arXiv:1606.00935v3 [math.AC] 11 May 2020

SYMBOLIC POWERS OF CODIMENSION TWO COHEN-MACAULAY IDEALS

SUSAN COOPER, GIULIANA FATABBI, ELENA GUARDO, ANNA LORENZINI, JUAN MIGLIORE, UWE NAGEL, ALEXANDRA SECELEANU, JUSTYNA SZPOND, AND ADAM VAN TUYL

Abstract. Let I_X be the saturated homogeneous ideal defining a codimension two arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay scheme X ⊆ P^n, and let I^{(m)}_X denote its m-th symbolic power. We are interested in when I^{(m)}_X = I^m_X . We survey what is known about this problem when X is locally a complete intersection, and in particular, we review the classification of when I^{(m)}_X = I^m_X for all m ≥ 1. We then discuss how one might weaken these hypotheses, but still obtain equality between the symbolic and ordinary powers. Finally, we show that this classification allows one to: (1) simplify known results about symbolic powers of ideals of points in P^1 × P^1; (2) verify a conjecture of Guardo, Harbourne, and Van Tuyl, and (3) provide additional evidence to a conjecture of Römer.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, R = k[x_0, . . . , x_n] where k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. For any non-zero homogeneous ideal I ⊆ R, the m-th symbolic power of I, denoted I^{(m)}, is the ideal

I^{(m)} = ⋂ p∈Ass(I)

(I^mR_p ∩ R),

where R_p denotes the localization of R at the prime ideal p, and Ass(I) is the set of associated primes of I. In general, I^m ⊆ I^{(m)}, but the reverse containment may fail. Fixing m, the ideal containment problem asks for the smallest integer r such that I^{(r)} ⊆ I^m. The papers of Ein, Lazarsfeld, and Smith [12], Hochster and Huneke [25], and Bocci and Harbourne [5, 6] are among the first papers to systematically study this problem. Recent work includes [4, 11, 23, 35, 40]; see also the surveys [9, 43] and book [8].

A complementary problem, and one which we consider in this paper, is to ask for conditions on I that force I^m = I^{(m)} for all m ≥ 1. This problem is equivalent to asking when r = m in the ideal containment problem, the smallest value that r could have. A classical result in this direction is a result of Zariski and Samuel [49, Lemma 5, Appendix 6] that states I^m = I^{(m)} for all m ≥ 1 if I is generated by a regular sequence, or equivalently, a complete intersection. Ideals that have the property I^m = I^{(m)} for

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 13C40, 13F20, 13A15, 14C20, 14M05. Key words and phrases. symbolic powers, codimension two, arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay, locally complete intersection, points in P^1 × P^1.

Last updated: (Final Version - May 4, 2020). 1

all m ≥ 1 are called normally torsion free because their Rees algebra is normal. The normally torsion free squarefree monomial ideals were classified by Gitler, Valencia and Villarreal [16]. They showed that a squarefree monomial ideal is normally torsion free if and only if the corresponding hypergraph satisfies the max-flow min-cut property. Simis, Vasconcelos and Villarreal [42] and separately Sullivant [44] showed that edge ideals of graphs are normally torsion free if and only if the graph is bipartite. Furthermore, Olteanu [36] characterizes normally torsion free ideals that are lexsegment. More recent work on the equality between symbolic and ordinary powers includes Morey’s paper [34] on a local version of this question, Guardo, Harbourne, and Van Tuyl’s paper [19] which identifies all the ideals of general points in P^1 × P^1 that satisfy I^m = I^{(m)} for all m ≥ 1, and Hosry, Kim, and Validashti’s work [26] which identifies some families of prime ideals P such that P^m ≠ P^{(m)}.

One family of ideals for which a complete answer is known to the question of when I^m = I^{(m)} is the family of ideals defining a codimension two arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay subscheme of P^n that is also locally a complete intersection. In particular:

Theorem 1.1. Let I = I_X be the saturated homogeneous ideal defining a subscheme X ⊂ P^n such that

• codim(X) = 2;

• X is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay; • X is locally a complete intersection.

Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) I^{(n)} = I^n;

(b) I^{(m)} = I^m for all m ≥ 1;

(c) I has at most n minimal generators.

Furthermore, if m < n, then I^{(m)}_X = I^m_X regardless of the number of generators.

Theorem 1.1 is a graded version of work of Ulrich [47] and Morey [34] which considered local versions of this problem. Given the current interest in the containment problem for homogeneous ideals, the purpose of Section 2 is to provide a proof of Theorem 1.1 in the graded case. In fact, we give a slightly more general result by also proving a similar statement for codimension three arithmetically Gorenstein schemes.

We are additionally interested in the graded minimal free resolutions (i.e., Betti numbers) of ideals that meet the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. Using the graded strands of a certain Koszul complex, we show that under suitable technical hypotheses, one can construct the graded minimal free resolutions of powers of perfect homogeneous ideals of codimension two (see Theorem 2.9). As we describe in Remarks 2.10 and 2.11, these resolutions could also be constructed using [24], [2] or [46]; we present a more targeted proof of this known result.

Our new contributions are in the remaining sections. In Section 3, we discuss the relative importance of the different hypotheses in Theorem 1.1 by providing a menagerie of examples. Among other things, we show that the assumption that X be arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay is essential in codimension two. If it is dropped, then it might happen that all symbolic and ordinary powers of I are equal but I has more than n generators – see Example 3.1 and Theorem 3.3. In contrast, we provide some evidence that the condition on the codimension can be extended to codimension three in the ACM situation – see Examples 3.5 and 3.6. All of these considerations lead us to ask Question 3.7 as an indication of possible future directions for this investigation. Finally, we examine the hypothesis that X be locally a complete intersection and propose Conjecture 3.8. A collection of examples concerning ideals of fat points in P^2 (see Examples 3.9, 3.10 and 3.11) which satisfy I^{(m)} = I^m is also provided.

In Section 4 we present an application of Theorem 1.1 to points in P^1 × P^1. Specifically, we verify the following statement, which was conjectured in [18, Conjecture 4.1]. (See Corollary 4.4 for a slightly more precise statement.)

Corollary 1.2. Let I = I_X be the saturated defining ideal of an arithmetically Cohen- Macaulay set of points in P^1 ×P^1. Then I^{(3)} = I^3 if and only if I is a complete intersection or I is an almost complete intersection (i.e., it has exactly three minimal generators).

In addition, we show how Theorem 1.1 significantly simplifies earlier arguments of Guardo and Van Tuyl [21] and Guardo, Harbourne, and Van Tuyl [18]. In fact, the original motivation of this project was to prove [18, Conjecture 4.1]. We were initially able to verify this conjecture using Peterson’s [37] results on quasi-complete intersections, which first suggested the importance of being locally a complete intersection. Generalizing our specialized proof lead to the much stronger results of this paper.

In the final section, we use the minimal graded free resolution given in Theorem 2.9 to verify that for small powers of codimension two perfect ideals that are locally complete intersections, a question of Römer [39] has an affirmative answer. In the case of ACM sets of points in P^1 × P^1, we also have a new proof of a result of Guardo and Van Tuyl [21].

