arXiv:2111.15653v1 [math.AC] 30 Nov 2021

ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF DIFFERENTIAL POWERS

JENNIFER KENKEL, LILLIAN MCPHERSON, JANET PAGE, DANIEL SMOLKIN, MONROE STEPHENSON, AND FUXIANG YANG

Abstract. In this paper, we study the differential power operation on ideals, recently defined in [DDSG^+18]. We begin with a focus on monomial ideals in characteristic 0 and find a class of ideals whose differential powers are eventually principal. We also study the containment problem between ordinary and differential powers of ideals, in analogy to earlier work comparing ordinary and symbolic powers of ideals.

We further define a possible closure operation on ideals, called the differential closure, in analogy with integral closure and tight closure. We show that this closure operation agrees with taking the radical of an ideal if and only if the ambient ring is a simple D-module.

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Background on Differential Operators and Differential Powers 2

3. Differential Powers of Monomial Ideals 5

4. Differential Powers which are Eventually Principal 7

5. The Containment Problem 12

6. Differential Closure 14

References 17

1. Introduction

Given a commutative ring R and an ideal I ⊆ R, there are various notions of powers of the ideal I. Two well-studied such notions are the n^{th} ordinary power I^n, which is the ideal generated by the products of n elements of I, and, in characteristic p > 0, the e^{th} Frobenius power, I^{[pe]}, which is the ideal generated by (p^e)^{th} powers of elements in I [HH89].

One less-understood notion of ideal powers is the differential power of an ideal. The nth differential power of an ideal I, with respect to a base ring A, is denoted I^{⟨n⟩A} and defined using the ring of A-linear differential operators on R. Differential powers of ideals have recently seen a renewed interest, having been used to been used to generalize the celebrated Zariski-Nagata Theorem ([DDSG^+18], [DSGJ20]). For prime ideals in polynomial rings of characteristic zero, the differential power of an ideal coincides with the symbolic power of an ideal [DDSG^+18]; one can even use a variant of the differential power to extend this result to any algebra essentially of finite type over a perfect field [CR21, Theorem 4.6]. Differential powers have also been called n^{th} primitive ideals in the literature [JS01].

In this paper, we study the differential powers I^{⟨n⟩A} of an ideal I by examining their behavior as n grows arbitrarily large. We approach this problem from three directions. One basic question is whether the

Date: August 2021.

number of generators of I^{⟨n⟩A} must grow as n grows. We show that, on the contrary, one can find ideals with arbitrarily many generators whose differential powers are eventually principle, even in the polynomial ring setting:

Theorem 4.3, 4.5. Let R be a polynomial ring in 2 or 3 variables over a field of characteristic 0. If I is an ideal such that √ I = (x_1x_2) over k[x_1, x_2] or √ I = (x_1x_2x_3) over k[x_1, x_2, x_3], then there exists a positive integer N such that I^{⟨N⟩} is principal.

Next, we continue to work in the polynomial ring setting and study a containment problem on differential versus ordinary powers of ideals. Commutative algebraists have long studied which symbolic powers of an ideal are contained in which ordinary powers. For instance, a celebrated result of Ein, Lazarsfeld, and Smith shows that the symbolic power p^{(dn)} is contained in p^n whenever p is a prime ideal in a regular C -algebra of dimension d; see [ELS01]. Inspired by these results, we ask which differential powers of a monomial ideal are contained in which ordinary powers. For instance, we have the following:

Theorem 5.4. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. Let I = (x^{α1}_{i1} , x^{α2}_{i2} , . . . , x^{αm}_{im} ). If c = max{α_1, . . . , α_m, m + 1}, then I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n for all n.

On the other hand, we also show that a uniform containment result analogous to that of [ELS01] is too much to hope for:

Theorem 5.3. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. There does not exist a polynomial p(n) such that I^{⟨p(n)⟩} ⊆ I^n for all ideals I ⊆ R and all n ∈ Z_{≥0}.

In section 6, we go in a different direction and propose a notion of ideal closure using differential powers. Other studied powers of ideals, the ordinary power and the Frobenius power, lead to natural closure operations, the integral closure [HS06] and the tight closure [HH89] respectively. Inspired by the definitions of these closure operations, we use differential powers to define a new closure operation, the differential closure. The differential closure of an ideal I in an A-algebra R is denoted I^{diffA} . We show that this operation detects the simplicity or non-simplicity of R as a module over its ring of A-linear differential operators, D_A(R):

Theorem 6.10.1. Let R be a domain essentially of finite type over a Noetherian ring A. Then √ I = I^{diffA} for all ideals I ⊆ R if and only if R is a simple D_A(R)−module.

The simplicity or non-simplicity of R as a D_A(R) module is closely tied to the singularities of R. For instance, it is shown in [Smi95] that, if R is an F -split domain essentially of finite type over a perfect field k, then R is strongly F -regular if and only if R is simple as a D_k(R)-module.

Acknowledgements. This project started as a Research Experience for Undergraduates (REU) at the University of Michigan mentored by the first, third, and fourth named authors. We would like to acknowledge the University of Michigan Department of Mathematics, and in particular David Speyer, for organizing the REU program and arranging funding. We also thank Jack Jeffries and Eloísa Grifo for helpful discussions. The research was supported by the UM REU executive committee funds, Karen Smith’s NSF grant DMS- 1801697, and David Speyer’s NSF grant DMS-1855135.

2. Background on Differential Operators and Differential Powers

In order to study differential powers and differential closure, we must familiarize ourselves with definitions of differential operators on a commutative algebra. We refer the reader to [Cou95] and [ILL^+07, Lecture 17] for more details and proofs. Throughout this section, let R be a commutative A-algebra.

Definition 2.1. The commutator of two elements P, Q ∈ End_A(R) is defined as [P, Q] = P · Q − Q · P

Definition 2.2. Let D^0_A(R) be the set of maps in End_A(R) given by multiplication by an element of R. By identifying an endomorphism φ with φ(1), it is clear that D^0_A(R) and R are isomorphic as rings. For i > 0, define the set of differential operators inductively by letting D^i_A(R) := {∂ ∈ End_A(R) | [∂, a] ∈ D^{i−1}_A (R) for all a ∈ R}.

Then the ring of differential operators on R is D_A(R) := ⋃ i≥0 D^i_A(R). When A is a field and R is a polynomial ring over A, we write D(R) to mean D_A(R). Definition 2.3. We say a differential operator ∂ ∈ D_A(R) has order i if ∂ ∈ D^i_A(R) \ D^{i−1}_A (R).

This inductive description of differential operators can appear abstract. However, for many of our results in this paper, we focus on polynomial rings. In the case that R is a polynomial ring over a field k of characterstic 0, the notion of differential operator agrees exactly with the more familiar notion of partial derivative:

Proposition 2.4. [Cou95] Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_n] where k is a field of characteristic 0. Then D(R) is the Weyl algebra k[x_1, . . . , x_n]⟨∂_1, . . . , ∂_n⟩ where ∂_i =^∂_{∂xi} .

Remark 2.5. The situation in positive characteristic is more subtle. If R = k[x_1, . . . , x_n], where k is a field of characteristic p > 0, then D(R) includes operators of the form^1_{pe!}^{∂pe}_{∂xp}e_i , for all i and all nonnegative integers e; cf. [ILL^+07, Exercise 17.5]. These are called divided power operators and are not contained in the subring of D(R) generated by operators of lower order. In particular, D(R) is not a finitely generated algebra in this case.

We begin our study of the differential power by writing the following definition.

