arXiv:2308.16010v1 [math.AC] 30 Aug 2023

ON REES ALGEBRAS OF LINEARLY PRESENTED IDEALS AND MODULES

ALESSANDRA COSTANTINI, EDWARD F. PRICE III, AND MATTHEW WEAVER

Abstract. Let I be a perfect ideal of height two in R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds and let φ denote its Hilbert-Burch matrix. When φ has linear entries, the algebraic structure of the Rees algebra RpIq is well-understood under the additional assumption that the minimal number of generators of I is bounded locally up to codimension d ´ 1. In the first part of this article, we determine the defining ideal of RpIq under the weaker assumption that such condition holds only up to codimension d ´ 2, generalizing previous work of P. H. L. Nguyen. In the second part, we use generic Bourbaki ideals to extend our findings to Rees algebras of linearly presented modules of projective dimension one.

1. Introduction

Given an ideal I in a Noetherian ring R, the Rees algebra of I is the graded algebra RpIq – RrIts “ R ‘ It ‘ I^2t^2 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ viewed as a subring of Rrts, where t is an indeterminate. As RpIq encodes information on the asymptotic growth of the powers of I, it has proven to be an invaluable asset to commutative algebraists within the study of integral closure, reductions, and multiplicities. From a geometric perspective, ProjpRpIqq is the blowup of an affine scheme along V pIq, hence Rees algebras represent an essential tool to understand singularities. In fact, a celebrated result of Hironaka [16] uses repeated blowups to construct resolutions of singularities in characteristic zero. As successive blowups of a singular scheme along disjoint subschemes V pI_1q, . . . , V pI_rq correspond to the Rees algebra RpI_1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ I_rq of the module I_1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ I_r, one is motivated to study Rees algebras of modules as well. Moreover, Rees algebras of both ideals and modules arise as homogeneous coordinate rings of graphs of rational maps, thus understanding their algebraic structure gives insight into the study of birationality of algebraic varieties.

As the blowup construction describes ProjpRpIqq via parametric equations, a fundamental problem is to find the implicit equations of blowups. This is a special case of the so-called implicitization problem, namely the replacement of parametric equations with a system of implicit equations representing the same geometric object. In dimensions d “ 2 and d “ 3, this problem is referred to as the moving curve and moving surface problem respectively [24], with a wealth of applications to geometric model theory and computeraided design. Algebraically, this translates to finding a presentation of the Rees algebra RpIq as a quotient of a polynomial ring over R. The ideal J defining this quotient ring is called the defining ideal of the Rees algebra. The generators of this ideal, the defining equations of RpIq, are often elusive and difficult to determine. For instance, the general problem of determining the defining ideal of Rees algebras remains open even for three-generated ideals in krx, ys [6].

Whereas RpIq encodes data regarding the powers of I, its defining ideal J encodes data regarding the syzygies of every power of I. Hence one often restricts to classes of ideals with a rich algebraic structure, specifically those with a well-understood free resolution. In particular, Rees algebras of grade-two perfect ideals and grade-three perfect Gorenstein ideals have been studied extensively under various assumptions using the Hilbert-Burch theorem [12, 20.15] and the Buchsbaum-Eisenbud theorem [4] respectively (see e.g. [5, 10, 13, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 28, 30, 31]).

In the first part of this paper, we consider a linearly presented perfect ideal I of height two in R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds, where k is a field. Most of the existing literature in this setting analyzes the structure of the Rees algebra RpIq under the additional assumption that I satisfies the so-called G_d condition, introduced by Artin and Nagata in [1]. For a positive integer s, I is said to satisfy G_s if, for every p P V pIq with dim R_p ď s ´ 1, I_p is minimally generated by at most dim R_p elements. If I satisfies G_s for all s, then I is said to satisfy G_8. Equivalently, I satisfies G_s if the i^{th} Fitting ideal of I, Fitt_ipIq, satisfies ht Fitt_ipIq ě i`1, for all 1 ď i ď s ´ 1. This condition thus imposes a constraint on a presentation matrix of I, which when s “ d, crucially simplifies the problem of determining the defining ideal of RpIq [5, 20, 25, 28].

Whereas the G_d condition is certainly an asset in the search for the defining equations, there are many ideals of great interest which do not satisfy this condition. For example, many determinantal ideals of generic height in Noetherian rings of sufficiently large dimension d do not satisfy G_d; see [7, 3.3–3.5]. Moreover, there are several examples of height-two perfect ideals in R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds which do not satisfy G_d, even under the additional assumption of linear presentation. For instance, given t linear forms f_1, . . . , f_t with t ě d ě 3, the ideal generated by all pt ´ 1q-fold products of the f_i’s is a linearly presented perfect ideal of height two so long as any three of the f_i’s form a regular sequence, but only satisfies G_d if any d of the f_i’s do; see [9, 4.5]. Moreover, a linearly presented ideal I Ă krx, y, zs which is an intersection of powers of height-two prime ideals is always height-two perfect, but satisfies G_3 if and only if it is radical; [10, 4.2]. As such, when searching for the defining equations of the Rees algebra, there is significant motivation and necessity to develop techniques for situations where the G_d condition is not satisfied, even within the well-studied class of height-two perfect ideals in R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds.

Inspired by work of P. H. L. Nguyen [21, 22], we study the Rees algebra of linearly presented height-two perfect ideals which satisfy G_{d´1} but not G_d. Our main result for Rees algebras of ideals is the following.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.9). Let R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a standard-graded polynomial ring of dimension d ě 3 over a field k, and let I be a perfect R-ideal of height 2 generated by n ě d ` 1 elements, which satisfies G_{d´1}, but not G_d. Assume that I has a presentation matrix φ consisting of linear entries in R with I_1pφq “ px_1, . . . , x_dq and that (after possibly a change of coordinates) the matrix φ has rank 1 modulo px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. The Rees algebra RpIq – RrT_1, . . . , T_ns{J is a Cohen-Macaulay domain, with J “ pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´1}q : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q “ pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´1}q ` I_dpMq, where ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´1} are linear forms in RrT_1, . . . , T_ns such that rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´1}s “ rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ φ, and M is a d ^ pn ´ 1q matrix with entries in krT_1, . . . , T_ns such that rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´1}s “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1} x_dT_ns ¨ M.