Acknowledgments. This project was started at the Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach (MFO) as part of the mini-workshop “Ideals of Linear Subspaces, Their Symbolic Powers and Waring Problems” organized by C. Bocci, E. Carlini, E. Guardo, and B. Harbourne. All the authors thank the MFO for providing a stimulating environment. We also thank Brian Harbourne and Tomasz Szemberg for their feedback on early drafts of the paper. Cooper acknowledges support from the NDSU Advance FORWARD program sponsored by the National Science Foundation, HRD-0811239, as well as financial support provided by NSERC. Fatabbi and Lorenzini were partially supported by GN- SAGA (INdAM). Guardo acknowledges the financial support provided by Prin 2011 and GNSAGA (INdAM). Migliore and Nagel were partially supported by Simons Foundation grants (#309556 for Migliore, #317096 and #636513 for Nagel). Seceleanu received support from MFO’s NSF grant DMS-1049268, “NSF Junior Oberwolfach Fellows” as well as from NSF grant DMS–1601024 and EPSCoR grant OIA–1557417. Szpond was partially supported by the National Science Centre, Poland, grant 2014/15/B/ST1/02197. Van Tuyl acknowledges the financial support provided by NSERC RGPIN-2019-05412.

2. Background results

The purpose of this section is two-fold. We first weave together the various strands in the literature to present a proof of Theorem 1.1, which is a graded version of known results. We then give a description of the graded minimal free resolution of I^m under suitable hypotheses on I, again using known results in the literature.

For the convenience of the reader, we first recall the relevant definitions. Let R = k[x_0, . . . , x_n] and denote by m the homogeneous maximal ideal m = (x_0, . . . , x_n). For any homogeneous ideal I ⊆ R, the saturation of I is the ideal defined by I^{sat} = ⋃_∞ k=1 I : m^k. We say that an ideal I is saturated if I = I^{sat}. A homogeneous ideal I ⊆ R is Cohen-Macaulay (or perfect) if depth(R/I) = dim(R/I).

In the following, we denote by I_X the saturated homogeneous ideal defining a projective scheme X. A subscheme X of P^n is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay (ACM) or arithmetically Gorenstein if R/I_X is a Cohen-Macaulay ring or a Gorenstein ring, respectively. The codimension of X is codim(X) = n − dim(X) = ht(I_X ). The subscheme X is an almost complete intersection if the number of minimal generators is one more than the codimension. A subscheme X is locally a complete intersection if the localization of I_X at any prime ideal p such that p ≠ m and I_X ⊆ p is a complete intersection of codimension equal to the codimension of X. A subscheme X is a generic complete intersection if the localization of I_X at any minimal associated prime ideal of I_X is a complete intersection of codimension equal to the codimension of X. Finally, a scheme X is equidimensional if I_X is an unmixed ideal, that is, all of the associated primes of I_X have the same height.

The next result is part of the folklore; we include a short proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let X ⊂ P^n be locally a complete intersection scheme of any codimension. Then I^{(m)}_X is equal to the saturation of I^m_X .

Proof. We denote for brevity I = I_X . Let m be a positive integer and p ∈ Ass(R/I^m)\{m}. Then pR_p ∈ Ass(R_p/(I^m)_p) = Ass(R_p/(I_p)^m) = Ass(R_p/I_p), where the first equality holds because localization commutes with taking powers of ideals and the second holds because I_p is a complete intersection and powers of complete intersections are unmixed ([49, Appendix 6, Lemma 5]). Thus p ∈ Ass(R/I) and the desired conclusion follows because the argument above yields that Ass(R/I^m) is in Ass(R/I) ∪ {m}. □

Remark 2.2. Lemma 2.1 can be rephrased to say that for a locally complete intersection scheme X with ideal sheaf I_X , we have

I^{(m)}_X = ⨁ t≥0 H^0(I^m_X (t)).

Another way to interpret Lemma 2.1 is that the only possible embedded prime of I^m is the maximal ideal m. Hence I^m = I^{(m)} if and only if depth(R/I^m) > 0.

In the following, μ(J) stands for the cardinality of a minimal set of generators for an ideal J. The next theorem gives necessary and sufficient conditions for the equality of ordinary and symbolic powers for two families of ideals in terms of the number of generators of an ideal. Our statement is more general than the one presented in the introduction since we can also say something about codimension three arithmetically Gorenstein schemes that are also locally a complete intersection.

Theorem 2.3. Let I = I_X be the saturated homogeneous ideal defining a subscheme X ⊂ P^n such that one of the two sets of assumptions listed below holds:

Assumptions I: • codim(X) = 2;

• X is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay; • X is locally a complete intersection or Assumptions II: • codim(X) = 3;

• X is arithmetically Gorenstein; • X is locally a complete intersection.

Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) I^{(n)} = I^n;

(b) I^{(m)} = I^m for all m ≥ 1;

(c) I has at most n minimal generators.

Furthermore, if m < n − 1 for Assumptions II and n even, or if m < n in all other cases, then I^{(m)}_X = I^m_X regardless of the number of generators.

Proof. Recall that for any graded homogeneous ideal J of R = k[x_0, . . . , x_n], if we localize at the maximal ideal m, then μ(J) = μ(J_m). Furthermore, depth(R/J) = depth(R_m/J_m) by [7, Proposition 1.5.15]. Therefore all of our assumptions localize and thus one can reduce to the case where I is an ideal in a regular local ring R.

The implication (a) ⇒ (b) follows by the proofs of Morey’s results [34, Theorems 3.2 and 3.3] and (b) ⇒ (c) follows by [34, Corollary 3.4]. Next we explain how the last conclusion and the remaining implications follow in a more general context. Note that by [27, Theorem 2.3] the classes of ideals considered in this theorem are licci (i.e., in the linkage class of a complete intersection).

For the remaining implications we reason as follows. Assume that I is a licci ideal that is locally a complete intersection on the punctured spectrum of R and has μ(I) ≤ n. By [27, Theorem 1.14] licci ideals have Cohen-Macaulay Koszul homology for their generating sequences. Then [47, Remark 2.10 and Corollary 2.13] yield depth (R/I^m) ≥ n + 1 − μ(I), ∀m ≥ 1. Since μ(I) ≤ n, this estimate gives that depth (R/I^m) ≥ 1, ∀m ≥ 1. Therefore the ideal I^m is saturated, and by Lemma 2.1 we conclude that I^{(m)} = I^m. This gives that (c) ⇒ (b). Finally, (b) ⇒ (a) is clear.

Working still under the assumption that I is a licci ideal that is locally a complete intersection on the punctured spectrum of R, then [47, Remark 2.10] gives that depth(R/I^j) ≥ n + 2 − ht(I) − j for all j such that 1 ≤ j ≤ n + 2 − ht(I). Assume that ht(I) = 2. Then for m < n = n + 2 − ht(I), the depth estimate above gives depth(R/I^m) ≥ n − m > 0. Again, the ideal I^m is saturated, and by Lemma 2.1 we conclude that I^{(m)} = I^m. Now assume that ht(I) = 3. In this case the depth estimate above yields that I^{(m)} = I^m for m < n − 1. When X is an arithmetically Gorenstein variety of codimension 3 (Assumptions II), we may also consider the complex D_• defined in [33]. The strand D_m of the complex will be a resolution for I^m by [33, Theorem 6.25], which gives depth(R/I^m) = n + 1 − min{μ(I), 1 + 2⌊^{m+1}_2 ⌋} ≥ n − 2⌊^{m+1}_2 ⌋. For m = n − 1 we obtain depth(R/I^{n−1}) > 0 if n is odd. This proves the last statement in our theorem. □

Remark 2.4. The two classes of ideals considered in Theorem 2.3 are licci (linked to complete intersections). The equivalence of parts (b) and (c) of Theorem 2.3 remains valid in the case of licci ideals I. Indeed, the implication (c) ⇒ (b) is shown above and (b) ⇒ (c) follows from the estimate depth(R/I^m) = n + 1 − μ(I) for m ≫ 0 discussed in the preceding proof. It would be interesting to investigate whether the equivalence between these statements and condition (a) remains valid for licci ideals. We pose this problem as Question 3.7 (iii).

