arXiv:2207.11800v1 [math.AC] 24 Jul 2022

VALUES OF THE F-PURE THRESHOLD FOR HOMOGENEOUS POLYNOMIALS

KAREN E. SMITH AND ADELA VRACIU

Abstract. We find a formula, in terms of n, d and p, for the value of the F -pure threshold for the generic homogeneous polynomial of degree d in n variables over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p. We also show that, in every characteristic p and for all d ≥ 4 not divisible by p, there always exist reduced polynomials of degree d in k[x, y] whose F -pure threshold is a truncation of the base p expansion of^2_d at some place; in particular, there always exist reduced polynomials f whose F -pure threshold is strictly less than^2_{deg(f )} . We provide an example to resolve, negatively, a question proposed by Hernandez, Núñez- Betancourt, Witt and Zhang, as to whether a list of necessary restrictions they prove on the F -pure threshold of reduced forms are "minimal" for p ≫ 0. On the other hand, we also provide evidence supporting and refining their ideas, including identifying specific truncations of the base p expansion of^2_d that are always F -pure thresholds for reduced forms of degree d, and computations that show their conditions suffice (in every characteristic) for degrees up to eight and several other situations.

1. Introduction

Fix an algebraically closed field k of prime characteristic p > 0.

Let f be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d over k. The F -pure threshold is an invariant of the degree d hypersurface in projective space cut out by f. It can be understood as a measure of how far the hypersurface is from being Frobenius split, analogously to how the log canonical threshold measures the failure to be log Calabi-Yau (see [SS10]).

For homogeneous polynomials in n variables of degree d, it is known that the F-pure threshold satisfies

(1) fpt f ≤ min( n d , 1). However, for specific values of n, d (and p), this bound is not sharp. In this paper, we establish a sharp upper bound for every value of n and d—indeed, we show the maximum value of the F-pure threshold is either λ = min(^n_d , 1) or a specific truncation of a base p expansion of λ; see Theorems 4.2 and 4.7.

Our results can be framed in terms of the F-pure threshold function on the parameter space P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) of all polynomials of degree d in n variables (up to scalar multiple). This function is constant on locally closed sets, and defines a finite stratification of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗), as we explain in Section 3. Our Theorem 4.2 provides a formula for the F -pure threshold of the polynomials in the largest stratum—a dense open subset of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗)—in terms of p, d, and n. In particular, our formula shows the F -pure threshold of a generic degree

Date: July 26, 2022.

This work is partially funded by NSF DMS #1952399 and #2101075. MATH SUBJECT CLASSIFICATIONS: PRIMARY 13A35. SECONDARY 14B05. 1

d polynomial over of field of characteristic p is often strictly smaller than the log canonical threshold of a generic degree d polynomial over C , which is always precisely min(^n_d , 1).

Our work is inspired by work of Hernandez, Núñez-Betancourt, Witt and Zhang [HNWZ16], who investigated the F-pure threshold of homogeneous polynomials cutting out a smooth projective hypersurface. In two variables, they prove the F-pure threshold of a reduced^1 polynomial is either^2_d or some truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of^2_d ; they also list some necessary conditions on the place of the truncation and raise the issue as to what extent these might be sufficient. We show that, while their conditions are not sufficient for all d and p (see Example 5.2), there always exist reduced polynomials of degree d (provided p does not divide d and d ≥ 4) whose F-pure threshold is some truncation of^2_d ; See Theorem 5.6.

Ideally, we would like to understand, for each n, d and p, the distinct values of the F-pure threshold as we range over all reduced polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) (or over those defining a reduced, or a smooth, projective hypersurface). We can easily describe equations for the locally closed set X_λ of polynomials whose F -pure threshold is exactly λ (see §3), but it may be difficult to determine whether or not a particular X_λ is non-empty, and if so, whether its intersection with the locus of reduced polynomials is non-empty. We make progress towards this task by showing that when p does not divide d, there is always a non-empty stratum of reduced polynomials of degree d whose F -pure threshold is strictly less than^2_d ; see Theorem 5.3. In Conjecture 6.1, we speculate more precisely that there is always a reduced polynomial of degree d whose F -pure threshold is exactly the e-th truncation of^2_d , for e the order of p in the multiplicative group (Z/dZ)^× (or in (Z/^d_2Z)^× if d is even). We prove this conjecture when e = 1 or 2; see Remark 6.3 and Theorem 6.4.

In Section 7, we determine the F -pure thresholds for all homogeneous polynomials in two variables in degrees up to eight, in each and every characteristic p. These computations provide further support for Conjecture 6.1.

Lower bounds on the F -pure threshold of reduced polynomials are also of interest.^2 Proposition 8.1 provides a lower bound for the F -pure threshold of a reduced degree d polynomial as the first non-vanishing truncation of the base p expansion of^2_d . This raises the question: what is the F -pure threshold for the smallest stratum containing a reduced polynomial in the stratification on P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) by F -pure threshold in terms of n, d, and p? Of course, it is also of interest to ask the same about polynomials defining a smooth hypersurface. We make some specific speculations about the answers in the final section of the paper. Acknowledgements. Thanks to Luis Núñez-Betancourt for several helpful remarks on this work. In addition, the first author is grateful to the University of Jyväskylä for its hospitality while she undertook this project.

1Note that a homogeneous polynomial in two variables over an algebraically closed field defines a smooth subscheme of P^1 if and only if it has no repeated factors, i.e. is reduced.

2Without restricting to reduced polynomials, the minimal F -pure threshold is^1_d , achieved by x^d, regardless of the characteristic or number of variables. 2

2. Preliminaries on F-pure threshold

Fix a field k of positive characteristic p. For an ideal I in a ring of characteristic p, the notation I^{[pe]} denotes the ideal generated by the p^e-th powers of the elements (equivalently, any set of generators) of I.

Definition 2.1. The F -pure threshold of f ∈ k[x_1, . . . , x_n] (at the maximal ideal m = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n)) is the real number

fpt(f) = sup { N p^e | | | f^N /∈ m^{[pe]} } = inf { N p^e | | | f^N ∈ m^{[pe]} } , where m^{[pe]} denotes the Frobenius power ⟨x^{pe}_1 , . . . , x^{pe}_n ⟩ of m.

Originally, the F-pure threshold was defined somewhat differently by Takagi and Watanabe [TW04] as the "threshold" c beyond which the pair (S, f^c) fails to be F -pure (see also [HY03]). The reformulation above has evolved through [MTW05] and [BMS08]. See also [BFS13].

The F-pure threshold should be viewed as a "characteristic p analog" of the log canonical threshold, with smaller values of the F-pure threshold corresponding to "more singular" objects. Many of its properties are familiar from corresponding statements about the log canonical threshold. Some properties are summarized below in our setting:

Proposition 2.2. Let f be a homogeneous form of degree d > 0 over a field k of characteristic p > 0. Then

(1) fpt(f) ≤ 1.

(2) For a monomial f = x^{a1}_1 x^{a2}_2 · · · x^{an}_n , fpt(f) = min(^1_{a1} ,^1_{a2} , . . . ,^1_{an} ). (3) fpt(f) ∈ Q.

(4) If f is in n variables, then^1_d ≤ fpt(f) ≤ min(1,^n_d ). (5) For any r ≥ 1, we have fpt(f^r) =^{fpt(f)}_r . (6) f^n ∈ m^{[pe]} if and only if fpt(f) ≤^n_{pe} .

(7) For any field extension k^′ of k, the F -pure threshold is independent of whether we view f as a polynomial over k or over k^′.

Proof. The first property is an immediate consequence of the definition, and the second follows easily as well. The third can be found in [BMS08]. The fourth and fifth are straightforward to check (see [KKP^+20, 2.2]) and the sixth follows by combining (5) with [KKP^+20, 4.4]. For a proof of the final statement, see [KKP^+20, 3.4]. □

In light of (7) in Proposition 2.2, there is little loss of generality in studying F -pure threshold over an algebraically closed field. We therefore assume our ground field k is algebraically closed throughout this paper.

2.3. Basics on Truncations. Fix a positive real number λ ≤ 1, and consider a base p expansion

(2) λ = α_1 p + α_2 p^2 + α_3 p^3 + · · · 3

where the "digits" α_i are integers satisfying 0 ≤ α_i ≤ p − 1 for all i ∈ N. If λ is a rational number of the form^a_{pe} with a ∈ Z, then there are two such expansions (2), one terminating after the e-th place, and the other non-terminating, with all digits equal to p − 1 after the e-th place. Otherwise, the expression (2) for λ is unique, with the sequence of digits {α_i} neither eventually zero nor eventually the constant sequence {p − 1}.

Thus every real number has a unique non-terminating base p expansion, in which the sequence {α_i} of digits is not eventually zero. We will use the notation ⟨λ⟩_e for the truncation at the e-th spot of the non-terminating base p expansion:

(3) ⟨λ⟩_e := α_1 p + α_2 p^2 + α_3 p^3 + · · · + α_e p^e = N_e p^e . We gather some facts about such truncations for future reference. The proofs are left as easy exercises.

Lemma 2.4. With notation as in (3),

(1) Each truncation ⟨λ⟩_e is strictly less than λ;

(2) The sequence of truncations {⟨λ⟩_e} is a non-decreasing sequence converging to λ; (3) The numerator N_e of ⟨λ⟩_e =^{Ne}_{pe} is the unique integer M such that 0 < λ − M p^e ≤ 1 p^e ; (4) For every e ≥ 1, N_{e+1} = pN_e + α_e where 0 ≤ α_e ≤ p − 1; (5) For all positive integers j ≤ e, the "round-down" ⌊^{Ne}_{pe−j} ⌋ equals N_j .

Lemma 2.5. Let λ =^n_d be a rational number where d, n ∈ N, and let^{NL}_{pL} be the truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of λ. Then provided p^Lλ ∉ Z, when we divide the integer p^Ln by d,

• the integer N_L is the quotient, and • the integer 1 ≤ np^L − dN_L < d is the remainder.

If p^Lλ ∈ Z, then the quotient of np^L by d is the integer N_L + 1 (with no remainder).

3. The stratification by F-pure threshold

Fix an algebraically closed ground field k of characteristic p.

The F-pure threshold can be viewed as a function assigning to each polynomial f ∈ k[x_1, . . . , x_n] the rational number fpt(f). In this section, we prove some basic facts about this function that are likely known to experts but hard to find in the literature. At the same time, we set up notation needed in the subsequent sections.

Let Sym^d(k^n)^∗ denote the k vector space of degree d homogeneous polynomials in n variables, and P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) the projective space of such polynomials up to non-zero scalar multiple. For a positive real number λ, define the following two subsets of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) : X_λ = {f | fpt(f) = λ} and X_{≤λ} = {f | fpt(f) ≤ λ}. Note that X_λ ⊆ X_{≤λ} and that X_{≤λ1} ⊆ X_{≤λ2} whenever λ_1 < λ_2.