This theorem recovers [21, 5.1 and 5.2] in the case that n “ d ` 1, as well as [22, 4.6] when d “ 3 (see also [10, 3.6] for a more detailed statement when d “ 3). While our methods build upon Nguyen’s techniques, a key novel idea within the proof of Theorem A is to interpret J as a prime saturation (see Proposition 3.6), using methods developed in [5] in a different context. This allow us to remove the assumption that k is algebraically closed in [21, 22], as well as any constraints on the number of variables; see also Proposition 4.4. The matrix M appearing in the statement above is constructed from the so-called Jacobian dual matrix Bpφq of φ, introduced by Vasconcelos in [29]; see Section 2 for the technical definition. Moreover, the ideal I_dpMq coincides with I_{d´1}pB^1q, where B^1 is a submatrix of Bpφq obtained by removing one row and one column. We emphasize the similarity of our result with the case of linearly presented height-two perfect ideals satisfying G_d, for which the non-linear generators of J are precisely the elements of I_dpBpφqq [20, 1.3].

As ideals of positive grade can be identified with torsion-free modules of rank one, it is natural to ask whether Theorem A can be extended to the case of Rees algebras of modules of arbitrary rank. We address this question in the second part of this article. Since the ideals in Theorem A are perfect of grade two, we consider modules with projective dimension one. By imposing similar restrictions on the presentation matrix of such a module E, we obtain an analogous description for its Rees algebra RpEq. Our main result for Rees algebras of modules is the following.

Theorem B (Theorem 4.11). Let R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a standard-graded polynomial ring of dimension d ě 3 over a field k, and let E be a module of projective dimension one and rank e ą 0. Assume that E is generated by n ě d`e elements and satisfies G_{d´1}, but not G_d. Furthermore, suppose that E has a presentation matrix φ consisting of linear entries in R with I_1pφq “ px_1, . . . , x_dq and that (after possibly a change of coordinates) the matrix φ has rank 1 modulo px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. The Rees algebra RpEq – RrT_1, . . . , T_ns{J is a Cohen- Macaulay domain, with J “ pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´e}q : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q “ pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´e}q ` I_dpMq,

where ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´e} are linear forms in RrT_1, . . . , T_ns such that rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´e}s “ rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ φ, and M is a d ^ pn ´ eq matrix with entries in krT_1, . . . , T_ns such that rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´e}s “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1} x_dT_ns ¨ M.

We note that the G_s condition for modules is defined similarly as for ideals; see Definition 2.3. The crucial ingredient within the proof of Theorem B is the existence of a generic Bourbaki ideal I of E, which allows us to reduce the problem to the case of Rees algebras of ideals. Generic Bourbaki ideals (which we recall in detail in Section 2) were introduced by Simis, Ulrich, and Vasconcelos in [26] to study the Cohen- Macaulay property of Rees algebras of modules. Under the assumptions of Theorem B, we prove that a generic Bourbaki ideal I of E satisfies the assumptions of Theorem A (see Proposition 4.7). Thanks to the Cohen-Macaulay property of RpIq, we then show that the defining ideal of RpEq has the same shape as the defining ideal of RpIq. This technique was first used in [26, 4.11] for linearly presented modules of projective dimension one satisfying G_d, in which case RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay as well. We refer the curious reader to [8, 5.6] and [30, 6.3] for cases when this Cohen-Macaulay assumption is not satisfied, yet similarly one can determine the defining ideal of the Rees algebra of a module by reducing to the case of ideals.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the necessary preliminary material on Rees algebras of ideals and modules, as well as the fundamental properties and construction of generic Bourbaki ideals. We also include a short overview of residual intersections of ideals, which are briefly required in the proof of Theorem A (see Theorem 3.8). Section 3 is dedicated to linearly presented height-two perfect ideals, with main result Theorem 3.9. The essential ingredient in its proof is Proposition 3.5, where we show that the pd ´ 1q^{st} Fitting ideal of I has a unique minimal prime, allowing the defining ideal of RpIq to be realized as a prime saturation in Proposition 3.6. We end the section by presenting some examples showing that the conclusion of Theorem A should not expected to hold if one modifies the assumptions. Lastly, in Section 4 we study the Rees algebra of a linearly presented module E of projective dimension one, with main result Theorem 4.11. The key ingredient to its proof is the existence of a generic Bourbaki ideal I satisfying the main result of Section 3. From there, we relate the Rees algebras RpEq and RpIq, the defining ideal of the latter being known from Theorem 3.9.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some background notions which will be used throughout the paper. We primarily consider ideals and modules over a local ring R, but we note that each of the conventions presented in this setting apply to homogeneous ideals and modules over a standard-graded ring S with S_0 a local ring, as well.

2.1. Fitting Ideals. We briefly recall the notion of the Fitting ideals of a finitely generated module E over a Noetherian ring R. Suppose that E has a free presentation

R^{m φ}ÝÑ R^n ÝÑ E ÝÑ 0

and let I_tpφq denote the ideal of t ^ t minors of φ.

Definition 2.1. The i^{th} Fitting ideal of E is the ideal Fitt_ipEq “ I_{n´i}pφq.

These determinantal ideals are particularly useful in that they define certain invariants of a module E, in terms of a presentation.

Proposition 2.2 ([12, 20.4–20.6]). With φ a presentation of E as above, we have the following.

(a) Fitt_ipEq does not depend on the choice of presentation φ and depends only on the module E and the index i.

(b) If R is local, then Fitt_ipEq “ R if and only if μpEq ď i. (c) V pFitt_ipEqq “ tp P SpecpRq | μpE_pq ě i ` 1u.

Recall that E is said to have a rank if E b_R QuotpRq – QuotpRq^e for some integer e, where QuotpRq denotes the total ring of quotients of R. Here we say rank E “ e.