Definition 2.6 (Definition 2.2, [DDSG^+18]). Let R be an A-algebra and I ⊆ R be an ideal. Define the n^{th} differential power of I to be I^{⟨n⟩A} = {r ∈ R | ∂(r) ∈ I for all ∂ ∈ D^{n−1}_A (R)} When A is a field and R is a polynomial ring over A, we write I^{⟨n⟩} to mean I^{⟨n⟩A} .

The differential power of an ideal is another ideal [BJNB19, Proposition 3.8]. Futher, from the definition above, we can immediately see that I^{⟨n⟩A} ⊆ I^{⟨m⟩A} for all n ≥ m. Note that differential powers have the following property, which is useful when considering decompositions of ideals. Lemma 2.7 (Exercise 2.13 [DDSG^+18]). Let {I_α}_{α∈S} be an indexed family of ideals. Then, ⋂ α∈S I_α^{⟨n⟩A} = ( ⋂ α∈S I_α )_{⟨n⟩A}

for every positive integer n.

In Sections 3, 4 and 5, we work mostly in the setting when R is a polynomial ring over a field. To determine if an element is in I^{⟨n⟩}, instead of checking all differential operators of a given order, it suffices to check only the differential operators of the form x^{α1}_1 . . . x^{αd}_d ∂^{β1}_1 . . . ∂^{βd}_d , for all collections α_i, β_i ∈ Z_{≥0}. To simplify notation, for α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, we will denote x^α := x^{α1}_1 . . . x^{αd}_d (where we note that some α_i may be 0). Similarly, we will denote ∂^α := ∂^{α1}_1 . . . ∂^{αd}_d where ∂_i :=^∂_{∂xi} . For any α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, we will write supp(α) for the support of α, namely supp α = {i | α_i ≠ 0}. For α, β ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, we will write α+β for the usual component-wise sum of tuples, namely (α + β)_i = α_i + β_i. We will also write αβ for the component-wise product, namely (αβ)_i = α_iβ_i, and finally, for for α = (α_1, . . . , α_d) ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, we write |α| to mean ∑_d i=1 α_i.

In particular, we will use the following:

Proposition 2.8 ([Cou95] Chapter 1, Proposition 2.1). Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] be a polynomial ring over a field k of characteristic 0. Then D(R) is generated as a vector space over k by {x^α∂^β | α, β ∈ Z^d_{≥0}} where x^α∂^β denotes x^{α1}_1 · · · x^{αd}_d^{∂β1}_{∂xβ11} · · ·^{∂βd}_{∂xβd1}

From this, we can deduce the following corollary, which will be especially useful in computing differential powers.

Corollary 2.8.1. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] be a polynomial ring over a field k of characteristic 0. Then y ∈ I^{⟨n⟩} if for every α ∈ Z^d_{≥0} such that |α| < n, we have ∂^α(y) ∈ I.

Proof. Let ∂ ∈ D^m(R) where m < n. By Proposition 2.8, we can write ∂ = ∑ i r_i∂^{αi} for some r_i ∈ R and α_i ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, |α_i| < n. Then ∂(y) = ( ∑ i r_i∂^{αi} ) y = ∑ i r_i (∂^{αi} (y)) ∈ I since for each i, ∂^{αi} (y) ∈ I. Thus y ∈ I^{⟨n⟩}. □ In the characteristic zero case, we also have the following result on multiplying differential powers.

Lemma 2.9. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] be a polynomial ring where k is a field, and let I ⊆ R be an ideal. If k has characteristic zero, I^{⟨n⟩} · I^{⟨m⟩} ⊆ I^{⟨m+n⟩}.

Proof. Let s ∈ I^{⟨n⟩} and t ∈ I^{⟨m⟩}. We want to show that st ∈ I^{⟨n+m⟩}. Let α ∈ Z^d_{≥0} such that |α| < m + n. By Corollary 2.8.1, it suffices to check that ∂^α(st) ∈ I. By the General Leibniz rule,

∂^α(st) = ∑ ω : ω≤α ( α ω ) ∂^ω(s)∂^{α−ω}(t) where ( α β ) = ( α_1 β_1 )( α_2 β_2 ) · · · ( α_d β_d )

and we say ω ≤ α for ω ∈ Z^d_{≥0} if ω_i ≤ α_i for all i [Olv00].

Note, we are only considering the order of the differential operators. In this case, we notice that if either ∂^ω(s) is in I or ∂^{α−ω}(t) is in I for all ω ≤ α then ∂^α(st) ∈ I. Equivalently, we need to show |α − ω| ≤ m − 1 or |ω| ≤ n − 1 for each ω ≤ α. Suppose ω ∈ Z^d_{≥0} and ω ≤ α. We know |α − ω| = |α| − |ω| ≤ m + n − 1 − |ω|. If |α − ω| > m − 1, then |ω| ≤ n − 1. If |ω| > n − 1, then |α − ω| ≤ m − 1. So, either |α − ω| ≤ m − 1 or |ω| ≤ n − 1. Thus we have shown ∂_ω(t) ∈ I or ∂^{α−ω}(s) ∈ I for all ω ≤ α. From this, we find that ∂^α(st) ∈ I, so st ∈ I^{⟨n+m⟩}. Thus, I^{⟨n⟩} · I^{⟨m⟩} ⊆ I^{⟨n+m⟩}. □ Remark 2.10. The conclusion of Lemma 2.9 is false in general—see [BJNB19, Example 4.35]. Lemma 2.11. If R is a polynomial ring over a field of characteristic zero and I is an ideal of R then I^{⟨n⟩⟨m⟩} = I^{⟨n+m−1⟩} for all n, m > 0. Proof. Let r be an arbitrary element in I^{⟨n+m−1⟩}. This means that ∂(r) ∈ I for all differential operators ∂ with order less than or equal to n + m − 2. Let δ be a differential operator of order less than or equal to n − 1 and let η be a differential operator of order less than or equal to m − 1. Then ∂ = δ · η, has order less than n + m − 2, so (δ · η)(r) = ∂(r) ∈ I. Since δ and η were arbitrary, we have r ∈ I^{⟨n⟩⟨m⟩}.

For the reverse inclusion, let r ∈ I^{⟨n⟩⟨m⟩}. By Corollary 2.8.1, it suffices to show that ∂^α(r) ∈ I for all α ∈ Z^d_{≥0} with |α| ≤ n + m − 2. Given any such α, we can write α = β + γ where |β| ≤ n − 1 and |γ| ≤ m − 1 (the entries of β and γ are allowed to be 0). In this case, we have ∂^αr = ∂^β(∂^γ r) ∈ ∂^β · I^{⟨n⟩} ⊆ I, as desired. □

3. Differential Powers of Monomial Ideals

In this section, let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. The goal of this section is to understand some basic properties of the differential power when the ideal is a monomial ideal. We show that if I is a monomial ideal, then I^{⟨n⟩} is a monomial ideal, and we provide an explicit description of its generators.

Definition 3.1. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0 and I an ideal of R. We say I is generated by pure powers if I = (x^{αi1}_{i1} , . . . , x^{αim}_{im} ) = (x^{αi}_i | i ∈ supp(α)) for some α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}.

Remark 3.2. Ideals generated by pure powers are sometimes referred to as “M-irreducible” ideals in the literature, cf. [MRSW18].

We recall some facts about monomial ideals. First, every monomial ideal has a decomposition in terms of ideals which are pure powers of variables. In particular,

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 1.3.1 [HH11]). Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. Let I be a monomial ideal. Then we can write I = ⋂_n i=1 Q_i where each Q_i is generated by pure powers of the variables. Moreover, an irredundant presentation of this form is unique up to reordering of the Q_i.