Proposition 3.1. The set X_{≤λ} is a Zariski closed subset of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗). 4

Before proving Proposition 3.1, we record the following obvious corollary: Corollary 3.2. The set X_λ is the locally closed set of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) X_λ = X_{≤λ} ⋂ ( ⋃ e∈N P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) \ X_{≤⟨λ⟩e} )

where ⟨λ⟩_e is the truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of λ at the e-th spot. Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 3.1 and the fact that the sequence ⟨λ⟩_e converges to λ with every truncation ⟨λ⟩_e strictly less than λ. □ Notation 3.3. Let I_d be the set of n-tuples i := (i_1, . . . , i_n) with i_1, . . . , i_n nonnegative integers such that i_1 + · · · + i_n = d. The set of all degree d monomials {x^{i1}_1 · · · x^{in}_n | (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ I_d} is a basis for Sym^d(k^n)^∗, the k-vector space of all degree d homogeneous polynomials in {x_1, . . . , x_n}. We can thus write each f ∈ Sym^d(k^n)^∗ uniquely as f = ∑ i∈I_d a_i x^{i1}_1 · · · x^{in}_n ,

where a_i ∈ k, and view the a_i as the coordinates for the space Sym^d(k^n)^∗. Thus the polynomial ring K := k[a_i | i ∈ I_d] is the coordinate ring of Sym^d(k^n)^∗, as well as the homogenous coordinate ring of the projective space P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) of polynomials up to scalar multiple.

Consider the generic polynomial of degree d in n variables: (4) f = ∑ i∈I_d a_i x^{i1}_1 · · · x^{in}_n ∈ K[x_1, . . . , x_n]. For each positive integer N, we have (5) f^N = ∑ j=(j_1,...,j_n)∈I_{Nd} C_{Nj} x^{j1}_1 · · · x^{jn}_n with C_{Nj} ∈ K denoting the coefficient of x^{j1}_1 · · · x^{jn}_n in the expansion of f^N . Each C_{Nj} is a (possibly zero) polynomial in the coordinates a_i of degree N. The following description of the polynomials C_{Nj}, which will not be needed until §4, is easy to verify by expanding out f^N and gathering together the x^{j1}_1 · · · x^{jn}_n terms:

Formula 3.4. Fix a positive integer N and j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{Nd}. For the polynomial C_{Nj} ∈ K as defined in (5), we have

(6) C_{Nj} = ∑ k ( N! ∏ i∈I_d ki! ) ∏ i∈I_d a^{ki}_i

where the summation is over all choices of |I_d|-tuples k = (k_i | i ∈ I_d) satisfying (7) ∑ i=(i_1,...,i_n)∈I_d k_i = N, and 5

(8) ∑ i=(i_1 ,...,i_n)∈I_d k_ii_1 = j_1, ∑ i=(i_1 ,...,i_n)∈I_d k_ii_2 = j_2, . . . ∑ i=(i_1 ,...,i_n)∈I_d k_ii_n = j_n.

The equations (8) can be viewed as an expression of homogeneity of C_{Nj} with respect to certain non-standard gradings on the polynomial ring K. For example, the first equality in (8) says that C_{Nj} is homogeneous of degree j_1 with respect to the grading where a_i (for i = (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ I_d) has degree i_1; this grading tracks the degree of x_1 in the expression (5). Proof of Proposition 3.1. Fix λ ∈ R_{>0} . Note that the sequence (9) ⌈p^eλ⌉ p^e for e ∈ N is a non-increasing sequence of rational numbers converging to λ from above. It follows immediately that (10) X_{≤ ⌈p}1_{λ⌉p1} ⊇ X_{≤ ⌈p}2_{λ⌉p2} ⊇ X_{≤ ⌈p}3_{λ⌉p3} ⊇ · · · ⊇ ⋂ e∈N X_≤ ⌈peλ⌉_{pe} = X_{≤λ}. So to show that X_{≤λ} is closed, it suffices to show that this is so when λ has the form^N_{pE} .

Recall that fpt(f) ≤^N_{pE} if and only if f^N ∈ m^{[pE ]} where m = (x_1, . . . , x_n) (Proposition 2.2 (6)). Thus we need only observe that the inclusion f^N ∈ m^{[pE ]} is a closed condition on P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗). Such statements are well-known, but we do so by finding explicit defining polynomials in K because we will need to refer to them later.

For a polynomial ∑ i∈I_d ai x i_1

1 · · · x^{in}_n ∈ Sym^d(k^n)^∗, we consider when (11) f^N = ∑ j∈I_{Nd} C_{Nj}x^j ∈ (x^{pE}_1 , . . . , x^{pE}_n ). Since (x^{pE}_1 , . . . , x^{pE}_n ) is a monomial ideal, the inclusion (11) holds if and only if the polynomial (12) C_{Nj}x^j ∈ (x^{pE}_1 , . . . , x^{pE}_n ) ∀ j ∈ I_{Nd}.

This being automatic if x^j ∈ m^{[pE ]}, we see that (11) holds for a polynomial with coefficients [a_i] ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) if and only if (13) C_{Nj}(a_i) = 0 ∀ j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{Nd} such that j_k ≤ p^E − 1 for k = 1, 2, . . . n. Thus X_≤ N_{pE} is the closed set of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) defined by the polynomials (13). □

For future reference, we highlight the final sentence of the proof of Theorem 3.1: Corollary 3.5. With notation as above, the locus in Sym^d(k^n)^∗ of polynomials f with fpt(f) ≤^N_{pE} is the Zariski closed set (14) V({C_{Nj} | j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{Nd} with j_k < p^E ∀k}) ⊂ Sym^d(k^n)^∗. In particular, X_≤ N_{pE} = P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) if and only if all C_{Nj} whose indices j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) satisfy j < p^E component-wise are zero as polynomials in K.

In light of Sato’s proof of the ACC conjecture for F-pure threshold (see [BMS09, 4.4]) we see that the parameter space P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) of degree d polynomials in n variables over a fixed field k of characteristic p admits a finite stratification by F-pure threshold: 6

Corollary 3.6. There is a finite descending chain of closed sets of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗),

(15) X_{≤λ1} ⊊ X_{≤λ2} ⊊ · · · ⊊ X_{≤λT} = P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗),

where each X_{≤λi} \ X_{≤λi−1} consists of polynomials of F-pure-threhold exactly λ_i.

Proof. The point is that there are only finitely many distinct values of F-pure thresholds for a polynomial of degree d in k[x_1, . . . , x_n], in which case the statement follows immediately from Proposition 3.1. The finiteness holds because the set of F-pure-thresholds for polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) satisfies both the ascending and the descending chain conditions (ACC and DCC): there is no strictly ascending, nor any strictly descending sequence, of F-pure thresholds among polynomials (in n variables) of degree d over k. The ACC condition is [Sat19, Thm 1.2], whereas the DCC condition follows from the Noetherianness of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗). □

Corollary 3.6 implies that there is a maximal value for the F -pure threshold of a homogeneous polynomial of degree d in n variables, and that the set of polynomial achieving this maximal F -pure threshold is a dense open set of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗). We call this maximal F -pure threshold the generic F -pure threshold for P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗). There are always reduced polynomials (and even polynomials defining a smooth projective hypersurface) achieving the generic F -pure threshold, since these loci are also dense and open in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗).

4. The largest stratum

Fix an algebraically closed base field k of characteristic p.

A basic question is: what is the F-pure-threshold of the generic polynomial of degree d in n variables over k? That is, what is the maximal F-pure threshold among all polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗)?

In this section, we answer this question, showing that the generic F-pure threshold will always be either min(1,^n_d ) or a truncation of its non-terminating base p expansion at some particular spot. When n ≥ d, this is easy:

Proposition 4.1. For n ≥ d, a generic polynomial in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) has F-pure threshold 1.

Proof. By Proposition 2.2, fpt(f) ≤ 1 for all f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗), whereas the monomial x_1x_2 · · · x_d has F-pure threshold 1. □

The case where d > n is covered by the next result:

Theorem 4.2. Fix a degree d ≥ n. The value of the F-pure threshold of a generic element in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗)— or equivalently, the maximum value of the F-pure threshold of any homogenous polynomial of degree d in n variables— is the truncation ⟨^n_d ⟩_L at the L-th spot of n d , where L is the smallest positive number such that

(a) p^{L n}_d is not an integer; and (b) the remainder when np^L is divided by d is strictly less than n.

If no such L exists, then the generic value of the F-pure threshold is^n_d .

Remark 4.3. Note that condition (a) in Theorem 4.2 holds automatically unless, writing n d in lowest terms as^a_b , we have that b = p^e with e ≤ L. 7

For polynomials in two variables, Theorem 4.2 simplifies:

Corollary 4.4. Fix a degree d ≥ 2. The maximum F-pure threshold of a polynomial in Sym^d(k^2)^∗ is equal to the truncation ⟨^2_d ⟩_e of the non-terminating base p expansion of^2_d , where e is the smallest positive value of e such that 2p^e ≡ 1 mod d. If no such e exists, then the maximum F-pure threshold is^2_d .

Example 4.5. The F-pure threshold of a generic polynomial of even degree in two variables is^2_d . Indeed, if d is even, then there is no e such that 2p^e ≡ 1 mod d.

Remark 4.6. More generally, if p ≡ 1 mod d (and d ≤ n), Theorem 4.2 implies that the generic polynomial of degree d in n variables over a field of characteristic p has F -pure threshold^n_d . In particular, fixing n and d and letting p vary, there are infinitely many values of p for which the F -pure threshold of the generic polynomial of degree d in n variables is n d . This is expected, since the generic log canonical threshold over C in this case is^n_d ; see [MTW05, Conj 3.6].

To prove Theorem 4.2, we first restate it as follows:

Theorem 4.7. Fix a degree d ≥ n. For each natural number L, let ⟨λ⟩_L =^{NL}_{pL} be the truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of λ at the L-th spot. Then (i) If dN_L ≤ np^L − n for all L, then the maximum value of the F-pure threshold of any polynomial in n variables of degree d is^n_d .

(ii) Otherwise, the maximal F-pure threshold is equal to the smallest value of ⟨^n_d ⟩_L such that dN_L ≥ np^L − n + 1.

Proof of the Equivalence of Theorems 4.2 and 4.7. If p^{L n}_d is not an integer, condition (b) in Theorem 4.2 is an alternative way to write condition (ii) from Theorem 4.7 (see Lemma 2.5). On the other hand, if p^{L n}_d is an integer, then in lowest terms^n_d =^a_{pe} , where L ≥ e, so n d = N_L p^L + 1 p^L . In particular, multiplying by p^Ld, we have dN_L = p^Ln − d ≤ p^Ln − n for all L ≥ e. So (i) in Theorem 4.7 holds for all L ≥ e in any case. □

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 4.7. The heart is the following non-vanishing result for the coefficient polynomials C_{Nj} as defined in (5):

Key Lemma 4.8. Fix a degree d and number of variables n. Suppose M and e are natural numbers such that^M_{pe} <^n_d ≤ 1. Let

M_j = ⌊ M p^{e−j} ⌋ . Then the following are equivalent

(a) dM_j ≤ np^j − n for all positive integers j ≤ e;

(b) For some index j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{dM} with j_t ≤ p^e − 1 for each t = 1, . . . , n, the polynomial C_{Mj} is non-zero as a polynomial in the coordinate ring K of P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) (see Notation 3.3).

(c) There is a homogeneous polynomial g of degree d in n variables such that fpt(g) >^M_{pe} . 8

Remark 4.9. One situation where we will apply Lemma 4.8 is the following. Let ⟨^n_d ⟩_e =^{Ne}_{pe} for some positive e. Then taking M to be N_e, it follows that M_j = N_j for all j ≤ e.

