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COMPUTING THE COHOMOLOGY OF LINE BUNDLES ON THE

INCIDENCE CORRESPONDENCE AND RELATED INVARIANTS

ANNET KYOMUHANGI, EMANUELA MARANGONE, CLAUDIU RAICU, AND ETHAN REED

Abstract. We describe the package IncidenceCorrespondenceCohomology for the com-
puter algebra system Macaulay2. The main feature concerns the computation of characters
and dimensions for the cohomology groups of line bundles on the incidence correspondence
(the partial flag variety parametrizing pairs consisting of a point in projective space and a
hyperplane containing it). Additionally, the package provides tools for (1) computing the
multiplication in the graded Han–Monsky representation ring, (2) determining the splitting
type of vector bundles of principal parts on the projective line, and (3) testing the weak and
strong Lefschetz properties for Artinian monomial complete intersections.

1. Introduction

The Borel–Weil–Bott theorem [Ser95, Bot57] is a fundamental result in algebraic geometry
and representation theory, describing the cohomology groups of line bundles on flag varieties
over a field of characteristic zero. The corresponding question over fields of positive character-
istic remains open, and has seen renewed interest in recent years (see [RV23, GRV24] for some
recent results and conjectures, and for references to some of the classical work on this topic).
An interesting special case where the cohomology groups are highly sensitive to the charac-
teristic is that of the incidence correspondence – the partial flag variety parametrizing
pairs consisting of a point in projective space and a hyperplane containing it. In [KMRR24]
we obtain general character and dimension formulas (mostly recursive) for the cohomology
of line bundles on the incidence correspondence in arbitrary characteristic, and we point out
surprising connections with several other topics:

• the multiplication in the graded version of the Han–Monsky representation ring,
• the splitting type of vector bundles of principal parts on the projective line,
• the weak Lefschetz property for Artinian monomial complete intersections.

The current article can be read as a companion to [KMRR24]. It describes the package
IncidenceCorrespondenceCohomology for the computer algebra systemMacaulay2, where we
implement algorithms to compute cohomology and related invariants based on the theoretical
results from [KMRR24].

Organization. In Section 2 we discuss the calculation of cohomology of line bundles on the
incidence correspondence, and the closely related problem of determining the cohomology for
twists of divided powers of the cotangent sheaf on projective space. In Section 3 we describe
the calculation of the splitting type of vector bundles of principal parts on the projective line.
In Section 4 we discuss the multiplication in the graded Han–Monsky representation ring,
with applications to testing the weak and strong Lefschetz properties for Artinian monomial
complete intersections. In addition, we implement methods to test the weak Lefschetz property
for more general Artinian algebras.
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2. Cohomology of line bundles on the incidence correspondence

Let n ≥ 2 and consider the projective space P = P(kn) = Pn−1, where k is an algebraically
closed field of characteristic p. We write X for the incidence correspondence defined by

X = {(x,H)| x ∈ H} ⊂ P×P∨,

where P∨ is the dual projective space parametrizing hyperplanes in P. Each line bundle on X
is the restriction of a line bundle on P×P∨, so it has the form

OX(a, b) = OP×P∨(a, b)|X for (a, b) ∈ Z2.

The cohomology groups of OX(a, b) are finite dimensional representations of GLn. For any
such representation W , we consider its character

[W ] =
∑

(i1,··· ,in)∈Zn

dim(W(i1,··· ,in)) · z
i1
1 · · · zinn

which is the symmetric Laurent monomial in Z[z±1
1 , · · · , z±1

n ] that records the eigenspace
decomposition of W relative to the action of the diagonal torus (k×)n in GLn. The dimension
of W can be recovered from its character by setting zi = 1 for each i. The main goal of our
package is to provide a computational tool for the characters

(2.1) hi(OX(a, b)) =
[

Hi (X,OX(a, b))
]

, where i ≥ 0, and a, b ∈ Z.

In characteristic zero this is a simple application of the Borel–Weil–Bott theorem, and for
certain values of the parameters (such as a, b ≥ 0) the characters (2.1) are independent of the
characteristic (see the discussion following [GR24, Theorem 1.1] and Section 2.3 below).

A key insight in [GR24, KMRR24] is that the more subtle character calculations which
depend on the characteristic (such as when a ≥ 0, b ≤ −n) can be performed more effectively
as cohomology calculations for some higher rank vector bundles on P. More precisely, we let
Ω denote the cotangent sheaf on P, let R = Ω(1) denote the universal rank (n− 1) subsheaf,
let DdR denote the d-th divided power of R, and consider the characters

(2.2) hi(DdR(e)) =
[

Hi(P, DdR(e))
]

, where d, i ≥ 0, and e ∈ Z.

Using [KMRR24, (2.6)] (see also [GR24, (2.12)]), we have

(2.3) hi(DdR(e)) · z1 · · · zn = hi+n−2 (OX(e+ 1,−d− n + 1)) for d, i ≥ 0, and e ∈ Z.

Following [KMRR24], in Section 2.1 we discuss the recursive calculation of the characters (2.2),
and in Section 2.2 we describe a non-recursive calculation in characteristic p = 2.

2.1. Cohomology for divided powers of the universal subsheaf. In this section we
discuss a recursive method for computing the characters (2.2) and the corresponding dimen-
sions when d ≥ 0 and e ≥ −1. Under this restriction on the parameters, one has that
hi(DdR(e)) = 0 for i 6= 0, 1. Moreover, one has

(2.4) hi(DdR(e)) = h1−i(De+1R(d − 1)) for i = 0, 1,

which reduces the calculation to the situation when e ≥ d− 1. The base step of the recursion
is when d < p where the cohomology is computed using [KMRR24, (1.2)], while the recursive
step is given by [KMRR24, Theorem 1.1].