In the particular case of square free monomial ideals, we see that this decomposition consists of ideals generated by variables.

Corollary 3.3.1. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. If I is a square-free monomial ideal, then I = ⋂_n i=1 Q_i where each Q_i is of the form (x_{i1} , . . . , x_{im} ).

Furthermore, any finite intersection of monomial ideals is still a monomial ideal, and we can explicitly describe its generators.

Definition 3.4. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. Let I be an ideal of R. The set of minimal generators of I is denoted G(I).

Proposition 3.5 (Proposition 1.2.1 [HH11]). Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. Let I and J be monomial ideals. Then I ∩ J is a monomial ideal, and {lcm(u, v): u ∈ G(I), v ∈ G(J)} is a set of generators of I ∩ J.

Corollary 3.5.1. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. If I_i is a monomial ideal and n is a finite positive integer, then ⋂_n i=1 I_i is monomial ideal.

We will start by studying differential powers of ideals generated by pure powers of variables, which will allow us to compute differential powers of arbitrary monomial ideals. Consider α ∈ Z^d_{≥0} and the ideal I = (x^{αi}_i | i ∈ supp(α)) ⊂ R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d]. We will give an explicit formula for the generators of I^{⟨n⟩} for any positive integer n. First, we show that if I is a monomial ideal, then I^{⟨n⟩} is a monomial ideal.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose I is a monomial ideal, and n ∈ N. Then I^{⟨n⟩} is also a monomial ideal

Proof. Suppose that f ∈ I^{⟨n⟩}, where f = ∑_m i=1 c_ix^{αi} where α_i ∈ Z^d_{≥0} and 0 ≠ c_i ∈ k for all i. We want to show that x^{αi} ∈ I^{⟨n⟩} for all i. By Corollary 2.8.1, it suffices to show that ∂^β(x^{αi} ) ∈ I for all β ∈ Z^d_{≥0} with |β| ≤ n − 1. If ∂^β(x^{αi} ) = 0 then we’re done; otherwise ∂^β (x^{αi} ) = cx^{αi −β} for some nonzero c ∈ k. In this case, ∂^β(x^{αi} ) is k-linearly independent from cx^{αj −β} for all j ≠ i. In other words, ∂^β (x^{αi} ) is a monomial appearing in the expansion of ∂^β (f) with a non-zero coefficient. As ∂^β (f) ∈ I and I is a monomial ideal, this tells us that ∂^β (x^{αi} ) ∈ I, as desired. □

Theorem 3.7. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0, and let I = (x^{αi}_i | i ∈ supp(α)), where α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}. The differential power I^{⟨n⟩} is generated by elements of the form x^γ = x^{γ1}_1 x^{γ2}_2 . . . x^{γd}_d where γ satisfies

(1) γ_i ≥ α_i for each i ∈ supp(γ), and (2) ∑ γ_i≥α_i γ_i = ∑ γ_i ≥α_i (α_i − 1) + n.

where the summations are taken over all indices i such that γ_i ≥ α_i.

Proof. Note that I^{⟨n⟩} is a monomial ideal by Proposition 3.6. Suppose γ ∈ Z^d_{≥0}. We will first show that x^γ ∈ I^{⟨n⟩} if and only if ∑ γ_i≥α_i γ_i ≥ ∑ γ_i≥α_i (α_i − 1) + n.

First suppose ∑ γ_i≥α_i γi ≥ ∑ γ_i≥α_i (αi − 1) + n. Let β ∈ Z d ≥0 and |β| ≤ n − 1 so that ∂^β ∈ D^{n−1}(R).

Denote S = supp(γ). If there exists an index j such that β_j > γ_j , then ∂^β(x^γ ) = 0 ∈ I. Now assume that β_i ≤ γ_i for all i, which means β_i = 0 for all i /∈ S. In other words, ∂^β = ∏ i∈S ∂^{βi} ∂x^{βi}_i . Since |β| ≤ n − 1, we

also have that ∑ i∈S β_i ≤ n − 1. Note that ∂^β (x^γ ) = c ∏ i∈S x^{γi −βi} i where c is some constant in k. Since ∑ i∈S (γ_i − β_i) = ∑ i∈S γ_i − ∑ i∈S β_i ≥ ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1) + n − ∑ i∈S β_i ≥ ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1) + 1,

then by the Pigeonhole Principle, there exists an index l ∈ S such that γ_l − β_l ≥ α_l. This implies that ∂^β(x^γ ) ∈ I. By Corollary 2.8.1, x^γ ∈ I^{⟨n⟩}.

Now suppose ∑ γ_i≥α_i γi < ∑ γ_i≥α_i (αi −1)+n. Consider the differential operator ∂

ω, where ω_i := γ_i −α_i +1 whenever γ_i ≥ α_i and ω_i := 0 otherwise. Let S := supp(ω) = {i | γ_i ≥ α_i}. First note that d∑ i=1 ω_i = ∑ i∈S (γ_i − α_i + 1) = ∑ i∈S γ_i − ∑ γ_i ≥α_i α_i + |S| ≤ ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1) + n − 1 − ∑ i∈S α_i + |S| = n − 1 so that ∂^ω ∈ D^{n−1}(R). Further, we have ∂^ω(x^γ ) = c ∏ γ_i<α_i x^{γi} ∏ γ_i≥α_i x^{γi −(γi−αi+1)} i = c ∏ γ_i<α_i x^{γi} ∏ γ_i≥α_i x^{αi −1}_i for some c ∈ k, so that ∂^ω(x^γ ) /∈ I, which means x^γ /∈ I^{⟨n⟩}.

Thus, x^γ ∈ I^{⟨n⟩} if and only if ∑ γ_i≥α_i γi ≥ ∑ γ_i≥α_i (αi − 1) + n. Now note that if ∑ γ_i≥α_i γi ≥ ∑ γ_i≥α_i (αi − 1) + n, then we can write x

γ = rx^{γ′} where r = ∏ γ_i<α_i x γ_i i and x^{γ′} = ∏ γ_i≥α_i x γ_i i , so that γ^′ satisfies (1) by construction. Thus, I^{⟨n⟩} is generated by x^γ satisfying (1) and ∑ γ_i≥α_i γi ≥ ∑ γ_i≥α_i (αi − 1) + n. Finally, suppose x^γ satisfies (1) and ∑ γ_i≥α_i γi > ∑ γ_i≥α_i (αi − 1) + n. First suppose | supp(γ)| ≤ n. Then,

since ∑ γ_i≥α_i (α_i − 1) + n = ∑ γ_i≥α_i α_i − | supp(γ)| + n ≥ ∑ γ_i≥α_i α_i we can write x^γ = rx^{γ′} for some r ∈ R so that γ^′ satisfies (1) and (2). Otherwise, if | supp(γ)| > n, let supp(γ) = {i_1, . . . , i_m} and notice that m > n. Since γ_i ≥ α_i for each i ∈ supp(γ), we have that n∑ j=1 γ_{ij} ≥ n∑ j=1 α_{ij} = n∑ j=1 (α_{ij} − 1) + n 6

In particular, x^γ = ∏_n j=1 x^{γij}_{ij} ∏_m j=n+1 x γ_{ij} i_j and if we let x γ^′ := ∏n j=1 x^{γij}_{ij} , then γ^′ satisfies (1), ∑ γ^′_i≥α_i γ ′ i ≥ ∑ γ^′_i≥α_i (αi − 1) + n, and | supp(γ

′)| = n, so that by the argument above, we can write x^γ = rx^{γ′′} for some r ∈ R and γ^{′′} satisfying (1) and (2). □

Example 3.8. Let R = C [x, y] and I = (x^2, y^3). By Theorem 3.7, when n = 2, the generator with only the x term is x^{(2−1)+2} = x^3, the generator with only the y term is y^4, and the generator with both x and y terms is x^2y^3 where 2 + 3 = (2 − 1) + (3 − 1) + 2. So we have I^{⟨2⟩} = (x^3, y^4, x^2y^3). When n = 3, the generator with only the x term is x^4, the generator with only the y term is y^5, and the generators with both x and y terms are x^3y^3 and x^2y^4, we can check 3 + 3 = 2 + 4 = (2 − 1) + (3 − 1) + 3. So we have I^{⟨3⟩} = (x^4, y^5, x^3y^3, x^2y^4).