Remark 2.5. Cases of Theorem 2.3 were previously known:

(i) If X is a set of points in P^2, then I^{(m)}_X ≠ I^m_X for any m ≥ 2 if and only if X is not a complete intersection. This follows from [32, Theorem 2.8], which gives that R/I^m_X is not Cohen-Macaulay for any m ≥ 2 unless X is a complete intersection.

(ii) If C ⊆ P^3 is a curve that is locally a complete intersection and is an almost complete intersection, then Theorem 2.3 gives [37, Corollary 2.7].

(iii) A connection between the number of generators and the equality of the regular and symbolic powers in a special case can be found in [31, Corollary 2.5]. In particular, if R is a regular local ring with dim R = 3, and if P is a height two prime ideal with three or more generators, it is shown that P^m ≠ P^{(m)} for all m ≥ 1. See also the discussion of [17, Remark 1.27].

(iv) As we will show in Section 4, any ACM set of points in P^1 × P^1 is also locally a complete intersection. Theorem 2.3 thus implies that if X is any ACM set of points in P^1 × P^1, then we get I^{(2)}_X = I^2_X . This was first shown in [18]. See also Corollary 4.4.

Remark 2.6. The big height of an ideal I, denoted bigheight(I), is the maximum among the heights of the minimal primes of I. Huneke asked if I^{(m)} = I^m for all m ≤ bigheight(I), then is it true that I^{(m)} = I^m for all m ≥ 1? In [18] it was shown that the answer to this question is negative by showing that when X is an ACM set of reduced points in P^1 × P^1, then bigheight(I_X ) = 2, but one needs to check if I^{(3)}_X = I^3_X to guarantee that I^{(m)}_X = I^m_X for all m ≥ 1. In fact, Theorem 2.3 shows that we may have to check powers arbitrarily larger than bigheight(I) to guarantee that I^{(m)} = I^m for all m ≥ 1.

The remainder of this section is devoted to describing the graded minimal free resolution of I^m when I is a perfect ideal of codimension two under some additional hypotheses. The length of these complexes determines whether I^m = I^{(m)} and hence are closely connected to Theorem 2.3.

Let us start with some preparation.

Lemma 2.7. Consider a complex of finitely generated R-modules 0 → F_p^{∂p}−→ F_{p−1} → · · · → F_0^{∂0}−→ M → 0, where the modules F_0, . . . , F_p are free R-modules. If the complex has homology of finite length, ∂_0 is surjective, and p ≤ n, then the complex is exact.

Proof. Break the complex into short exact sequences and compute local cohomology, or apply the New Intersection Theorem [38]. □

Recall that a homomorphism φ : F → G of free R-modules is called minimal if its image is contained in mG. This means that any coordinate matrix of φ has no unit entries.

Lemma 2.8. Let I ⊂ R be a homogeneous ideal admitting a free graded presentation F^φ−→ G → I → 0. Then, for every integer m > 0, there is a complex of graded R-modules 0 → ⋀_m F → ⋀_{m−1} F ⊗ Sym^1 G → ⋀_{m−2} F ⊗ Sym^2G → · · · → ⋀_2

F ⊗ Sym^{m−2}G → F ⊗ Sym^{m−1}G → Sym^mG → Sym^mI → 0

whose right-most map is surjective. Moreover, if φ is a minimal map, then all the maps in the complex above are minimal.

Proof. Let Sym I denote the symmetric algebra of I. A presentation for Sym I can be obtained from the given presentation of I by applying the symmetric algebra functor, which yields the exact sequence F ⊗ Sym G−→ Sym G → Sym I → 0. Concretely, if rank G = r and t_1, . . . , t_r are new indeterminates, then the surjection Sym G ∼= R[t_1, . . . , t_r] → Sym I is obtained by mapping each of the variables t_i to a generator f_i of I. We view this as a bigraded map, by assigning deg(t_i) = (1, deg(f_i)) and declaring that each element g ∈ R has bidegree (0, deg(g)) in Sym G. We shall refer to the first component of this bigrading as the t-degree. If rank F = s, then the kernel of the map Sym G → Sym I is the ideal C = ( ∑_r i=1 φ_{ij} t_i | 1 ≤ j ≤ s), where φ_{ij} are the entries of a coordinate matrix representing φ. In this notation, the short exact sequence above gives Sym I ∼= (Sym G)/C.

The Koszul complex K_• on the generators of the ideal C of Sym G takes the following form: 0 → s⋀ F (−s)⊗Sym G → s−1⋀ F (−s+1)⊗Sym G → · · · → 1⋀ F (−1)⊗Sym G → Sym G → 0.

It is a complex of free Sym G-modules and the graded twists refer to the t-grading. The linear strand in t-degree m of the Koszul complex is the following complex of free Rmodules, which also appears in [13, p. 597]: 0 → ⋀_m F → ⋀_{m−1} F ⊗_R Sym^1 G → ⋀_{m−2} F ⊗_R Sym^2G → · · · → ⋀_2 F ⊗_R Sym^{m−2}G → F ⊗_R Sym^{m−1}G → Sym^mG.

Moreover, the given presentation for Sym I induces the exact sequence

F ⊗ Sym^{m−1}G → Sym^mG → Sym^mI → 0.

Combining the two complexes gives the desired conclusion. The differentials in the family of complexes described above involve only the elements φ_{ij} , thus minimality for any of these complexes is equivalent to the minimality of φ. □

The above family of complexes can be used to extract information on the minimal free resolution for the powers of I in several cases. We introduce the notation V (J) = {p ∈ Proj(R) | J ⊆ p, p ≠ m} for the elements of the punctured spectrum of R containing J. Theorem 2.9. Consider a graded minimal free resolution of a homogeneous perfect ideal I ⊂ R = k[x_0, . . . , x_n] of codimension two 0 → F^φ−→ G → I → 0. Let m be a positive integer and assume further that I is locally a complete intersection and min{rank G − 1, m} ≤ n. Then Sym^m I ∼= I^m and the complex in Lemma 2.8 is a graded minimal free resolution of I^m.

Proof. In view of our Lemma 2.8, it is sufficient to verify that the complex therein is acyclic and that the canonical surjection Sym^m I → I^m is in fact an isomorphism Sym^m I ∼= I^m. We continue with the notation introduced in the proof of Lemma 2.8.

Localizing the short exact sequence 0 → F → G → I → 0 at p ∈ V (I) yields the direct sum of a minimal free resolution for the height two complete intersection I_p = (f, g) and an isomorphism 0 → R^{s−1}_p → R^{s−1}_p → 0. This gives C_{pR[t1 ,...,ts]} = (ft_1 − gt_2, t_3, . . . , t_s), thus C is a complete intersection in R[t_1, . . . t_s]. Similarly, when localizing at primes p not containing I, K_• becomes the Koszul complex on the variables t_1, . . . , t_s and thus K_• and all of its graded strands are exact complexes when localized at p ≠ m. Therefore the homology of the graded strands of K_• has finite length. Applying Lemma 2.7, we conclude that the complex in Lemma 2.8 is exact when m ≤ n.

Furthermore, by [46, Theorem 5.1], the isomorphism Sym^m I ∼= I^m holds true if μ(I_p) ≤ depth R_p for all prime ideals p containing I such that depth R_p ≤ min{μ(I), m}. For p ∈ V (I), using the fact that I is locally a complete intersection, we have μ(I_p) = ht(I_p) = depth I_p ≤ depth R_p. Next we analyze the possibility that p = m is among the primes that satisfy depth R_p ≤ min{μ(I), m}. This occurs when n + 1 = depth R_m ≤ min{μ(I), m} = min{rank G, m}. Since by hypothesis we have min{rank G−1, m} ≤ n, it must be the case that μ(I) = rank G = n + 1 ≤ m. But in this case, μ(I_m) = rank G = n + 1 = depth R_m, thus the desired conclusion that Sym^m I ∼= I^m follows. □ Remark 2.10. The proof of [46, Theorem 5.1] shows that the locally complete intersection hypothesis in Theorem 2.9 can be weakened to μ(I_p) ≤ depth R_p for all primes containing I and such that depth R_p ≤ min{μ(I), m}.