The method we implement for this calculation is called recursiveDividedCohomology,
and it has an optional input FindCharacter. The default value of FindCharacter is false
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in which case our function returns the dimension of cohomology, while in the case when
FindCharacter is set to true, the function outputs the cohomology character.

The main instance of this function takes input a list {i, p, d, e, n}, where i ∈ {0, 1}, d ≥ 0,
e ≥ −1, and it outputs the character or dimension of the cohomology group Hi(P(kn), DdR(e))
when the field k has characteristic p.

Example 2.1. The following computes H1 (P3, D3R(2)) in characteristic p = 3:

i1: loadPackage "IncidenceCorrespondenceCohomology"

o1 = IncidenceCorrespondenceCohomology

o1: Package

i2: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,3,2,4})
o2 = 16

i3: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,3,2,4}, FindCharacter => true)

o3 = x2
1
x2
2
x3 + x2

1
x2x

2

3
+ x1x

2

2
x2
3
+ x2

1
x2
2
x4 + x2

1
x2x3x4 + x1x

2

2
x3x4 + x2

1
x2
3
x4 + x1x2x

2

3
x4+

x2
2
x2
3
x4 + x2

1
x2x

2

4
+ x1x

2

2
x2
4
+ x2

1
x3x

2

4
+ x1x2x3x

2

4
+ x2

2
x3x

2

4
+ x1x

2

3
x2
4
+ x2x

2

3
x2
4

o3: ZZ[x1, · · · , x4]

Example 2.2. The following computes H1 (P2, D4R(2)) in characteristic p = 3:

i4: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,4,2,3}, FindCharacter => true)

o4 = x3
1
x3
2
+ x3

1
x2
2
x3 + x2

1
x3
2
x3 + x3

1
x2x

2

3
+ 2 x2

1
x2
2
x2
3
+ x1x

3

2
x2
3
+ x3

1
x3
3
+ x2

1
x2x

3

3
+ x1x

2

2
x3
3
+ x3

2
x3
3

o4: ZZ[x1, . . . , x3]

which is equivalent to computing H0
(

P2,D3R(3)
)

:

i5: recursiveDividedCohomology({0,3,3,3,3}, FindCharacter => true)

o5 = x3
1
x3
2
+ x3

1
x2
2
x3 + x2

1
x3
2
x3 + x3

1
x2x

2

3
+ 2 x2

1
x2
2
x2
3
+ x1x

3

2
x2
3
+ x3

1
x3
3
+ x2

1
x2x

3

3
+ x1x

2

2
x3
3
+ x3

2
x3
3

o5: ZZ[x1, . . . , x3]
i6: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,4,2,3})
o6 = 11

i7: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,4,2,3})==recursiveDividedCohomology({0,3,3,3,3})
o7 = true

An alternative instance of the method recursiveDividedCohomology allows one to specify
the character ring R instead of the number of variables: the inputs are then a list {i, p, d, e}
where the entries have the same significance as before, and a ring R. The output is then the
cohomology character expressed as an element of R, and the optional input FindCharacter is
no longer relevant. Under our working assumptions d ≥ 0, e ≥ −1, the cohomology characters
(2.2) are usual polynomials (as opposed to Laurent polynomials) so it is not necessary for the
variables in R to have inverses.

Example 2.3. As noted in Example (2.2) one has h1(D4R(2)) = h0(D3R(3)), and this can
be validated in Macaulay2 as long as the two characters belong to the same ring:

i8: R=ZZ[z1, z2, z3]
o8 = R

o8: PolynomialRing

i9: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,4,2},R)
o9 = z3

1
z3
2
+ z3

1
z2
2
z3 + z2

1
z3
2
z3 + z3

1
z2z

2

3
+ 2 z2

1
z2
2
z2
3
+ z1z

3

2
z2
3
+ z3

1
z3
3
+ z2

1
z2z

3

3
+ z1z

2

2
z3
3
+ z3

2
z3
3

o9: R

i10: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,4,2},R)==recursiveDividedCohomology({0,3,3,3},R)
o10 = true
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2.2. Non-recursive cohomology in characteristic 2. We now restrict to characteristic
p = 2 and discuss a non-recursive method to compute the characters (2.2), still under the
assumption d ≥ 0, e ≥ −1. As explained earlier, (2.4) allows one to further assume e ≥ d− 1,
in which case we can apply [KMRR24, Theorem 1.2] in order to compute h1(DdR(e)). Since
the cohomology is concentrated in degrees 0, 1, in order to compute h0(DdR(e)) it then suffices
to know the Euler characteristic of DdR(e). This is independent of the characteristic of k and
is given by

h0(DdR(e))− h1(DdR(e)) = hd · he − hd−1 · he+1,

where hd denotes the degree d complete symmetric polynomial, and is computed by the
formula

(2.5) hd =
∑

i1+···+in=d

zi11 · · · zinn

The method we implement for this calculation is called nimDividedCohomology, and takes
an optional input FindCharacter with the same significance and default value as in Sec-
tion 2.1. The main instance of the method nimDividedCohomology takes inputs i, d, e, n,
where i ∈ {0, 1}, d ≥ 0, e ≥ −1, and it outputs the character or dimension of the cohomology
group Hi(P(kn), DdR(e)) when the field k has characteristic p = 2.