Since differential powers commute with intersection, by Lemma 2.7, we can use Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.7 to compute differential powers of any monomial ideal. We illustrate this by giving a formula for the differential powers of principal monomial ideals below.

Since Lemma 2.7 tells us the differential power respects intersections, we are able to compute the n-th differential power of any monomial ideal by breaking it up into an intersection of ideals generated by pure powers of variables. When I is generated by a single monomial, we can explicitly write the generators of I^{⟨n⟩} for all n.

Proposition 3.9. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0, and let α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}. Consider the principal ideal I = (x^α) ⊂ R. Then I^{⟨n⟩} = ∏ i∈supp(α) x^{αi+n−1} i .

Proof. First notice that I = ⋂ i∈supp(α)(x α_i i ). From Lemma 2.7, we know that differential powers respect finite intersections. Thus, I^{⟨n⟩} = ⋂ i∈supp(α) (x^{αi}_i )^{⟨n⟩} We know how to compute each of these differential powers by Theorem 3.7. This gives us I^{⟨n⟩} = ⋂ i∈supp(α) (x^{αi −1+n} i ) Finally, we rewrite this intersection as a single ideal I^{⟨n⟩} = ∏ i∈supp(α) x^{αi +n−1} i □

More generally, we can compute the differential power of an arbitrary monomial ideal using Theorem 3.7.

Example 3.10. Let R = C [x, y, z] and I = (xy, z^2) = (x, z^2) ∩ (y, z^2). If we want to calculate I^{⟨3⟩}, it is sufficient to calculate (x, z^2)^{⟨3⟩} ∩(x, z^2)^{⟨3⟩} = (x^3, x^2z^2, xz^3, z^4)∩(y^3, y^2z^2, yz^3, z^4) = (x^3y^3, x^2y^2z^2, xyz^3, z^4).

4. Differential Powers which are Eventually Principal

In this section, we will study when I^{⟨n⟩} is principal for some n ≫ 0. We will discuss only the case that R = k[x, y] and R = k[x, y, z], starting with the two variable case. Notice that in this case, we can create a graphical representation for every monomial ideal in R using an integer lattice where the x-axis is the power of x and y-axis is the power of y. For example, the point (2, 3) would represent the set of monomials cx^2y^3 where c ∈ k^× and the ideal I = (xy^2, x^3) would be all the points inside the shaded area. This shaded region is called the exponent set of I; see [HS06, §1.4].

(3, 0) (1, 2)

Power of y

Power of x I

Figure 1. The exponent set of I = (xy^2, x^3)

Taking the partial derivative ∂/∂y would be a translation down in the y direction, and taking the partial derivative ∂/∂x would be a translation left in the x direction. Now we can also represent the differential powers of monomial ideals graphically. For example, the 2nd and 3rd differential power of the ideal I = (xy^2, x^3) can be represented as

(3, 0) (1, 2)

Power of y

Power of x ∂/∂y ∂/∂x I^{⟨2⟩} I I^{⟨3⟩}

Figure 2. The exponent set of I = (xy^2, x^3) and its differential powers

We now show that for all monomial ideals I ⊆ k[x, y] with √ I = (xy), there exists a positive integer N such that I^{⟨N⟩} is principal. The case where I is itself principal is covered by Proposition 3.9, so we may assume that I has at least two generators. First we fix some notation.

Setting 4.1. Let I be a non-principal monomial ideal in R = k[x, y]. We let {x^{β11} y^{β12} , . . . , x^{βm1} y^{βm2} } be the set of minimal generators of I, where m > 1. Notice that we can rearrange the generators of I to satisfy the inequality β_{11} < · · · < β_{m1} because β_{k1} = β_{(k+1)1} implies that one of x^{βk1} y^{βk2} and x^{β(k+1)1} y^{β(k+1)2} divides the other. This inequality implies another inequality β_{12} > · · · > β_{m2} because if β_{l2} ≤ β_{(l+1)2} and β_{l1} < β_{(l+1)1}, then x^{β(l+1)1} y^{β(l+1)2} is divisible by x^{βl1} y^{βl2} . With our generators of I labelled in this way, we fix i to be an index such that β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} = max{β_{(j+1)1} + β_{j2} | 1 ≤ j < m} Lemma 4.2. Let I and i be as in setting 4.1. If a + b ≥ β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − 1 and a ≥ β_{11}, b ≥ β_{m2}, then x^ay^b ∈ I. Proof. Suppose there exists such a, b satisfying the condition, and x^ay^b ∉ I. Since a ≥ β_{11} and b ≥ β_{m2}, then there exists an index k such that β_{k1} ≤ a < β_{(k+1)1}. Then since x^ay^b /∈ I, we know that x^{βk1} y^{βk2} does not divide x^ay^b so that β_{k2} > b. However, since β_{k1}, β_{(k+1)1}, β_{k2}, a, b are positive integers, then we have β_{(k+1)1} ≥ a + 1 and β_{k2} ≥ b + 1. This implies that β_{(k+1)} + β_{k2} ≥ a + b + 2 ≥ β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} + 1 which contradicts the assumption that β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} = max{β_{(j+1)1} + β_{j2} | 1 ≤ j < m}. Thus, x^ay^b ∈ I. □ Theorem 4.3. Let I and i be as in setting 4.1. Further, suppose that β_{11} > 0 and β_{m2} > 0. Set N = β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − β_{m2} − β_{11}. Then I^{⟨n⟩} is principal if and only if n ≥ N.

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, the differential powers of a principal monomial ideal are principal monomial ideals. Thus, by Lemma 2.11, it suffices to show that I^{⟨N⟩} is principal and that I^{⟨N−1⟩} is not.

