P = Klx1,...,2,],
and let M = (x1,...,2,). The tuple formed by the indeterminates of P is de-
noted by X = (x1,...,2,). Furthermore, we let 1 < s < n, let 21,...,25 be
pairwise distinct indeterminates in X, and let Z = (z1,...,25). The remaining
indeterminates are denoted by {y1,...,Yn—s} = {1,..., 2o} \{21,..., 25}, and we
let Y = (y1,...,Yn—s). Finally, given a term ordering o on P, its restriction to
K[Y]=Kl[y1,...,Yn—s] is denoted by oy .

The following definition extends [5], Definitions 2.1 and 2.5.

Definition 2.1. In the above setting, let f1,..., fs € M\{0},let F' = (f1,..., fs),
and let Ir = (f1,..., fs) be the ideal generated by {f1,..., fs}-

(a) Given i € {1,...,s}, we say that the polynomial f; is z;-separating if
z; € Supp(f;) and z; does not divide any other term in Supp(f;).

(b) The tuple F is called Z-separating if there exists a term ordering o such
that LT, (f;) = z; for i = 1,...,s. In this case o is called a Z-separating
term ordering for F'.

(¢) The tuple F is called coherently Z-separating if it is Z-separating, i.e.,
there exists a term ordering o such that LT, (f;) = z; for i =1,...,s, and
if, additionally, the reduced o-Grobner basis of Ip is {% fi,---, i fs}s
where ¢; = LC,(f;) for i=1,...,s.



4 MARTIN KREUZER, LE NGOC LONG, AND LORENZO ROBBIANO

(d) The ideal Ip is called Z-separating if there exists a term ordering o
such that LT, (Ir) = (Z). In this case o is called a Z-separating term
ordering for Ip.

(e) The set of all Z-separating term orderings for Ir is denoted by Sep,(Ir).

Let us collect some basic observations about these notions.

Proposition 2.2. In the above setting, let f1,..., fs € M\{0}, let F = (f1,..., fs),
and let Ip = (f1,..., fs).

(a) If F is a Z-separating tuple then f; is z;-separating for i =1,...,s.

(b) The tuple F is coherently Z-separating if and only if f; is z;-separating
for i =1,...,s and z does not divide any term in Supp(f;) for i,j €
{1,...,s} such that j #1.

(c) If the ideal Ip is Z-separating and o is a Z-separating term ordering
for Ip then the reduced o -Grébner basis of Ir is coherently Z -separating.

(d) If F is a Z-separating tuple and o is a Z -separating term ordering for F
then the ideal Ir is Z-separating and o is a Z -separating term ordering
for Ir . Moreover, the reduced o -Grobner basis of Ir is obtained by making
the polynomials in F' monic and interreducing them.

(e) If the ideal Ip is Z -separating and o is an elimination ordering for Z then
o € Sep,(IF).

Proof. To prove (a), we let ¢ € {1,...,s}. Then z; does not divide any term
in Supp(f;) besides itself, since in this case that term would be larger than z;
w.r.t. o in contradiction to z; = LT,(f;).

Claim (b) was proven in [5], Proposition 2.6. Next we show (c). Using Def-
inition 2.J1d, we know that there exists polynomials g¢1,...,g9s € Ir such that
LT,(g;) = z; for i = 1,...,s. In particular, this implies that g; is z;-separated.
Therefore the reduced o-Grobner basis of Ip is necessarily of the form {z; —
hi,...,2s — hs} with hq,...,hs € K[Y]. Hence the claim follows from Defini-
tion 2 Tle.

In order to prove (d), we note that the leading terms z; = LT, (f;) are pairwise
coprime. Hence [6], Corollary 2.5.10, implies that F' is a o-Grobner basis of Ir
and LT,(Ir) = (LTs(f1),...,LT5(fs)) = (Z). The additional claim follows from
the observation that F' is actually a minimal o-Grobner basis of Ip, i.e., that
{z1,...,2s} is the minimal monomial system of generators of LT, (Ir).

Finally, we show (e). By (d), there exists a term ordering 7 such that the reduced
7-Grébner basis of Ip has the form {z1 —h1,..., 2, —hs} with h1,..., hs € K[Y].
Since o is an elimination ordering for Z, it follows that LT, (z; — h;) = z; for
i=1,...,s, and hence that this is the reduced o-Grébner basis of Ig, as well. [

The next examples illustrate the preceding definition and proposition. In par-
ticular, they show that a tuple of Z-separating polynomials is not necessarily a
Z -separating tuple, and that a tuple generating a Z-separating ideal is in general
not a Z-separating tuple.

Example 2.3. Let P = Q[z,y,z2], let Z = (x,y), and let F = (f1, f2), where
fi=x—19y% and fo» = y — xz. Then f; is x-separated and fo is y-separated,
but F' is not Z-separated. To see why this is so, assume that ¢ is a term ordering
such that = >, y? and y >, xz. Then z >, y? >, 222? yields a contradiction to
xz? >, 1. Hence the implication in part (a) of the proposition is strict.

Example 2.4. Let P = Q|z,y,z2], let Z = (z,y), and let F = (f1, f2), where
fi=x—2%and fo =y —xz. Then Ir = (f1, f2) is a Z-separated ideal for any
term ordering o satisfying x >, 22 and y >, xz, since then we have LT, (f;) =z
and LT, (f2) = y. Such term ordering are easy to construct, for instance by taking
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o = ord(V) with a matrix V € Mats(Z) whose first row is (3,5,1). Thus {f1, f2}
is a o-Grobner basis of Ip and LT, (Ip) = (Z).

Note that the tuple F' is not coherently Z-separating, because = LT,(f1)
divides a term in Supp(f2). To create a coherently Z-separating tuple, we have
to calculate the reduced o-Grobner basis of Ip. Interreducing f; and fo yields
{z — 2%,y — 23}, a coherently Z-separating tuple which generates I.

Example 2.5. Let P = Q|x,y,z2], let Z = (z,y), and let F = (f1, f2), where
fi=x+vy—22and fo =z —y+22. Here F is not a Z-separating tuple, because
x =LT,(f1) implies >, y and y = LT,(f2) implies y >, x, a contradiction.

However, the ideal Iy is Z-separating. Let us replace the generating tuple F
by G = (f1 + f2, f1 — f2) = (22, 2y — 22%). Then G is a o-Grobner basis of I
for any term ordering o such that y >, z?. Notice that, in order to pass from the
given tuple of generators of Ir to a coherently separating one, we had to perform
linear combinations of the given generators.

Furthermore, let us reconsider Example 2.8 of [5].

Example 2.6. Let P = Q[z,y,z2], let Z = (y,z), and let F = (f1, f2), where
fi=22—2x—y and fo = y>— 2. Then the tuple F is not coherently Z-separating.
However, if we reduce f» using f1, i.e., if we replace y? in fo with (22 — x)?, we
get fo = (22 — )% — 2.

Then (f1, f2) = (y — 2%+ 1z, z— (2% —x)?) is the reduced o-Grobner basis of I
for every elimination ordering o for Z, and therefore every elimination ordering
for Z is in Sep,(Ip).

The process of finding and verifying Z-separating tuples is, in general, very time
consuming. The following remark contains some suggestions for speeding it up.

Remark 2.7. Suppose we are given polynomials fi,..., fs € 9\ {0} which gen-
erate an ideal Ip, and we are looking for a Z-separating generating tuple of I.

(a) The first thing to do is, of course, to check whether F' = (f1,..., fs) is a
Z -separating tuple already. It is easy to inspect fi,..., fs and see whether
they are Z-separating polynomials. But for a Z-separating tuple, we also
need a term ordering o such that LT,(f;) = z; for i = 1,...,s. In the
next section we shall examine this problem more closely and show that
it amounts to the feasibility problem of a Linear Programming Feasibility
problem which may frequently be solved quickly.