Example 2.4. The following computes H1 (P4, D3R(3)) in characteristic 2:

i11: nimDividedCohomology(1,3,3,5, FindCharacter => true)

o11 = x2
1
x2x3x4x5 + x1x

2

2
x3x4x5 + x1x2x

2

3
x4x5 + x1x2x3x

2

4
x5 + x1x2x3x4x

2

5

o11: ZZ[x1, . . . , x3]

which can also be computed using the method from Section 2.1:

i12: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,2,3,3,5}, FindCharacter => true)

o12 = x2
1
x2x3x4x5 + x1x

2

2
x3x4x5 + x1x2x

2

3
x4x5 + x1x2x3x

2

4
x5 + x1x2x3x4x

2

5

o12: ZZ[x1, . . . , x3]
i13: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,2,3,3,5})
o13 = 5

i14: recursiveDividedCohomology({1,2,3,3,5})==nimDividedCohomology(1,3,3,5)
o14 = true

As it was the case for the method recursiveDividedCohomology in Section 2.1, an alter-
native instance of nimDividedCohomology allows one to specify a character ring R instead of
the number of variables n. In this case the output is necessarily a character polynomial which
belongs to R, and the option FindCharacter is no longer relevant.

Example 2.5. The following computes H1 (P3, D4R(7)) in characteristic 2:

i15: R=ZZ[z1..z4]
o15 = R

o15: PolynomialRing

i16: nimDividedCohomology(1,4,7,R)

o16: z3
1
z3
2
z3
3
z2
4
+ z3

1
z3
2
z2
3
z3
4
+ z3

1
z2
2
z3
3
z3
4
+ z2

1
z3
2
z3
3
z3
4

While both the methods recursiveDividedCohomology and nimDividedCohomology can
be used to perform the computation in characteristic 2, the second one is often faster. In
the next examples, we show the running times of the two different methods to compute the
characters, so in both cases we set the option FindCharacter to true.
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Example 2.6. Time comparison for the computation of h1 (D3R(3)) when n = 5 (as in
Example 2.4)

recursiveDividedCohomology nimDividedCohomology

0.0952897 seconds 0.0038127 seconds

Example 2.7. Time comparison for the computation of h1 (D6R(9)) with n = 7

recursiveDividedCohomology nimDividedCohomology

30.8806 seconds 4.16985 seconds

In this case the dimension of H1 (P6, D6R(9)) is 35637. We can also notice a significant
difference in times needed for the two methods to compute the dimensions:

recursiveDividedCohomology nimDividedCohomology

0.0237189 seconds 0.0016667 seconds

Example 2.8. Time comparison for the computation of h1 (D17R(18)) with n = 4
recursiveDividedCohomology nimDividedCohomology

20.8714 seconds 3.1881 seconds

In this case the dimension of H1 (P3, D17R(18)) is 9040.

2.3. Computing cohomology on the incidence correspondence. In this section we
discuss the calculation of the cohomology of line bundles on the incidence correspondence,
which takes advantage of the identification (2.3) and the recursive algorithm in Section 2.1.
We begin by reviewing some general results regarding the cohomology of OX(a, b), following
[GR24, Introduction].

The involution W 7→ W∨ on representations of GLn induces an involution on the character
ring sending zi 7→ z−1

i for i = 1, · · · , n. We have

(2.6) hi(OX(a, b)) = hi(OX(b, a))
∨.

The dimension of X is 2n− 3 and the canonical line bundle is ωX = OX(1− n, 1− n), hence

(2.7) hi(OX(a, b)) = h2n−3−i(OX(1− n− a, 1− n− b))∨.

If a, b ≥ 0 then hi(OX(a, b)) = 0 for i 6= 0 and using notation (2.5) we have

h0(OX(a, b)) = ha · h
∨
b − ha−1 · h

∨
b−1.

It follows that if a, b ≤ 1 − n then hi(OX(a, b)) = 0 for i 6= 2n − 3, and h2n−3(OX(a, b)) can
be computed via (2.7). If either 2− n ≤ a ≤ −1 or 2− n ≤ b ≤ −1 then hi(OX(a, b)) = 0 for
all i. It follows using (2.6) that it remains to consider the case when a ≥ 0 and b ≤ 1 − n,
when we get using (2.3) that

hi(OX(a, b)) = hi−n+2(DdR(e)) · z1 · · · zn, where e = a− 1, d = 1− n− b.

Notice that in the above we have d ≥ 0, e ≥ −1, hence the method in Section 2.1 allows one
to compute hi(OX(a, b)), which moreover can only be non-zero when i = n− 2 or i = n− 1.

Based on the discussion above we implement the method incidenceCohomology to com-
pute the dimensions and characters of cohomology groups of OX(a, b), where the non-trivial
part of the calculation is based on the method recursiveDividedCohomology. As in the pre-
vious sections, the method takes the optional input FindCharacter with default value false.
For the main instance of the method incidenceCohomology, the input is a list of integers
{i, p, a, b, n}, and the output is the dimension or character of Hi (X,OX(a, b)), where X is the
incidence correspondence of dimension 2n− 3 over a field k of characteristic p.
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Example 2.9. The following computes the dimensions of the non-zero cohomology groups of
OX(5,−7) for n = 4 and p = 3:

i17: incidenceCohomology({2,3,5,-7,4})
o17 = 120

i18: incidenceCohomology({3,3,5,-7,4})
o18 = 15

As in the case of the methods recursiveDividedCohomology and nimDividedCohomology,
an alternative instance of the method incidenceCohomology allows the user to input a char-
acter ring R instead of the parameter n. As opposed to the previous situations where the
characters were given by polynomials, in this case the ring R must be a Laurent polynomial
ring. The output is then an element of R and the option FindCharacter is not relevant.