We will prove the Key Lemma 4.8 by induction on e. Lemma 4.11 will provide the base case. For both the base case and the inductive step, we make use of the following easy fact:

Lemma 4.10. Given nonnegative integers a_1, . . . , a_n, b with b ≤ ∑_n i=1 a_i, there exist nonnegative integers b_1, . . . , b_n such that b_i ≤ a_i for all i, and ∑_n i=1 b_i = b.

Proof of Lemma 4.10. Induce on b. If b = 0, take b_i = 0 for all i. If b > 0, then some a_i > 0; without loss of generality, say a_1 > 0. Consider the collection of non-negative integers b−1, a_1 −1, a_2, . . . , a_n. By our inductive assumption, there exist b^′_1, . . . , b^′_n such that b^′_1 ≤ a_1 − 1 and b^′_i ≤ a_i for all i ≥ 2, with ∑_n i=1 b^′_i = b − 1. The proof is completed by taking b_1 = b^′_1 + 1 and b_i = b^′_i for i ≥ 2. □

Lemma 4.11. With notation as above, if p > N, then the polynomial C_{Nj} ∈ K is nonzero for all j ∈ I_{Nd}.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. Since N < p, the multinomial coefficients^{N!∏}_{i∈Id ki!} are all nonzero, so looking at Formula 3.4, the conclusion follows once we show that for each j ∈ I_{Nd}, there exist choices of (k_i | i ∈ I_d) satisfying the requirements (7) and (8). In other words, we need to show that every monomial x^{j1}_1 · · · x^{jn}_n with j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{Nd} appears in the expansion (3.4) of f^N , where f is the generic polynomial ∑ i∈I_d aix i_1

1 · · · x^{in}_n of degree d in n variables.

For this, we induce on N. If N = 1, the claim is obvious. Let N > 1, and fix (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{Nd}. From Lemma 4.10, we know that we can choose (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ I_d such that (i_1, . . . , i_n) ≤ (j_1, . . . , j_n) component-wise. Since ∑_n t=1(j_t − i_t) = d(N − 1), the inductive assumption implies that the monomial x^{j1−i1}_1 · · · x^{jn−in}_n appears with non-zero coefficient in the expansion (3.4) of f^{N−1}. Multiplying by f, therefore, there is a monomial x^{j1}_1 · · · x^{jn}_n = (x^{i1}_1 · · · x^{in}_n )(x^{j1−i1}_1 · · · x^{jn−in}_n ) appearing in the expansion (3.4) of f · f^{N−1} = f^N . This completes the proof. □ Proof of Key Lemma 4.8. First note that (b) and (c) are equivalent by Corollary 3.5 and Proposition 2.2 (6).

We next show that (b) implies (a). If dM_j ≥ np^j − n + 1 for some j ≤ e, then f^{Mj} ∈ (x^{pj}_1 , . . . , x^{pj}_n ) for all polynomials f of degree d in n variables. Raising to the p^{e−j}-power, also f^{pe−j Mj} ∈ (x^{pe}_1 , . . . , x^{pe}_n ). So since M ≥ p^{e−j}M_j , we have f^M ∈ (x^{pe}_1 , . . . , x^{pe}_n ) for all f ∈ Sym^d(k^n)^∗. But now Corollary 3.5 implies that the polynomials C_{Mj} are zero for all j = (j_1, . . . , j_n) ∈ I_{dM} with all components j_t ≤ p^e − 1.

Finally, we prove (a) implies (b) by induction on e. First suppose that e = 1. In this case, (a) implies M_1 = M < p, so Lemma 4.11 ensures that all C_{Mj} are non-zero.

For the inductive step, assume that e ≥ 2. Let M = ⌊^M_p ⌋, and M_j = ⌊^M_{p(e−1)−j} ⌋. Observe that

(i)^M_{pe−1} ≤^M_{pe} <^n_d ≤ 1 (ii) dM_j ≤ d⌊^M_{pe−j} ⌋ = dM_j ≤ np^j − n. 9

Therefore, we can apply the inductive hypothesis to the natural numbers M, e−1 to conclude that there is some non-zero polynomial C_{M J} ∈ K with index J = (J_1, . . . , J_n) ∈ I_{dM} and all components J_t ≤ p^{e−1} − 1. Writing M = pM + α where 0 ≤ α < p, with this choice of index J, therefore, the products

(16) (C_{MJ})^pC_{αK}

are non-zero polynomial for all choices of k = (k_1, . . . , k_n) ∈ I_{dα}.

Now let us look at the polynomials C_{ML}. Fix an index L ∈ I_{dM} . Expanding f^M = (f^M )^pf^α, we see that

(17) C_{ML} = ∑ j∈I_{dM} (C_{Mj})^pC_{α L−pj}.

Here, we use the convention that C_{αL−pj} = 0 if L − pj has a negative component. Note that the non-zero polynomial (C_{MJ})^pC_{α L−pJ} as in (16) would be one of the terms in the sum (17) provided that L ≥ pJ component-wise.

We now claim that there is a choice of L = (L_1, . . . , L_n) ∈ I_{dM} with every component L_i ≤ p^e − 1 and L ≥ pJ component-wise (with J ∈ I_{dM} the special index chosen above). Equivalently, we claim there is a choice of K = (K_1, . . . , K_n) ∈ I_{dα} with components K_i ≤ p^e − pJ_i − 1 for each i. To see this, note that the assumption that dM ≤ np^e − n gives dα = dM − pdM ≤ np^e − n − n∑ i=1 pJ_i = n∑ i=1 (p^e − 1 − pJ_i). The existence of the claimed index L now follows from Lemma 4.10.

We will complete the proof of the Key Lemma by showing that for this choice of L, the polynomial C_{M L} is non-zero. Because the non-zero polynomial (C_{M J})^pC_{αK} is one of the terms in the summation (17), it suffices to show it does not cancel in the sum.

To this end, fix a monomial ∏ i∈I a^{li}_i that has nonzero coefficient in C_{M J}, and a monomial ∏ i∈I a^{ki}_i that has nonzero coefficient in C_{αK} (where K = L − pJ.) Then ∏ i∈I a^{pli+ki}_i has nonzero coefficient in (C_{MJ})^pC_{αK}.

We claim that the monomial ∏ i∈I a^{pli+ki}_i does not appear in any other term (C_{Mj})^pC_{α L−pj} for j ≠ J, and therefore it cannot get canceled in the summation (17). To check this claim, assume, on the contrary, that ∏ i∈I a^{pli+ki}_i = ∏ i∈I a^{pl′i+k′i}_i where ∏ i∈I a^{l′i}_i is a monomial appearing in C_{Mj} and ∏ i∈I a^{k′i}_i is a monomial appearing in C_{α L−pj}. Note that 0 ≤ k_i, k^′_i ≤ p−1 for all i ∈ I (since ∑ i∈I k_i = ∑ i∈I k^′_i = α ≤ p − 1), so l_ip + k_i = l^′_ip + k^′_i implies l_i = l^′_i and k_i = k^′_i for all i ∈ I. We note that the monomial ∏ i∈I a^{li}_i can only occur as a term in C_{Mj} if ∑ i∈I k_ii_1 = j_1, . . . , ∑ i∈I k_ii_n = j_n.

In other words, there is a unique j such that ∏ i∈I a^{li}_i occurs as a term in C_{Mj}, so we must have j = J. This completes the proof of the Key Lemma. □

Before proving Theorem 4.7, we need one more lemma^3:

3In two variables, the lemma follows from [HNWZ16, 4.4]. 10

Lemma 4.12. Fix d ≥ n. If the F-pure threshold of the generic homogeneous polynomial of degree d in n variables is not^n_d , then it is some truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of^n_d .

Proof of Lemma 4.12. The F-pure threshold of any f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) cutting out a smooth hypersurface in P^{n−1} is either^n_d or a smaller rational number with denominator a power of p by Theorem 3.5 of [HNWZ16]. In particular, we can write the F-pure threshold of the generic hypersurface in the form N_e − E p^e for some non-negative integer E and some truncation^{Ne}_{pe} = ⟨^n_d ⟩_e of the non-terminating base p expansion of^n_d . We claim that E must be 0, which will prove the lemma.

For this, note that since^{Ne}_{pe} <^n_d , we have dN_e < np^e and so if E ≥ 1, d(N_e − E) < np^e − dE ≤ np^e − d ≤ np^e − n. Let M = N_e − E and note that ⌊ M p^{e−j} ⌋ = ⌊ N_e − E p^{e−j} ⌋ ≤ ⌊ N_e p^{e−j} ⌋ = N_j ≤ np^j − n for all positive j ≤ n. So by the Key Lemma 4.8, there is a some g ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) such that g^{Ne−E} ∉ m^{[pe]}. Such g has F-pure threshold strictly larger than^{Ne−E}_{pe} by Proposition 2.2 (6). In other words,^{Ne−E}_{pe} can not be the maximal (generic) F-pure threshold. This contradiction forces E = 0. So the generic F-pure threshold is^{Ne}_{pe} , a truncation of^n_d . □

We now have all the pieces in place to prove the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Suppose dN_L ≤ np^L − n for all L. Assume, on the contrary, that the maximal value of fpt(f) for f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) is strictly less than^n_d . Because there are only finitely many values of the F-pure threshold for polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗), and the truncations^{Ne}_{pe} approach^n_d from below, there must be some e > 0 such that fpt(f) < ⟨^n_d ⟩_L for all f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) and all L ≥ e. This says f^{NL} ∈ m^{[pL]} for all f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗), and so the polynomials C_{NLj} are all zero for all large L and all indices j component-wise less than p^L (by Corollary 3.5). This contradicts the Key Lemma 4.8.

Now suppose that L is minimal such that dN_L ≥ dn − n + 1. This inequality forces f^{NL} ∈ m^{[pL]} for all f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗), so that the maximal F-pure threshold is bounded above by^{NL}_{pL} , which is strictly less than^n_d . By Lemma 4.12, the maximal F-pure threshold is therefore some truncation of^n_d , so it is either the L-th truncation, or some earlier truncation. By the minimality of L, the Key Lemma ensures that there is some g ∈ P(Sym^d(k^n)^∗) such that g^{NL−1} ∉ m^{[pL−1]}. So fpt(g) >^{NL−1}_{pL−1} by Proposition 2.2 (6). This says the maximal F-pure threshold is strictly larger than the L − 1-st truncation. So the maximal F-pure threshold must be^{NL}_{pL} = ⟨^n_d ⟩_L, as claimed. □ 11

5. Non-Empty strata for reduced polynomials in two variables

We now take a closer look at the stratification by F-pure threshold for reduced polynomials in two variables.

The stratification of Proposition 3.6 can be sharpened for polynomials in two variables by incorporating results due to Hernandez, Núñez-Betancourt, Witt and Zhang—namely, we see that every F-pure threshold of a polynomial defining a smooth^4 projective hypersurface is either^2_d or some truncation:

Corollary 5.1. Fix a degree d ≥ 2. There exists a natural number e such that the variety U_{sm} ⊂ P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗) of reduced polynomials of degree d in two variables is a disjoint union

(18) U_{sm} = U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩1} ⨆ U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩2} ⨆ U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩3} · · · ⨆ U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩e} ⨆ U 2_d where^5 U_λ = {f ∈ P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗) | f reduced, and fpt(f) = λ} is the locally closed locus of reduced polynomials whose F-pure threshold is precisely λ.