(b) Suppose that our initial test says that F' is not Z-separated for any term or-
dering. This does not exclude the possibility that there exists another tuple
which generates Ir and is Z-separating. According to Proposition 2.2lc,
to find such a tuple we should, in principle, choose a candidate term order-
ing ¢ and compute a o-Grobner basis of Ir. For larger examples, this may
take a long time. However, if the given polynomials yield a o-Grobner basis
after some interreduction steps, the Buchberger algorithm may terminate
quickly enough. Hence we can try to choose a promising candidate term
ordering o and start to calculate the o-Grobner basis of Ir with a suitable
temporal or spacial timeout. If we are lucky and the process stops, we can
usually move from the resulting Grobner basis to the reduced Grébner basis
with comparatively little effort and end up with a coherently Z-separated
tuple generating Ir.
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3. FINDING Z-SEPARATING TUPLES

In the setting of the preceding section, let fi,...,fs € MM\ {0}, let F =
(f1,---yfs), and let Ip = (f1,...,fs). In the following we let N be the set
of positive integers. Recall that, for a term ¢ = z{* - 2% € T™, the number
log(t) = (a1,...,qy) is called the logarithm of ¢.

Definition 3.1. As above, let f1,...,fs € MM\ {0}, let F = (f1,...,[fs), and
assume that z; € Supp(f;) for i =1,...,s.

(1) For i =1,...,s, the set {log(z;) —log(t) | t € Supp(fi)\ {z:}} is called the
set of logarithmic differences of f; with respect to z; and is denoted
by DLog_ (fi)-

(2) The set |J;_, DLog, (f;) is called the set of logarithmic differences
of F' with respect to Z and is denoted by DLog,(F).

In the setting of Example [2.6] we can evaluate these sets as follows.

Example 3.2. As in Example 28 let P = Q[z,y,z2], let Z = (y,z), and let
F = (f1, f2), where fi =2® —x —y and fy = y* — z. Then we have DLog,(f1) =
DLogy(J:Q—ac) ={(-2,1,0),(—1,1,0)} and DLog_(f2) = DLog_ (y?) = {(0,—2,1)}.
Altogether, we obtain DLog, (F) = {(-2,1,0),(-1,1,0),(0,-2,1)}.

Recall that we may identify a term ordering on T™ with the corresponding term
ordering on N” and its unique extension to Z™ as explained in [6], p. 54. Using
this terminology, we can characterize Z-separating tuples as follows.

Proposition 3.3. (Characterizing Z-Separating Tuples)
Let f1,...,fs € M\ {0}, let F = (f1,...,fs), and assume that z; € Supp(f;) for
i=1,...,s. Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(a) The tuple F is Z-separating.
(b) There exists a term ordering o on N™ such that its unique extension to Z™
satisfies v >, 0 for every v € DLog,(F).
(c) There exists a vector u € N such that w-v >0 for every v € DLog,(F).
(Here u-v denotes the dot product of two elements of Z™.)

Proof. First we prove that (a) implies (b). By the definition of a Z-separating
set, we know that there exists a term ordering o on T™ such that z; = LT, (f;)
for i = 1,...,s. This implies DLog, (t) >, 0 for every t € Supp(f;) \ {2i}, and
therefore v >, 0 for every v € DLog,(F).

Next we note that (b)=-(c) is shown in the theory of Grobner fans (see [§],
Corollary 2.2). Finally, to prove that (c) implies (a), we observe that the vector u
can be taken as the first row of a matrix V' € Mat,,(Z) which defines a term ordering
o on T™. Then we have v >, 0 for all v € DLog,(F), and therefore z; >, t for
all t € Supp(f;) \ {z:} and i =1,...,s. Hence we conclude that z; = LT, (f;) for
1=1,...,s. [l

In the next step, we transform the problem of finding the vector w in part (c)
of the preceding proposition into a Linear Programming Feasibility (LPF) problem
over the field Q. In this way we will get an algorithm which can detect efficiently
whether a tuple F' is Z-separating.

Definition 3.4. Let A = (a;;) € Maty, ,(Q) and let b = (b1,...,b;) € Q¥. Con-
sider the following system of inequalities:

11+ -+ ainy, < b; fori=1,...,k

z; >0 forj=1,...,n
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Then the task of deciding whether this system of linear inequalities has a solution
x = (x1,...,2y) € Q" is called a Linear Programming Feasibility (LPF)
problem in standard form over the rationals. It is usually written as Az < b and
x> 0.

It is known that LPF instances can be decided in polynomial time, including the
computation of a solution instance in the positive case (see [3], [4]). The following
corollary allows us to view the task of checking whether the tuple F' is Z-separating
as an LPF instance.

Corollary 3.5. Given Z and F as above, we let DLog,(F) = {v1,...,v;} and
write v; = (Vi1,...,0n) for i =1,...,k, where v;; € Z. Let A = (a;;), where
a;j = —v;; and b = (by,...,by), where by = vi1 + -+ v — 1 for i=1,... k.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) The tuple F is Z-separating.
(b) The LPF in standard form given by Ax < b and x > 0 has a solution
x=(21,...,2,) in Q.

If these conditions are satisfied, we let u; = x; +1 for 1 = 1,...,n, multiply the
numbers u; € Qy with their common denominator to get u; € Ny, and obtain a
vector u = (u1,...,un) € N such that uw-v >0 for all v € DLog,(F).

Proof. By the proposition, condition (a) is equivalent to the existence of integers
u; € Ny for ¢ = 1,...,n such that wjvy + - + upvy, > 1 for @« = 1,... k.
Clearly, this is equivalent to the existence of rational numbers u; > 1 satisfying
these inequalities, as we can multiply those numbers by their common denominator
and still get a solution.

Now we let A = (aij) with Qi5 = —Vi4 and bz =vj1+-- +'Uzn71 and T; = Ujfl
fort=1,...,k and 5 = 1,...,n. Then wyv;1 + -+ + upvi, > 1 is equivalent to
-Tl(_'Uil) + - +xn(_vin) <viq+--4v,—1=0b; for i =1,..., k. Hence the
task is equivalent to finding x = (x1,...,2,) € Q™ such that Az <b and = > 0.

The additional claim follows immediately from these equivalences. (]

Let us show some examples which illustrate this corollary.

Example 3.6. Let P = Q[z,y,z2], let Z = (y,z), and let F = (f1, f2), where
fi=2>—xz—y and fo = y2 + 2% — 2. To check whether F is Z-separating,
we form DLog,(F) = {(-1,1,0), (-2,1,0), (—8,0,1), (0,—2,1)} and obtain the
LPF problem Av < b and v > 0 where

1 -1 0 -1
2 -1 0 -2
A = 8 0 _1 and b = _8
0o 2 -1 -2

Using an LP solver, we find that v = (0, 2,8) satisfies these inequalities. Therefore
u = (1,3,9) is a vector which shows that F is Z-separating, and every term
ordering o = ord(V') for which the first row of V € Mat3(Z) is (1,3,9) will be a
Z -separating term ordering for F'.

Let us also check whether the tuple F’' = (f1, fo, f3) is Z’'-separating, where
fs=yz—xz—y—zand Z' = (y,z,x). For this purpose, we calculate DLog,, (F') =
DLog,(F) U {(1,-1,0), (1,0,—1), (1,—1,—-1)} and have to solve A’v < V' and
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v > 0 for
1 -1 0 -1
2 -1 0 —2
8 0o -1 -8
A = 0 2 -1 and b = | -2
-1 1 0 -1
-1 0 1 -1
-1 1 1 -2

Here the LP solver tells us that the problem is infeasible, whence F’ is not a
7' -separating tuple.