Definition 2.3. A module E with rank E “ e is said to satisfy G_s if μpE_pq ď dim R_p ` e ´ 1 for every p P SpecpRq with 1 ď dim R_p ď s ´ 1. If E satisfies G_s for all s, E is said to satisfy G_8.

In particular, when e “ 1, this recovers the definition given for ideals in the introduction. Additionally notice that from Proposition 2.2, we equivalently have that E satisfies G_s if ht Fitt_ipEq ě i ´ e ` 2 for all e ď i ď s ` e ´ 2.

We next present a lemma which will be used frequently throughout this paper in the case s “ d ´ 1. We state it more generally for every integer s, in light of potential future applications; see Section 3.1.

Lemma 2.4. Let R be a Noetherian ring and E a finitely generated R-module with rank e satisfying G_s but not G_{s`1}. Then ht Fitt_{s`e´2}pEq “ ht Fitt_{s`e´1}pEq “ s.

Proof. As E satisfies G_s, it follows that ht Fitt_{s`e´2}pEq ě s. Moreover, since E does not satisfy G_{s`1}, we have that ht Fitt_{s`e´1}pEq ď s. Now since Fitt_{s`e´2}pEq Ď Fitt_{s`e´1}pEq, the claim follows. □

2.2. Residual intersections. Originating within the study of intersections of algebraic varieties, residual intersections of an ideal I have become a useful tool to understand the powers of I [27]. To keep this article self-contained, we recall only the basic definitions and a few results from the literature which we will use in the proof of Theorem 3.8.

Definition 2.5 ([17, 1.1]). Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring, I an R-ideal, and s an integer with s ě ht I. A proper ideal J “ a : I, where a “ pa_1, . . . , a_sq Ď I, is said to be an s-residual intersection of I if ht J ě s.

Residual intersections of complete intersection ideals are a very interesting case and have been well-studied [3]. In particular, through their study in the generic case, any residual intersection of a complete intersection ideal can be realized as the specialization of a generic residual intersection [18, 1.5]. We refer the reader to [17, 18] for a thorough treatment on generic residual intersections, which would be beyond the scope of this paper. For our purposes, we will only need the following result.

Theorem 2.6. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring and I “ px_1, . . . , x_g q an R-ideal with x_1, . . . , x_g an R-regular sequence. Let a “ pa_1, . . . , a_sq Ď I such that J “ a : I is an s-residual intersection of I.

(a) ([18, 1.4 and 1.5]) R{J is a Cohen-Macaulay ring.

(b) ([18, 1.5 and 1.8]) If B is a g ^ s matrix with ra_1 . . . a_ss “ rx_1 . . . x_g s ¨ B, then J “ a ` I_g pBq.

2.3. Blowup algebras. As both Rees algebras of ideals and modules are considered in this article, we proceed as generally as possible in this subsection and choose our notation so as to treat both cases simultaneously. Assume that R is a Noetherian ring and let E “ Ra_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Ra_n be a finitely generated R-module with rank e ą 0. As torsion-free modules of rank one are isomorphic to ideals of positive grade, the definitions given below pertain to ideals as well, in the case that e “ 1.

There is a natural homogeneous epimorphism of graded R-algebras η : RrT_1, . . . , T_ns ↠ SpEq given by T_i ÞÑ a_i P rSpEqs_1, where SpEq is the symmetric algebra of E. The kernel L of this map is easily described from a presentation of E. Indeed, if R^{m φ}Ñ R^n Ñ E Ñ 0 is any presentation of E, then L is generated by linear forms ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_m such that rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ φ “ rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_ms. Naturally, there is an induced isomorphism SpEq – RrT_1, . . . , T_ns{L.

Definition 2.7. The Rees algebra of E is defined as SpEq{τpSpEqq, where τpSpEqq is the R-torsion submodule of SpEq.

We note that if E is isomorphic to an ideal, say E – I, then the Rees algebra RpEq defined above is isomorphic to the subalgebra RpIq “ RrIts Ď Rrts, as defined in the introduction.

Composing the map η above with the natural map factoring the R-torsion of SpEq, one obtains a homogeneous epimorphism π : RrT_1, . . . , T_ns ↠ RpEq given by T_i ÞÑ a_i P rRpEqs_1. The kernel J “ kerpπq is the defining ideal of RpEq and there is an induced isomorphism RpEq – RrT_1, . . . , T_ns{J . By construction, it is clear that L Ď J .

Definition 2.8. If L “ J , or equivalently SpEq – RpEq, then E is said to be of linear type.

The terminology is fitting as L is generated in degree one and moreover, L “ rJ s_1. If E is not of linear type, a typical source of higher-degree generators of J is the Jacobian dual matrix.

Definition 2.9. Let R^{m φ}Ñ R^n Ñ E Ñ 0 be a presentation of E and ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_m the generators of L as before. There exists an r ^ m matrix Bpφq consisting of linear entries in RrT_1, . . . , T_ns with

rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ φ “ rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_ms “ rx_1 . . . x_rs ¨ Bpφq

where px_1, . . . , x_r q is an ideal containing I_1pφq. We say that Bpφq is a Jacobian dual matrix of φ with respect to the sequence x_1, . . . , x_r.

It is important to note that Bpφq is not unique in general. However, if R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds and I_1pφq Ď px_1, . . . , x_dq, there is a unique Jacobian dual matrix Bpφq with respect to x_1, . . . , x_d if and only if the entries of φ are linear; see [25, p. 47]. In this case, the entries of Bpφq belong to the subring krT_1, . . . , T_ns, a fact that will be crucial in several arguments presented in this paper.

We next recall the definition of another graded algebra, which is closely related to RpEq.

Definition 2.10. Further assume that R is a local ring with maximal ideal m and residue field k. The special fiber ring of E is FpEq :“ RpEq b_R k – RpEq{mRpEq.

The Krull dimension of the special fiber ring is called the analytic spread of E and is denoted by ℓpEq.