To see that I^{⟨N⟩} is principal, let a = β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − β_{m2} − 1, and b = β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − β_{11} − 1. We claim that I^{⟨N⟩} = (x^ay^b). To see this, it suffices to show that x^ay^b is an element of I^{⟨N⟩} and that x^{a−1}y^e and x^f y^{b−1} are not elements of I^{⟨N⟩} for all positive integers e, f. To show that x^ay^b ∈ I^{⟨N⟩}, it is sufficient to check that if ω = (d, N − 1 − d) for some 0 ≤ d ≤ N − 1, then ∂^ω(x^ay^b) ∈ I. Note that

∂^ω(x^ay^b) = ∂^{N−1} ∂x^d∂y^{N−1−d} (x^ay^b) = cx^{a−d}y^{b−N+1+d} = cx^{a−d}y^{βm2+d} for some c in k^×. By Lemma 4.2, since (a − d) + (β_{m2} + d) = a + β_{m2} = β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − 1 and a − d ≥ a − N + 1 = β_{11}, and β_{m2} + d ≥ β_{m2}, then we know that x^{a−d}y^{βm2+d} ∈ I, so that x^ay^b ∈ I^{⟨n⟩}

Now, let e and f be nonnegative integers. Because β_{11} > 0 and β_{m2} > 0, we have^{∂N −1}_{∂xN −1} (x^{a−1}y^e) = c_1x^{β11 −1}y^e ∉ I and^{∂N −1}_{∂yN −1} (x^f y^{b−1}) = c_2x^f y^{βm2−1} ∉ I, for some c_1, c_2 ∈ k^×. In particular x^{a−1}y^e, x^f y^{b−1} ∉ I^{⟨N⟩}, for any e, f > 0 so that I^{⟨N⟩} = (x^ay^b).

Finally, we show that I^{⟨N−1⟩} is not principal. Letting a and b be as before, we can show that x^{a−1}y^b, x^ay^{b−1} ∈ I^{⟨N−1⟩} and x^{a−1}y^{b−1} ∉ I^{⟨N−1⟩}. By Corollary 2.8.1, we only need to consider differential operators of the form ∂^ω =^{∂|ω|}_{∂xω1 ∂yω2} where ω ∈ Z^2_{≥0} and |ω| ≤ N − 2. Note that a − 1 − ω_1 + b − ω_2 ≥ a + b − 1 − N + 2 = β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − 1.

Then by Lemma 4.2, ∂^ω(x^{a−1}y^b) ∈ I which implies that x^{a−1}y^b ∈ I^{⟨N−1⟩}. Similarly, a − ω_1 + b − 1 − ω_2 ≥ a + b − 1 − N + 2 = β_{(i+1)1} + β_{i2} − 1, so that by Lemma 4.2, ∂^ω(x^ay^{b−1}) ∈ I which implies that x^ay^{b−1} ∈ I^{⟨N−1⟩}. Since ∂^{N−2} ∂x^{βi2 −βm2−1}∂y^{β(i+1)1−β11−1} (x^{a−1}y^{b−1}) = cx^{β(i+1)1 −1}y^{βi2−1} ∉ I, (for some c ∈ k), we have x^{a−1}y^{b−1} ∉ I^{⟨N−1⟩}, which proves our claim. □

Example 4.4. Let I = (x^2y^5, x^4y^3, x^5y), then we know that I^{⟨N⟩} is principal where N = 5 + 4 − 1 − 2 = 6. This means that I^{⟨6⟩} = (x^7y^6). We can confirm this by working with exponent sets, as in Figure 3. Power of y

Power of x I (7,6) I^{⟨2⟩}I ⟨3⟩ I^{⟨4⟩}I ⟨5⟩ I^{⟨6⟩}

Figure 3. The exponent sets of I = (x^2y^5, x^4y^3, x^5y) and its differential powers.

We can also prove an analog to Theorem 4.3 in 3 variables.

Theorem 4.5. Let R = k[x, y, z], and let I := (x^{β11} y^{β12} z^{β13} , . . . , x^{βm1} y^{βm2} z^{βm3} ) ⊂ R be an ideal such that √ I = (xyz). Then there exists a positive integer N such that I^{⟨N⟩} is principal.

Proof. Let β_{xmax} = max{β_{i1} | i ∈ [m]} β_{ymax} = max{β_{i2} | i ∈ [m]} β_{zmax} = max{β_{i3} | i ∈ [m]} β_{xmin} = min{β_{i1} | i ∈ [m]} β_{ymin} = min{β_{i2} | i ∈ [m]} β_{zmin} = min{β_{i3} | i ∈ [m]} Define N_{xy} = β_{xmax} + β_{ymax} − β_{xmin} − β_{ymin} N_{yz} = β_{ymax} + β_{zmax} − β_{ymin} − β_{zmin} N_{xz} = β_{xmax} + β_{zmax} − β_{xmin} − β_{zmin} Let N = max{N_{xy}, N_{yz}, N_{xz}} and a = N − 1 + β_{xmin} b = N − 1 + β_{ymin} c = N − 1 + β_{zmin}

We will show that I^{⟨N⟩} = (x^ay^bz^c). It suffices to show that x^ay^bz^c ∈ I^{⟨N⟩} and for any positive integers d, e, we have that x^{a−1}y^dz^e, x^dy^{b−1}z^e, and x^dy^ez^{c−1} are not in I^{⟨N⟩}. Since^{∂N −1}_{∂xN −1} x^ay^bz^c = C_1x^{βxmin} y^bz^c ∉ k, ∂^{N −1} ∂y^{N −1} x ay^bz^c = C_2x^ay^{βymin} z^c ∉ k, and^{∂N −1}_{∂zN −1} x^ay^bz^c = C_3x^ay^bz^{βzmin} ∉ k, then it is sufficient to check all of the differential operators in the form^{∂N −1}_{∂xω1 ∂yω2 ∂zω3} where ω_1 +ω_2 +ω_3 = N −1. Let ω ∈ Z^3_{≥0} and |ω| = N −1.

For contradiction, suppose that x^{a−ω1} y^{b−ω2} z^{c−ω3} ∉ I which is equivalent in x^ay^bz^c ∉ I^{⟨N⟩}. Since we know a − ω_1 ≥ β_{xmin} b − ω_2 ≥ β_{ymin}, and c − ω_3 ≥ β_{zmin}, we see that any two of a − ω_1 ≥ β_{xmax}, b − ω_2 ≥ β_{ymax}, and c − ω_3 ≥ β_{zmax} being true implies x^{a−ω1} y^{b−ω2} z^{c−ω3} ∈ I. Thus, by the contrapositive, x^{a−ω1} y^{b−ω2} z^{c−ω3} ∉ I implies that two of a − ω_1 < β_{xmax}, b − ω_2 < β_{ymax}, and c − ω_3 < β_{zmax} are true. Without loss of generality, suppose that a − ω_1 < β_{xmax} and b − ω_2 < β_{ymax}. This implies that a − ω_1 ≤ β_{xmax} − 1 and b − ω_2 ≤ β_{ymax} − 1. This means that a − ω_1 + b − ω_2 ≤ β_{xmax} + β_{ymax} − 2. However, we know that

a − ω_1 + b − ω_2 ≥ a + b − ω_1 − ω_2 − ω_3 = a + b − N + 1 = 2N − 2 + β_{xmin} + β_{ymin} − N + 1 = N − 1 + β_{xmin} + β_{ymin} ≥ β_{xmax} + β_{ymax} − 1. This is a contradiction, so x^{a−ω1} y^{b−ω2} z^{c−ω3} ∈ I which implies that x^ay^bz^c ∈ I^{⟨N⟩}.

Now, because √ I = (xyz), we know that β_{xmin}, β_{ymin}, and β_{zmin} are positive integers. Thus we see that ∂^{N−1} ∂x^{N−1} x^{a−1}y^dz^e = C_1x^{βxmin−1}y^dz^e ∉ I, ∂^{N−1} ∂y^{N−1} x^dy^{b−1}z^e = C_2x^dy^{βymin−1}z^e ∉ I, and ∂^{N−1} ∂z^{N−1} x^dy^ez^{c−1} = C_3x^dy^ez^{βzmin−1} ∉ I for all inegers d, e ≥ 0. Thus we know that I^{⟨N⟩} = (x^ay^bz^c). □

Unlike Theorem 4.3, the N found in Theorem 4.5 is not necessarily optimal. This prompts the following question.