The next example is bigger and shows that changing Z for a fixed tuple F' can
lead to different outcomes.

Example 3.7. Let P = Q[zlaz27" '7$16]7 and let F'= (f15f27f35f47f57f6)5 where

f1 =229 + 211714 — T12 f2 = x6w9 + TT13 — T7
f3 = x7213 + T12%14 + T10 — T16 fa=x7T14 + 213T16 + T5 — T15
f5 = x13T14 + 212715 + T1 fo = 273 — 2475 — T10 + 211

The linear parts of these polynomials are
—T12, —%7, T10 — T16, T5 — T15, T1, and — x10 + 11

We see that each polynomial in F' is separated with respect to every indeterminate
in its linear part. The question is to find out if the polynomials in F' are coherently
7 -separated, but of course there are many different choices for 7.

For instance, let us choose Z = (212,27, %16, %15, 1, %10) and apply the algo-
rithm described in Corollary First we calculate DLog,(F) and the corre-
sponding matrix A, and get

o 00001 0 01 0 O0O-100 0 0
0o 00000 O OCO0ODOT1 -1 01 0 0
o 00001 -101 0 0 0O O0OCO0O O0O O
o 00000 -110 00 0 10 0 O
0o 000001 OO0OTO0OO0OO0OT1O0O0 -1
0o 00000 OOOTOTGOT1T 01 0 -1
0o 00000 OOOT1T 0 0O O0O0OO0 -1
A=]10 00O0OOOT1T OO O O O0O O1 -1 o0
0o 00000 O OOTO O O0O 10 -1 1
0o 00010 O O0OO0OO0OO O O0OO0O-1 0
-1 000O0O0OTO0OO0OO0OTO0OTO0OO0O 11 0 O
-1 00000 O OO O O 1 0O0 1 0
0 11000 O OO-10 0 0O O O
0o 00110 0 O0OO0O-10 0 0O0 0 O
0o 00000 O O0OO0O-11 0 0O0 0 O

The matrix b is
b=(-2,-2,-2,-2,-2,-2,-1,-2,-2,-1,-2,-2,-2 -2 —1 tr

)
Using an LP solver, we find that = = (10,0,0,0,0,0,2,0,0,2,0,2,0,0,6,4) solves
Az < b and z > 0. Therefore v = (11,1,1,1,1,1,3,1,1,3,1,3,1,1,7,5) satisfies
u-v >0 for all v € DLog,(F). Let o be a term ordering represented by a matrix
whose first row is w. Then the polynomials in the reduced o-Grébner basis of Ig
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are

x12 — (69 + T11214)

7 — (629 + 23713)

T16 — (TeToT13 + TsTig + TeToT1a + L1125, + Loy — Tals + T11)

T15 — (iﬂsﬂﬁgﬁg + -T8$:;)3 + X6T9T13%14 + 9611961396%4 + X2X3T13 — T4T5T13
+26XT9x14 + TT13T14 + L1113 + X5)

xrp — (71‘%1‘356%3 — 1'65681'91'%3 — 1'%1'3:613:614 — $6SC9$11£C%3£C14 — 1'8561156?31'14
721‘61'91'111'131'%4 — SC%1$13£C?4 — T2X3TeTY9X13 + T4T5LT9T13 — 1'%:631‘14
—TTTY9T13%14 — T2T3L11T13%14 + T4T5211T13T14 — 5561'91'111'%4 — TgT11T13
+£C%4 — TeT9T11L13 — 96%196139614 — T5TeT9 — T5T11T14 — 96139614)

x10 — (T23 — 425 + 11)

Thus we have found a tuple of indeterminates Z and a tuple of polynomials which
is coherently Z-separated. Later on, this will allow us to re-embed P/Irp and
show that this ring is isomorphic to a polynomial ring in 10 indeterminates (see
Example E7]).

Now let us try a different choice of Z. If we choose x1¢ instead of x14 in the
linear part of fs, then x5 instead of x15 in the linear part of f;, and x1; instead
of x1¢ in the linear part of fs, we get 7 = (12,7, 10, T5, 1, 211) . Applying the
algorithm described in Corollary in this case allows us to show that F' is not
coherently Z-separated.

However, the partial tuple F' = (f1, fo, f3, f4, f5) is coherently separated with
respect to Z' = (x12, 27, 10, T5,21). The corresponding polynomials in the reduced
Grobner basis of Ips are

x12 — (Te9 + T11214)
r7 — (69 + T8T13)

2 2
T6T9T13 — LTy — LeToT14 — T11L74 + T16)

Irs —

(
T1o0 — (*

(—TeroT14 — T8T13%14 — T13%16 + T15)
r1 — (—966£E99615 — L11%14%15 — 9613£E14)

Later we will see that these polynomials result in a less useful re-embedding of
P/Ir (see Example E.7]).

4. Z-SEPARATING RE-EMBEDDINGS

In this section we apply the material developed in the previous sections in or-
der to find good re-embeddings of affine schemes, extending and building on the
investigation of this topic in [5].

Let P = Klz1,...,2,] be a polynomial ring over a field K, and let I be
an ideal in P. Our goal is to find a tuple Z of indeterminates in {z1,...,z,}
which can be eliminated easily, without resorting to potentially very heavy Grébner
basis computations. In other words, we look for an isomorphism of K -algebras
P/I = P/(I N P), where P = K[Y] is the polynomial ring in the remaining
indeterminates.

As in the previous sections, we let 9 = (x1,...,x,), we denote the tuple
(1,...,2n) by X, we let Z = (21,...,25) be a tuple of distinct indeterminates
in P, and we assume that I is an ideal in P which is contained in 2t. Recall that,
given f1,...,fs € M\ {0}, a term ordering o on T™ is called a Z-separating term
ordering for the ideal Ir = (f1,..., fs) if we have LT,(Ir) = (21,...,2s). Now we
generalize this definition to arbitrary ideals I contained in 9 as follows.
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Definition 4.1. Let I be an ideal in P which is contained in 9.

(a) A term ordering o on T" is called a Z-separating term ordering for I
if there exist polynomials f1,..., fs € I\{0} such that o is a Z-separating
term ordering for Ir = (f1,..., fs).

(b) The ideal I is called Z-separating if there exists a Z-separating term
ordering o for I.

Let us characterize this notion in several ways and show that it is equivalent to
the one defined in [5], Definition 2.9.a.

Proposition 4.2. (Characterization of Z-Separating Term Orderings)
As above, let I CIM be an ideal in P, and let o be a term ordering on T™. Then
the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) The term ordering o is a Z-separating term ordering for I.

(b) There exist polynomials f1,...,fs € I\ {0} such that o is a Z-separating
term ordering for F = (f1,...,fs), i.e., such that LT,(f;) = z; for i =
1,...,s.

(¢) There exist polynomials f1,...,fs € I\ {0} such that LT, (f;) = z; for
i=1,....,58 and F = (f1,..., [s) is coherently Z-separating.

(d) The reduced o-Grobner basis of I has the shape {f1,..., fs, 915, gt}
where F'= (f1,...,fs) is a coherently Z-separating tuple and {g1,...,g:}
is the reduced oy -Grobner basis of 1N P.

Proof. To prove that (a) implies (c), we let fi,..., fs € I'\ {0} such that the ideal
Ir = (f1,..., fs) satisfies LT, (Ir) = (Z). Now we let {f1,..., fs} be the reduced
o-Grobner basis of Ir, and let F = (f1, el fé) By Proposition 22l¢, the tuple
Fis coherently Z-separating and o is a Z-separating term ordering for F.