Example 2.10. To compute the character of H3 (X,OX(5,−7)) for n = 4 we can use the
option FindCharacter:

i19: incidenceCohomology({3,3,5,-7,4}, FindCharacter => true)

o19 = x4
1
x3
2
x3
3
x2
4
+ x4

1
x3
2
x2
3
x3
4
+ x4

1
x2
2
x3
3
x3
4
+ x3

1
x4
2
x3
3
x2
4
+ x3

1
x4
2
x2
3
x3
4
+ x3

1
x3
2
x4
3
x2
4
+ 3x3

1
x3
2
x3
3
x3
4
+

x3
1
x3
2
x2
3
x4
4
+ x3

1
x2
2
x4
3
x3
4
+ x3

1
x2
2
x3
3
x4
4
+ x2

1
x4
2
x3
3
x3
4
+ x2

1
x3
2
x4
3
x3
4
+ x2

1
x3
2
x3
3
x4
4

or we can specify the character ring R as follows:

i20: R = ZZ[z1..z4, Inverses=>true, MonomialOrder=>Lex]

o20 = R

o20: PolynomialRing

i21: incidenceCohomology({3,3,5,-7},R)
o21 = z4

1
z3
2
z3
3
z2
4
+ z4

1
z3
2
z2
3
z3
4
+ z4

1
z2
2
z3
3
z3
4
+ z3

1
z4
2
z3
3
z2
4
+ z3

1
z4
2
z2
3
z3
4
+ z3

1
z3
2
z4
3
z2
4
+ 3z3

1
z3
2
z3
3
z3
4
+

z3
1
z3
2
z2
3
z4
4
+ z3

1
z2
2
z4
3
z3
4
+ z3

1
z2
2
z3
3
z4
4
+ z2

1
z4
2
z3
3
z3
4
+ z2

1
z3
2
z4
3
z3
4
+ z2

1
z3
2
z3
3
z4
4

In the ring R we can verify the equation (2.3) for this example:

i22: f=recursiveDividedCohomology({1,3,4,4},R)
o22 = z3

1
z2
2
z2
3
z4 + z3

1
z2
2
z3z

2

4
+ z3

1
z2z

2

3
z2
4
+ z2

1
z3
2
z2
3
z4 + z2

1
z3
2
z3z

2

4
+ z2

1
z2
2
z3
3
z4 + 3z2

1
z2
2
z2
3
z2
4
+

z2
1
z2
2
z3z

3

4
+ z2

1
z2z

3

3
z2
4
+ z2

1
z2z

2

3
z3
4
+ z1z

3

2
z2
3
z2
4
+ z1z

2

2
z3
3
z2
4
+ z1z

2

2
z2
3
z3
4

i23: incidenceCohomology({3,3,5,-7},R)==f · z1z2z3z4
o23 = true

3. Splitting type of vector bundles of principal parts

In this section we consider as before a field k of characteristic p, and we focus on the
projective line P = P(k2) = P1. Following [KMRR24, Section 3] we study the splitting as a
sum of line bundles for vector bundles Fd

r defined by a short exact sequence

(3.1) 0 −→ Fd
r −→ Dd(k2)⊗OP −→ Dd−r(k2)⊗OP(r) −→ 0

Our interest in the bundles Fd
r comes from their relation to the graded Han–Monsky repre-

sentation ring discussed in Section 4, but as we explain in Section 3.1 these bundles are also
closely related to vector bundles of principal parts associated to line bundles on P.

We let T = Gm × Gm denote the diagonal torus in GL2 and recall that the irreducible
T -representations Lu,v are 1-dimensional, indexed by pairs (u, v) ∈ Z2. The T -equivariant line
bundles on P are of the form Lu,v(i) = Lu,v⊗OP(i), and any T -equivariant vector bundle splits
as a direct sum of T -equivariant line bundles (this is proved in [Kum03] as a generalization
of the classical result by Grothendieck in the non-equivariant setting). Since the bundles Fd

r
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are T -equivariant (in fact, they are GL2-equivariant), they split as direct sums of Lu,v(i), and
[KMRR24, Theorem 3.2] gives a recursive description of this splitting.

We implement the method splittingFdr to describe the splitting type of the bundles Fd
r .

The method takes inputs p, d, r and returns the splitting type of Fd
r over a field of character-

istic p. It has an optional input Multidegree having default value false. If Multidegree is
set to true then the output describes the T -equivariant splitting as a list of triples {i, u, v},
each corresponding to a summand Lu,v(i). If Multidegree is set to false then the output
records the non-equivariant splitting (ignoring the 1-dimensional factors Lu,v).

Example 3.1. The splitting type of F15
7 in characteristic 5 is computed as follows:

i1: loadPackage "IncidenceCorrespondenceCohomology"

i2: splittingFdr(5,15,7)

o2 = {-10, -8, -10, -8, -9, -9, -9}
o2: List

This computation signifies the existence of an isomorphism

F15
7 ≃ OP(−10)⊕2 ⊕OP(−9)⊕3 ⊕OP(−8)⊕2

To compute the T -equivariant splitting, we proceed as follows:

i3: splittingFdr(5,15,7, Multidegree=>true)

o3 = {{-10, 15, 10}, {-8, 14, 9}, {-10, 10, 15}, {-8, 9, 14}, {-9, 13, 11},
{-9, 12, 12}, {-9, 11, 13}}

o3: List

This refines the above splitting to a T -equivariant isomorphism

F15
7 ≃ L15,10(−10)⊕ L10,15(−10)⊕ L13,11(−9)⊕ L12,12(−9)⊕ L11,13(−9)⊕ L14,9(−8)⊕ L9,14(−8)