Question 4.6. Given a monomial ideal I in a ring k[x_1, . . . , x_d] with √ I = (x_1 · · · x_d), is there an n such that I^{⟨n⟩} is principal? What is the minimal such n?

We conclude this subsection with a list of examples with omitted computations.

Example 4.7. For each I ⊆ k[x, y, z] below, we list the N produced by Theorem 4.5, so that I^{⟨N⟩} is principle. We also list N_{min} := min{n | I^{⟨n⟩} is principle }.

Ideal I N N_{min} I^{⟨Nmin⟩} (x^5y^4z, x^2yz^{10}, xy^7z^3) 15 12 (x^{12}y^{12}z^{12}) (x^4yz, xy^4z, xyz^4) 6 5 (x^5y^5z^5) (x^2y^7z^3, x^7y^2z^5, xy^5z^7) 11 9 (x^9y^{10}z^{11}) (x^7y^9z^3, x^5y^5z^7, x^{10}y^4z^8) 10 9 (x^{13}y^{12}z^{11})

5. The Containment Problem

Inspired by a rich body of work comparing symbolic and ordinary powers of ideals, we ask the following questions: given an ideal I ⊆ k[x_1, . . . , x_d], for which integers a and b do we have I^{⟨a⟩} ⊆ I^b ? For which integers a and b do we have the reverse inclusion, I^{⟨a⟩} ⊇ I^b ? Since we have an explicit way (Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 3.9) to write out the generators of the n-th differential power of monomial ideals generated by pure powers of variables and of principle monomial ideals, we focus on these two cases.

First, we want to study the conditions in which I^a ⊆ I^{⟨b⟩}. The following holds in great generality: Proposition 5.1 (Proposition 2.5, [DDSG^+18]). Let R be a finitely generated A-algebra and I an ideal of R. Then I^n ⊆ I^{⟨n⟩A} .

We aim to find sharper variants of this containment when I is a monomial ideal in a polynomial ring of characteristic 0. One may hope for a c > 1 such that I^n ⊆ I^{⟨cn⟩} for all I and all n, but this is not possible: given such a c, consider the ideal I = (x^{c+1}_1 ). By Theorem 3.7, I^{⟨cn⟩} is generated by the element x^{c+cn}_1 . We know that I^n is generated by x^{cn+n}_1 . Since I^n ⊆ I^{⟨cn⟩} implies that cn + n ≥ c + cn, then we have n ≥ c for all n ∈ Z_{>0} which implies that c = 1.

Thus, we seek containments of the form I^n ⊆ I^{⟨n+c⟩} instead. We have the following: Proposition 5.2. R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d], where k is a field of characteristic 0, and let I = (x^{αi}_i | i ∈ supp(α)) for some α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}. Fix an arbitrary positive integer n. Then I^n ⊆ I^{⟨n+c⟩}, where c = min{ ∑ i∈supp(ω)(αi − 1)(ωi − 1) | ω ∈ Z d ≥0, supp(ω) ⊂ supp(α), and |ω| = n}.

Proof. We can write the set of generators of I^n as {x^{α1 ω1}_1 · · · x^{αdωd}_d | ω ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, supp(ω) ⊂ supp(α), and |ω| = n}. Let x^{αω} := x^{α1 ω1}_1 · · · x^{αdωd}_d be an arbitrary one of these monomial generators of I^n, and let S := supp(ω). Note that ω_iα_i ≥ α_i for each i ∈ supp(ω_iα_i) = supp(ω_i) = S. Also, ∑ ω_iα_i ≥α_i α_iω_i = ∑ i∈S α_iω_i = ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1)ω_i + ∑ i∈S ω_i = ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1)ω_i + n = ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1) + ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1)(ω_i − 1) + n ≥ ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1) + c + n.

Thus, by Theorem 3.7, x^{αω} ∈ I^{⟨n+c⟩}, which means that I^n ⊆ I^{⟨n+c⟩}. □

From [ELS01], we have the containment is I^{(dn)} ⊆ I^n for all positive integers n and radical ideals I. Our goal is to find a constant c that depends only on the ring R, such that I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n for some certain type of ideal I. However, such a uniform containment result is not possible. In fact, the situation is hopeless even if we replace cn with any polynomial function of n:

Proposition 5.3. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0. There does not exist a polynomial function p : N → N such that I^{⟨p(n)⟩} ⊆ I^n for all n ∈ Z_{≥0}.

Proof. Let p(n) be a polynomial function as in the theorem statement. Since I^{⟨p(n)+1⟩} ⊆ I^{⟨p(n)⟩} for all n, we may assume that p(n) ≥ 1 for all n. Let I = (x^c_1) where c = p(2). Then by Theorem 3.7, I^{⟨p(n)⟩} = (x^{c−1+p(n)}_1 ). Since I^n = (x^{cn}_1 ), we have for all n ∈ N, c − 1 + p(n) ≥ cn p(n) ≥ c(n − 1) + 1. However, when n = 2 this inequality gives p(2) ≥ p(2) + 1 which leads to a contradiction. Therefore, there does not exist a polynomial p(n) such that I^{⟨p(n)⟩} ⊆ I^n for all n ∈ Z_{≥0}. □

Thus, we seek containments of the form I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n where c may depend on I. First, we want to simplify the condition by letting I be any irreducible monomial ideal, and we want to find a constant c that depends on n and see if the sequence of c on n converges.

Theorem 5.4. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0, and let I = (x^{αi}_i | i ∈ supp(α)) for some α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}. If c is a rational number with c ≥ max{α_1, . . . , α_d}, c > | supp(α)|, and cn ∈ Z, then I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n. Proof. Let c be as in the theorem statement and let x^γ be one of the monomial generators of I^{⟨cn⟩} from Theorem 3.7. Then we know

(1) γ_i ≥ α_i for each i ∈ supp(γ), and (2) ∑ γ_i≥α_i γ_i = ∑ γ_i ≥α_i (α_i − 1) + cn

We also know that I^n is generated by {x^{αω} | ω ∈ Z^d_{≥0}, supp(ω) ⊂ supp(α), and |ω| = n}. We want to show that x^γ ∈ I^n. In other words, we want to show that there exists ω ∈ Z^d_{≥0} such that supp(ω) ⊆ supp(α), |ω| ≥ n, and γ_i ≥ α_iω_i for all i ∈ [d]. Let S := supp(γ). Let δ_i = γ_i − α_i for every i ∈ S and δ_i = 0 otherwise. Since γ_i ≥ α_i for all i ∈ S, then δ_i ≥ 0 for all i ∈ S. Also, ∑ i∈S δ_i = ∑ i∈S (γ_i − α_i) = ∑ i∈S (α_i − 1) + cn − ∑ i∈S α_i = cn − |S| Let ω_i = ⌈^{δi}_c ⌉. Then γ_i = α_i(1 +^{δi}_{αi} ) ≥ α_i(1 +^{δi}_c ) ≥ α_iω_i

Also, ∑ i∈S ω_i = ∑ i∈S ⌈ δ_i c ⌉ ≥ ⌈ ∑ i∈S δ_i c ⌉ = ⌈ n − |S| c ⌉ = n because |S| < c. We have shown that each generator of I^{⟨cn⟩} is in I^n. Thus, I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n. □

We can also find such a c for principal monomial ideals.