We emphasize that some of the loci U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩L} or U 2_d in the stratification (18) can be empty. Indeed, Hernandez, Núñez-Betancourt, Witt and Zhang [HNWZ16, Thm 4.4], proved the following necessary conditions on L such that U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩L} is non-empty: writing^2_d in lowest terms as^a_b and assuming ⟨^2_d ⟩_L ≠ 0,

(I) If p does not divide b, then L is bounded above by the order of p in the multiplicative group (Z/bZ)^×;

(II) If p > b, then for every natural number e^′ < L, the integer a is less than the remainder when the integer ap^{e′} is divided by b.

(III) The remainder when ap^L is divided by b is a positive integer less than or equal to b − a. A natural question^6 is the sufficiency of the above three conditions: given values of d and L satisfying (I), (II) and (III), does there exist a reduced homogeneous polynomial f ∈ k[x, y] of degree d such that fpt(f) is the truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of^2_d at the L-th term? While this turns out to be the case for small values of d (see §7), the next example shows that these three conditions are not sufficient in general:

Example 5.2. Fix any p > 7. Let d = 2p − 3. Note that L = 2 satisfies conditions (I), (II) and (III) above. The second truncation ⟨^2_d ⟩_2 is^1_p +^1_{p2} . However,^1_p +^1_{p2} is in the interval (^1_p ,^1_{p−1} ), and hence can not be the value of any F-pure threshold by [BMS09, 4.3].

Indeed, fixing arbitrary values of n, d and p, it is not even obvious whether or not there is any non-empty U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩L} . The next result settles this issue:

4Since a zero dimensional scheme is smooth over an algebraically closed field if and only if it is reduced, reduced polynomials in two variables are the same as polynomials in two variables defining a smooth hypersurface in P^1.

5Here, the notation ⟨^2_d ⟩_L denotes the truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion of^2_d at the L-th spot; see Subsection 2.3.

6See the discussion in [HNWZ16] about "minimal lists" of conditions; eg Remark 4.8 and the subsequent examples. 12

Theorem 5.3. Fix a characteristic p and degree d ≥ 4, not divisible by p. Then there always exist reduced polynomials f ∈ k[x, y] of degree d whose F-pure threshold is a truncation ⟨^2_d ⟩_L of the non-terminating base p expansion of^2_d at the L-th spot, for some L. In particular, at least one U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩L} in the decomposition (18) is non-empty.

When d < 4, Theorem 5.3 fails:

Remark 5.4. If d = 2, then every reduced polynomial has F-pure threshold 1 =^2_d : up to linear change of coordinates, such a polynomial is xy, so this follows from Proposition 2.2 (b). In this case, the stratification (18) becomes U_{sm} = U 2_d and all U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩L} are empty.

Remark 5.5. If d = 3, then every reduced polynomial can be put in the form xy(x+y) after a linear change of coordinates, so all reduced polynomials have the same F -pure threshold. In this case, the decomposition (18) has only one stratum U_{sm} = { U 2_3 if p = 3 or p ≡ 1 mod 3 U_⟨ 2_{3 ⟩1} = U 2p−1_{3p} if p ≡ 2 mod 3,

where the F-pure thresholds are computed using Corollary 4.4. (See also [HNWZ16]).

We will prove Theorem 5.3 by proving the following stronger statement: Theorem 5.6. Fix a characteristic p and degree d ≥ 4, not divisible by p. Let e be the smallest positive integer such that d divides 2p^e −2. There there exists a reduced homogeneous polynomial in k[x, y] whose F-pure threshold is ⟨^2_d ⟩_L for some L ≤ e.

Indeed, we conjecture that, under certain obvious necessary conditions, the locus U_⟨ 2_{d ⟩e} itself (with e as in Theorem 5.6) is always non-empty; See Conjecture 6.1. Remark 5.7. If p divides d, Theorem 5.3 can fail. For example, if d = p^t or d = 2p^t, then no value of L satisfies condition (III) above. In these cases, there is only one stratum in the filtration (18)—every reduced polynomial has F-pure threshold equal to^2_d .

Theorem 5.6 is only superficially stronger than Theorem 5.3 because condition (I) already gives a bound on the truncation place. Indeed, there are several equivalent ways to think about the bound in condition (I):

Proposition 5.8. For a prime p and integer d ≥ 2 not divisible by p, the following are equivalent statements about a positive integer e:

(1) The integer e is the smallest positive integer such that d divides 2p^e − 2; (2) Writing the fraction^2_d as^a_b in lowest terms, e is the order of p in the multiplicative group (Z/bZ)^×;

(3) The e-th truncation ⟨^2_d ⟩_e is the fraction^{2pe−2}_{dpe} , and no earlier truncation satisfies ⟨^2_d ⟩_L =^{2pL−2}_{dpL} ;

(4) The non-terminating base p expansion of^2_d begins repeating with period e at the e-th place.

Proof. We mostly leave this as an exercise, pointing the reader to the basic facts established in Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5. For (4), write^2_d =^{Ne}_{pe} + R where R =^1_{pe} β for some β ≤ 1 (so R is the remaining part of the base p expansion). Multiplying by dp^e, we have 2p^e = dN_e + dp^eR, so solving for R we see that R =^1_{pe}^2_d . □ 13

We now turn our attention to the proof of Theorem 5.6. The idea is to show that for e as in the theorem, the closed locus X_≤ Ne_{pe} is not entirely contained in the closed locus of non-reduced polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗).

Notation 5.9. Simplifying the notation defined earlier in (3.3), we let a_0, . . . , a_d be the affine coordinates for Sym^d(k^2)^∗ so that a polynomial of degree d is written

a_0x^d + a_1x^{d−1}y + · · · + a_dy^d.

It makes sense to also denote the polynomials C_{N (j1,j2)}, where (j_1, j_2) ∈ I_{dN} simply by

C_{Nj2} , where j_2 is an integer index satisfying 0 ≤ j_2 ≤ dN,

as the value of j_1 is uniquely determined to be dN − j_2 in this case. So C_{Nj} ∈ k[a_0, . . . , a_d] is the coefficient of x^{dN−j} y^j in the expansion of (a_0x^d + a_1x^{d−1}y + · · · + a_dy^d)^N . Note that the degree d is suppressed in our notation but the polynomials C_{Nj} very much depend on d.

The Discriminant. Recall that the discriminant Δ_d ∈ K = k[a_0, . . . , a_d] is an irreducible homogeneous polynomial defining the locus of non-reduced polynomials in Sym^d(k^2)^∗ (or P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗)). The discriminant Δ_d is invariant (up to scalar multiple) under the natural GL_2(k) action on K induced by change of coordinates x and y. The reader can consult the first chapter of [GKZ08] for background on discriminants.

We make use of the following general lemma:

Lemma 5.10. Consider the natural GL_2(k) action by change of coordinates on the affine space Sym^d(k^2)^∗ of all polynomials of degree d in two variables. Let C ⊆ k[a_0, . . . , a_d] be a homogeneous radical ideal stable under this action, and let R be the quotient ring k[a_0, a_1, . . . , a_d]/C. If dim(R/(a_{d−1}, a_d)R) = dim(R) − 2, then there exist reduced polynomials f = ∑_d i=0 a_ix^{d−i}y^i ∈ V(C). Equivalently, the discriminant Δ_d /∈ C.

Proof of Lemma 5.10. Let X ⊆ Sym^d(k^2)^∗ denote the space of polynomials divisible by x^2, so that in the notation (5.9), the set X is the subvariety of Sym^d(k^2)^∗ ∼= k^{d+1} cut out by the equations a_{d−1} = a_d = 0. Note that X is a proper closed subset of the closed set N = V(Δ_d ) of all non-reduced polynomials of degree d.

Consider the regular map

k × X^Φ−→ N defined by Φ(b, x^2g(x, y)) = (x + by)^2g(x + by, y).

This is the action of the subgroup G = {[ 1 b 0 1 ] | b ∈ k } ⊂ GL_2(k) on X by change of coordinates. The image of Φ is the dense set of non-reduced polynomials divisible by (x+by)^2 for some b ∈ k—indeed, its complement in N is contained in the proper closed set Y = V(a_0 , a_1) of polynomials divisible by y^2. Thus the closure of Im(Φ) is the full set N of non-reduced polynomials in Sym^d(k^2)^∗ ∼= k^{d+1}.

Because the ideal C is stable under changes of coordinates, the map Φ restricts to a regular map Φ̃ on the closed subsets given by intersection with V(C) ⊂ Sym^d(k^2)^∗: k × X̃^{Φ̃}−→ Ñ (b, x^2g(x, y)) → (x + by)^2g(x + by, y), 14

where Ñ := N ∩ V(C) and X̃ := X ∩ V(C). It follows that the image of Im(Φ̃) is Im(Φ) ∩ V(C), so it is dense in Ñ .

We want to show that the inclusion Ñ ⊂ V(C) is strict. For this, it suffices if dim Ñ < dim V(C) = dim R. Since the image of Φ̃ is dense in Ñ , it suffices to show dim(Im(Φ̃)) < dim(R). But since dim(Im(Φ̃)) ≤ dim(k × X̃ ) = 1 + dim(X̃ ), it is enough to show dim(X̃ ) ≤ dim(R)−2. This follows from our hypotheses, since X̃ has coordinate ring R/(a_{d−1}, a_d)R. □

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Fix e to be the smallest positive integer such that d divides 2p^e − 2, and observe that 2p^e − 2 = N_ed, where^{Ne}_{pe} is the e-th truncation of^2_d (see Lemma 2.5).

We want to show that the closed set X_≤ Ne_{pe} in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗) is not entirely contained in the locus V(Δ_d ) of non-reduced polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗). Note that because N_ed = 2p^e − 2, the closed set X_≤ Ne_{pe} is defined by just one polynomial, C_{Nep}e_{−1} in k[a_0, . . . , a_d] (see Corollary 3.5). So to prove Theorem 5.6, we must show that

(19) Δ_d ∉ √ (C_{Nep}e_{−1}). Taking C to be the principal ideal √ (C_{Nep}e_{−1}), note that C is invariant under linear changes of coordinates in k[x, y], since the condition that f^{Ne} ∈ m^{[pe]} is. So by Lemma 5.10, it suffices to show that a_{d−1}, a_d forms a regular sequence on the ring k[a_0, a_1, . . . , a_d]/(C_{Nep}e_{−1}). For this, it suffices to show that a_{d−1}, a_d, C_{Nep}e_{−1} is a regular sequence on the polynomial ring k[a_0, a_1, . . . , a_d]. So to prove Theorem 5.6, we can prove that (20) C_{Nep}e_{−1} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d). But (20) is equivalent to the claim that there is some (non-reduced) polynomial of the form (21) x^2(a_0x^{d−2} + a_1x^{d−3}y + · · · + a_{d−2}y^{d−2}) which has F-pure threshold greater than^{Ne}_{pe} . This is easy if d is even: the polynomial (xy)^{d/2} has F-pure threshold^2_d by Proposition 2.2, and^2_d is larger than any truncation. So we might as well assume d is odd.