As (c¢)= (b) is obvious, we prove (b)=(d) next. Let {f1,..., fs} be the reduced
o-Grobner basis of Ir = (f1,..., fs). By Proposition2:2ld, the polynomials in F =
(f Tyeees fs) are obtained by making the polynomials in F' monic and interreducing
them. Letting {g1,...,g:} be the reduced oy -Grobner basis of ITNK[Y], it follows
that {fl, U A , gt} is a Z-separating Grobner basis of I in the sense of [3],
Definition 2.9.b. Then Proposition 2.12 of [5] shows that the reduced o-Grobner
basis of I has the form {z; —hy,...,25s—hs, g1,...,9:}, where hy,... hy € K[Y].
Since (z1 — hi,...,2s — hs) is coherently Z-separating, the claim follows.

Finally, we note that (d)=-(a) is obviously true. O

The following remark provides us with a plenty of Z-separating term orderings
for I.

Remark 4.3. Let I C 9t be an ideal in P, and assume that there exists a Z-
separating term ordering o for I. Then every elimination ordering 7 for Z is a
Z -separating term ordering for I, because the reduced o-Grébner basis of I has
the shape given in part (d) of the proposition.

Using the reduced Grobner basis of I with respect to a Z-separating term
ordering, we can now recall the central definition.

Definition 4.4. Let I C 91 be an ideal in P, and assume that there exists a
Z -separating term ordering o for I. Let {z1 — h1,...,25 — hs, g1,-.., gt} be the
reduced o-Grobner basis of I, where hy,g; € P = K[Y]. Then the K-algebra
isomorphism

®: P/I — P/(INP)
given by &(7;) = 7; for x; ¢ Z and &(7;) = h; for »; = z; € Z is called the
7 -separating re-embedding of I.
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Remark 4.5. In [5], Proposition 2.14, it is shown that the isomorphism @ is, in
fact, independent of the choice of a Z-separating term ordering for I, as long as
one exists. It is important to note that the tuple F' = (f1,..., fs), whose existence
is required in the definition of a Z-separating term ordering for I, may change
during the construction of the isomorphism &.

In actual fact, the computation of a reduced Grobner basis will be out of reach
in non-trivial cases, and the true way to construct @ will be:

(1)

Find a (hopefully large) tuple Z and a tuple of polynomials F' = (f1,..., fs)
in I such that z; € Supp(f;) for i =1,...,s.

Using the methods explained in Remark 2.7 and Section 3] show that F is
Z-separating and find a Z-separating term ordering o .

Interreduce the polynomials in /' and make them monic in order to compute
a Z-separating system of generators {fl, cel fS} of Ir = {(f1,...,fs) such
that f; = z; — h; with h; € K[Y] for i =1,...,s.

Define & : P/I =~ P/(INP) using F = (fi,..., fs) and use the observation
that this results in the same map as the usage of the reduced o-Grobner
basis of I by [5], Theorem 2.13.c.

Let us apply this procedure in some concrete cases.

Example 4.6. Let P = Q[z,y,2,w]|, and let I = (f1, fo, f3, f4), where f; =

SCQ*ZJ*Za f2:$3*y*w7 fs=z

(a)

4 2

—z—w,and f =z —w.

For Z = (z,w), the tuple F = (f1, f2) is clearly coherently Z-separating.
By applying Corollary and an LP solver we find that v = (1,2,3,4)
satisfies u-v > 0 for all v in

DLOgZ(F> = {(72507 150)7 (07717 150)7 (7370507 1)5 (Oa 71507 1)}

Next we use u as the first row of a matrix of size 4 x 4 defining a term
ordering o. Then o is a Z-separating term ordering for I.
The reduced o-Grobner basis of I turns out to be

2

G={z—2*+y, w—2? 2°—2* -y, oy — 2% + 2y, y* — 52° + 16y}

Hence we get the isomorphism ¢ : P/I — K[Y]|/(INK[Y]) where K[Y] =
Qz,y] and I NK[Y] = (2® — 2® —y, 2y — 22 + 2y, y? — 5z? + 16y).

Now we choose F' = (f1, f3) and note that the tuple F’ is not coherently
Z -separating. To check whether F’ is Z-separating, we apply Corollary 3.5
again. A call to an LP solver tells us that v’ = (1,1, 3,5) satisfies u’-v > 0
for all v in

DLOgZ(F/) = {(72705 170)5 (05 715 170)5 (7450705 1)7 (0705 715 71)}

Using v’ as the first row of a suitable 4 x 4 matrix, we define a term
ordering 7 on T*. Here the reduced 7-Grébner basis of I turns out to be

1 1,2 11 1,2 16 2_ 1,2 _ 16
G ={s—35y-Fyw-—3y —Fy, 2" =3y — 7V,

wy — 2y° — Sy, v° +17y% — 9y}
Altogether, we obtain another isomorphism ¢’ : P/I — K[Y]/(INK[Y]).
However, we observe that the reduced oy -Grébner basis G and the reduced
Ty -Grobner basis G’ of I N K[Y] are very different.

In particular, in G we have the polynomial g = 23 — 22 —y. This allows
us to increase Z to Z' = (z,w,y), as we have the Z’-separating tuple
(f1, f2,9). An even better re-embedding of P/I results. With G’ nothing
like this happens.
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Example 4.7. Let us go back to Example[37 In P = Q[zy,...,z16], we studied a
tuple of polynomials F' = (f1,..., fs) and the ideal I = (f1,..., fs) they generate.
(a) Using the tuple Z = (12,27, 16, 215, ¥1,T10), we found a vector u =
(11,1,1,1,1,1,3,1,1,3,1,3,1,1,7,5) such that every term ordering o rep-
resented by a matrix whose first row is u has the reduced o-Grobner ba-
sis described in Example B71 Using this Grobner basis, the correspond-
ing Z-separating re-embedding of I is ¢z : P/I — ]3, where we have
P = Q[z2, 73,74, 5, T6, T3, T9, 211, T13, T14] -
(b) Instead, the choice Z' = (x12,x7,210,%5,21) leads to the re-embedding
¢Z’ : P/[ — ﬁI/J With ﬁl = @[l‘g, I3,X4,T6,28, L9, L11,L13,L14,L15, .Tlﬁ]
and the ideal J =1NP = (f) generated by the polynomial

2
[ = 24Tex9T14 + T4T3T13T14 + TeToZ13 + TTls + TeToT14
2
+ 11274 + T4T13%16 + T2T3 — T4T15 + T11 — T16

Since f is neither separating with respect to x1; nor with respect to g,
it is not easy to see that P’/J is in fact isomorphic to a polynomial ring. In
this sense, the re-embedding via Z is better than the re-embedding via Z’.

In view of these examples, the choice of a set Z of maximal cardinality such
that I contains a Z-separating tuple becomes a central question. In Section [6] we
will come back to this point.

5. Z-RESTRICTED GROBNER FANS

In the preceding section we saw that in order to find good re-embeddings of
a polynomial ideal, we may try to find a tuple of indeterminates Z and a Z-
separating term ordering for I. The possible choices of term orderings leading
to distinct reduced Grobner bases of I are classified by the Grobner fan of 1,
introduced and studied first in [8]. Here we want to classify the possible choices of
Z -separating term orderings leading to distinct reduced Grobner bases of I.

First things first, let us recall the setting and the general definitions. Let
P = Klz1,...,2,] be a polynomial ring over a field K, let M = (x1,...,2,),
let I C 9 be a non-zero ideal of P, and let Z = (21, ..., 25) be a tuple of distinct
indeterminates z; € {x1,...,z,} for i=1,...,s.