2.4. Generic Bourbaki ideals. Introduced by Simis, Ulrich, and Vasconcelos in [26], generic Bourbaki ideals have proven to be a powerful tool within the study of Rees algebras of modules. Indeed, their implementation often allows one to reduce problems regarding Rees algebras of modules to the case of ideals, where information is much more readily available. We recall their construction below, as well as some of their useful properties.

Notation 2.11. Let R be a Noetherian ring, E “ Ra_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Ra_n a finitely generated R-module with rank E “ e ą 0. Let Z “ tZ_{ij} | 1 ď i ď n, 1 ď j ď e ´ 1u be a set of indeterminates, and denote

R^1 – RrZs, E^1 – E b_R R^1, y_j – nÿ i“1 Z_{ij} a_i P E^1, and F^1 – e´1ÿ j“1 R^1y_j .

If R is local with maximal ideal m, let R^2 – RpZq “ RrZs_{mRrZs} and similarly denote E^2 – E b_R R^2 and F^2 – F^1 b_R1 R^2.

Theorem 2.12 ([26, 3.1–3.4]). Let R be a Noetherian local ring, E a finitely generated R-module with rank E “ e ą 0. Assume that E is torsion-free and that E_p is free for all p P SpecpRq with depth R_p ď 1 (e.g., if E satisfies G_2).

(a) For R^2, E^2, and F^2 as in Notation 2.11, F^2 is a free R^2-module of rank e ´ 1 and E^2{F^2 is isomorphic to an R^2-ideal I with grade I ą 0. Moreover, I can be chosen to have grade at least 2 if and only if E is orientable.

(b) The ideal I satisfies G_s if and only if E satisfies G_s.

(c) If grade I ě 3, then E – R^{e´1} ‘ L for some R-ideal L. In this case, LR^2 – I. Such an ideal I is called a generic Bourbaki ideal of E. Moreover, if K is another ideal constructed this way using variables Y , then the images of I and K in S “ RpZ, Y q coincide up to multiplication by a unit in QuotpSq, and are equal whenever I and K have grade at least two.

Recall that a module E of rank e ą 0 is said to be orientable if p

Ź_e Eq^{˚˚} – R, where

Ź_e E is the e^{th} exterior power of E and p´q^˚ denotes the functor Hom_Rp´, Rq. This condition is not restrictive in our setting, as it is automatically satisfied for any module of finite projective dimension. Moreover, every finitely generated module over a unique factorization domain is orientable.

The effectiveness of generic Bourbaki ideals in the study of Rees algebras of modules is illustrated by the following fundamental result, which we will refer to often in Section 4.

Theorem 2.13 ([26, 3.5 and 3.8]). In the setting of Notation 2.11 and with the assumptions of Theorem 2.12, the following statements are true.

(a) RpEq is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay. (b) If grade RpEq_` ě e, then RpIq – RpE^2q{pF^2q.

(c) E is of linear type with grade RpEq_` ě e if and only if I is of linear type.

Moreover, if any of the conditions above are satisfied, then RpIq – RpE^2q{pF^2q and y_1, . . . , y_{e´1} form a regular sequence on RpE^2q.

The latter statement says that RpE^2q is a deformation of RpIq. When this happens (e.g., when assumption (b) in the proceeding theorem is satisfied), the Cohen-Macaulay property of the special fiber ring also transfers back and forth between the module E and a generic Bourbaki ideal I of E.

Theorem 2.14 ([8, 4.7 and 4.8]). In the setting of Notation 2.11 and with the assumptions of Theorem 2.12, the following statements are true.

(a) If FpEq is Cohen-Macaulay, then FpIq is Cohen-Macaulay.

(b) Assume that either RpIq is S_2, or depth RpI_qq ě 2 for all q P SpecpR^2q so that I_q is not of linear type. If FpIq is Cohen-Macaulay, then FpEq is Cohen-Macaulay, FpIq – FpE^2q{pF^2q and y_1, . . . , y_{e´1} form a regular sequence on FpE^2q.

Remark 2.15 ([26, p. 617], [8, 5.1]). Let pR, m, kq be a Noetherian local ring and E an R-module as in Theorem 2.12. Furthermore, let R^{m φ}Ñ R^n Ñ E Ñ 0 be a minimal presentation of E.

(a) With Z and y_j as in Notation 2.11, we may assume that E^2 is generated by the images of y_1, . . . , y_{e´1}, a_e, . . . , a_n in E^2. Moreover, after multiplying φ by an invertible matrix with entries in kpZq, we may assume that φ presents E^2 with respect to this generating set. In particular, we have that φ “ „ A ψ ȷ

where A and ψ are submatrices of sizes pe ´ 1q ^ m and pn ´ e ` 1q ^ m respectively. By construction, it follows that, if E is torsion-free, then Cokerpψq is isomorphic to a generic Bourbaki ideal I of E. Moreover, ψ is a minimal presentation matrix of I since μpIq “ n ´ e ` 1.

(b) In particular, if R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds and E has a linear presentation, then I does as well.

3. Height two perfect ideals with a linear presentation

In this section, we aim to determine the defining ideal J of the Rees algebra of a grade two perfect ideal I Ď krx_1, . . . , x_ds, under the assumption that I does not satisfy the G_d condition, but rather the weaker condition G_{d´1}. More precisely, our working setting is the following.

Setting 3.1. Let R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a standard-graded polynomial ring over a field k, with m “ px_1, . . . , x_dq and d ě 3. Let I be a perfect R-ideal of height 2 generated by μpIq “ n ě d ` 1 many elements, satisfying the following assumptions:

(i) The ideal I has a presentation matrix φ consisting of linear entries with I_1pφq “ m. (ii) After possibly a change of coordinates, the matrix φ has rank 1 modulo an ideal generated by d ´ 1 variables.

(iii) The ideal I satisfies G_{d´1}, but not G_d.

When d “ 3 our setting coincides with the setting of [22], while when n “ d ` 1 it recovers the setting of [21]. In both settings of [21, 22] it is assumed that k is an algebraically closed field, an assumption we may omit in our situation. Moreover, from Proposition 4.4 and the discussion prior to its statement, this assumption may also be omitted in [21, 22]. In particular, assumption (ii) can be removed when μpIq “ d`1, as it is implied by the remaining conditions; see [21, 3.3] and Proposition 4.4.