Example 3.2. The splitting type of the bundles Fd
r can also be computed by direct calcu-

lation, considering the minimal generators of the graded module associated to Fd
r . Below is

a time comparison between our implementation based on [KMRR24, Theorem 3.2] and the
direct calculation:

splittingFdr(5,2249,1112) Direct Calculation
0.0007495 seconds 188.788 seconds

For the T -equivariant description we have:

splittingFdr(5,2249,1112,

Multidegree=>true) Direct Calculation

0.211905 seconds 180.982 seconds

3.1. Principal parts on P. We write U = k2 = H0(P,OP(1)) in order to better keep track
of equivariance, and note that we have a T -equivariant decomposition U = L1,0 ⊕ L0,1. We

write detU =
∧2 U ≃ L1,1, and consider the diagonal embedding P →֒ P×P, with ideal sheaf

I = detU ⊗OP×P(−1,−1). The order k + 1 thickening of P is the subscheme P(k) ⊂ P×P

defined by Ik+1, and we have a short exact sequence

(3.2) 0 −→ (detU)k+1 ⊗OP×P(−k − 1,−k − 1) −→ OP×P −→ OP(k) −→ 0.

If we denote by π1, π2 : P(k) −→ P the natural projections, then to any line bundle OP(m)
we can associate the vector bundle of k-th order principal parts

Pk(OP(m)) = π1∗π
∗
2(OP(m)) = π1∗(OP(k)(0, m)).

Twisting (3.2) by OP×P(0, m) and pushing forward along π1 yields three possibilities.
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Case 1. If m ≥ k + 1 then we get a short exact sequence

0 −→ (detU)k+1 ⊗ Symm−k−1 U ⊗OP(−k − 1) −→ Symm U ⊗OP −→ Pk(OP(m)) −→ 0

Dualizing, tensoring by (detU)m, and using the identification (Symm U)∨⊗ (detU)m = DmU ,
we get an exact sequence

0 −→
(

Pk(OP(m))
)∨

⊗ (detU)m −→ DmU ⊗OP −→ Dm−k−1U ⊗OP(k + 1) −→ 0

Letting d = m, r = k + 1, and comparing with (3.1) we conclude that

Pk(OP(m)) =
(

Fm
k+1

)∨
⊗ (detU)m =

(

Fm
k+1

)∨
⊗ Lm,m

so the (T -equivariant) splitting of Pk(OP(m)) is determined by our earlier calculation.

Case 2. If −1 ≤ m ≤ k then we get a short exact sequence

0 −→ Symm U ⊗OP −→ Pk(OP(m)) −→ (detU)k ⊗ (Symk−1−m U)∨ ⊗OP(−k − 1) −→ 0

Since Ext1(OP(−k − 1),OP) = H1(P,OP(k + 1)) = 0, the above sequence splits and we get

Pk(OP(m)) ≃

(

m
⊕

i=0

Li,m−i(0)

)

⊕

(

k−1−m
⊕

i=0

Lm+1+i,k−i(−k − 1)

)

≃ O
⊕(m+1)
P

⊕OP(−k − 1)⊕(k−m)

Case 3. If m ≤ −2 then we get a short exact sequence

0 −→ Pk(OP(m)) −→ (detU)k ⊗ (Symk−1−mU)∨ ⊗OP(−k − 1) −→

−→ (detU ⊗ Sym−m−2 U)∨ ⊗OP −→ 0

Tensoring by (detU)−1−m ⊗OP(k + 1) and passing to divided powers as in Case 1 we get a
short exact sequence

0 −→ Pk(OP(m))⊗(detU)−1−m⊗OP(k+1) −→ Dk−1−mU⊗OP −→ D−2−mU⊗OP(k+1) −→ 0

Letting d = k − 1−m, r = k + 1, and comparing with (3.1) we conclude that

Pk(OP(m)) = Fk−1−m
k+1 ⊗ (detU)1+m ⊗OP(−k − 1) ≃ Fk−1−m

k+1 ⊗ L1+m,1+m(−k − 1)

and the (T -equivariant) splitting of Pk(OP(m)) is again determined by that of the bundles Fd
r .

Having implemented a function that computes the (T-equivariant) splitting type of Fd
r ,

we also implement a method splittingPrincipalParts based on the relationship between
Fd

r and Pk(OP(m)) discussed above. The method has as inputs p,m, k and returns the
splitting type of Pk(OP(m)) over a field of characteristic p. Like the function splittingFdr,
splittingPrincipalParts also has the optional Boolean input of Multidegree which is
defaulted to false. The output of splittingPrincipalParts is also formatted in the same
manner as splittingFdr. If Multidegree is set to true, then the output is a list of triples
{i,u,v} corresponding to summands Lu,v(i) that occur in the decomposition. In the default
case when Multidegree is false, the output is only a list of integers corresponding to the
summands OP(i) that appear.

Example 3.3. We compute the splitting type of P6(OP(15)) in characteristic 5 (see also
Example 3.1):

i4: splittingPrincipalParts(5,15,6)

o4 = {10, 8, 10, 8, 9, 9, 9}
o4: List
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i5: splittingPrincipalParts(5,15,6, Multidegree=>true)

o5 = {{10, 0, 5}, {8, 1, 6}, {10, 5, 0}, {8, 6, 1}, {9, 2, 4}, {9, 3, 3}, {9, 4, 2}}
o5: List

4. Graded Han-Monsky representation ring

In this section we discuss the multiplication in the graded Han–Monsky representation

ring (see [HM93] and [KMRR24, Section 5]), which is the Grothendieck ring of the category
of finite length graded k[T ]-modules, with tensor product M ⊗k N defined by

T · (m⊗ n) = Tm⊗ n +m⊗ Tn for m ∈ M, n ∈ N.