Moreover, recall that, given a term ordering o and the reduced o-Grobner basis
G ={g1,...,9-} of I, the set of pairs

G = {(LTs(g1), 91),--->(LTo(gr), gr) }

is called the marked reduced o-Grobner basis of I. The set of all distinct
marked reduced o-Groébner bases of I is called the Grobner fan of I and is
denoted by GFan(I). Next we restrict our attention to those marked reduced
o-Grobner bases of I which are Z-separating.

Definition 5.1. Let Z = (21,...,25) be a tuple of distinct indeterminates such
that z; € {z1,...,2,} for i =1,...,s. The set of all marked reduced o-Grobner
bases G = {(LT,(g91),1);---,(LTo(gr), )} of I such that for j = 1,...,s there
are indices i; € {1,...,7} with z; = LT, (gs,) is called the Z-restricted Grébner
fan of I and is denoted by GFanz(I).

Notice that, by Proposition2.2ld, every choice of a Z-separating term ordering o
for I corresponds to a reduced o-Grébner basis of I of the type described in the
definition, but in general not in a unique way. It is also possible to require that
some the leading terms of a reduced Grobner basis are predescribed terms given
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by a tuple T' = (t1,...,ts) with ¢; € T™ rather than predescribed indeterminates
given by a tuple Z = (z1,...,2) with z; € {z1,...,2,}. This more general type
of restriction leads to the T -restricted Grobner fan introduced in Section [7

For now, let us have a look at a concrete example of a Z-restricted Grébner fan.

Example 5.2. Extending Example 25 we let P = Q[z,v, 2], let Z = (z,y), and
let I = (f1,f2, f3), where fi =x+y—2% and fo =2 —y+2? and f3 =2z —y?%. If
we let g1 = 5 (f1+ f2) =« and go = 5 (f1 — f2) =y — 2* then the tuple (g1,92)
is Z-separated and the reduced o-Grobner basis of I for any term ordering o
satisfying y >, 22 is G = {g1, g2, 2* — 2}. Here GFany(I) consists of a single

marked reduced Grébner basis, namely G = { (z,2), (y,y — 22), (2%, 22— 2) }.

To clarify the structure of GFany(I) in general, we introduce the following map.

Definition 5.3. Let Z = (z1,...,2s) be a tuple of distinct indeterminates in

{z1,...,z,}, and let Y = (y1,...,yn—s), where {y1,...,yn—s} = {z1,..., 20} \
{#1,...,2s}. Let I C 9 be an ideal in P such that GFanz(I) is not empty.
Consider the map

I'z: GFanz(I) — GFan(I N K[Y])

given as follows: for a Z-separating reduced o-Grobner basis G = {g1,...,9:}
of I, we have r > s and we may assume LT,(g;) = z; for i = 1,...,s. Next, we
let

1—‘Z(a) = {(LTa(gs-i-l)a gs-l—l); RS (LTU(gr)a g’l‘)}

Then the map I'z is called the Z-restricted GFan projection.

Notice that, in the setting of this definition, the set {gs+1,...,gr} is the reduced
o-Grobner basis of INK[Y] by Proposition2ld. Thus the map I'z is well-defined.
Our main result in this section is that the map I'z is bijective. For its proof we
need the following result which is part of the theory of Grobner fans (see [§]). For
the convenience of the readers, we include it here together with a proof.

Lemma 5.4. Let T be an ideal in P = K[x1,...,2,], let 0 and T be two term
orderings on T™, let G = {g1,...,9-} be the reduced o-Grébner basis of I, and
let G'={g1,...,9..} be the reduced T-Grobner bases of I. If we have r =1" and
LT,(g;) = LT,(g}) for i=1,...,r, then G=G".

Proof. For a contradiction, we may assume that there exists an index ¢ € {1,...,7}
such that g; # g¢;. Then, if we let f = ¢; — g/, we have f € I\ {0} and
no term of Supp(f) is divisible by any leading term LT,(gx) = LT,(g)) with
k € {1,...,r}, because G and G’ are fully interreduced. Therefore LT, (f) ¢
{LT+(¢1),.-.,LT+(gr)} contradicts the hypothesis that G is a Grébner basis of I.

(Il

Now we are ready to formulate and prove our main result.

Theorem 5.5. (Structure of Restricted Grébner Fans)

Let Z = (z1,...,2s) be a tuple of distinct indeterminates in {x1,...,2,}, and let
Y = (y1,..-,Yn—s) be such that {y1,...,yn—s} = {z1,...,zn} \ {z1,...,25}. Let
I C 9 be an ideal of P such that the set GFang(I) is not empty. Then the map
Iz : GFangz(I) — GFan(I N K[Y]) is bijective.

Proof. First we prove injectivity. Let ¢ and 7 be Z-separating term orderings
for I, write G = {g1,...,9-} for the reduced o-Grébner basis of I, and write
H = {hy,...,h.} for the reduced 7-Grobner basis of I. Here we may assume that
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r>sand " > s and LT,(g;) = LT, (h;) = z; for i = 1,...,s. Suppose that the
map 'z satisfies

FZ(G) = {(LTU(QS-H)ags-H)’ EERE) (LTa(gT),gT)}
= {LTr(hst1), hss1), - (LT2(Rrr), hrr) } = FZ(F)

Then we see that » = v’ and LT,(g;) = LT, (h;) for it = s+1,...,r, after possibly
renumbering hgi1,...,h, suitably. By the lemma, we get G = H, and hence
G=H.

Next we prove surjectivity. Let 7 be a term ordering on K[Y], and let H =
{h1,...,ht} Dbe the reduced 7-Grébner basis of I N K[Y]. Using the theory of
Grobner fans (cf. [§]), we may assume that 7 = ord(W) with a matrix W €
Mat,—s(Z).

By assumption, the set GFanyz(I) is not empty. So, let F = (f1,...,fs) be a
coherently Z-separating tuple of polynomials in I. Now we construct a matrix
V € Mat,(Z) which defines a term ordering ¢ = ord(V) in T™ as follows. First
we put the matrix of size s x s defining the ordering DegRevLex on K[Z] into the
columns of V' corresponding to Z (see [6], Definition 1.4.7 and Proposition 1.4.12)
and zeroes into the other columns. This fills the first s rows of V. In the lower
n — s rows, we put W into the columns of V corresponding to Y and zeroes into
the columns corresponding to Z.

The resulting term ordering o satisfies LT,(f;) = 2; for i« = 1,...,s and
LT,(h;) = LT, (h;) for j =1,...,t. Therefore the reduced o-Grobner basis of I
is of the form G = {z1 —g1,...,25 — gs, h1,..., he} with g1,...,9s € K[Y] and we
get I'z(G) = H, as desired. O

The proof of this theorem yields the following observation.

Corollary 5.6. In the setting of the theorem, let o be a Z -separating term ordering
for I, and let G be the reduced o-Grobner basis of 1. Then there exists a Z -
elimination term ordering T such that G is also a reduced T-Grébner basis of I.

Proof. Let G ={g1,...,9-} and T'2(G) = {(LTs(gs+1)s gs+1)s---» LTo(gr), gr)}-
As in the proof of the theorem, we now construct a term ordering 7 of the form
7 = ord(V) where V is a block matrix consisting of a block of size sx s representing
DegRevLex and a block of size (r — s) x (r — s) representing oy. Then 7 is
an elimination ordering for Z and the reduced 7-Grobner basis H of I satisfies

I'z(H) =Tz(G). This yields H = G by the theorem. O

The theorem can simplify the search for an optimal re-embedding considerably.
To demonstrate how this works, we consider the setting of Example 4.3 in [5].