Remark 2.11. Previously known approaches to obtaining Theorem 2.9:

(i) Lemma 2.8 and Theorem 2.9 could also be obtained by applying the results of [24]. In particular, the complex of Lemma 2.8 is the approximation complex of [24] constructed from the minimal free resolution of a perfect ideal of codimension two. We prefer to give a more explicit description of this complex for future use in section 5.

(ii) In [2, Theorem 5.4], the resolutions of powers of an ideal that satisfies ht I_j (φ) ≥ μ(I) + 1 − j are given. This provides an alternate proof of our Theorem 2.9.

It is of interest to record here the minimal free resolution that we obtain in the special cases of m = 2 and m = 3 for ACM curves in P^3. This will be useful in section 4.

Corollary 2.12. Let X be an arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay curve in P^3 that is locally a complete intersection, and let 0 → F^φ−→ G → I_X → 0 be a graded minimal free resolution. Then one has:

(a) The graded minimal free resolution of I^2_X is 0 → 2⋀ F → F ⊗ G → Sym^2G → I^2_X → 0.

(b) The graded minimal free resolution of I^3_X is 0 → 3⋀ F → 2⋀ F ⊗ G → F ⊗ Sym^2G → Sym^3G → I^3_X → 0.

Remark 2.13. (i) The above result applies in particular to any smooth space curve that is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay.

(ii) Note that any arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay union of lines in P^3 such that no three lines meet in a point is locally a complete intersection. Again, the above result applies to configurations of this type.

3. Remarks on the hypotheses

In this section we comment on the importance of the various hypotheses in our results in Section 2, especially Theorem 2.3, and we give examples to indicate various ways that they might be weakened.

3.1. The ACM hypothesis. The assumption that X is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay is essential in Theorem 2.3. If it is dropped, then it might happen that all symbolic and ordinary powers of I are equal but I has more than n generators. This is illustrated by Example 3.1.

Example 3.1. Let X be the union of 5 lines in P^3 defined by 5 general points in P^1 × P^1 (see Section 4 for more on points in P^1 × P^1). This configuration has codimension two and is locally a complete intersection, but is not ACM. However, from [19, Theorem 3.1.4], I = I_X has 6 minimal generators and I^{(m)} = I^m for all m ≥ 1. A similar phenomenon holds for s = 2, or 3 general points in P^1 × P^1. The case of s = 2 general points (i.e., two skew lines in P^3 or even in P^n) is also discussed in [20, Remark 4.2]. Note that all the cases of this example are non-ACM cases.

It is interesting to notice that for 5 general lines in P^3 the picture is quite different, but still shows that the ACM hypothesis is necessary for the final statement of Theorem 2.3.

Example 3.2. Let X be the union of 5 general lines L_1, . . . , L_5 in P^3. Again, X is not ACM, but codim(X) = 2 and X is locally a complete intersection. Then for I = I_X we have I^{(2)} ≠ I^2.

Indeed, for any three mutually distinct indices {i, j, k} ⊂ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} with i < j < k let Q_{ijk} be the quadric containing the lines L_i, L_j and L_k. Altogether there are 10 such quadrics. The ideal I is then generated by the following products of the quadrics

F_1 = Q_{123}Q_{145}, F_2 = Q_{145}Q_{235}, F_3 = Q_{235}Q_{124}, F_4 = Q_{124}Q_{345}, F_5 = Q_{345}Q_{123},

F_6 = Q_{125}Q_{234}, F_7 = Q_{234}Q_{135}, F_8 = Q_{135}Q_{124}, F_9 = Q_{134}Q_{245}, F_{10} = Q_{345}Q_{125}. These generators not only vanish along all lines but they vanish along one of the lines to order 2. Since there is a cubic vanishing along 4 general lines in P^3, this gives rise to 10 septics vanishing to order 2 along all five lines. Hence there are elements of degree 7 in I^{(2)} but the initial degree of I^2 is 8. This example shows that the final statement of Theorem2.3 also requires the ACM hypothesis.

Nevertheless, the condition that X be ACM in Theorem 2.3 seems not to be essential if we allow the codimension to go up. Indeed, it is of interest to seek results about symbolic powers for non-ACM subschemes, possibly of higher codimension. We first give a simple such result.

Theorem 3.3. Let C = C_1 ∪ C_2 be a disjoint union of two complete intersections of dimension r in P^{2r+1}. Then I^m_C = I^{(m)}_C for all positive integers m.

Proof. For i = 1, 2, we have that I^m_{Ci} = I^{(m)}_{Ci} for all m since I_{Ci} is generated by a regular sequence (see [49, Lemma 5, Appendix 6]). Thus

I^m_C = (I_{C1} I_{C2} )^m = I^m_{C1} · I^m_{C2} = I^m_{C1} ∩ I^m_{C2} = I^{(m)}_{C1} ∩ I^{(m)}_{C2} = I^{(m)}_C .

The first and third equalities are true because for disjoint ACM subschemes of dimension r in P^{2r+1}, the intersection of the ideals is equal to the product thanks to a special case of Théorème 4 and the subsequent Corollaire in [45, pp. 142–143]. □

The following example shows that even the assumption that C be a disjoint union, in Theorem 3.3, is not always needed.

Example 3.4. Consider the union, C, of two planes in P^4 meeting at a point P . At P , C not only fails to be locally a complete intersection, but in fact it fails to be locally Cohen-Macaulay, since C is a cone over two skew lines in P^3 with vertex at P . Yet a similar argument as given in the proof of Theorem 3.3 shows that I^m_C = I^{(m)}_C for all m ≥ 1. In particular, it is worth noting that the powers of I_C do not pick up an embedded point at P .

3.2. The hypothesis on low codimension. As noted in Remark 2.4 It is conceivable that the equivalence of the three statements (a), (b) and (c) in Theorem 2.3 may hold in higher codimension as long as the ideal is locally a complete intersection and linked to a complete intersection. We offer some evidence towards this conjecture below. In the following example we give “essentially” the same licci ideal, viewed in P^3 and in P^4. In both cases the ideal is locally a complete intersection (in fact smooth) and is ACM. It has four minimal generators, so the condition that I has at most n minimal generators fails in the case of P^3 but is satisfied in the case of P^4. This example was obtained using CoCoA [1].

Example 3.5. Consider a sufficiently general complete intersection of type (1,1,2) in P^3 and (separately) also in P^4. In each case, link this ideal using a sufficiently general complete intersection of type (2, 2, 2). Both in P^3 and in P^4, the residual will be ACM of codimension 3, and an easy mapping cone argument shows that the residual has 4 minimal generators and Hilbert function (1, 4, 6, 6, . . . ). In P^3 the residual is a set of 6 distinct points, and in P^4 the residual is a smooth curve of degree 6 and genus 2, so both are locally complete intersections. Indexing by the ambient space, we denote these ideals by I_3 and I_4 respectively. One can check by hand or with a computer algebra program that the Betti diagram of both I_3 and I_4 is

0 1 2 3 0 : 1 − − − 1 : − 4 2 − 2 : − − 3 2 Tot: 1 4 5 2

Then one can check with a computer algebra program that the Betti diagram of both I^2_3 and I^2_4 is 0 1 2 3 4 0 : 1 − − − − 1 : − − − − − 2 : − − − − − 3 : − 10 8 1 − 4 : − − 9 8 1 Tot: 1 10 17 9 1

By the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, this means that I^2_3 is not saturated, hence I^2_3 ≠ I^{(2)}_3 . On the other hand, it means that I^2_4 is saturated; then since I_4 is locally a complete intersection, we get I^2_4 = I^{(2)}_4 (although I^2_4 is not ACM). We have verified on CoCoA that in fact I^k_4 = I^{(k)}_4 for 1 ≤ k ≤ 7.