The indecomposable graded k[T ]-modules are of the form k[T ]/(T d)(−j) where d ≥ 1 denotes
the length of the module and j ∈ Z denotes the degree of the cyclic generator. We write δd(−j)
for the corresponding isomorphism class. For 0 ≤ j < a ≤ b, there exist unique non-negative
integers cj = cj(a, b) such that

(4.1) δa · δb =
a−1
∑

j=0

δcj(−j),

and understanding the multiplication in the Han–Monsky ring amounts to identifying cj(a, b).
In characteristic zero one has cj(a, b) = a+ b−2j −1, but such an explicit formula in positive
characteristic remains unknown. We discuss the recursive calculation of cj(a, b) in Section 4.1.

Of particular interest is the calculation of the n-fold product δa1 · · · δan , which represents
the Artinian monomial complete intersection

A = k[T1, · · · , Tn]/〈T
a1
1 , · · · , T an

n 〉

viewed as a k[T ]-module by letting T = T1+ · · ·+Tn. An explicit formula for δa1 · · · δan would
describe the Jordan type of A with respect to the linear form T1 + · · ·+ Tn (for more about
Jordan type, see [AIMM24]), which in turn would determine the (weak and strong) Lefschetz
properties for A. We discuss this in more detail in Section 4.2.

4.1. Recursive description of the multiplication. We implement the method hanMonsky

to compute the product δa1 · · · δan over a field k. The method takes as inputs the character-
istic p of k, and a list L = {a1, · · · , an}. It outputs a HashTable with entries of the form

{c ⇒ f(q)}

where c ≥ 1 and f(q) ∈ Z[q, q−1] is a Laurent polynomial with non-negative coefficients. The
polynomial f(q) is uniquely determined by the condition that

fj · q
j is a term in f(q) ⇐⇒ δc(−j) is a summand of δa1 · δa2 · · · δan with multiplicity fj .

Our method for computing the product is recursive, with base case the 2-fold products δaδb.
The method hanMonsky also takes an optional input UseConjecture with default value true,
in which case the products δa · δb are computed using the following conjectural recursive
description.

Conjecture 4.1. Given 0 ≤ j < a ≤ b, we can give a recursive description of the integers cj
in (4.1) as follows. Let e ≥ 0 such that q′ = pe−1 < a ≤ q = pe, and let r such that

rq ≤ a + b− 1− j < (r + 1)q.

• If b− j ≤ rq then cj(a, b) = rq.
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Otherwise, (when b− j > rq) we define m so that mq′ ≤ a < (m+ 1)q′. Let a′ = a−mq′ and
consider i such that iq′ ≤ j ≤ (i+ 1)q′ − 1. We have

• If j ≤ iq′ + a′ − 1 then cj(a, b) = cj−iq′(a
′, b+ (m− 2i)q′).

• If j ≥ iq′ + a′ then cj(a, b) = cj−iq′−a′(q
′ − a′, b+ (m− 1− 2i)q′).

When the option UseConjecture is set to false, the products δa · δb are computed by a
direct algebraic method, which is slower than the alternative above.

Example 4.2. We compute the product δ4δ6 in characteristic 3, first using Conjecture 4.1:

i1: loadPackage "IncidenceCorrespondenceCohomology"

i2: hanMonsky(3,{4,6})
o2 = HashTable

{

3 ⇒ q3, 6 ⇒ q2 + q, 9 ⇒ 1
}

o2: HashTable

so we have

δ4δ6 = δ9 + δ6(−1) + δ6(−2) + δ3(−3).

Next, we recompute this without using Conjecture 4.1.

i3: hanMonsky(3,{4,6}, UseConjecture=>false)

o3 = HashTable
{

3 ⇒ q3, 6 ⇒ q2 + q, 9 ⇒ 1
}

o3: HashTable

Example 4.3. We compute the product δ3δ4δ6 in different characteristics.

i4: hanMonsky(2,{3,4,6})
o4 = HashTable

{

4 ⇒ q5 + 2q4 + 2q3 + q2, 8 ⇒ q3 + 2q2 + 2q+ 1
}

o4: HashTable

i5: hanMonsky(3,{3,4,6})
o5 = HashTable

{

3 ⇒ q5 + q4 + q3, 6 ⇒ q4 + 2 q3 + 2 q2 + q, 9 ⇒ q2 + q+ 1
}

o5: HashTable

i6: hanMonsky(5,{3,4,6})
o6 = HashTable

{

5 ⇒ q5 + 2 q4 + 3 q3 + 2 q2 + q, 7 ⇒ q2, 10 ⇒ q+ 1
}

o6: HashTable

i7: hanMonsky(7,{3,4,6})
o7 = HashTable

{

1 ⇒ q5, 3 ⇒ q4, 5 ⇒ q3, 7 ⇒ q4 + 2 q3 + 3 q2 + 2 q+ 1
}

o7: HashTable

For p > 10 the product is the same as in characteristic zero, given by:

o8: HashTable
{

1 ⇒ q5, 3 ⇒ 2 q4, 5 ⇒ 3 q3, 7 ⇒ 3 q2, 9 ⇒ 2 q, 11 ⇒ 1
}

We compare below the running times for some examples with the option UseConjecture

set as true (default setting) and set as false.