Remark 3.2. It is assumed that d ě 3 in Setting 3.1, as otherwise assumption (iii) would never be satisfied by an ideal of height two. Indeed, any ideal I with ht I “ g satisfies G_g automatically. Moreover, we assume that μpIq ě d ` 1 in Setting 3.1, else the remaining assumptions are contradicted and the defining ideal of RpIq is already known. Indeed, if μpIq ď d ´ 1 , then since I satisfies G_{d´1}, it follows that I satisfies G_d as well, contradicting assumption (iii). Moreover, it then follows that I satisfies G_8 and is actually of linear type by [15, 9.1]. If μpIq “ d, then assumption (iii) implies that ht Fitt_{d´1}pIq “ d ´ 1 by Lemma 2.4. However, this is precisely the ideal of entries of φ, Fitt_{d´1}pIq “ I_1pφq, thus contradicting assumption (i). Moreover, it then follows that I belongs to a polynomial subring R^1 of R with dim R^1 “ d ´ 1. The defining ideal of RpIq is then known due to [20, 1.3].

Remark 3.3. Following assumption (ii) in Setting 3.1, we may assume that φ has rank one modulo the ideal px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. We proceed supposing that the appropriate change of coordinates has been made and this is the ideal in assumption (ii). Let φ denote the image of φ modulo px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q, with entries in krx_ds. After potential row and column operations, we may assume φ has a single nonzero entry, which can be assumed to be x_d by linearity. Thus the presentation matrix φ has the form

φ “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ˚ φ^1 . . ˚ ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ x_d

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (3.1)

where the entries of φ^1 and the “˚” entries are linear and contained in the subring krx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}s Ă R.

With assumption (ii) in Setting 3.1, not only does φ have a particular form, but its Jacobian dual Bpφq does as well. Indeed, as a consequence of Remark 3.3, the Jacobian dual of φ, with respect to x_1, . . . , x_d, is

Bpφq “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ‚ B^1 . . ‚ 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 T_n

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ . (3.2)

Notice that entries of B^1 and the “‚” entries are in krT_1, . . . , T_ns and B^1 is the Jacobian dual of φ^1 with respect to x_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, i.e. rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ φ^1 “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1}s ¨ B^1. In the particular cases when n “ d ` 1 or d “ 3, it was shown in [21, 5.1], [22, 4.6] and [10, 3.6] that the non-linear equations defining the Rees algebra RpIq are precisely the generators of I_{d´1}pB^1q, under the additional assumption that k is algebraically closed. We will prove in Theorem 3.9 that this actually holds for every ideal I which satisfies the assumptions of Setting 3.1, with no restrictions on the field k. As a preliminary step, we identify the non-linear type locus of I and prove that it has a unique minimal element. This recovers and generalizes what was known in the cases d “ 3 (see [22, 4.4 and 4.5] and [10, 2.5]) and n “ d ` 1 ([21, 3.4 and 3.5]).

Proposition 3.4. With I and φ as above, I_p is of linear type for all p P SpecpRqzV pI_{n´d`1}pφqq.

Proof. Notice that V pI_{n´d`1}pφqq “ V pFitt_{d´1}pφqq “ tp P SpecpRq | μpI_pq ě du by Proposition 2.2. Thus it follows that I_p satisfies G_8 and is hence of linear type for all p R V pFitt_{d´1}pIqq by [15, 9.1]. □

Proposition 3.5. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, we have that p “ px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q is the unique minimal prime of I_{n´d`1}pφq.

Proof. We modify the proof of [22, 4.5] according to the assumptions of Setting 3.1. First, notice that since I satisfies G_{d´1} but not G_d, we have ht I_{n´d`2}pφq “ ht I_{n´d`1}pφq “ d ´ 1 by Lemma 2.4. Now, let φ̂ denote the n ^ pn ´ 2q submatrix of φ consisting of its first n ´ 2 columns. As noted in Remark 3.3, the entries of φ̂ are linear forms in krx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}s and also we have I_{n´d`2}pφq Ď I_{n´d`1}pφ̂q Ď px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. Since ht I_{n´d`2}pφq “ d ´ 1 “ htpx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q, it follows that ht I_{n´d`1}pφ̂q “ d ´ 1. Thus I_{n´d`1}pφ̂q is a px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q-primary ideal in krx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}s, and so px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q is its only minimal prime. On the other hand, since I_{n´d`1}pφ̂q Ď I_{n´d`1}pφq Ď px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q and ht I_{n´d`1}pφq “ d ´ 1, it follows that px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q is the unique minimal prime of I_{n´d`1}pφq as well. □

Our next task is to calculate the height of the ideal I_{d´1}pB^1q. First however, we describe the defining ideal J of the Rees algebra RpIq as a prime saturation. With φ as in Remark 3.3, recall from Section 2 that L “ prT_1, . . . , T_ns ¨ φq is the defining ideal of the symmetric algebra SpIq.

Proposition 3.6. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, J is a prime ideal of height n ´ 1. Moreover, we have that J “ L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^8.

Proof. The initial statement is clear as RpIq – RrT_1, . . . , T_ns{J and RpIq is a domain of dimension d ` 1. For the latter statement, let y P L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^8, and so there exists an integer s such that ypx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^s P L Ď J . Since px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^s Ć J and J is a prime ideal, it then follows that y P J , hence L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^8 Ď J . To prove the reverse containment, consider the quotient A “ J {L. It suffices to show that A is annihilated by some power of px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. From Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5, it follows that A is supported only at p “ px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q and m “ px_1, . . . , x_dq. Thus p “ ? ann A, and so indeed a power of p annihilates A. □

Proposition 3.7. With B^1 the submatrix of Bpφq defined in (3.2), I_{d´1}pB^1q is a Cohen-Macaulay prime ideal of height n ´ d.