Example 5.7. Let P = Q[z,y,2,u,v], and let I = (f1, fa, f3, f4), where f; =
e —z+4v, fo=22—-u—u, fs=u?—y+u—v,and f1 = 2% +u®— u.
Recall that using CoCoA we may calculate the Grobner fan of I. It comprises 462
marked reduced Grobner bases. Moreover, if we choose Z' = (y,u,v), then an
optimal re-embedding of I is given by the Q-algebra isomorphism ¢z : P/I —
Qlz, 2] /{z* 4 22%2% + 2% + 222 — 222) . The computation of the Grébner fan of [ is
quite demanding, so let us see if we can get the same result using a better strategy
which follows from the theorem.

If we let Z = (y,v) and use the technique explained in Section Bl we find that
(fs, f1) is Z-separating and every term ordering o represented by a matrix whose
first row is (1,4,1,1,3) yields {y — 2 + 2z —2u, v —u? + x — 2 + u} as the reduced
o-Groébner basis of (f1, f3). Here we have K[Y] = Q|z, z,u] and the bijective map
Iz : GFanz(I) = GFan(I N K[Y]). The computation of GFan(I N K[Y]), which
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takes almost no time, returns five elements. They are

Hy = {(z% 22—u?—u), (2% 22 +u? —u)}

Hy = {(u? u?—2%2+u), (2% 22+ 2% —2u)}

H; = {(u, u—12%—12%), (2%, 2% + 22222 + 24 + 227 — 22%)}
Hy = {(u? u?+22—u), (2% 22+u?-2u)}

Hs = {(u, u—322—12%), (2%, 2* + 22227 + 2 — 222 + 227)}

Let us consider Hy = {u — 322 — 122, a' + 22%2% + 2* + 22% — 22} and let us
find T','(H3). Any term ordering 7 on Q[z, z,u] represented by a matrix whose
first row is (2,1,5) yields Hs as the reduced 7-Grobner basis of I N Qlx, z,u].
According to the proof of the surjectivity in Theorem (.5, we consider the term

0 1 0 0 1

00 0 0 -1

ordering o on P represented by the matrix | 2 0 1 5 0 | and get the
00 0 -1 o0
00 -1 0 o0

following reduced o-Grobner basis of I:

G3 = {y—x2—x—22+z, v+x2—|—x—z, u—%xQ—%z2, x4+2x2z2+2x2+z4—222}

Notice that I'z(G3) = H3. The Z-separating reduced Grébner basis G yields a
re-embedding @ : P/I = Q[z, z,u]/(u—3a%— 322, 2" +2222%+ 24 +22% —22?) given
by &(z) =z, ®(2) =z, (u) =1u, D(J) = 2> +7+2>—2,and &(0) = —22— T+ 2.

With similar computations we get I'z(G1) = H1, I'z(G2) = Ha, T'z(G3) = Hs,
Fz(a4) = F4, and Fz(ég,) = Fg, where

2

Gi={v+toe—z—v’4u y—x+z—2u, 22 —u? —u, 22 +u® —u}

Gy={v+ax—224+2u—2z,y—o—2u+z u’—2>+u, 2°+ 2> - 2u}

G3:{y—x2—x—22+z, v+ — 2, u—%xQ—%ZQ,

ot 20227 + 227 4 2% — 22%)
Gi={v+a®>—z+a, y+z—2u—x, u*+2° —u, 2> +2% - 2u}
Gs={v+a®—z4um, y—22 -2 42—z,

u— 227 — 12?21+ 22072% + 2t — 227 4 227}

are the five reduced Grobner bases corresponding to the elements of GFangz(I).

Next we note that among the five marked Grobner bases of GFan(I NQ[x, z, u])
there are two which can be used to enlarge Z. They are H3 and Hs. Using Hs,
for instance, we get Z' = (y,u,v), F' = (f3, u—1z?— 122, f1) and the Q-algebra
isomorphism &' : P/I — Q[z, 2]/ (z* +22%2% 4+ 224222 — 222) . This is exactly the
isomorphism we found using the computation of the huge GFan(I) at the beginning
of this example.

6. COMPUTING SOME GOOD RE-EMBEDDINGS

As before, we let P = KJx1,...,z,] be a polynomial ring over a field K, let
M = (x1,...,2,), and let T C M be an ideal of P. In view of the results of
the preceding sections, the task to find a good re-embedding of I can be solved
if we find a large tuple Z of distinct indeterminates such that there exists a Z-
separating term ordering for I. Unfortunately, this task does not appear to have a
systematic and uniform solution. In this section we collect a number of heuristics
and approaches which we found useful for constructing good re-embeddings. In
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the final part of the section we describe a criterium which allows us to detect re-
embeddings which show that P/I is isomorphic to a polynomial ring, i.e., which
show that Spec(P/I) is isomorphic to an affine space.

Once a candidate tuple Z = (z1,...,25) and a tuple F' = (f1,..., fs) have been
found such that f; € I is z;-separating for ¢ = 1,...,s, the question whether I
is Z-separating can be decided efficiently using the methods of Section 8l To find
such a candidate tuple, the following strategy is sometimes useful.

Remark 6.1. Let I = (g1,...,9,) C 9 be an ideal in P.
(1) Recall that the linear part of I can be computed via

Lln;m(]) = <(gl)1; ) <(gr)1>K

where (g;)1 is the homogeneous component of degree one of g; for i =
1,...,7 (cf. [B], Proposition 1.6).

(2) Bring the coefficient matrix of (g1)1,...,(gr)1 into reduced row echelon
form. Let ¢7,...,g. be the polynomials obtained by applying the same
reduction steps to ¢1,...,gr.

(3) For each i € {1,...,7r} such that (g})1 # 0, choose one indeterminate
in the support of this linear form. Let Z' = (z1,...,2) be the tuple of
indeterminates gathered in this way, where z; € Supp((fj)1) and f; = g;,
for j=1,...,s and i; € {1,...,7}.

(4) Use the subtuple Z of Z’ consisting of all z; such that f; is z;-separating
and check whether the ideal generated by these polynomials is Z-separating.

There are several potential drawbacks related to this strategy. Let us illustrate
them with examples.

Example 6.2. Let P = Q[x1,x2,x3, x4, 5], and let I = (g1, g2, g3), where g1 =
1 — 23, go =1 + 23 + 23 + 22, and g3 = x5 — 23 + 23, Let us apply the above
steps.

) We have Lingg(I) = (@1, 21, 22) Kk -

) Here we get g1, gb, 93, where gh = g2 — g1.

) This yields Z' = (z1,22) and f1 = g1 as well as f3 = g3.

) We have Z = Z', but unfortunately the ideal (fi, f3) = (z1 — 3, 2 — 2} +

T3) is not Z-separating, since we would need a term ordering o such that

T >4 13 >, (23)% = ab.

Instead, if we perform the Gaufl-Jordan reduction in Step (2) differently, we may
calculate ¢, g2,93 where g7 = g1 — g2. Then Step (3) yields Z/ = (x1,z2) and
(f1, f2) = (g2,93). Thus we have Z = Z’ in Step (4), and (f1, f2) turns out to
be Z-separating. Altogether, we see that the success of the above strategy may
depend in a subtle way on how the reduction steps are performed in the Gauf3-
Jordan algorithm.

In the following example we encounter a different problem.

Example 6.3. Let P = Q[z,y,2] and I = (g1, g2), where g1 = y + 2z — 22 and
g2 =z —y>.

(a) Following the above strategy, we have ¢g; = g1 and g5 = go. If we now
choose Z = Z' = (y,z) then the ideal (g1, g5) = I is not Z-separating,
since we would need y >, 22 and = >, y>.