Example 4.4. The table below compares the times to compute the Han–Monsky multiplica-
tion of δ3δ8δ14δ31 in characteristic 3 using the conjecture, hanMonsky(3,{3,8,14,31}), and
without it, hanMonsky(3,{3,8,14,31}, UseConjecture=>false)

hanMonsky(3,{3,8,14,31}) UseConjecture=>false

0.0015699 seconds 0.462372 seconds

Example 4.5. Time comparison for the computation of δ38δ14δ51 in chark = 7

hanMonsky(7,{38,14,51}) UseConjecture=>false

0.0020716 seconds 0.311123 seconds
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Example 4.6. Time comparison for the computation of δ3δ7δ8δ14δ21 in chark = 5

hanMonsky(5,{3,7,8,14,21}) UseConjecture=>false

0.0027694 seconds 0.363145 seconds

4.2. Lefschetz Properties. Recall that an Artinian algebra A has the Weak Lefschetz Prop-

erty (WLP) if there exists a linear form ℓ ∈ A1 such that the multiplication maps Ai
×ℓ
→ Ai+1

have maximal rank for all i, and it has the Strong Lefschetz Property (SLP) if Ai
×ℓd
→ Ai+d

has maximal rank for all i, d. Here we are interested in monomial complete intersections
A = k[T1, · · · , Tn]/〈T

a1
1 , · · · , T an

n 〉, in which case the Lefschetz properties can be tested on the
linear form ℓ = T1 + . . . Tn [MMRN11]. It is well-known that in chark = 0, A has both the
SLP and WLP [Sta80, Wat87] but the problem is more subtle in positive characteristic. The
monomial complete intersections having the SLP are classified by [LN19, Theorem 3.8] and
[Nic18, §3] based on different techniques, while a similar classification for the WLP is still an
open question.

Knowing the multiplication in the Han–Monsky ring allows for easy criteria to test WLP
and SLP: if we let s = a1 + · · ·+ an − n denote the socle degree of A then

(1) WLP holds if and only if every summand δc(−j) of δa1 · · · δan satisfies j + (c− 1) ≥ s
2
;

(2) SLP holds if and only if every summand δc(−j) of δa1 · · · δan satisfies 2j + (c− 1) = s.

Example 4.7. Using the above criteria, we can check that A = k[T1, T2, T3]/〈T
3
1 , T

4
2 , T

6
3 〉

satisfies WLP but fails SLP when chark = 3:

i9: HM = hanMonsky(3,{3,4,6})
o9 = HashTable

{

3 ⇒ q5 + q4 + q3, 6 ⇒ q4 + 2 q3 + 2 q2 + q, 9 ⇒ q2 + q+ 1
}

o9: HashTable

We implement the methods hasWLP and hasSLP to determine if a monomial complete inter-
section satisfies WLP and SLP respectively. The methods take as inputs the characteristic p
of the field k and a list L = {a1, . . . , an} of exponents describing the monomial complete inter-
section. The output is the Boolean value true when the relevant Lefschetz property holds, and
it is false otherwise. Both hasWLP and hasSLP take optional input UseConjecture, which
refers as before to the use of Conjecture 4.1 for computing products in the Han–Monsky ring.

Example 4.8. We consider the monomial complete intersections

A = k[T1, T2, T3, T4]/〈T
3
1 , T

4
2 , T

6
3 , T

8
4 〉 and A′ = k[T1, T2, T3, T4]/〈T

3
1 , T

4
2 , T

6
3 , T

13
4 〉

in characteristic 7:

i10: hasWLP(7,{3,4,6,8})
o10 = false

i11: hasWLP(7,{3,4,6,13})
o11 = true

i12: hasSLP(7,{3,4,6,13})
o12 = false

This shows that A fails WLP (and therefore also SLP), while A′ satisfies WLP but not SLP.

The default implementation for hasSLP has UseConjecture set to false, and is based on the
criteria from [Nic18, LN19]. When UseConjecture is set to true, we combine Conjecture 4.1
with the following reformulation of criterion (2) above: SLP holds if and only if all the partial
products δa1 , δa1δa2 , · · · , δa1 · · · δan are the same as in characteristic zero.
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For the method hasWLP, we return true if char(k) = 0 or n ≤ 2, and we apply the criterion
from [KMRR24, Theorem 8.1] if char(k) = 2, ignoring the option UseConjecture. For all
other cases, if UseConjecture is set to true (the default value) then we use criterion (1) above
together with the conjectural Han–Monsky multiplication to test WLP. If UseConjecture

is set to false, then we apply [HMM+13, Proposition 3.5(2)], which implies that WLP is
equivalent to

dimk(A/TA) = dimkA⌊s/2⌋.

The right side of the above equality measures the maximal value of the Hilbert function of
A, also called the Sperner number of A, and it is independent of char(k). The left side
computes the minimal number of generators of A as a k[T ]-module, or equivalently, the number
of terms in the expansion of the product δa1 · · · δan , counted with multiplicity. In the language
of [AIMM24], this is also the number of parts for the Jordan type of A (which records the
summands δc of δa1 · · · δan with multiplicity, ignoring their degree shift).