An additional piece of evidence that the hypothesis on the codimension might be weakened is provided by ideals of scrolls P^1 × P^n → P^{2n+1}. Note that the ideals defining these scrolls are not even licci, as can be shown by applying the criterion in [48, Theorem 2.8].

Example 3.6 (Scrolls). Let X be the scroll P^1 × P^n → P^{2n+1} embedded by the Segre embedding. The ideal J of X is determined by the 2 × 2 minors of a generic 2 × (n + 1) matrix. By [10, Corollary 7.3] we have J^{(m)} = J^m for all m ≥ 1. Indeed, in the notation of the just cited corollary, we have J = I_2, n = 2 and ℓ = 2.

Notice that the ideal J has (_{n+1} 2 ) minimal generators and the corresponding scroll lies in P^{2n+1}. The variety we get has codimension n. When n = 2 or n = 3, it is true that the number of minimal generators is smaller than the dimension of the projective space. The latter, in particular, gives further evidence for Question 3.7 below. But as soon as n ≥ 4, we get an example where the number of minimal generators is larger than the dimension of the projective space (violating part (c) of Theorem 2.3) but nevertheless the statements of (a) and (b) are true.

With the above examples and comments in mind, we pose the following questions:

Question 3.7. Let X ⊆ P^n be an ACM subscheme that is locally a complete intersection.

(i) If codim(X) = 3, are conditions (a), (b) and (c) of Theorem 2.3 still equivalent? (ii) If codim(X) > 3, are conditions (a) and (b) of Theorem 2.3 still equivalent? (iii) If I_X is linked to a complete intersection, are conditions (a),(b) and (c) of Theorem 2.3 still equivalent?

3.3. The hypothesis of being locally a complete intersection. We now address the assumption that X is locally a complete intersection. For many of the results in this paper, Lemma 2.1 has been important. It says that the property that a reduced subscheme X ⊂ P^n is locally a complete intersection implies that its powers do not pick up non-irrelevant embedded components, so that the failure of a power to be a symbolic power comes only from the failure to be saturated. It is natural to ask if the converse holds; that is, one might ask if the following statement is true: If X is not locally a complete intersection, then I^m_X defines a scheme with embedded components.

We have seen in Example 3.4 that this is not the case. On the other hand, it is not hard to verify that if X consists of three lines in P^3 meeting at a point, then X is ACM but I^2_X does have an embedded point; so even though I^2_X is saturated, it is not equal to I^{(2)}_X . We make the following conjecture, which is also based on other computer experiments. Example 3.4 shows that it is not true without the assumption that X ⊂ P^3.

Conjecture 3.8. Let X ⊂ P^3 be a subvariety (reduced and unmixed) of codimension 2. Assume that there is a point P ∈ X such that the localization of I_X at P is not a complete intersection. Then for any integer m ≥ 2, the saturation of I^m_X has an embedded component at P . In particular,

I^{(m)}_X ≠ I^m_X for all m ≥ 2.

The above conjecture has been proved in [3, Theorem 4.4] for irreducible varieties X. We now give some examples related to this conjecture.

Example 3.9. Recall that a fat points scheme in P^n is defined by an ideal of the form J = I(P_1)^{m1} ∩ · · · ∩ I(P_s)^{ms} , where {P_1, . . . , P_s} ⊆ P^n is a finite set of distinct points and m_1, . . . , m_s are non-negative integers. We denote the fat points scheme by m_1P_1 + · · · + m_sP_s. By Remark 2.5(i), if J is the ideal of a reduced set of points in P^2 (so J is radical), then J^{(m)} = J^m for all m ≥ 1 (if and) only if J is a complete intersection. However, the situation is more subtle for fat points. There are examples of nonreduced ideals J = I(P_1)^{m1} ∩ · · · ∩ I(P_s)^{ms} of fat points all of whose powers are symbolic. Since a nonradical fat points ideal is never locally a complete intersection, this shows that Conjecture 3.8 is false without the assumption that X is a variety, where variety here means any reduced subscheme of P^n (not necessarily irreducible).

It is an interesting but open problem to classify those ideals I of fat points in P^2 whose powers are all symbolic. Of course, if J = I^{(t)} where I is a radical complete intersection ideal of points in P^n, then J^{(m)} = I^{(tm)} = I^{tm} = (I^t)^m = J^m, so J is a fat points ideal and all powers of J are symbolic. A sufficient condition for J^{(m)} = J^m for all m ≥ 1 to hold for an ideal J of fat points in P^2 is given in [23, Proposition 3.5]: if J is of the form

J = I^{(t)} where I is a radical ideal of n points in P^2, and if α(J)β(J) − t^2n = 0, where α(J) is the least degree of a non-zero form in J and β(J) is the least degree d such that the base locus of the linear system J_d is 0-dimensional, then all powers of J are symbolic. So for example, if I is either the ideal of five general points in P^2 or the ideal of a star configuration in P^2, then J^{(m)} = J^m holds for all m ≥ 1 for J = I^{(2)} (see [23, Corollary 3.9 and Lemma 3.11]; see also [15]). In neither case is I a complete intersection; in particular I^2 ≠ I^{(2)} for these examples.

Example 3.10. We now recall examples of radical ideals I(m) of points in P^2 given in [35]. The results of [35] show that the powers of I(m)^{(m)} are all symbolic but I(m)^{(m)} is not a power of a complete intersection and (as long as m > 3) the criterion given in [23, Proposition 3.5] does not apply. (For example, for m = 4, we have α(I(4)) = 16 and β(I(4)) = 20, but m^2n = 16(19).) Fix some integer m ≥ 3 and consider the ideal I(m) = (x(y^m − z^m), y(z^m − x^m), z(x^m − y^m)) ⊂ R = k[x, y, z]. This ideal is the homogeneous ideal of a set of m^2 + 3 points, which has been dubbed a Fermat point configuration. By Theorem 2.3 (c), we know I(m)^{(2)} ≠ I(m)^2. However, for each positive integer j one has by [35, Proposition 4.1]

I(m)^{(mj)} = (I(m)^{(m)})^j .

Example 3.11. The examples given above of ideals J = I(P_1)^{m1} ∩ · · · ∩ I(P_s)^{ms} of fat points whose powers are all symbolic all have the property that gcd(m_1, . . . , m_s) ≠ 1, but this is not essential. Examples with gcd(m_1, . . . , m_s) = 1 are given in [6, Example 5.1]. In particular, let J be the ideal of Z = (d−1)P_1 +P_2 +· · ·+P_{2d} where P_1, . . . , P_{2d} are general points in P^2 and d > 2. It is shown in [6] that J^m = J^{(m)} and noted there that there is no m ≥ 1 such that J^{(m)} is a power of any ideal which is prime, radical, or a complete intersection. As noted in [6], further examples can be obtained from this using the action of the Cremona group. These examples, Example 3.9 above, and the case m = 3 of Example 3.10 have the property that α(J)β(J) − ∑ i m^2_i = 0, where α(J) and β(J) are as defined in Example 3.9. Thus, perhaps [23, Proposition 3.5] can be generalized to ideals of fat points rather than just for certain powers of certain radical ideals. However Example 3.10 shows this would still not cover all cases of ideals of fat points whose powers are all symbolic.