Proof. Recall that B^1 is a pd ´ 1q ^ pn ´ 2q matrix with linear entries in krT_1, . . . , T_ns. Moreover, with the form of Bpφq given in (3.2), we also have that rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´2}s “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1}s ¨ B^1. By Proposition 3.6 we have that L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^8 is a prime ideal of height n ´ 1. From [5, 2.2] it then follows that pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´2}q : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q^8 is a prime ideal of height n´2 (we note that the assumption that pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_{n´1}q be contained in px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q in the statement of [5, 2.2] is superfluous, as can be seen in its proof). Hence, from [5, 2.4] it follows that I_{d´1}pB^1q is a prime ideal with ht I_{d´1}pB^1q “ pn ´ 2q ´ pd ´ 1q ` 1 “ n ´ d. Since this is the maximal possible height [11, Thm. 1], the Cohen-Macaulayness of I_{d´1}pB^1q then follows from [12, A2.13]. □

We are now ready to prove that the generators of I_{d´1}pB^1q are precisely the non-linear equations of RpIq. To this end, we consider the auxiliary matrix

B^2 “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ‚ B^1 . . ‚ 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (3.3)

which is obtained from the expression of Bpφq given in (3.2) by dividing the last row by T_n. Notice that rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´1}s “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1} x_dT_ns ¨ B^2 and also that I_{d´1}pB^1q “ I_dpB^2q.

Theorem 3.8. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, L`I_{d´1}pB^1q is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height n´1.

Proof. We proceed as in the first half of the proof of [22, 4.6]. Consider the ideal K “ px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, x_dT_nq and notice that K Ę J . Hence L : K Ď J as L Ď J and J is prime. Moreover, as rℓ_1 . . . ℓ_{n´1}s “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1} x_dT_ns ¨ B^2, from Cramer’s rule it follows that I_dpB^2q Ď L : K. We show that L : K is an pn ´ 1q-residual intersection of K, i.e. ht L : K ě n ´ 1. Since x_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, x_dT_n is a regular sequence, from Theorem 2.6 one then obtains that L : K is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height exactly n ´ 1 and moreover, L : K “ L ` I_dpB^2q “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q.

Let q be a minimal prime of L : K Ă RrT_1, . . . , T_ns and let us consider two cases. If px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q Ę q, then L_q Ă pL : Kq_q Ď J_q “ L_q, where the last equality follows from Proposition 3.6 and noting that px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q_q is the unit ideal. Thus pL : Kq_q “ J_q and since this is not the unit ideal, it follows that J Ď q, hence ht q ě ht J “ n ´ 1. If instead px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q Ď q, as I_dpB^2q Ď L : K, we then have that px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q ` I_dpB^2q Ď q. By Proposition 3.7, I_dpB^2q “ I_{d´1}pB^1q is a prime ideal of height n ´ d in krT_1, . . . , T_ns. Therefore, htppx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q ` I_dpB^2qq ě pd ´ 1q ` pn ´ dq “ n ´ 1, hence ht q ě n ´ 1 in this case as well. Thus every minimal prime of L : K has height at least n ´ 1 and so ht L : K ě n ´ 1, as claimed. □

Theorem 3.9. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, the defining ideal of RpIq is

J “ L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q.

In particular, RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Notice that L`I_{d´1}pB^1q Ď L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q Ď J , where the first containment follows from Cramer’s rule and the second from Proposition 3.6. Hence we need only prove that J “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q and we note that it is enough to show that J_p “ pL ` I_{d´1}pB^1qq_p for every associated prime of L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q. In fact, it suffices to show that any such associated prime does not contain px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q, as the thesis then follows from Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5.

Let p be an associated prime of L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q and note that p is actually a minimal prime of L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q with ht p “ n ´ 1 by Theorem 3.8. It suffices to show that px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q ` p has height at least n, as then p does not contain px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. To this end, notice that px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, x_dT_nq “ px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q ` L, hence px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, x_dT_nq ` I_dpB^2q Ď px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q ` p and so it is enough to show that htppx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, x_dT_nq` I_dpB^2qq ě n. Recall that I_dpB^2q “ I_{d´1}pB^1q is a prime ideal of krT_1, . . . , T_ns with ht I_dpB^2q “ n ´ d by Proposition 3.7, hence it follows that htppx_1, . . . , x_dq`I_dpB^2qq ě n. Similarly, we have that htpI_dpB^2q, T_nq ě n ´ d ` 1 as I_dpB^2q is prime and T_n R I_dpB^2q, by degree considerations. As pI_dpB^2q, T_nq is an ideal of krT_1, . . . , T_ns, it follows that htppx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, T_nq ` I_dpB^2qq ě n as well. □

From Theorem 3.9 it follows that the defining equations of RpIq consist of the generators of L and nonlinear equations belonging to krT_1, . . . , T_ns. With this, I is said to be an ideal of fiber type, as the latter equations generate the ideal defining the special fiber ring. Indeed, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.10. With the assumptions of Setting 3.1, the special fiber ring is FpIq – krT_1, . . . , T_ns{I_{d´1}pB^1q. In particular, FpIq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension d, i.e. I has maximal analytic spread ℓpIq “ d.

Proof. Recall that the entries of B^1 belong to krT_1, . . . , T_ns. From Theorem 3.9, we have that J “ L` I_{d´1}pB^1q and so FpIq – krT_1, . . . , T_ns{I_{d´1}pB^1q, as L Ď m. Recall from Proposition 3.7 that I_{d´1}pB^1q is a Cohen-Macaulay prime ideal of krT_1, . . . , T_ns with ht I_{d´1}pB^1q “ n ´ d. Hence it follows that FpIq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain with dim FpIq “ d. □

We remark that, in the case when d “ 3, the content of Corollary 3.10 was already proved in [10, 2.4 and 3.6] (or follows from [22, 4.3 and 4.6] with the same proof as above). Likewise, in the case that n “ d ` 1, the result follows from [21, 5.2 and 5.3].

We end this section by discussing possible directions to expand upon the results presented here, namely situations where assumptions (ii) or (iii) in Setting 3.1 are not satisfied. In line with other examples provided in [22] and [10], the examples presented here illustrate that similar behaviors of the ideal I and its presentation matrix φ should not be expected if these assumptions are weakened.