Example 4.9. With the notation from Example 4.7, we can compute the Jordan type of A
by evaluating each of the Laurent polynomials in the HashTable HM at q = 1:

i13: jordanType = flatten apply(keys HM,c -> splice{HM#c[1] : c})
o13 = {9,9,9,6,6,6,6,6,6,3,3,3}
o13: List

i14: #jordanType

o14 = 12

We can perform similar calculations in characteristic zero:

i15: HM0 = hanMonsky(0,{3,4,6})
o15 = HashTable

{

1 ⇒ q5, 3 ⇒ 2 q4, 5 ⇒ 3 q3, 7 ⇒ 3 q2, 9 ⇒ 2 q, 11 ⇒ 1
}

o15: HashTable

i16: jordanType0 = flatten apply(keys HM0,c -> splice{HM0#c[1] : c})
o16 = {1, 9, 9, 3, 3, 11, 5, 5, 5, 7, 7, 7}
o16: List

i17: #jordanType0

o17 = 12

Notice that although the decomposition of δ3δ4δ6 is very different in characteristics 0 and 3, the
number of components (or Jordan blocks) is the same, which is what characterizes WLP. On the
other hand, the fact that HM and HM0 are different explains the failure of SLP in characteristic 3.

As an application of the method hasWLP, we implement the method monomialCIsWithoutWLP

to generate all the monomial complete intersections with fixed embedding dimension and so-
cle degree. The inputs are the characteristic p of k, the number of variables n, and the
socle degree s. The output is a list of n-tuples {a1, . . . , an} with 2 ≤ a1 ≤ · · · ≤ an and
a1 + · · ·+ an − n = s such that the corresponding monomial complete intersections fail WLP.
As usual, we allow the optional input UseConjecture, which refers to the use of Conjecture 4.1.

Example 4.10. We compute the monomial complete intersections of embedding dimension
4 and socle degree 10 that fail WLP in characteristic 5.

i18: monomialCIsWithoutWLP(5,4,10)

o18 = {{2, 2, 5, 5}, {2, 3, 4, 5}, {2, 4, 4, 4}, {3, 3, 3, 5}, {3, 3, 4, 4}}

This corresponds to the following algebras that fail WLP in characteristic 5:

k[T1, . . . , T4]

〈T 2
1 , T

2
2 , T

5
3 , T

5
4 〉

k[T1, . . . , T4]

〈T 2
1 , T

3
2 , T

4
3 , T

5
4 〉

k[T1, . . . , T4]

〈T 2
1 , T

4
2 , T

4
3 , T

4
4 〉

k[T1, . . . , T4]

〈T 3
1 , T

3
2 , T

3
3 , T

5
4 〉

k[T1, . . . , T4]

〈T 3
1 , T

3
2 , T

4
3 , T

4
4 〉
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We compare below the running times for the method monomialCIsWithoutWLP with the
option UseConjecture set as true (default setting) and set as false.

Example 4.11. Time comparison for monomialCIsWithoutWLP as in Example 4.10:

monomialCIsWithoutWLP(5,4,10) UseConjecture=>false

0.0020031 seconds 0.024318 seconds

Example 4.12. Time comparison for monomialCIsWithoutWLP for n = 6 and socle degree
s = 30 in characteristic 7:

monomialCIsWithoutWLP(7,6,30) UseConjecture=>false

1.25439 seconds 5.77864 seconds

We also implement an instance of hasWLP that can be used to check WLP for a graded
Artinian algebra R/I, where R = k[x1, . . . , xn] is a polynomial ring over a sufficiently large
field. This method takes optional inputs GorensteinAlg and MonomialAlg that allow faster
computations for Gorestein and monomial ideals respectively.

The instance hasWLP(R,I) requires R to be a standard graded polynomial ring over a
sufficiently large field k, e.g., R = QQ[x1, . . . , xn]. When R is a polynomial ring over a finite
field, then when hasWLP(R, I) outputs false, it confirms that R/I fails the WLP. However,
when hasWLP(R, I) outputs true, we can only conclude that R/I has the WLP over a field
extension. In the case that I is a monomial ideal, this is no longer a concern and the test
works over any field.

Example 4.13. The following is an example of a Gorenstein Algebra that fails the WLP:

i19: R = QQ[x, y, z, w, t];
i20: F = x4yzt+ x2y2t2w;

i21: I=inverseSystem(F)

o21 = ideal (w2, zw, z2, t3, zt2, y2z, x2z− 3ywt, y3, x3w, x3t2, x3y2, x5)
o21: Ideal of R

i22: hasWLP(R,I)

o22 = false

Since in this example we know that R/I is Gorenstein, we can use the option GorensteinAlg:
i23: hasWLP(R,I, GorensteinAlg => true)

o23 = false

We note that a simple sufficient condition to guarantee WLP when F is a binomial is given in
[ADF+25, Theorem 3.4], and a construction of examples of Gorenstein algebras that fail WLP in
codimension ≥ 4 appears in [ADF+25, Example 3.7].

Example 4.14. The almost complete intersection A = Q[x, y, z]/〈x9, y9, z9, x3y3z3〉 fails WLP:
i24: R = QQ[x, y, z];
i25: I=ideal(x9, y9, z9, x3y3z3)
i26: hasWLP(R,I,GorensteinAlg => false)

o26 = false

Since in this example I is a monomial, we can also use the option MonomialAlg:
i27: hasWLP(R,I, MonomialAlg =>true)

o27 = false
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[MMRN11] Juan C. Migliore, Rosa M. Miró-Roig, and Uwe Nagel, Monomial ideals, almost complete inter-
sections and the weak Lefschetz property, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 1, 229–257.

[Nic18] Lisa Nicklasson, The strong Lefschetz property of monomial complete intersections in two variables,
Collect. Math. 69 (2018), no. 3, 359–375.

[RV23] Claudiu Raicu and Keller VandeBogert, Stable sheaf cohomology on flag varieties, arXiv (2023),
no. 2306.14282.
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