Proposition 5.5. Let R = k[x_1, . . . , x_d] where k is a field of characteristic 0, and let I = (x^α) for some α ∈ Z^d_{≥0}. Then I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n where c =^{(n−1)αmax+1}_n and α_{max} = max{α_i | i ∈ [d]} for all n.

Proof. Let S = supp(α). By Proposition 3.9, I^{⟨cn⟩} = ( ∏ i∈S x^{αi +cn−1} i ). We want to show that ∏ i∈S x^{αi +cn−1} i ∈ I^n. This is equivalent in showing that α_i + cn − 1 ≥ α_in for all i ∈ S. Note that for all i ∈ S,

α_i + cn − 1 = α_i +

(n − 1)α_{max} + 1 n n − 1 = α_i + (n − 1)α_{max} ≥ α_in. Thus, I^{⟨cn⟩} ⊆ I^n. □

Remark 5.6. If I = (x^α), then Proposition 5.5 also shows that I^{⟨αmaxn⟩} ⊆ I^n for all n ∈ N.

6. Differential Closure

In this section, we introduce the differential closure of an ideal. The differential closure of an ideal is defined analogously to the integral closure or tight closure of an ideal, but using differential powers of an ideal instead of ordinary or Frobenius powers.

We start with some basic properties of differential closures and show they satisfy some of the axioms of a closure operation. Note that it’s not clear whether differential closure is a closure operation in general, or whether the differential closure of an ideal is even another ideal. We show that both of these things are true when R is a simple module over its ring of differential operators. This includes, for instance, strongly F -regular rings over a finite field.

Definition 6.1. Let R be a commutative A-algebra domain and let I ⊆ R be an ideal. We define the differential closure of I (with respect to A) to be

I^{diffA} = {r ∈ R | there exists 0 ≠ c ∈ R : cr^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all n ≫ 0}

It follows from this definition that the differential closure of an ideal contains its radical: Proposition 6.2 ([DSGJ20], Proposition 3.2 part 3). Let R be a commutative A-algebra and let I ⊆ R be an ideal, and let n > 0. Then ∂(I^n) ⊆ I^{n−t} for all t, 0 ≤ t ≤ n, and ∂ ∈ D^t_A(R). In particular, taking I to be a principal ideal (r), we get r^{n−t} | ∂(r^n).

Proposition 6.3. Let R be an A-algebra domain, and let I ⊆ R be a ideal. Then √ I ⊆ I^{diffA} .

Proof. Let r ∈ √ I. Then there exists a k > 0 such that r^k ∈ I. We want to show r ∈ I^{diffA} , or equivalently, there exists a nonzero c such that for all n sufficiently large and for all ∂ ∈ D^{n−1}_A (R), we have ∂(cr^n) ∈ I.

Let n > 0, let ∂ ∈ D^{n−1}_A (R), and let c = r^k. Then by Proposition 6.2, r^{(k+n)−n}|∂(cr^n), so that r^k |∂(cr^n). In particular, ∂(cr^n) ∈ I so that r ∈ I^{diffA} , as desired. □

Next, we ask whether differential closure is a closure operation. We will later show in Theorem 6.10 that I^{diff} = √ I for any ideal I when R is a simple D_A(R)-module, and all of the properties below follow from this fact. However, we include a direct proof here for some properties which hold more generally.

Proposition 6.4. If R is any commutative A-algebra domain, then,

(1) I ⊆ I^{diffA} (2) if I ⊆ J, then I^{diffA} ⊆ J^{diffA} (3) For x ∈ I^{diffA} and r ∈ R, we have rx ∈ I^{diffA} . Further, if I ⊆ R has the property that I^{⟨m⟩A} ·I^{⟨n⟩A} ⊆ I^{⟨m+n⟩A} for all m and n (for instance, if R is a polynomial ring over A) then I^{diffA} is an ideal.

Proof.

Proof of (1): Suppose r ∈ I. We want to show there exists a nonzero c such that cr^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all n sufficiently large. Let ∂ ∈ D^{n−1}_A , and choose c = 1. By Proposition 6.2, r|∂(r^n), so that ∂(r^n) ∈ I which means r^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} as desired.

Proof of (2): Suppose I ⊆ J and let a ∈ I^{diffA} . By definition there exists a nonzero c ∈ R such that ca^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all sufficiently large n. This implies that ∂(ca^n) ∈ I ⊂ J for all A-linear differential operators ∂ with order less than n. This means that ca^n ∈ J^{⟨n⟩A} for all sufficiently large n. By definition a ∈ J^{diffA} . Thus, I^{diffA} ⊆ J^{diffA} .

Proof of (3): First, we want to show that the differential closure is closed under multiplication by a ring element. If a ∈ I^{diffA} , want to show ra ∈ I^{diffA} . This means we want to find a nonzero c ∈ R such that c(ra)^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all n sufficiently large. We have (ra)^n = r^na^n. We know there exists a nonzero c such that ca^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} . Since r^n is a ring element and I^{⟨n⟩A} is an ideal, r^n(ca^n) ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} .

Now, suppose that I ⊆ R has the property that I^{⟨m⟩A} · I^{⟨n⟩A} ⊆ I^{⟨m+n⟩A} for all m and n. For a, b ∈ I^{diffA} , we want to show that a + b ∈ I^{diffA} . We know from our definitions that there exist nonzero c_a, c_b ∈ R and N ∈ N such that c_aa^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} and c_bb^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all n ≥ N. We want to show c_{(a+b)}(a + b)^m ∈ I^{⟨m⟩A} for some nonzero c_{(a+b)} ∈ R and for all m sufficiently large. We know by the binomial theorem that

c_{(a+b)}(a + b)^m = c_{(a+b)} m∑ k=0 ( m k ) a^kb^{m−k} = m∑ k=0 ( m k ) c_{(a+b)}a^kb^{m−k}

Since c_aa^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} and c_bb^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all n ≥ N, we know that (c_aa^N ) · a^i ∈ I^{⟨i+N⟩A} ⊆ I^{⟨i⟩A} and (c_bb^N ) · b^i ∈ I^{⟨i+N⟩A} ⊆ I^{⟨i⟩A} for all i greater than zero. In this case, let c_{(a+b)} = c_ac_ba^N b^N then we have c_{(a+b)}a^kb^{m−k} = c_aa^{k+N} c_bb^{m−k+N} . We know c_aa^{k+N} ∈ I^{⟨k⟩A} from our choice of N. Similarly, c_bb^{m−k+N} ∈ I^{⟨m−k⟩A} . So, c_{(a+b)}a^kb^{m−k} ∈ I^{⟨k⟩A} · I^{⟨m−k⟩A} ⊆ I^{⟨m⟩A} and we are done. □ Remark 6.5. In the case of a polynomial ring over a field of characteristic 0, this shows that differential closure has all the properties of a closure operation other than idempotence. Idempotence is difficult to prove from the definitions even for polynomial rings. We don’t know of a proof that differential closure is idempotent other than by showing it sometimes agrees with the radical, in Theorem 6.10.1.

The rest of this section is devoted to characterizing when the reverse containment of Proposition 6.3 holds. We will need the following lemma describing how differential closure interacts with intersections. Lemma 6.6. Let R be a commutative A-algebra and let {I_α | α ∈ S} be a family of ideals in R. Then ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} ⊆ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} .

When S is finite, we have ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} = ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} .

Proof. First, we want to show that ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} ⊆ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} . We have ⋂ α∈S I_α ⊆ I_α for every α ∈ S.

By Proposition 6.4, this implies that ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} ⊆ I_α^{diffA} for every α ∈ S. Thus, by the definition of intersection, we have ⋂ α∈S I_α diff_A ⊆ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} .