Note that, for any N,

(22)

(x^2g)^N = x^{2N} (a_0x^{d−2} + a_1x^{d−3}y + · · · + a_{d−2}y^{d−2})^N

= x^{2N} (d−2)N∑

k=0 C^′_{Nk}x^{(d−2)N−k}y^k

= (d−2)N∑

k=0 C_{Nk}x^{dN−k}y^k, where the coefficient of the monomial x^{dN−k}y^k can be interpreted either as the polynomial C^′_{Nk} ∈ k[a_0, . . . , a_{d−2}] (arising from expanding out a generic polynomial of degree d − 2) or as the image C_{Nk} of C_{Nk} modulo (a_{d−1}, a_d) (arising from expanding out a generic degree d polynomial). In particular, by Lemma 4.11, we see that when N < p, the polynomials (23) C_{Nk} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d) for all k in the range 0 ≤ k ≤ (d − 2)N. 15

Now, to prove Theorem 5.6, we must show that C_{Nep}e_{−1} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d). First suppose e = 1. The assumptions dN_1 = 2p − 2 and d odd imply that N_1 is even. Consider the degree d polynomial f = (xy)^{d−1}2 (x + y). We see that

f^{N1} = (xy)^{N1(d−1)2} (x + y)^{N1} has (xy)^{p−1} term with coefficient the binomial coefficient

(_{N11}

2 N_1 ) , which is non-zero since N_1 < p. This says that f^{N1} ∉ (x^p, y^p), and so the F -pure threshold of f is strictly greater than ⟨^2_d ⟩_1 =^{N1}_p as needed.

Now assume e ≥ 2. Writing N_e = pN_{e−1} + α where α ≤ p − 1, we have (24) C_{Nep}e_{−1} = ∑ i (C_{Ne−1 i})^pC_{αp}e_{−1−pi} where the sum is taken over all non-negative i satisfying i ≤ dN_{e−1} and 0 ≤ p^e − 1 − pi ≤ dα. To show that this polynomial is not in (a_{d−1}, a_d), we argue as in the proof of Lemma 4.8: it suffices to find one valid choice of indices i_0 and j_0 with pi_0 + j_0 = p^e − 1 and both (25) C_{Ne−1 i0} and C_{αj0} not in (a_{d−1}, a_d).

Indeed, reducing modulo (a_{d−1}, a_d), we see (C_{Ne−1 i0} )^pC_{αj0} is not the zero polynomial, and it admits some monomial in a_0, . . . , a_{d−2} with nonzero coefficient which does not cancel in the summation (24). This implies that C_{Nep}e_{−1} ≠ 0 and so C_{Nep}e_{−1} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d).

To find the needed indices i_0 and j_0, note that by (23) above, since α < p, the only restriction needed on j_0 is that j_0 ≤ (d − 2)α. To find i_0, we use the following lemma, whose proof we defer until after finishing the proof of Theorem 5.6:

Lemma 5.11. With notation as above, fix d ≥ 5 and a positive integer j ≤ e−1. Then there exists an index i with dN_j − p^j + 2 ≤ i ≤ p^j − 1, such that the polynomial C_{Nj i} /∈ (a_{d−1}, a_d).

Using Lemma 5.11, we choose i_0 such that dN_{e−1} − p^{e−1} + 2 ≤ i_0 ≤ p^{e−1} − 1 and C_{Ne−1 i0} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d).

Then (C_{Ne−1 i0} )^pC_{α p}e_{−i0−1} is one of the terms of the sum (24) and C_{α p}e_{−i0−1} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d) provided that (26) 0 ≤ p^e − 1 − pi_0 ≤ (d − 2)α.

The first inequality in (26) follows from the fact that i_0 ≤ p^{e−1} − 1. To get the second inequality in (26), first use the fact that i_0 ≥ dN_{e−1} − p^{e−1} + 2 and pN_{e−1} = N_e − α, to see that

p^e − 1 − pi_0 ≤ p^e − 1 − p(dN_{e−1} − p^{e−1} + 2) = 2p^e − dN_e + dα − 2p − 1. Then using that dN = 2p^e − 2, we see that p^e − 1 − pi_0 ≤ dα − 2p + 1 ≤ (d − 2)α, so (26) holds. This completes the proof of Theorem 5.6, once we have proved Lemma 5.11.

Proof of Lemma 5.11. Fix e > 1, else the statement is vacuous. We induce on j.

We may assume that 2p^j ≢ 1 mod d for all j ≤ d. For if 2p^j ≡ 1 mod d, then Corollary 4.4 ensures that the generic polynomial has F -pure threshold ⟨^2_d ⟩_j, which is less than or equal to ⟨^2_d ⟩_e, as needed. Therefore, also dN_j ≤ 2p^j − 2 for all j ≤ e (by the opening lines 16

of the proof of Corollary 4.4.) Further, since e is the smallest natural number such that dN_e = 2p^e − 2, we see also that (27) dN_j ≤ 2p^j − 3 for all j ≤ e − 1.

Base case: Assume j = 1. Note that N_1 ≤ p − 1. So by (23), we know that C_{N1 i} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d) for all non-negative values of i ≤ (d − 2)N_1. We need only make sure that some such value of i also satisfies (28) dN_1 − p + 2 ≤ i ≤ p − 1.

Since d > 4, using (27), we have 2N_1 <^{dN1}_2 ≤^{2p−3}_2 . Since 2N_1 is an integer, this implies 2N_1 ≤ p − 2. Adding (d − 2)N_1 to both sides and rearranging, we have dN_1 − p + 2 ≤ (d − 2)N_1.

So taking i = min(p − 1, (d − 2)N_1) produces an i in the desired range, proving the base case.

Inductive step: For j ≥ 2, write N_j = pN_{j−1} + α, where 0 ≤ α ≤ p − 1. We have f^{Nj} = (f^{Nj−1} )^pf^α, so dN_j∑

k=0 C_{Nj k}x^{Nj d−k}y^k = dN_{j−1}∑

i=0 C^p_{Nj−1i}x^{(dNj−1 −i)p}y^{pi} (_{dα} ∑ j=0 C_{αj} x^{αd−j} y^j )

and therefore (29) C_{Nj k} = ∑ i,j (C_{Nj−1i})^pC_{α,j} where the summation is over all the choices of 0 ≤ i ≤ dN_{j−1} and 0 ≤ j ≤ dα with pi+j = k.

If I = pi_0 + j_0 for some i_0 and j_0 with C_{Nj−1 i0} , C_{αj0} /∈ (a_{d−1}, a_d), then (C_{Nj−1 i0} )^pC_{α,j0} /∈ (a_{d−1}, a_d), because the ideal (a_{d−1}, a_d) is prime. We claim that in this case, the polynomial C_{Nj I} can not be in the ideal (a_{d−1}, a_d) either. Indeed, working modulo (a_{d−1}, a_d), we can argue as in the last part of the proof of Lemma 4.8: picking a monomial a^{k0}_0 · · · a^{kd−2}_{d−2} that has a nonzero coefficient in C^′_{Nj−1i0} and a monomial a^{l0}_0 · · · a^{ld−2}_{d−2} that has nonzero coefficient in C^′_{αj0} , the monomial a^{pk0+l0}_0 · · · a^{pkd−2+ld−2}_{d−2} has nonzero coefficient in (C_{Nj−1 i0} )^pC_{αj0} and cannot cancel in the summation (29).

From the inductive hypothesis, there is an i_0 in the range (30) dN_{j−1} − p^{j−1} + 2 ≤ i_0 ≤ p^{j−1} − 1 such that C_{Nj−1i0} /∈ (a_{d−1}, a_d). We want to find an integer j_0 such that j_0 + pi_0 is in the interval [dN_j − p^j + 2, p^j − 1] and the polynomial C_{α j0} ∉ (a_{d−1}, a_d). This last condition is equivalent to j_0 ≤ (d − 2)α by (23). So we are looking for an integer j_0 in the intersection of the intervals (31) [0, (d − 2)α] and [dN_j − p^j + 2 − pi_0, p^j − pi_0 − 1]. The second interval is non-empty because dN_j ≤ 2p^j − 3. Thus to ensure that the intervals (31) have nonempty intersection, it suffices if (32) p^j − pi_0 − 1 ≥ 0, and

(33) dN_j − p^j + 2 − pi_0 ≤ (d − 2)α. 17

Multiplying (30) by p, we have (34) pdN_{j−1} − p^j + 2p ≤ pi_0 ≤ p^j − p Inequality (32) follows from (34) since pi_0 ≤ p^j − p < p^j − 1. To get inequality (33), observe pi_0 ≥ pdN_{j−1} − p^j + 2p from (34) = dN_j − dα − p^j + 2p because pN_{j−1} = N_j − α ≥ dN_j − dα − p^j + 2α + 2 because α ≤ p − 1 = dN_j − (d − 2)α − p^j + 2.

This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.11, and hence of Theorem 5.6. □ □ 6. The existence of reduced polynomials with specific F-pure thresholds A natural question is whether there is any specific truncation of^2_d that is always the F-pure threshold of a reduced polynomial in two variables.

For example, we speculate:

Conjecture 6.1. Fix any characteristic p and degree d ≥ 4 not divisible by p. Let e be the smallest positive integer^7 such that 2p^e ≡ 2 mod d. Then there is always a reduced polynomial in k[x, y] whose F-pure threshold is equal to the truncation ⟨ 2 d ⟩_e or equivalently,

2p^e − 2 dp^e , provided that 2p^L ≢ 1 mod d for any L < e.

Remark 6.2. The condition that 2p^L ≢ 1 mod d for any L < e is clearly necessary. Indeed, if 2p^L ≡ 1 mod d for some value of L, then Corollary 4.4 guarantees there is no polynomial in k[x, y] with F -pure threshold larger than ⟨^2_d ⟩_L.

Remark 6.3. Another way to think about Conjecture 6.1: there is a reduced polynomial in k[x, y] whose F -pure threshold is ⟨^2_d ⟩_e, where e is smallest natural number such that 2p^e ≡ 1 or 2 mod d.

Theorem 5.6 implies immediately that Conjecture 6.1 holds when the value of e is one. Our next goal is to prove Conjecture 6.1 holds when e is two:

Theorem 6.4. Fix p and d ≥ 4 not divisible by p. Then if 2p^2 ≡ 2 mod d and 2p ≢ 1 mod d, then there exist reduced f ∈ k[x, y] of degree d such that fpt(f) = ⟨^2_d ⟩_2 =^{2p2−2}_{dp2} .

The key point in the proof of Theorem 6.4 is the following:

Theorem 6.5. Fix a prime p and degree d ≥ 4 not divisible by p. Assume that the remainder, when 2p is divided by d is at least three—that is, we can write 2p = Nd + r with N nonnegative and 3 ≤ r ≤ d − 1.

Then the closed set X_≤ N_p of polynomials in two variables of degree d whose F-pure threshold is bounded above by^N_p has codimension at least two in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗).

7See Proposition 5.8 for some equivalent ways to describe the natural number e. 18

Proof that Theorem 6.5 implies Theorem 6.4. To prove Theorem 6.4, it suffices to show that X_≤ N_{2p2} ⊈ X_≤ N_{1p} ⋃ V(Δ_d ), where Δ_d is the degree d discriminant (defining the locus of non-reduced polynomials in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗). Note that because dN_2 = 2p^2 − 2, the closed set X_≤ N_{2p2} is defined by just one polynomial, C_{N2 p}2_{−1}, so has dimension d − 1. So if X_≤ N_{2p2} ⊆ X_≤ N_{1p} ⋃ V(Δ_d ), then assuming Theorem 6.5, no component of the dimension d − 1 subvariety X_≤ N_{2p2} can be contained X_≤ N_{1p} , because X_≤ N_{1p} has strictly smaller dimension. That is, every component of X_≤ N_{2p2} is contained in V(Δ_d ), and so X_≤ N_{2p2} ⊆ V(Δ_d ). But this means that the F -pure threshold of every reduced polynomial is strictly greater than^{N2}_{p2} = ⟨^2_d ⟩_2, contrary to Theorem 5.6. Thus Theorem 6.4 follows from Theorem 6.5. □ To prove Theorem 6.5, we will use the following technical lemma:

Lemma 6.6. Fix a prime p and degree d ≥ 4. Write 2p = dN + r where N is non-negative and 3 ≤ r ≤ d − 1. Suppose there exist indices i, j such that • 0 ≤ i, j <^p_N • d − 1 ≤ i + j ≤ d − 2. Then for any degree d polynomial of the form f = x^iy^jg with g not divisible by x or y, we have we have f^N /∈ (x^p, y^p).