4. Application 1: Points in P^1 × P^1

In this section we apply the main results of Section 2, namely Theorem 2.3, to ACM sets of points in P^1 ×P^1. In particular, we show how our new results give new short proofs to results in [18, 21].

We begin with a quick review of the relevant definitions and notation. For a more thorough introduction to this topic, see [22]. The polynomial ring k[x_0, x_1, x_2, x_3] with the bigrading given by deg x_0 = deg x_1 = (1, 0) and deg x_2 = deg x_3 = (0, 1) is the coordinate ring of P^1 × P^1. A point P = [a_0 : a_1] × [b_0 : b_1] in P^1 × P^1 has a bihomogeneous ideal I_P = (a_1x_0 − a_0x_1, b_1x_2 − b_0x_3). A set of points X = {P_1, . . . , P_s} ⊆ P^1 × P^1 is associated to the bihomogeneous ideal I_X = ⋂ P ∈X IP . If we only consider the standard

grading of this ideal, then I_X defines a union X of lines in P^3. In order to apply the results of the previous sections, we first require the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let X ⊆ P^1 × P^1 be any set of points. Then I_X is locally a complete intersection.

Proof. We will consider a point P ∈ P^1 × P^1 as the line in P^3 that is defined by the ideal I_P = (a_1x_0 − a_0x_1, b_1x_2 − b_0x_3). We now show that the union of lines in P^3 coming from a union of points in P^1 × P^1 in this way is locally a complete intersection. There is no problem at a smooth point, so we must determine how two or more such lines can meet at a single point. Let C be a union of such lines.

The planes of the form a_1x_0 − a_0x_1 form the pencil of planes, Λ_1, through the line λ_1 defined by x_0 = x_1 = 0. Similarly, the planes of the form b_1x_2 − b_0x_3 form the pencil of planes, Λ_2, through the line λ_2 defined by x_2 = x_3 = 0. Notice that λ_1 and λ_2 are disjoint. A point P in P^1 × P^1, then, corresponds to the line of intersection of a plane in Λ_1 and a plane in Λ_2. Given any point A in P^3 not on either λ_1 or λ_2, there is a unique element of Λ_1 and a unique element of Λ_2 passing through A. Hence two lines of C cannot meet at a point not on one of the two lines, λ_1 or λ_2. Now assume that A ∈ λ_1 (the case A ∈ λ_2 is identical). In order for two or more lines of C to meet at A, it must be that the plane H_A ∈ Λ_2 containing A is fixed, while the plane in Λ_1 is not. Hence lines meeting at A all lie on H_A, and so are coplanar. But any plane curve is a complete intersection, so the same holds for any localization. Therefore, any set of points in P^1 × P^1 defines a union of lines in P^3 that is locally a complete intersection. □

First we give a short proof of [18, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 4.2. Let X ⊆ P^1 × P^1 be an ACM set of points. Then I^m_X = I^{(m)}_X for all m ≥ 1 if and only if I^3_X = I^{(3)}_X .

Proof. We will view X as a union of lines in P^3. By Lemma 4.1, X is locally a complete intersection. Now apply Theorem 2.3. □

In [18], it was also asked what sets of points X ⊆ P^1 × P^1 satisfy I^3_X = I^{(3)}_X and, in particular, if there is a geometric classification of such points. The authors proposed such a classification. We require the following notation. Let π_1 : P^1 × P^1 → P^1 denote the natural projection onto the first factor. If X ⊆ P^1 × P^1 is a finite set of reduced points, π_1(X) = {A_1, . . . , A_h} is the set of distinct first coordinates that appear in X. For i = 1, . . . , h, set α_i = |X ∩ π^{−1}_1 (A_i)|, i.e., the number of points in X whose first coordinate is A_i. After relabeling the A_i’s so that α_i ≥ α_{i+1} for i = 1, . . . , h − 1, we set α_X = (α_1, . . . , α_h).

Remark 4.3. One of the themes of the monograph [22] is to demonstrate that when X is an ACM set of points in P^1 × P^1, many of the homological invariants of I_X , e.g., bigraded Betti numbers, Hilbert function, can be computed directly from the tuple α_X . As shown in the next corollary, α_X can also be used to determine when I^{(m)}_X = I^m_X .

We now prove [18, Conjecture 4.1]. In fact, we give a slightly stronger version.

Corollary 4.4. Let X ⊆ P^1 × P^1 be any ACM set of points. Then

(a) I^2_X = I^{(2)}_X .

(b) The following are equivalent:

(i) I^2_X defines an ACM scheme;

(ii) I^3_X = I^{(3)}_X is the saturated ideal of an ACM scheme; (iii) X is a complete intersection;

(iv) α_X = (a, a, . . . , a) for some integer a ≥ 1.

(c) The following are equivalent:

(i) I^3_X = I^{(3)}_X is the saturated ideal of a non-ACM scheme; (ii) I_X is an almost complete intersection; (iii) α_X = (a, . . . , a, b, . . . , b) for integers a > b ≥ 1.

Proof. Since X (viewed as a union of lines in P^3) is locally a complete intersection, for any m the condition that I^m_X = I^{(m)}_X is equivalent to the condition that I^m_X is saturated., Equivalently, proj-dim(I^m_X ) ≤ 2. In the former case the scheme it defines is ACM; in the latter case it is not. Part (a) was first proved in [18, Theorem 2.6], but it also follows from Corollary 2.12 (a). From Corollary 2.12 (a) we see that the scheme defined by I^2_X is ACM if and only if

⋀_2 F = 0, i.e., rank(F ) = 1, meaning that X is a complete intersection.

That I^3_X is the saturated ideal of an ACM scheme is equivalent by Corollary 2.12 (b) to ⋀_2

F = 0, which means again that X is a complete intersection. The equivalence of (iii) and (iv) in (b) is [22, Theorem 5.13]. This proves (b).

To prove (c) we need the resolution to be one step longer, which is equivalent to ⋀_2

F ≠ 0 and

⋀_3 F = 0, i.e., F has rank 2, meaning that I_X has three minimal generators.

By [22, Corollary 5.6], I_X has three minimal generators if and only if there exist integers a, b with a > b such that α_X = (a, . . . , a, b, . . . , b). □ Guardo and Van Tuyl give an algorithm [21, Algorithm 5.1] to compute the bigraded Betti numbers for any set of double points in P^1 × P^1 provided that the support is ACM. Although we will not reproduce the algorithm here, it was shown that the bigraded Betti numbers of a set of double points only depend upon the tuple α_X = (α_1, . . . , α_h) describing the support X. We can now deduce this result from our new work.

Corollary 4.5. Let Z ⊆ P^1 × P^1 be a set of fat points where every point has multiplicity two. If X is the support of Z and if X is ACM, then there exists an algorithm to compute the bigraded Betti numbers of I_Z using only α_X .

Proof. Because X is ACM, the bigraded minimal free resolution of I_X can be computed directly from α_X (see [22, Theorem 5.3]). By Corollary 4.4, I_Z = I^{(2)}_X = I^2_X . We can then use Corollary 2.12 to compute the bigraded resolution of I^2_X using the bigraded resolution of I_X . In particular, the bigraded Betti numbers of I_Z only depend upon knowing α_X . □

Note that one can use Corollary 2.12 to write out all the bigraded Betti numbers. Although we will not do this here, we will show how to compute the bigraded Betti numbers of triple points whose support is an ACM set of points that is an almost complete intersection. Except for the result in the remark below, we are not aware of any similar results of this type.