Now we want to show that ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} ⊇ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} when S is finite. Let b ∈ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} be an arbitrary element. This means that b ∈ I_α^{diffA} for all α ∈ S. By definition, for all α ∈ S there exists an element c_α ∈ R such that c_αb^n ∈ I_α^{⟨n⟩A} for all n sufficiently large. This implies that ( ∏ α∈S c_α)b^n ∈ I_α^{⟨n⟩A} for all α ∈ S and n sufficiently large. By definition of intersection and Lemma 2.7, we have ( ∏ α∈S c_α ) b^n ∈ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{⟨n⟩A} = ( ⋂ α∈S I_α )_{⟨n⟩A}

for all n sufficiently large. By the definition of differential closure, b ∈ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} . This implies that ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} ⊇ ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} . Thus, ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} = ⋂ α∈S I_α^{diffA} . □ Lemma 6.7 ([BJNB19, Proposition 2.17, Lemma 3.10] ). Let A be a Noetherian ring and let R be an A algebra essentially of finite type. Let W ⊆ R be a multiplicative set. Then W^{−1}D_A(R) = D_A(W^{−1}R). Further, we have W^{−1}I^{⟨n⟩A} = (W^{−1}I)^{⟨n⟩W −1 R/A} for all n.

Lemma 6.8. Let A be a Noetherian ring and let R be a domain essentially of finite type over A. Let W ⊆ R be a multiplicative set. Then we have an inclusion of sets: { w^{−1}x ∈ W^{−1}R | x ∈ I^{diffA} } ⊆ W^{−1}I^{diffA}

Proof. Let x ∈ I^{diffA} . By assumption, there exists a nonzero c ∈ R with cx^n ∈ I^{⟨n⟩A} for all n ≫ 0. By Lemma 6.7, this implies that cx^n ∈ (W^{−1}I)^{⟨n⟩W −1R/A} , and so x ∈ W^{−1}I^{diffA} . But then we’re done, by Proposition 6.4. □

Note that R is a naturally a module over the (non-commutative) ring D_A(R). We say that R is a simple D_A(R)-module if R has no D_A(R)-submodules other than 0 and R itself. Note that any D_A(R)-submodule of R must be an ideal of R, as multiplication by an element of R is a differential operator. Further, R is a simple D_A(R)-module if and only if, for all nonzero c ∈ R, there exists some ∂ ∈ D_A(R) with ∂(c) = 1. One can show, for instance by using Lemma 6.7, that W^{−1}R is a simple D_A(W^{−1}R)-module when R is a simple D_A(R)-module.

Proposition 6.9. Let A be a Noetherian ring and R a domain essentially of finite type over A, and suppose R is a simple D_A(R)-module. Let p ⊆ R be a prime ideal. Then p = p^{diffA} .

Proof. From Proposition 6.4, we know that p ⊆ p^{diff}, so it suffices to prove p^{diff} ⊆ p. So suppose that p^{diff} contains an element not in p. Then Lemma 6.8 tells us that pR_p^{diffA} contains a unit u, and by Proposition 6.4 we have 1 ∈ pR_p^{diffA} . Thus, there exists a nonzero c such that for all n sufficiently large, c ∈ (pR_p)^{⟨n⟩A} . This means ∂(c) ∈ pR_p for all ∂ ∈ D_A(R_p). But R_p is a simple D_A(R_p)-module and c ≠ 0, so we must have ∂(c) = 1 for some ∂ ∈ D_A(R_p), a contradiction. □

Theorem 6.10. Let A be a Noetherian ring and let R be an A algebra essentially of finite type. Suppose R is a simple D_A(R)-module, and I ⊆ R is an ideal. Then

I^{diffA} = √ I Proof. We already know that √ I ⊆ I^{diffA} from Proposition 6.3, so it suffices to show that I^{diffA} ⊆ √ I. From Proposition 6.4, we have

I^{diffA} ⊆ √ I^{diffA} .

Because R is Noetherian, we know √ I = ⋂ I⊆p p, where p ranges over the prime ideals containing I. Thus √ I^{diffA} = ⋂ I⊆p p diff_A ⊆ ⋂ I⊆p p^{diffA} , 16

by Proposition 6.6. Finally, we can use Proposition 6.9 to see that ⋂ I⊆p p^{diffA} = ⋂ I⊆p p = √ I, as desired. □

Corollary 6.10.1. Let A be a Noetherian ring and let R be an A algebra essentially of finite type. Suppose that 0 ≠ I ⊆ R is a D_A(R)-submodule of R. Then I^{diffA} = R. In particular, we have √ J = J^{diff} for all ideals J ⊆ R if and only if R is a simple D_A(R)-module

Proof. Let c ∈ I be any nonzero element and let r ∈ R. Then cr^n ∈ I for all and n > 0, because I is an ideal. As I is a D_A(R)-submodule of R, we know that ∂(I) ⊆ I for all ∂ ∈ D_A(R). In particular, we have ∂(cr^n) ∈ I for all differential operators ∂ of order less than n. This shows that r ∈ I^{diffA} , as desired. □

References

[BJNB19] Holger Brenner, Jack Jeffries, and Luis Núñez-Betancourt. Quantifying singularities with differential operators. Advances in Mathematics, 358:106843, 2019.

[Cou95] S. C. Coutinho. A primer of algebraic D-modules, volume 33 of London Mathematical Society Student Texts. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995.

[CR21] Yairon Cid-Ruiz. Noetherian operators, primary submodules and symbolic powers. Collect. Math., 72(1):175–202, 2021.

[DDSG^+18] Hailong Dao, Alessandro De Stefani, Eloísa Grifo, Craig Huneke, and Luis Núñez Betancourt. Symbolic powers of ideals. In Singularities and foliations. geometry, topology and applications, volume 222 of Springer Proc. Math. Stat., pages 387–432. Springer, Cham, 2018.

[DSGJ20] Alessandro De Stefani, Eloísa Grifo, and Jack Jeffries. A zariski–nagata theorem for smooth Z-algebras. Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal), 2020(761):123–140, Apr 2020.

[ELS01] Lawrence Ein, Robert Lazarsfeld, and Karen E. Smith. Uniform bounds and symbolic powers on smooth varieties. Invent. Math., 144(2):241–252, 2001.

[HH89] Melvin Hochster and Craig Huneke. Tight closure. In Commutative algebra (Berkeley, CA, 1987), volume 15 of Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pages 305–324. Springer, New York, 1989.

[HH11] Jürgen Herzog and Takayuki Hibi. Monomial ideals, volume 260 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag London, Ltd., London, 2011.

[HS06] Craig Huneke and Irena Swanson. Integral closure of ideals, rings, and modules, volume 336 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2006.

[ILL^+07] Srikanth B. Iyengar, Graham J. Leuschke, Anton Leykin, Claudia Miller, Ezra Miller, Anurag K. Singh, and Uli Walther. Twenty-four hours of local cohomology, volume 87 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2007.

[JS01] Guangfeng Jiang and Aron Simis. Higher relative primitive ideals. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 129(3):647–655, 2001.

[MRSW18] W. Frank Moore, Mark Rogers, and Keri Sather-Wagstaff. Monomial Ideals and Their Decompositions. Cham: Springer International Publishing AG, 2018.

[Olv00] Peter J. Olver. Generalized Symmetries, page 318–319. Springer, 2000. [Smi95] Karen E. Smith. The D-module structure of F -split rings. Math. Res. Lett., 2(4):377–386, 1995.