To prove Lemma 6.6, we need the following "folklore" fact:

Lemma 6.7. Let h_1, . . . , h_n and g_1, . . . , g_n be homogeneous regular sequences in the polynomial ring k[x_1, . . . , x_n]. Then assuming that D := ∑_n i=1 deg g_i − ∑_n i=1 deg h_i > 0, (g_1, . . . , g_n) : (h_1, . . . , h_t) ⊆ (g_1, . . . , g_n) + (x_1, . . . , x_n)^D.

Proof. Set d = ∑_n i=1 deg g_i. We first claim that for all N ∈ N, (35) (g_1, . . . , g_n) : (x_1, . . . , x_n)^N ⊆ (g_1, . . . , g_n) + (x_1, . . . , x_n)^{d−n+1−N} . Indeed, when N = 1, this follows from the fact that k[x_1, . . . , x_n]/(g_1, . . . , g_n) and k[x_1, . . . , x_n]/(x^{deg g1}_1 , . . . , x^{deg gn}_n ) have the same Hilbert function, and hence the same socle degree, d − n. For N ≥ 2, the inclusion (35) follows by induction on N.

Next, set d^′ = ∑_n i=1 deg h_i. Note that (x_1, . . . , x_n)^{d′−n+1} ⊆ (h_1, . . . , h_t), since, again, the socle degree of the quotient k[x_1, . . . , x_n]/(h_1, . . . , h_t) is d^′ − n. So (g_1, . . . , g_n) : (h_1, . . . , h_t) ⊆ (g_1, . . . , g_n) : (x_1, . . . , x_n)^{d′−n+1} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_n)^{d−d′} , with the second inclusion obtained by applying (35) with N = d^′ − n + 1. □ 19

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Note that our assumptions imply that g is either degree one or two.

Assume f^N ∈ (x^p, y^p), or, equivalently, g^N ∈ (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ). Let N^′ denote the smallest positive integer satisfying g^{N ′} ∈ (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ). The assumption that i, j <^p_N guarantees that (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ) is not the unit ideal.

Case 1: g reduced. If g is reduced and not divisible by x or y, the reader will easily verify that x^{∂g}_{∂x} , y^{∂g}_{∂y} form a regular sequence consisting of forms of degree equal to deg g, which is d − (i + j). Applying the operators^8 x^∂_{∂x} , y^∂_{∂y} to the equation g^{N ′} ∈ (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ) yields g^{N ′−1} ∈ (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ) : (x ∂g ∂x , y ∂g ∂y ), which is contained in (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ) + m^{2p−(i+j)N−2d+2(i+j)} by Lemma 6.7. Since g^{N ′−1} /∈ (x^{p−iN} , p^{p−jN} ), this implies deg(g^{N−1}) ≥ deg(g^{N ′−1}) ≥ 2p − (i + j)N − 2d + 2(i + j).

Thus, (N − 1)(d − (i + j)) ≥ 2p − (i + j)N − 2d + 2(i + j), which simplifies to Nd ≥ 2p − d + (i + j). Recalling that Nd = 2p−r, we obtain i+j ≤ d−r ≤ d−3, which contradicts our hypothesis. Case 2: g not reduced. In this case, g has degree two, and changing coordinates, we can assume that f = x^iy^j(x + y)^2. Assume, on the contrary, that f^N ∈ (x^p, y^p), then (x+y)^{2N} ∈ (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ). Because all binomial coefficients (_{2N} ℓ ) are nonzero (note 2N < p), this implies that every monomial x^αy^β with α + β = 2N is in (x^{p−iN} , y^{p−jN} ). Taking (α, β) = (p − iN − 1, 2N − (p − iN − 1)), it follows that 2N − p + iN + 1 ≥ p − jN. Rearranging, we get (2 + i + j)N ≥ 2p − 1, and hence dN = dN + r − 1, contradicting our assumption on r. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 6.5, and hence complete the proof of Theorem 6.4.

Proof of Theorem 6.5. We know that the closed set X_≤ N_p is defined by the polynomials (36) C_{N p−1}, C_{N p−2}, . . . , C_{N p−(r−1)} in k[a_0, a_1, . . . , a_d], using the notation of Subsection 5.9. If the ideal generated by the polynomials (36) has height two or more, we are done: X_≤ N_p has codimension two in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗). So assume the ideal has height one, in which case the polynomials (36) have a common factor, since all height one primes in a polynomial ring are principal. Let C be the product of the irreducible common factors, and observe that C has the following properties:

(A) C is homogeneous under the standard grading on k[a_0, . . . , a_d]; (B) C is homogeneous under the grading on k[a_0, . . . , a_d] assigning degree i to a_i; (C) C is invariant under interchanging a_i and a_{d−i} for all i = 0, 1, . . . d.

Indeed, (A) and (B) hold because each C_{N j} is homogeneous under the respective grading (see the discussion immediately following (8)), hence so are the irreducible divisors of each, as well as their product C. And (C) holds because the condition f^N ∈ (x^p, y^p) = m^{[p]} is clearly invariant under any linear change of coordinates on k[x, y], including the action of swapping

8A similar trick is used in [HNWZ16] as well as in [BS15]. 20

x and y; such a swap induces the action on k[a_0, . . . , a_d] that interchanges a_i and a_{d−i} for all i and swaps C_{N,j} with C_{N dN−j} for all j. This says that the greatest common square-free divisor C is invariant under swapping a_i and a_{d−i} for all i.

To prove that the closed set X_≤ N_p has codimension two or more in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗), it suffices to show that we can find a projective linear space Λ in P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗) such that X_≤ N_p ∩ Λ is codimension two or more in Λ. For this, define, for any fixed index j, the ideal (37) A_j = (a_0, . . . , a_{j−1}, ^a_j , ^ a_{j+1}, ^ a_{j+2}, a_{j+3}, . . . , a_d). all variables a_t in k[a_0, . . . , a_d] except a_j , a_{j+1}, a_{j+2}

Letting Λ_j = V(A_j ) ⊆ P(Sym^d(k^2)^∗), we will show we can choose j (depending on whether d is even or odd), so that X_≤ N_p ∩ Λ_j has codimension two or more in Λ_j ∼= P^2. The case when d is even: Let j =^{d−2}_2 . We claim that (38) X_≤ N_p ∩ V(A_j ) ⊆ V(a_j , a_{j+1}) ∪ V(a_{j+1} , a_{j+2}), which will complete the proof in the case where d is even because it implies each component of X_≤ N_p ∩ V(A_j ) is contained in either V(a_j , a_{j+1}) or V(a_{j+1} , a_{j+2}), and so has codimension two or more in Λ_j. To prove (38), observe it is equivalent to stating that if f = x^{d−2−j} y^jg = (xy)^{d−22} g = (xy)^{d−22} (a_j x^2 + a_{j+1}xy + a_{j+2}y^2 g ) satisfies fpt(f) ≤^N_p , then either a_j = a_{j+1} = 0 or a_{j+1} = a_{j+2} = 0. Note that^d_2 <^p_N (since reciprocally,^2_d >^N_p ), so we can apply Lemma 6.6 with i = j =^{d−2}_2 to see immediately that a_j = 0 or a_{j+2} = 0. Without loss of generality, say that a_j = 0. In this case, we can write f = x^{d−22} y^{d2} (a_{j+1}x + a_{j+2}y), and we can again apply Lemma 6.6, this time with (i, j) = (^{d−2}_2 ,^d_2 ) to see that either a_{j+1} = 0, in which case (38) follows, or a_{j+2} = 0. But in this latter case, we have a_j = a_{j+2} = 0, so that f = a_{j+1}(xy)^d2 . But then fpt f =^2_d >^N_p . This establishes (38), and hence the proof of Theorem 6.5 for even d.

The case when d is odd: Let j =^{d−3}_2 . We first claim that (39) X_≤ N_p ∩ V(A_j ) ⊆ V(a_{j+2} ) ∪ V(a_j , a_{j+1}), or equivalently, that all polynomials of the form (40) f = x^{d−2−j} y^jg = x^{d−12} y^{d−32} (a_j x^2 + a_{j+1}xy + a_{j+2}y^2 g ) with fpt(f) ≤^N_p must satisfy either a_{j+2} = 0 or both a_j = a_{j+1} = 0.

We can apply Lemma 6.6 to the indices (i, j) = (^{d−1}_2 ,^{d−3}_2 ) to see that if fpt(f) ≤^N_p , then g must be divisible by x or y. This says that in the expression (40), either a_{j+2} = 0, in which case (39) follows, or a_j = 0. In this latter case, when a_j = 0, we can write f = (xy)^{d−12} (a_{j+1}x + a_{j+2}y) 21

and again apply Lemma 6.6, this time with i = j =^{d−1}_2 and g = a_{j+1}x + a_{j+2}y. Again, we see that because fpt f ≤^N_p , either a_{j+1} or a_{j+2} must be zero. In either case, (39) follows.

Now, having established (39), we interpret it as saying that each codimension one component of X_≤ N_p ∩ V(A_j ) must be contained in V(a_{j+2} ) ∩ V(A_j ), which means that their union V(C) ∩ V(A_j ) is contained in V(a_{j+2} ) ∩ V(A_j ). In particular, if C denotes the image of C in the quotient ring k[a_0, . . . , a_d]/A_j = k[a_j , a_{j+1}, a_{j+2}], we have V(C ) ⊆ V(a_{j+2} )

in the copy of P^2 defined by A_j. This says that a_{j+2} ∈ √ (C), and so some power of a_{j+2} (= a d+1_2 ) appears with non-zero coefficient in the homogeneous polynomial C ∈ k[a_0, a_1, . . . , a_d]. Now property (C) above implies that the same power of a d−1_2 appears in C with the same non-zero coefficient. But this contradicts property (B), since a d−1_2 and a d+1_2 have different degrees in the weighted grading. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.5 in the case where d is odd. □

7. Low and Special degrees

In this section, we apply our results to identify the precise lists of rational numbers that occur as the F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial in two variables over an algebraically closed field in certain cases, including the cases of fixed small degree d (in terms of the congruence class of p modulo d) as well as certain fixed values of d relative to p.

A list of potential values for the F-pure threshold was described in conditions (I), (II) and (III) in §5 (following [HNWZ16, Thm 4.4]). While we saw in Example 5.2 that these conditions are not sufficient to identify the rational numbers that are F -pure thresholds of reduced polynomials in k[x, y] in general, we verify that they are sufficient for every characteristic p and degree d up to eight. These computations showcase the use of Theorems 4.7, 5.6 and 6.4 to compute F -pure threshold, as well as a few additional tricks.