(b) However, if we choose Z = Z' = (z,z) then I is Z-separating and
(f1, f2) = (z — (y* —y), x — 9?) is a coherently Z-separated system of
generators of .
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By choosing Z = (z,x), we get the good re-embedding P/I = Q[y]. How do we
arrive at this choice? One way would be to try each indeterminate in Supp(g;):
in Step (3) above. Unfortunately, this may result in too many cases for non-trivial
examples.

To overcome the difficulty presented by the preceding example, one method is to
shuffle the indeterminates which show up in the supports of the linear forms. We
found that, after a few shuffles, the correct choice was detected quite frequently.
The next example is a case in point.

Example 6.4. Let P = Q[z,y, z,w], and let I = (g1, go, g3), where g1 = + 2 +
w—y?, gp=y+w—2a%,and g5 =y — zw.

(a) Following Remark B we find that ¢} = = + z + 2% — y? — 2w, gh =
w — 2% + 2w, and g} = y — zw have linear form which correspond to a
reduced row echelon form of their coefficient matrix. This suggests to use
Z = (z,w,y) or Z = (z,w,y), but none of these choices work.

(b) After shuffling the indeterminates in the supports of (¢7)1, (g5)1, and
(g5)1, we find that Z = (z,y) leads to the Z-separating ideal (g}, g5)
and the coherently Z-separating tuple (z — (2?w? — 2?2 + 2w — ), y — 2w).
This allows us to construct the re-embedding P/I = Q[z,w]/(z? — 2w —w).

In the following example we combine several techniques to find an optimal re-
embedding of an ideal in P. Recall that a re-embedding &5 : P/I = P/(IN P)
was called optimal in [5], Definition 3.3, if any other re-embedding P/I = P’'/I’
satisfies dim(P') > dim(P).

Example 6.5. Let P = Q[xz,y,z2], and let I = (f1, fo, f3), where f; = 22 — 3% —
x4+2y—z+1, fo=1y>-3y2+3y—2+1,and f3 =y?>+2—2y+2—2. Our goal
is to find an optimal re-embedding of I.

Note that the ideal I is not contained in 9t. Therefore, as explained in the
introduction, we have to perform a linear change of coordinates such that the
origin is in Z(I), and the most useful way to do this is to move a singularity of
Z(I) to the origin. In the current example, the ring P/I has a unique singular
point at p = (1,1,2). Therefore we perform the linear change of coordinates
x—2x+1, y—=y+1, 2+ z+2 and get the new ideal I' = (f{, f3, f5), where
fil=2> -y’ +ao—=z, fh=y>—2,and fi=9y*+ o+ 2.

The linear part of this ideal is Lingg(I') = (x — 2z, z,x + z) . As discussed above,
for choosing good candidates for the tuple Z, we have to bring these linear parts
into reduced row echelon form. Here it turns out that one of the three linear
forms reduces to zero, and that it is best to reduce the first one to zero via f| —
fi = f5 —2f4. Then we reduce fi to f + f4 and get I' = (g1, 92,93) where
g1 =fy=y"~z, g2 = fi+f; =y’ +y*+w, and g5 = fi—fi-2f; = —2y°—2y°+a®.

Here (g1,92) is coherently Z-separating with respect to Z = (z,x). This leads
to the re-embedding @z : P/I' = Qly]/(y®+2y° +y* — 2y —2y?). Using Corollary
4.2 of [5], we deduce that this is an optimal re-embedding.

Going back to the original coordinate system, we see that the map given by
2y =32 +3y+1, x— —y3 +2y% —y + 1 provides a Q-algebra isomorphism
P/I = K|y]/{y° — 4y° + 6y* — 6y> + 5y® — 2y) which is an optimal re-embedding.

As promised, the final part of the section provides a positive result related to
the search of good re-embeddings. According to Remark .5 if there exists a tuple
of s distinct indeterminates Z = (z1,...,25) in X = (21,...,2,) such that T is
Z -separating, then every Z-separating term ordering o for I produces the same
isomorphism @ : P/I —s P/(INP), as described in Definition @l Additionally,
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recall that Corollary 4.2 of [5] says that, if dimg (Lingz(I)) = s, then the isomor-
phism @ is an optimal embedding. Unfortunately, the following example shows
that we cannot reverse this implication.

Example 6.6. Let P = Q[z,y], and let I = (z — y? y — ). In this case we
have M = (z,y) and Lingy(I) = (z,y). For the tuple Z = (x), we have s =1
and the inequality dimg(Lingn(l)) = 2 > s = 1. Nevertheless, the isomorphism
@ : P/I — Q[y]/{y — y?) =: R is an optimal re-embedding, since P/I cannot be
isomorphic to Q, as R is not an integral domain.

However, the next result says that we can sometimes find good re-embeddings
which show that our original scheme is isomorphic to an affine space.

Proposition 6.7. (Affine Space Criterion)
Let Z = (z1,...,25) be a tuple of distinct indeterminate in X = (x1,...,2,), and
let I COM be an ideal such that the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) The ideal I is Z -separating.

(2) The ring Po/Iom is a regular local ring.

(3) The K -vector space Lingg(I) is s-dimensional.
Then the following claims hold.

(a) We have s =n — dim(Pon/Ion).

(b) We have In P = {0}.
In particular, the map & : P/I —s P = K[X \ Z] is an isomorphism with a
polynomial ring and the scheme Spec(P/I) is isomorphic to an (n—s)-dimensional
affine space over K .

Proof. To prove (a), we let d = dim(Pyy/Iom). Since Pom/Ion is a regular local
ring, the cotangent space at its maximal ideal has dimension d. Hence [5], Propo-
sition 1.5.b and hypothesis (3) imply s =n —d.

Now we show (b). Using (a), we deduce that the cardinality of X \ Z is n —
(n —d) = d. We know that the map ¢ is an isomorphism between P/I and
P/(INP), and that P is a polynomial ring having d indeterminates. On the other
hand, the dimension of the localization dim(Pay/Isn) of P/I is invariant under this
isomorphism, and hence we have dim(P/(INP)) > d. It follows that I N P has to
be the zero ideal. O

7. T-RESTRICTED GROBNER FANS

The definition of the Z-restricted Grobner fan of an ideal can be generalized.
To introduce the idea, let us look at a simple example.

Example 7.1. Let P = Q[z,y, z,w], let F = (fi1, f2), where f; = 22 —yz — 2w
and fo = y3 —w? —x, and let I = (f1, fo). Then the Grobner fan of I consists
of 24 marked reduced Grobner bases. The only way to choose Z to get a non-
trivial restricted Grébuer fan is Z = (), and in this case we have a 3-element set
GFanz(I) = GFan(I N Qlx, y,w]). Its three elements are
{(z, z — > +w?), 1% 3° — 2030 — 2w +wb +w' —y2)}
{(z, 2+ w® —¢°), (yz, yz —0° + 250" —w* —y° + 5 w)}
{(z, +w® —9®), (W®, wb—2y%w® +w* + 9% — y3w —y2)}
However, if we use T = (yz,x) and require that a marked reduced o-Grébner
basis of I contains polynomials g1, ¢gs such that LT,(g1) = yz and LT,(g2) = =,
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then there exists only one such Grobner basis, namely {(yz, yz — w® + 2y3w? —
wt —y® +y3w), (z, z+w3 —y3)}. For instance, it can be obtained using any term
ordering represented by a matrix whose first row is (4,1,8,1).

This example shows that it makes sense to use T' to define a restricted Grobner
fan of I. The general definition is given as follows.