3.1. Questions and possible generalizations. A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.9 is the fact that Fitt_{d´1}pIq “ I_{n´d`1}pφq has a unique minimal prime p “ px_1 . . . , x_{d´1}q due to Proposition 3.5, whose proof relies on assumptions (ii) and (iii) in Setting 3.1. It is then natural to investigate whether a similar behavior persists if either of these assumptions is weakened.

One could ask whether the defining ideal of RpIq could still be determined by relaxing the rank condition in assumption (ii) in Setting 3.1 while maintaining the other conditions. Note that this is only possible if μpIq ą d ` 1, by Proposition 4.4 and [21, 3.3]. A first observation is that if one completely removes condition (ii) from Setting 3.1, we are no longer guaranteed the result of Proposition 3.5. That is, we are no longer guaranteed that I_{n´d`1}pφq has a unique minimal prime ideal. When d “ 3, this follows from [10, 2.5], but we provide an explicit example of such behavior, for the sake of completeness.

Example 3.11. Consider the following 5 ^ 4 matrix with linear entries in Qrx_1 , x_2, x_3s:

φ “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ x_1 ´ x_2 x_2 ` x_3 0 x_1 ´ x_2 0 0 x_2 0 x_2 x_3 x_2 0 x_3 0 x_2 ` x_3 x_2 x_2 ` x_3 0 x_3 x_1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

Computations in Macaulay2 [14] show that the ideal I “ I_4pφq is perfect of height two and satisfies G_2 but not G_3. Additionally, I_1pφq “ px_1, x_2, x_3q. However, I_3pφq has two minimal prime ideals, px_1, x_2q and px_2, x_3q. Hence, Proposition 3.5 cannot be satisfied, so assumption (ii) cannot hold. Indeed, a computation in Macaulay2 [14] shows that the rank of φ modulo these primes is 2.

When d “ 3, the scenario that φ has higher rank has been explored in [10], via the notion of the chaos invariant upφq of φ [10, 2.1]. This integer upφq is equal to 1 when assumption (ii) holds. Moreover, in [10, 2.5] it was shown that certain Fitting ideals, in a range controlled by the chaos invariant, share a common unique minimal prime. It is interesting to ask whether a similar behavior to [10, 2.5] occurs in more general settings, perhaps by generalizing the notion of the chaos invariant to arbitrary dimension d, and whether this may lead to determining the defining ideal of RpIq (see also [10, 3.3]).

It is also worth noting that assumption (ii) in Setting 3.1 is sufficient, but not necessary, for I_{n´d`1}pφq to have a unique minimal prime ideal; see Example 3.12 below. It is then reasonable to ask whether we can recover some of the results of the present work if one replaces condition (ii) with the more general requirement that I_{n´d`1}pφq has a unique minimal prime. The following example suggests that, when doing so, the defining ideal of RpIq might be very different from the description in Theorem 3.9, even in the three variable setting.

Example 3.12 ([22, 4.7]). Consider the following 5 ^ 4 matrix with linear entries in Qrx_1 , x_2, x_3s:

φ “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ x_1 x_2 x_1 x_3 x_2 x_1 x_1 ´ x_3 x_1 0 x_1 x_1 ´ x_2 x_1 0 x_1 x_1 x_2 0 x_2 x_1 x_1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

The ideal I “ I_4pφq is perfect of height two and satisfies G_2 but not G_3. The ideal I_3pφq has a unique minimal prime ideal, px_1, x_2q, and the rank of φ modulo px_1, x_2q is 2. A computation through Macaulay2 [14] shows that the defining ideal J fails to be as in Theorem 3.9, i.e. J ‰ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q as noted in [22, 4.7]. Moreover, we have that J ‰ L : px_1, x_2q, but rather that J “ L : px_1, x_2q^2.

In light of Example 3.12, one may wonder whether the defining ideal has a similar description in terms of the rank r of φ modulo the unique minimal prime of I_{n´d`1}pφq, provided such a unique minimal prime exists, even when r ě 2. Notice that when d “ 3, this rank r would coincide with the chaos invariant upφq by [10, 2.2]. This has led to the following question.

Question 3.13. Let I Ă krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a perfect ideal of height two with a linear presentation matrix φ and suppose that I satisfies G_{d´1} but not G_d. If I_{n´d`1}pφq has a unique minimal prime p and if the presentation matrix φ has rank r ě 2 modulo p, is the defining ideal of RpIq given by J “ L : p^r?

Even if the question has an affirmative answer, the theory of residual intersections alone might not be sufficient to produce a generating set of J if r ě 2. However, similar descriptions of the defining ideal were encountered in [5, 30, 31], where an iterative method was then employed to produce the equations of J . It is interesting to ask if similar algorithmic techniques can be used to produce the equations of J if Question 3.13 has a positive answer.

We now discuss the case of weakening assumption (iii) in Setting 3.1 and consider ideals satisfying G_s but not G_{s`1} for some s ă d´1. The following examples, calculated using Macaulay2 [14], show that these ideals exhibit different behavior in general, even when the remaining conditions in Setting 3.1 are maintained.

Example 3.14. Consider the following 9 ^ 8 matrix with linear entries in Qrx_1 , . . . , x_8s:

φ “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 x_3 0 x_1 0 x_3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 x_3 0 x_5 x_4 0 0 x_6 0 x_4 0 0 0 0 x_2 0 x_3 0 0 0 x_7 x_6 0 x_7 x_5 0 x_2 x_3 0 x_2 x_6 x_3 x_4 0 0 x_6 0 x_5 0 0 x_6 x_6 0 x_5 x_2 x_5 0 x_3 x_1 x_4 x_4 x_5 x_8

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

Notice that I_1pφq “ px_1, . . . , x_8q and that φ has rank 1 modulo px_1, . . . , x_7q. Moreover, I “ I_8pφq is a perfect ideal of height two satisfying G_6 but not G_7. However, Fitt_6pIq “ I_3pφq has two minimal primes of height 6, namely px_2, x_3, x_4, x_5, x_6, x_7q and px_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, x_5, x_6q.