We first point out some consequences for certain d and p:

Proposition 7.1. If 2p ≡ 2 mod d and d ≥ 4, then all reduced polynomials of degree d over a field of characteristic p have F-pure threshold either^2_d or its truncation 2p − 2 dp at the first spot. Both of these values occur as F -pure thresholds of reduced polynomials in every characteristic.

Proof. By Corollary 4.4, the generic value of the F -pure threshold is^2_d . Note our assumptions on d imply that p ≠ 2, and so p ̸|d. Thus Theorem 5.6 implies that there is a reduced polynomial whose F -pure threshold is the first truncation^{2p−2}_{dp} . No other truncation can be the F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial by condition (I). □

Proposition 7.2. Fix p > 3. Consider reduced f ∈ k[x, y] of degree p + 1. Then fpt(f) is (1)^2_{p+1} , or (2)^{2p2−2}

p^2(p+1) (which is the truncation at the second spot) or 22

(3)^1_p (which is the truncation at the first spot). All these cases occur for reduced polynomials of degree d.

Proof. The generic value of the F -pure threshold is^2_{p+1} by Theorem 4.4, as there is no natural number e such that 2p^e ≡ 1 mod (p + 1). Next, note that 2p^2 − 2 = 2(p + 1)(p − 1) ≡ 0 mod (p + 1), where as p ≢ 1 mod (p + 1), so Theorem 6.4 guarantees that the second truncation of 2 p+1 ,^{2p2−2}_{p2(d+1)} , occurs as the F -pure threshold of some reduced polynomial. Finally, the first truncation^1_p occurs for reduced Frobenius forms, such at x^{p+1} + y^{p+1} by [KKP^+20, 1.1]. □

We highlight one more special case, which follows from restriction (III) in Section 5: Proposition 7.3. Let k be a field of characteristic p > 0. Let f be a reduced homogeneous polynomial of degree d where d = p^t or d = 2p^t for some t ∈ N. Then

fpt(f) = 2 d . The next several propositions show that the conditions (I), (II), (III) precisely describe the possible F -pure thresholds in degrees up to 8. We first dispose of the case d = 4: Proposition 7.4. The precise list of all F -pure thresholds that can and do occur as the F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial of degree 4 is:

(a). In every characteristic p, the generic value of the F -pure threshold is^1_2 ; (b). If p = 2, all reduced polynomials have F -pure threshold^1_2 ;

(c). If p ≠ 2, then there are also reduced polynomials with F -pure threshold ⟨^1_2 ⟩_1 =^{p−1}_{2p} .

Proof. By [HNWZ16, 4.4] (conditions (I), (II), and (III)), every F -pure threshold of a reduced degree four polynomial is one of the types listed above. To see that each actually occurs for a reduced polynomial, note that (b) follows from Proposition 7.3, and (a) and (c), follow from Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 5.6, respectively, as 2p^e ≠ 1 mod 4 for any natural number e while p^1 ≡ 1 mod 2 for all odd p. □

For degree five, a list of possible values of the F-pure threshold were described by Hara and Monsky (when p ≠ 5); see [Har06, 3.9] or [HNWZ16, 4.4]. In fact, for every p, all these values do occur as the F -pure threshold for a reduced polynomial of degree 5: Proposition 7.5. The complete list of values that can and do occur as the fpt(f) of a reduced form in k[x, y] of degree 5 is:

(a). If p = 5: 2 5 ; (b). If p ≡ 1 mod 5: 2 5 and 2p − 2 5p ; (c). If p ≡ 2 mod 5:

2p^2 − 3 5p^2 and 2p^3 − 1 5p^3 for p ≥ 7, but only the value^1_4 when p = 2;

(d). If p ≡ 3 mod 5: 2p − 1 5p ; 23

(e). If p ≡ 4 mod 5: 2 5 , 2p − 3 5 , and

2p^2 − 2 5p^2 . Remark 7.6. It is shown in [HNWZ16, 4.8], that for each congruence class in Proposition 7.5 and each formula listed above, there exist p and reduced f such that fpt(f) has the given formula. Proposition 7.5 is stronger: it ensures that this holds for every prime p.

Proof. The existence of reduced polynomials for (a) is immediate from Proposition 7.3 and (b) from Proposition 7.1.

For (c), the generic value of the F -pure threshold is the third truncation, which is^1_4 when p = 2 and^{2p3−1}_{5p3} otherwise. The first truncation does not occur by condition (III). The second truncation is again^1_4 if p = 2 and ⟨^2_5 ⟩_2 =^{2p2−3}_{5p2} for larger p. This latter value occurs for a reduced polynomial because it is the F-pure threshold of f = x^5 + y^5. To see this, we observe that (x^5 + y^5)^N ∈ (x^{p2} , y^{p2} ) where N =^{2p2−3}_5 . Indeed, the only monomials of the expansion of (x^5 + y^5)^N that are not a priori in (x^{p2} , y^{p2} ) are x^{p2−1}y^{p2−2} and x^{p2−2}y^{p2−1}, and neither of these has both exponents divisible by 5. (Alternatively, one can compute that fpt(x^5 + y^5) =^{2p2−3}_{5p2} using [Her15, 3.1].)

Statement (d) follows from Corollary 4.4. In case (e), the values^2_5 and its second truncation are F -pure thresholds of reduced polynomials by Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 6.4, respectively. The first truncation,^{2p−3}_5 , is the F -pure threshold of x^5 + y^5, arguing as in case (c) above or using [Her15, 3.1]. □ Proposition 7.7. The precise list of all rational numbers that can and do occur as the F -pure threshold of a reduced homogeneous polynomial in two variables of degree 6 is:

(a). If p = 3: 1 3 ; (b). If p ≡ 1 mod 3: 1 3 and p − 1 3p ; (c). If p ≡ 2 mod 3: 1 3 , p − 2 3p , and p^2 − 1 3p^2 for p ≥ 5, but only^1_3 and^1_4 if p = 2.

Proof. The list above is created by the necessary conditions (I), (II), (III), as verified in [HNWZ16, 4.6]. It remains to show that every listed formula is achieved for every valid p. Case (a) follows from Proposition 7.3 and (b) from Proposition 7.1. For case (c), the values 1 3 and its second truncation are F -pure thresholds of reduced polynomials by Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 6.4, respectively. The first truncation is zero when p = 2. For larger p, the first truncation is the F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial of the form f = x^6 + ax^3y^3 + y^6. To show this, it suffices to show that there is a value of a, not a = ±2, such that f^N ∈ (x^p, y^p) where N =^{p−2}_3 . Expanding out f^N as a sum of monomials x^αy^β of degree 6N = 2p − 4, and using the fact that both α and β are multiples of 3, we see that f^N ≡ C(a)(xy)^{p−2} mod (x^p, y^p), where C(a) is a monic polynomial of degree N in a. So fpt(f) ≤^N_p if and only if C(a) = 0. Note finally that ±2 are not roots of C, since

[(x^3 ± y^3)^2]^N ≡ ( 2N N ) (xy)^N = ( 2N N ) (xy)^{p−2} ∉ (x^p, y^p) 24

as 2N < p. So there is at least value of a for which f is reduced and C(a) = 0. For such choice of a, fpt(f) =^N_p . □

The F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial of degree 7 is necessarily included on the list below, using the conditions (I), (II) and (III), and verified in [HNWZ16, 4.7]. The next proposition shows that, for every p, (I), (II) and (III) are sufficient as well as necessary.

Proposition 7.8. For each prime p > 0, the complete list of numbers that can and do occur the F -pure threshold of a reduced homogeneous polynomial in k[x, y] of degree 7:

(a). If p = 7:^2_7 . (b). If p ≡ 1 mod 7: 2 7 and 2p − 2 7p ; (c). If p ≡ 2 mod 7: 2p − 4 7p and 2p^2 − 1 7p^2 for p > 2, but only^1_4 when p = 2;

(d). If p ≡ 3 mod 7:

2p^2 − 4 7p^2 , 2p^3 − 5 7p^3

, and

2p^4 − 1 7p^4 for p > 3, but only^{23}_{81} and^2_9 when p = 3;

(e). If p ≡ 4 mod 7: 2p − 1 7p ; (f). If p ≡ 5 mod 7: 2p − 3 7p and 2p^2 − 1 7p^2 ; (g). If p ≡ 6 mod 7: 2 7 , 2p − 5 7p , and

2p^2 − 2 7p^2 . Proof. We must justify that each listed value occurs as the F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial in k[x, y]. Case (a) and (b) follow from Propositions 7.3 and 7.1, respectively.

For (c), the second truncation occurs by Corollary 4.4. To see that the first truncation occurs, we can then argue as in the proof of Proposition 7.7 (c) to show there is a value of a, not a = ±2, such that the reduced polynomial f = x(x^6 + ax^3y^3 + y^6) satisfies f^N ∈ (x^p, y^p), where N =^{2p−4}_7 . Indeed, expanding out f^N as a sum of monomials x^αy^β and noting that β must be a multiple of 3, we see that there is a unique pair (α, β) = (i, j) such that

f^N ≡ C(a)x^iy^j mod (x^p, y^p),

for some polynomial C ∈ k[a]. Since 2N < p, note x^N (x^3 ± y^3))^{2N} ∉ (x^p, y^p), so that ±2 are not roots of C(a). So choosing a to be any root of C, the reduced polynomial f = x(x^6 + ax^3y^3 + y^6) satisfies fpt(f) =^N_p =^{2p−4}_{7p} .

For (d), the fourth truncation is the generic F -pure threshold by Corollary 4.4. When p = 3, the base p expansion of^2_7 =^0_3 +^2_9 +^0_{27} + . . . , so the only possible additional value to check is whether or not the truncation^2_9 is an F -pure threshold; it is, because the polynomial f = x(x^6 +ax^3y^3 +y^6) satisfies f^2 ∈ (x^9, y^9) when a^2 = −2. When p > 3, the third truncation is the F -pure threshold of x^7 + y^7 by Hernandez’s formula [Her15, Thm 3.1].

In case (d) when p > 3, we claim there is reduced polynomial f of the form x(x^6+ax^3y^3+y^6) such that f^N ∈ (x^{p2} , y^{p2} ) for N =^{2p2−4}_7 . Indeed, only three monomials of degree 7N, x^{p2−1}y^{p2−3}, x^{p2−2}y^{p2−2}, x^{p2−3}y^{p2−1}, 25

fail to be in the ideal (x^{p2} , y^{p2} ) but only the third has y exponent divisible by 3. So we must show that the coefficient C(a) ∈ k[a] of the term x^{p2−3}y^{p2−1} in the expansion of f^N has some root other than ±2. Note that C(a) is constructed by summing over all choices of one monomial from each of the N-copies of (x^6 + ax^3y^3 + y^6) so that the exponents on y sum to p^2 − 1; in particular, the coefficient of a^T in C(a) is

(41) ( N T )

# ax^3y^3 choices

( N − T p^2−3T −1 6 ) , # y^6 choices

or zero if^{p2−3T −1}_6 ∉ N. Now suppose T =^{5p2−17}_{21} . Note first that 1 6 (p^2 − 3T − 1) = 1 6 (p^2 −

5p^2 − 17 7 − 1) = 1 6 ( 2p^2 + 10 7 ) = 1 3 ( p^2 + 5 7 ) ∈ N (since p^2 = 1 mod 3), so the term a^T appears in C(a) with coefficient (41). To compute the coefficient of a^T , note that N − T = 2p^2 − 4 7 − 5p^2 − 17 21 = p^2 + 5 21 = 1 6 (p^2 − 3T − 1),

so the factor (_{N−T} p2−3T −1 6 ) in (41) is 1. For the other factor in (41), use the base p expansions N = 2p − 6 7 p + 6p − 4 7 and N − T = {_{p−10} 21 p +^{10p+5}_{21} if p ≡ 1 mod 3 p−17 21 p +^{17p+5}_{21} if p ≡ 2 mod 3,

and Lucas’s theorem^9 to check that (_N N−T ) ≠ 0. So the coefficient (_N N−T ) of a^T in C(a) is non-zero, and C(a) must have roots. To check that ±2 are not among the roots of C, observe that x^N (x^3 ± y^3)^{2N} ≡ ± ( 2N_{p2−1} 3 ) x^{p2−3}y^{p2−1} mod (x^{p2} , y^{p2} ),

and the binomial coefficient (_{2Np2−1} 3 ) ≠ 0. Indeed, using the base p expansions

2N = 4p − 5 7 p + 5p − 8 7 and p^2 − 1 3 = {_{p−1} 3 p +^{p−1}_3 if p ≡ 1 mod 3 p−2 3 p +^{2p−1}_3 if p ≡ 2 mod 3,

Lucas’s theorem implies (_{2Np2−1} 3 ) ≠ 0.