Definition 7.2. Let I C 91 be an ideal in P, and let T = (¢y,...,t5) be a tuple
of distinct terms in T™ \ {1}.
(a) A tuple of polynomials F' = (f1,..., fs) with f; € M\ {0} for i=1,...,s
is called coherently T'-separating if the following conditions are satisfied.
(1) There exists a term ordering o such that we have LT,(f;) = t; for
t=1,...,s.
(2) For 4,5 € {1,...,s} such that ¢ # j, no term in the support of f; is
divisible by ;.
In this case o is called a T'-separating term ordering for F'.
(b) A term ordering o is called a T-separating term ordering for I if there
exists a coherently T'-separating tuple F' = (f1,...,fs) with f1,..., fs €
I'\ {0} such that o is a T-separating term ordering for F'.
(c¢) The set of all marked reduced Grobuner bases of I of the form

a = {(LTg(g1), 91), ceey (LTU(gT)a gr)}

such that for ¢ =1,...,s there exist j; € {1,...,r} with LT(g;,) = ¢; is
called the T'-restricted Grobner fan of I and is denoted by GFany(I).

Notice that, for the case of a tuple of distinct indeterminates T, this defini-
tion agrees with Definitions BIle, BTl and B.]if we keep Proposition 2] in mind.
Moreover, for a marked reduced Grébner basis G in GFang(I) as in part (c) of
the definition, the tuple (g;,,...,9;,) is coherently T-separating.

The following example illustrates the T -restricted Grobner fan of an ideal.

Example 7.3. Let P = Q[x,y,z,w], and let I = (fi, f2, f3), where f; = 22 +
yz + 2w, fo =y?>—w? -z, and f3 = w?> —y + w. Then the Grobner fan of I
consists of 162 marked reduced Grobner bases.

(a) For Z = (z,w), the Z-restricted Grobner fan of I is empty, but if we let
T = (z,w?) then GFang(I) consists of 9 marked reduced Grébner bases.

(b) Using T = (z,yz), we get that GFanp(I) contains only one element,
namely G = {(z, g1), (w?, g2), (y2, g3)}, where g1 =2 —y* —w +y, go =
w?+w—y, and g3 = yz+y*+3y%w—2y> —3yw+y? —2w+2y. This Grobner
basis G is also the reduced Grobner basis of I with respect to the elimina-
tion term ordering Elim(z, z). Therefore we get INQly, w] = (w? +w —y).
Notice that this does not yield a re-embedding of I, since there is no natu-
ral Q-algebra isomorphism between P/I and Q[y, w]/{w? + w —y), as we
do not know how to map Zz.

This example shows that the elements of GFanr(7) do not yield re-embeddings
of I in the sense of Sectiondl However, they allow us to perform certain eliminations
and correspond to the following type of isomorphisms.

Proposition 7.4. Let I C M be an ideal in P, and let T = (t1,...,ts) be a
tuple of distinct terms in T™ such that GFanr(I) # 0. Let Z be the set of all
indeterminates in {x1,...,x,} dividing one of the terms in T, and let Y be the
complement of Z in {x1,...,2Zn}.
(a) The set of all terms u € T(Z) such that uw ¢ (t1,...,ts) forms an order
ideal in T(Z) which we denote by Or.
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(b) Let G = {(t1,t1—h1),..., (tssts—hs), (LTo(gss+1)s gst1)s---» (LTo(gr), gr)}
be an element of GFany(I), where hi,...,hs,gs+1,-..,9r € P. Consider

the free K[Y]-module M = @, t- K[Y] and form the set

Then H is a (possibly infinite) Grébner basis of the K[Y]-submodule INM
of M with respect to the restriction oy of o to M .

(¢) In the setting of (b), let F = (t1 — hy,...,ts — hs). Then the normal
form map NFp : P — M induces an isomorphism of K[Y]-modules
$r: P/I = M/(INM) which is called the T-separating module re-
embedding of I.

Proof. To prove (a), it suffices to note that the complement of the monoideal gen-
erates by {t1,...,ts} in T(Z) is an order ideal, i.e., for u € Op and v € T(Z) such
that v | u we have v ¢ (t1,...,ts) and hence v € Op.

To show (b), we first note that ops is clearly a K[Y]-module term ordering
on M . Since the polynomials gs41, ..., g, are fully reduced against the polynomials
ty — hi,...,ts — hs, no term in their supports is divisible by a term in 7. Hence
they are contained in I N M . It remains to show that their leading terms generate
the leading term module of INM . For f € INM , we have NF¢(f) = 0. However,
since the support of f is contained in M, only gs41,...,g, can be involved in the

reduction steps f 550, We may assume that in each reduction step a polynomial
of the form ug; € M with uw € T" and i € {s+1,...,r} is subtracted. We write
u = v v with v’ € T(Z) and v’ € T(Y). Then the reduction step subtracts a
K[Y]-multiple of u'g; € M. Hence f can be reduced to zero in the K[Y]-module
I N M via the elements of H, and the claim is proved.

Finally, we note that the map NF r in part (c) is well-defined, because Or-T(Y)
are the terms in the complement of the monoideal generated by t¢i1,...,fs. The
map NFp is K[Y]-linear, as the indeterminates in Y do not divide any term in 7.
Letting ¢ : M — M/(I N M) be the canonical surjection, it is clear that the
composed map e o NFp: P— M — M/(I N M) is surjective. Hence it suffices
to show that the kernel of eoNFp is I. This follows from the fact that a polynomial
f € P satisfies NFp(f) € I if and only if f reduces to zero via gsi1,...,gr, and
this is equivalent to f € IN M. O

Notice that the K[Y]-module M is not necessarily finitely generated. To get a
full analogue to Theorem [.5]in the T-separating case, one would have to develop a
theory of Grobner fans for modules and then examine which Grébner bases of TNM
result from the restriction given in part (b) of the proposition. We leave this task
to the interested readers and end this paper by applying the proposition to an easy
example and to the setting of Example [[3lb.

Example 7.5. Let P = Q[z,y], let T = (23), and let G = {g1,g2}, where

g1 =2 —x and g2 = 2y. Let us look at the various statements of the proposition.

(a) Wehave X = (z,y) and Z = (x) and Y = (y). The order ideal Or C T(Z)
is given by Or = {1, z, 2}.

(b) The module M is the free Q[y]-module M = Q[y] ® z Q[y] ® 2% Q[y].
The set H = {ga, 92} = {xy, 2%y} is a op-Grobner basis of the Q[y]-
module I N M, and hence I N M = Q[y] - xy & Q[y] - 2%y .

(¢) The T-separating module re-embedding of I is given by the Q[y]-isomor-
phism P/I = (Qly] ® zQy] & 2* Qly])/(Qy] - zy © Qy] - 2%y).

Example 7.6. Let P = Q[z,y, z,w], let T = (x,yz), and let G = {g1, 92,93},
where g1 =z —y?> —w+y, go = w? +w—y, and g3 = yz+y* +3y%w — 2> — 3yw+
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y? — 2w + 2y. Here the term ordering o satisfies LT, (g1) = x, LT, (g2) = w?,
and LT,(g3) = yz. Thus we have Z = (x,y,2) and Y = (w). Let us look at the
various statements of the proposition.

(a) The order ideal O is given by Or = {1, y, z, y?, 22, ... }.
(b) The module M is the free Q[w]-module

M = Q[u]®yQlu] & 2Qu] &y Qu] & 2* Qu] & -
The set H = {g2, yg2, ¥?g2,...} is a oy -Grébner basis of the Q[w]-
module 7N M, and hence I N M = Qy,w] - g=2.
(¢) The T-separating module re-embedding of I is given by the Q[w]-isomor-
phism P/I = M/Qly,w] - g = Qly, w]/(g2) ® P;>, Qw] z*.
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