Corollary 4.6. Let Z ⊆ P^1 × P^1 be a homogeneous set of triple points (i.e., where every point has multiplicity three) and let X denote the support of Z. If I_X is an almost complete intersection with α_X = (a, . . . , a c , b, . . . , b d ), then I^Z has a bigraded minimal free resolution

of the form 0 → F_2 → F_1 → F_0 → I_Z → 0 where F_0 = R(−3c − 3d, 0) ⊕ R(−3c − 2d, −b) ⊕ R(−2c − 2d, −a) ⊕ R(−3c − d, −2b) ⊕ R(−2c − d, −b − a) ⊕ R(−c − d, −2a) ⊕ R(−3c, −3b) ⊕ R(−2c, −2b − a) ⊕ R(−c, −b − 2a) ⊕ R(0, −3a) F_1 = R(−c, −3a) ⊕ R(−2c, −2a − b) ⊕ R(−3c, −a − 2b) ⊕ R(−c − d, −2a − b) ⊕ R(−2c − d, −a − 2b) ⊕ R(−3c − d, −3b) ⊕ R(−2c − d, −2a) ⊕ R(−3c − d, −a − b) ⊕ R(−2c − 2d, −a − b) ⊕ R(−3c − 2d, −2b) ⊕ R(−3c − 2d, −a) ⊕ R(−3c − 3d, −b) F_2 = R(−3c − 2d, −b − a) ⊕ R(−3c − d, −a − 2b) ⊕ R(−2c − d, −2a − b). Proof. Because I_X is an almost complete intersection, Corollary 4.4 implies that I_Z = I^{(3)}_X = I^3_X . So the bigraded resolution of I_Z can be computed using Corollary 2.12 if we know the bigraded resolution of I_X . But by [22, Theorem 5.3] the bigraded resolution of an almost complete intersection I_X with α_X = (a, . . . , a c , b, . . . , b d ) is 0 → R(−c − d, −b) ⊕ R(−c, −a) → R(−c − d, 0) ⊕ R(−c, −b) ⊕ R(0, −a) → I_X → 0. □ Remark 4.7. In the previous statement, the set of fat points all have multiplicity three. Favacchio and Guardo [14] have generalized this result. In particular, they have shown that if Z is set of fat points in P^1 × P^1 whose support is an almost complete intersection, one can weaken the hypothesis that the fat points are all homogeneous of degree three to construct a set of nonhomogeneous fat points (in a controlled fashion), and still prove that I^{(m)}_Z = I^m_Z for all m ≥ 1.

5. Application 2: a Question of Römer

In this last section we show how one can use Theorem 2.9 to give further evidence for a question of Römer [39]. We begin by defining and introducing the relevant notation.

Let I be a homogeneous ideal of R = k[x_0, . . . , x_n]. The graded minimal free resolution of R/I has the form 0 → F_p → F_{p−1} → · · · → F_1 → R → R/I → 0 where F_i = ⨁ j∈Z R(−j)^{βi,j (R/I)}. The number p = proj-dim(R/I) is the projective dimension, and the numbers β_{i,j}(R/I) are the (i, j)-th graded Betti numbers of R/I. The i-th Betti number of R/I is β_i(R/I) = ∑ j∈Z β_{i,j}(R/I).

Römer [39] initiated an investigation into the relationship between the i-th Betti numbers of I and the shifts that appear in the graded minimal free resolution. In particular, Römer asked the following question.

Question 5.1. Let I be a homogeneous ideal of R = k[x_0, . . . , x_n]. Does the following bound hold for all i = 1, . . . , p: β_i(R/I) ≤ 1 (i − 1)!(p − i)! ∏ j≠i M_j

where M_i := max{j | β_{i,j}(R/I) ≠ 0}?

Römer showed that Question 5.1 is true for all codimension two Cohen-Macaulay ideals, while Guardo and Van Tuyl [21] verified the question for any set of double points in P^1 ×P^1 whose support is ACM. We now use Theorem 2.9 to extend the family of known positive answers to Question 5.1. In the statement below, recall that α(I) = min{i | (I)_i ≠ 0}.

Theorem 5.2. Consider a homogeneous perfect ideal I ⊂ R of codimension two that is also locally a complete intersection. Fix an integer m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then β_i(R/I^m) ≤ 1 (i − 1)!(m + 1 − i)! ∏ j≠i M_j for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m + 1

where M_i := max{j | β_{i,j}(R/I) ≠ 0}.

Proof. If m = 1, then this result follows from [39, Corollary 5.2]. Let d = μ(I). By the Hilbert-Burch Theorem, the ideal I has a minimal resolution of the form: 0 → R^{d−1}→R^d → I → 0. Furthermore, the minimal generators of I are given by the (d − 1) × (d − 1) minors of the Hilbert-Burch matrix. Since every entry of this matrix is either 0 or has degree ≥ 1, we have α(I) ≥ d − 1. In particular, for all m ≥ 2, we have d ≤ mα(I).

Because of our hypotheses on I and m, Theorem 2.9 implies that the complex of Lemma 2.8 is a graded minimal free resolution of I^m, and consequently, proj-dim(R/I^m) = m + 1 and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m + 1,

β_i(R/I^m) = dim_k (_{i−1} ⋀ R^{d−1} ⊗ Sym^{m−i+1}(R^d) ) = ( d − 1 i − 1 )( d + m − i d − 1 ) .

We have α(I^m) = mα(I). As a result, for each i = 1, . . . , m + 1, β_{i,j}(R/I^m) = 0 for all j < mα(I) + (i − 1). So, because d ≤ mα(I), we have

d + (i − 1) ≤ mα(I) + (i − 1) ≤ M_i for all i = 1, . . . , m + 1.

Combining these pieces together now gives

β_i(R/I^m) =

(d − 1)(d − 2) · · · (d − i + 1)(d − i)!

(i − 1)!(d − i)! (d + m − i) · · · (d)(d − 1)! (m + 1 − i)!(d − 1)! = ((d − i + 1)(d − i + 2) · · · (d − 1)) ((d)(d + 1) · · · (d + m − i)) (i − 1)!(m + 1 − i)! ≤ ((d)(d + 1) · · · (d − i − 2)) ((d + i)(d + i + 1) · · · (d + m)) (i − 1)!(m + 1 − i)! ≤ M_1M_2 · · · M_{i−1}M_{i+1} · · · M_{m+1}

(i − 1)!(m + 1 − i)! . This now verifies the inequality. □

We can reprove and extend [21, Theorem 6.1] which first proved the case m = 2.

Corollary 5.3. Let X ⊆ P^1 × P^1 be an ACM set of points. If I = I_X , then Question 5.1 has an affirmative answer for I^m with m = 1, 2 and 3.

References

[1] J. Abbott, A. M. Bigatti, G. Lagorio, CoCoA-5: a system for doing Computations in Commutative Algebra. Available at http://cocoa.dima.unige.it [2] K. Akin, D. Buchsbaum, J. Weyman, Resolutions of determinantal ideals: the submaximal minors, Adv. Math. 39 (1981), 1–30.

[3] M. Asgharzadeh, On the rigidity of symbolic powers, preprint (2018), available at arXiv:1611.06528v2. [4] C. Bocci, S. M. Cooper, B. Harbourne, Containment results for ideals of various configurations of points in P^n, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 218 (2014), 65–75.

[5] C. Bocci, B. Harbourne, Comparing powers and symbolic powers of ideals, J. Algebraic Geom. 19 (2010), 399–417, [6] C. Bocci, B. Harbourne, The resurgence of ideals of points and the containment problem, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 138 (2010), 1175–1190.

[7] W. Bruns, J. Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay rings. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 39.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993 [8] E. Carlini, T.H. Hà, B. Harbourne, A. Van Tuyl, Ideals of powers and powers of ideals: intersecting algebra, geometry, and combinatorics. Lecture Notes of the Unione Matematica Italiana, 27. Springer, Cham, 2020.