For (e), the generic F -pure threshold is the first truncation, so this is both the maximal and minimal possible F -pure threshold. For (f), the generic F -pure threshold is the second truncation by Corollary 4.4, while the first truncation is fpt(x^7 + y^7), by the same method as in Proposition 7.5 (c). And for (g), the values^2_7 and the second truncation are achieved by Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 6.4, respectively, while the first truncation is fpt(x^7 + y^7), as in Proposition 7.5 (c). □ Proposition 7.9. Fix a prime p. The complete list of rational numbers that are F -pure thresholds of a reduced homogeneous polynomial of degree eight in two variables is

(a). If p = 2: 1 4 ; 9which in this case says (_{αp+β} γp+δ ) = (_α γ )(_β δ ) mod p, when 0 ≤ α, β, γ, δ ≤ p − 1 26

(b). If p ≡ 1 (mod 4):^1_4 and^{p−1}_{4p} (c). If p ≡ 3 (mod 4):^1_4 ,^{p−3}_{4p} , and^{p2−1}_{4p2} for p > 3, but only^1_4 and^2_9 when p = 3.

Proof. The list of potential F -pure thresholds is easily constructed from conditions (I), (II) and (III). We must verify that each occurs (for every valid p). Statement (a) follows from Proposition 7.3 and (b) from Corollary 7.1.

For (c), note that^1_4 and the second truncation are the F -pure thresholds of reduced polynomials by Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 6.4, respectively. Note that when p = 3, the first truncation of^1_4 base 3 is zero, so we have found all possible F -pure thresholds. For p ≠ 3, it remains to show that there exists a reduced degree 8 polynomial f such that f^N ∈ (x^p, y^p), where N =^{p−3}_4 . For p ≡ 7 mod 8, one checks that fpt(x^8 + y^8) is such a polynomial, using the method of Proposition 7.5 (c). For p ≡ 3 mod 8, one checks there is a reduced polynomial of the form f = xy(x^6 + ax^3y^3 + y^6) with fpt(f) =^{p−3}_{4p} similarly to the proof of Proposition 7.7 (c). □

8. Lower Bounds on the F-pure Threshold

To conclude, we discuss lower bounds on the F -pure threshold. First we note that the first non-zero truncation of the base p expansion of^2_d always gives a lower bound:

Proposition 8.1. Fix a field k of characteristic p > 0. Let f be a homogeneous reduced polynomial of degree d ≥ 2 in k[x_1, . . . , x_n], n ≥ 2. Then

(42) fpt(f) ≥ [ 2 d ] e , where e ∈ N is minimal such that [ 2 d ] e ≠ 0. Here,

[_2 d ] e denotes the e-th truncation of the possibly-terminating base p expansion of^2_d .

Here, by "possibly-terminating" base p expansion of a positive rational number λ we mean that, if λ has more than one base p expansion, we choose the one that terminates. Writing λ in lowest terms, note that unless the denominator is a power of p, then λ has only one base p expansion so the "possibly-terminating" base p expansion is simply its non-terminating expansion. See Subsection 2.3.

Proof. The F -pure threshold can only decrease after modding out linear forms [KKP^+20, 3.6]. Modulo n − 2 general enough forms, we get a reduced polynomial f in two variables whose F -pure threshold is a lower bound for fpt(f). If d = p^e or 2p^e, the F -pure threshold of f is^2_d by Proposition 7.3, which has terminating base p expansion^2_{pe} or^1_{pe} , respectively, showing the lower bound is satisfied. Otherwise,^2_d does not have denominator a power of p, so its possibly-terminating and its non-terminating base p expansion are the same. Since we know that the F -pure threshold of the reduced polynomial f in two variables is either 2 d or some truncation of the non-terminating base p expansion by [HNWZ16, 4.4], the first non-zero truncation is certainly a lower bound. □

Corollary 8.2. The bound of Proposition 8.1 is sharp for homogeneous polynomials of degree d in the range p^e+1 ≤ d ≤ 2p^e in k[x_1, . . . , x_n] (n ≥ 2). That is, there are reduced polynomials of degree d whose F -pure threshold is

[_2 d ] e. 27

Proof. For d in the stated range, it is easy to compute that

[_2 d ] e =^1_{pe} and that all previous truncations are zero. Thus we only need to find reduced polynomials of degree d with F - pure threshold^1_{pe} . Since we already know this is a lower bound (Proposition 8.1), we need only show that there are are reduced polynomials f with fpt(f) ≤^1_{pe} . But any reduced polynomial f in (x^{pe}_1 , . . . , x^{pe}_n ) satisfies

(43) fpt(f) ≤ 1 p^e , by definition of F -pure threshold. So for such f, the lower bound

[_2 d ] e of Proposition 8.1 is sharp. □

Putting together results proved in earlier sections, we summarizes cases where we know the lower bound is sharp:

Corollary 8.3. The bound of Proposition 8.1 is sharp for reduced polynomials of degree d ≥ 4 in k[x_1, . . . , x_n] in each of the following cases:

(1) p^e + 1 ≤ d ≤ 2p^e; (2) 2p = 1 mod d; (3) 2p = 2 mod d; (4) d ≤ 8.

Proof. Simply note that a reduced polynomial in two variables can be viewed as a reduced polynomial in k[x_1, . . . , x_n], and apply Corollary 8.2, Proposition 7.1, Theorem 6.4 respectively, as well as the computations for degrees 4 ≤ d ≤ 8 in Section 7. □

Remark 8.4. The lower bound is not sharp in general: in the case where d = 3 and p ≡ 1 mod p, no reduced polynomial has F -pure threshold any truncation of^2_3 .

In all cases we know where the lower bound of Proposition 8.1 fails, the reason is that the first non-zero truncation fails one of the conditions (I), (II) or (III) from Section 5 (that is, from [HNWZ16, 4.4]). We suspect that the first truncation of the possibly-terminating base p expansion of^2_d which satisfies (I) , (II) and (III) is precisely the minimal possible F -pure threshold of a reduced polynomial of degree d ≥ 2 in k[x_1, . . . , x_n] in general.

We do not know whether the first truncation of the possibly-terminating base p expansion of min(1,^n_d ) which satisfies (I), (II) and (III) could be the minimal possible F -pure threshold for polynomials in k[x_1, . . . , x_n] defining a smooth hypersurface in P^{n−1}.

Remark 8.5. In [KKP^+20], a lower bound of^1_{d−1} was proved for a reduced homogeneous polynomial of degree d (in any number of variables); moreover, this bound was shown to be sharp only when d = p^e + 1 for some e ∈ N. This comports with Corollary 8.3 (1) above.

Remark 8.6. A lower bound on the F -pure threshold of elements f in more general local rings (R, m) is proved by Núñez-Betancourt and Smirnov: fpt(f) ≥^1_{eHK (R/fR)} where e_{HK} (R/fR) is the Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of the quotient local ring R/fR [NnS20, 2.2]. In our main case of interest, however, this is much weaker than the bound in Proposition 8.1: when R = k[x, y], the Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of the one dimensional ring R/(f) is the same as its Hilbert-Samuel multiplicity (see e.g [Hun13, 3.3]), so the Núñez-Betancourt- Smirnov bound simply recovers Proposition 2.2 (4). 28

References

[BFS13] A. Benito, E. Faber, and K. E. Smith, Measuring singularities with Frobenius: The basics, Commutative Algebra—Expository papers dedicated to David Eisenbud on the occasion of his 65th birthday (I. Peeva, ed.), Springer, 2013, pp. 57–97.

[BMS08] M. Blickle, M. Mustaţă, and K. E. Smith, Discreteness and rationality of F -thresholds, Michigan Math. J. 57 (2008), 43–61.

[BMS09] , F -thresholds of hypersurfaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 361 (2009), no. 12, 6549–6566. [BS15] B. Bhatt and A. K. Singh, The F -pure threshold of a Calabi–Yau hypersurface, Math. Ann. 362 (2015), 551–567.

[GKZ08] I. M. Gelfand, M. M. Kapranov, and A. V. Zelevinsky, Discriminants, resultants and multidimensional determinants, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2008, Reprint of the 1994 edition. MR 2394437 [Har06] Nobuo Hara, F-pure thresholds and F-jumping exponents in dimension two, Math. Res. Lett. 13 (2006), no. 5-6, 747–760, With an appendix by Paul Monsky. MR 2280772 [Her15] D. J. Hernández, F -invariants of diagonal hypersurfaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 143 (2015), no. 1, 87–104.

[HNWZ16] D. J. Hernández, L. Núñez-Betancourt, E. E. Witt, and W. Zhang, F -pure thresholds of homogeneous polynomials, Michigan Math. J. 65 (2016), 57–87.

[Hun13] Craig Huneke, Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity and the F-signature, Commutative algebra, Springer, New York, 2013, pp. 485–525. MR 3051383 [HY03] N. Hara and K.-i. Yoshida, A generalization of tight closure and multiplier ideals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355 (2003), no. 8, 3143–3174.

[KKP^+20] Z. Kadyrsizova, J. Kenkel, J. Page, J. Singh, K. E. Smith, A. Vraciu, and E. E. Witt, Lower bounds on f-pure threshold and extremal singularities, Transactions of AMS (2020).

[MTW05] M. Mustaţă, S. Takagi, and K.-i. Watanabe, F-thresholds and Bernstein–Sato polynomials, European Congress of Mathematics (Zürich), Eur. Math. Soc., 2005, pp. 341–364.

[NnS20] L. Núñez-Betancourt and I. Smirnov, Hilbert-Kunz multiplicities and F -thresholds, Bol. Soc. Mat. Mex. (3), 26 (2020), no. 1, 15–25.

[Sat19] Kenta Sato, Ascending chain condition for F -pure thresholds on a fixed strongly F -regular germ, Compos. Math. 155 (2019), no. 6, 1194–1223. MR 3954882 [SS10] Karl Schwede and Karen E. Smith, Globally F -regular and log Fano varieties, Adv. Math. 224 (2010), no. 3, 863–894. MR 2628797 [TW04] S. Takagi and K.-i. Watanabe, On F-pure thresholds, Journal of Algebra 282 (2004), no. 1, 278–297.

Email address: kesmith@umich.edu

29