[9] H. Dao, A. De Stefani, E. Grifo, C. Huneke, L. Núñez-Betancourt, Symbolic powers of ideals, Singularities and foliations. Geometry, topology and applications, 387–432, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., 222, Springer, Cham, 2018.

[10] C. DeConcini, D. Eisenbud, C. Procesi, Young Diagrams and Determinantal Varieties, Invent. Math.

56 (1980), 129–156.

[11] M. Dumnicki, B. Harbourne, U. Nagel, A. Seceleanu, T. Szemberg, H. Tutaj-Gasińska, Resurgences for ideals of special point configurations in P^n coming from hyperplane arrangements, J. Algebra 443 (2015), 383–394.

[12] L. Ein, R. Lazarsfeld, K. Smith, Uniform bounds and symbolic powers on smooth varieties, Invent.

Math. 144 (2001), 241–252.

[13] D. Eisenbud, Commutative algebra. With a view toward algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 150, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995.

[14] G. Favacchio, E. Guardo, The minimal resolution of fat almost complete intersections in P^1 × P^1, Canad. J. Math. 69 (2017), 1274–1291.

[15] A. V. Geramita, B. Harbourne, J. Migliore, Star configurations in P^n, J. Algebra 376 (2013), 279– 299.

[16] I. Gitler, C. Valencia, R. Villarreal, A note on the Rees algebra and the MFMC property, Beiträge Algebra Geom. 48 (1) (2007), 141–150.

[17] E. Grifo, Symbolic Powers, Lecture notes for RTG Advanced Summer Mini-course in Commutative Algebra, May 2018. Available at:

http://www.math.utah.edu/agtrtg/commutative-algebra/Grifo_symbolic_powers.pdf

[18] E. Guardo, B. Harbourne, A. Van Tuyl, Fat lines in P^3: powers versus symbolic powers, J. Algebra 390 (2013), 221–230.

[19] E. Guardo, B. Harbourne, A. Van Tuyl, Symbolic powers versus regular powers of ideals of general points in P^1 × P^1, Canad. J. Math. 65 (2013), 823–842.

[20] E. Guardo, B. Harbourne, A. Van Tuyl, Asymptotic resurgences for ideals of positive dimensional subschemes of projective space, Adv. Math. 246 (2013), 114–127.

[21] E. Guardo, A. Van Tuyl, The minimal resolutions of double points in P^1 × P^1 with ACM support, J.

Pure Appl. Algebra 211 (2007), 784–800.

[22] E. Guardo, A. Van Tuyl, Arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay sets of points in P^1 × P^1, SpringerBriefs in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2015.

[23] B. Harbourne, C. Huneke, Are symbolic powers highly evolved?, J. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 28, No.3 (Special Issue-2013), 311–330.

[24] J. Herzog, A. Simis, W. V. Vasconcelos, Approximation complexes of blowing-up rings, J. Algebra 74 (1982) 466–493.

[25] M. Hochster, C. Huneke, Comparison of symbolic and ordinary powers of ideals, Invent. Math. 147 (2002), 349–369.

[26] A. Hosry, Y. Kim, J. Validashti, On the equality of ordinary and symbolic powers of ideals, J.

Commut. Algebra 4 (2012), 281–292.

[27] C. Huneke, Linkage and the Koszul homology of ideals, Amer. J. Math. 104 (1982), no. 5, 1043–1062. [28] C. Huneke, The theory of d-sequences and powers of ideals. Adv. Math. 46 (1982), 249–279. [29] C. Huneke, Numerical invariants of liaison classes. Invent. Math. 75 (1984), 301–325. [30] C. Huneke, The Koszul homology of an ideal. Adv. Math. 56 (1985), 295–318. [31] C. Huneke, The primary components of and integral closures of ideals in 3-dimensional regular local rings. Math. Ann. 275 (1986), 617–635.

[32] C. Huneke, B. Ulrich, Powers of licci ideals, in “Commutative Algebra, Berkeley, CA, 1987,” MSRI Publ., Vol. 15, pp. 339–346, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1989.

[33] A. Kustin, B. Ulrich, A family of complexes associated to an almost alternating map with applications to residual intersections, Memoirs of the Amer. Math. Soc. 461 (1992).

[34] S. Morey, Stability of associated primes and equality of ordinary and symbolic powers of ideals, Comm. Algebra 27 (1999), 3221–3231.

[35] U. Nagel, A. Seceleanu, Ordinary and Symbolic Rees Algebras for Ideals of Fermat Point Configurations, J. Algebra 468 (2016), 80102.

[36] A. Olteanu, Normally torsion-free lexsegment ideals, Algebra Colloq. 22 (2015), 23–34. [37] C. Peterson, Quasicomplete intersections, powers of ideals, and deficiency modules, J. Algebra 204 (1998), 1–14.

[38] C. Peskine, L. Szpiro, Dimension projective finie et cohomologie locale. Applications à la démonstration de conjectures de M. Auslander, H. Bass et A. Grothendieck, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 42 (1973), 47–119.

[39] T. Römer, Betti numbers and shifts in minimal graded free resolutions, Illinois J. Math. 54 (2010), 449–467.

[40] A. Seceleanu, A homological criterion for the failure of containment of the symbolic cube in the square of some ideals of points in P^2, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 219 (2015), no. 11, 4857–4871.

[41] A. Simis, W. Vasconcelos, The syzygies of the conormal module, Amer. J. Math. 103 (1981), 203–224. [42] A. Simis, W. Vasconcelos, R. Villarreal, On the ideal theory of graphs, J. Algebra 167 (1994), no. 2, 389–416.

[43] T. Szemberg, J. Szpond, On the containment problem, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) 66 (2017), no.

2, 233–245.

[44] S. Sullivant, Combinatorial symbolic powers, J. Algebra 319 (2008), 115–142. [45] J.-P. Serre, Algébre local-multiplicités (3rd edition), Lecture Notes in Mathematics 11, Springer, New York, 1975.

[46] A. Tchernev, Torsion freeness of symmetric powers of ideals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 359 (2007), 3357–3367.

[47] B. Ulrich, Artin-Nagata properties and reductions of ideals. Commutative algebra: syzygies, multiplicities, and birational algebra (South Hadley, MA, 1992), 373–400, Contemp. Math., 159, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994.

[48] B. Ulrich, Rings of invariants and linkage of determinantal ideals, Math. Ann. 274 (1986), no. 1, 1–17.

[49] O. Zariski, P. Samuel, Commutative Algebra, vol. II, Springer, 1960.

Department of Mathematics, University of Manitoba, 420 Machray Hall, 186 Dysart Road, Winnipeg, MB R3T 2N2 Canada

E-mail address: Susan.Cooper@umanitoba.ca

Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica, Via Vanvitelli, 1, 06123, Perugia, Italy E-mail address: giuliana.fatabbi@unipg.it

Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica, Viale A. Doria, 6, 95100 - Catania, Italy E-mail address: guardo@dmi.unict.it

Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica, Via Vanvitelli, 1, 06123, Perugia, Italy E-mail address: annalor@dmi.unipg.it

Department of Mathematics, University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, IN 46556, USA E-mail address: migliore.1@nd.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Kentucky, 715 Patterson Office Tower, Lexington, KY 40506-0027, USA

E-mail address: uwe.nagel@uky.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Nebraska, Lincoln, NE 68588-0130, USA E-mail address: aseceleanu@unl.edu

Department of Mathematics, Pedagogical University of Cracow, Podchora̧żych 2, PL- 30-084 Krakow, Poland

E-mail address: szpond@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, McMaster University, Hamilton, ON, L8S 4L8, Canada

E-mail address: vantuyl@math.mcmaster.ca