What is even more surprising is that, if I satisfies G_s but not G_{s`1} for some s ă d ´ 1, there may be multiple minimal primes of I_{n´s}pφq of different heights, even in the case n “ d ` 1.

Example 3.15. Consider the following 7 ^ 6 matrix with linear entries in Q rx_1, . . . , x_6s:

φ “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

0 x_4 x_3 ´ x_4 0 x_6 0 0 x_1 ´ x_2 0 0 x_4 ` x_5 x_3 0 0 x_1 ´ x_2 0 0 x_3 x_3 ´ x_4 x_2 0 x_1 x_6 x_4 0 x_5 0 0 x_4 ` x_5 0 x_2 ` x_3 x_4 0 x_1 0 x_4 0 x_5 0 x_4 x_4 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ 10

The ideal I “ I_6pφq is perfect of height two and satisfies G_4 but not G_5. Moreover, I_1pφq “ px_1, . . . , x_6q and φ has rank 1 modulo px_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, x_5q. However, the ideal Fitt_4pIq “ I_3pφq has two minimal primes of different heights, namely px_1, x_2, x_3, x_4q and px_1 ´ x_2, x_3, x_4, x_5, x_6q.

Despite these examples, computational experiments on Macaulay2 [14] show that, for a linearly presented height-two perfect ideal I satisfying G_s but not G_{s`1}, Fitt_spIq frequently does have a unique minimal prime of height s. In both Example 3.14 and Example 3.15, the matrix φ satisfies the rank condition, assumption (ii) of Setting 3.1, hence a natural question arises.

Question 3.16. Let I Ă krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a perfect ideal of height two with a linear presentation matrix φ and suppose that I satisfies G_s but not G_{s`1} for some s ă d ´ 1. Can one identify a sufficient condition on the matrix φ, which guarantees that Fitt_spIq “ I_{n´s}pφq has a unique minimal prime of height s?

A positive answer could potentially lead to a formulation of the defining ideal of RpIq for I above, so long as one can describe the non-linear type locus of I, as in Proposition 3.4.

4. Linearly presented modules of projective dimension one

In this section we aim to extend the main result of the previous section, Theorem 3.9, to Rees algebras of modules with projective dimension one. For such a module E, we determine the defining ideal J of its Rees algebra RpEq with the assumption that E satisfies G_{d´1} but not G_d. More precisely, we consider the following setting.

Setting 4.1. Let R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a standard-graded polynomial ring over a field k, with m “ px_1, . . . , x_dq and d ě 3. Let E be a finitely generated R-module of projective dimension one, rank e ą 0, and μpEq “ n ě d ` e, satisfying the following assumptions:

(i) The module E has a minimal presentation matrix φ consisting of linear entries with I_1pφq “ m. (ii) After possibly a change of coordinates, the matrix φ has rank 1 modulo an ideal generated by d ´ 1 variables.

(iii) The module E satisfies G_{d´1} but does not satisfy G_d.

Remark 4.2. For similar reasons to those in Remark 3.2, it is assumed that d ě 3 in Setting 4.1. Moreover, as d ě 3, from assumption (iii) above it follows that E satisfies G_2 and is hence free locally in codimension one, thus E is torsion-free. Hence, by Theorem 2.12 we are guaranteed that a generic Bourbaki ideal I exists. Notice also that if e “ 1, then E is isomorphic to a perfect ideal of height 2 and Setting 3.1 is recovered.

Furthermore, it assumed that μpEq ě d`e to avoid contradicting the remaining assumptions of Setting 4.1, as similarly noted in Remark 3.2 in the case of ideals. Additionally, if μpEq ď d ` e ´ 2 and E satisfies G_{d´1}, then E is G_8 and hence of linear type by [2, Prop. 3 and 4]. If μpEq “ d ` e ´ 1, then since E satisfies G_{d´1} but not G_d we must have ht I_1pφq “ d ´ 1 by Lemma 2.4, hence E is a module over a polynomial subring R^1 Ă R in d ´ 1 variables. Thus, the defining ideal of RpEq is known by [26, 4.11].

Remark 4.3. Just as in Remark 3.3, assumption (ii) in Setting 4.1 ensures that, after an appropriate change of coordinates, we are able to assume that φ has rank one modulo the ideal px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q. Then, after potential row and column operations, the presentation matrix φ is of the form

φ “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ˚ φ^1 . . ˚ ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ x_d

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (4.1)

where the entries of φ^1 and the “˚” entries are linear and contained in the subring krx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}s.

Similarly as for ideals in the previous section, the form of the presentation matrix in (4.1) obtained from assumption (ii) in Setting 4.1 will be essential in order to describe the defining ideal of the Rees algebra RpEq. We note however, that this condition is implied from the remaining assumptions when μpEq “ d ` e. A similar observation was made for perfect ideals of grade two in [21, 3.3], however its proof relies on the additional assumption that k is algebraically closed. We present a proof here for modules of projective dimension 1, without this assumption, in our current setting. As this argument applies to perfect ideals of grade two in the case that e “ 1, it follows that the assumption that k is algebraically closed is superfluous in the settings of [21, 22].

Proposition 4.4. Assumption (ii) in Setting 4.1 is automatically satisfied under the remaining assumptions if μpEq “ d ` e.

Proof. Since E satisfies the condition G_{d´1} but not G_d and μpEq “ d ` e, from Lemma 2.4 it follows that ht I_3pφq “ ht I_2pφq “ d´1. Moreover, since E satisfies G_{d´1} and not G_d, we have that μpE_qq ď dim R_q `e´1 for all primes q with 1 ď dim R_q ď d ´ 2, and also that there exists a prime p with ht p “ d ´ 1 such that μpE_pq ě dim R_p ` e “ d ` e ´ 1. Let

0 ÝÑ R^{d φ}ÝÑ R^{d`e} ÝÑ E ÝÑ 0 (4.2)

denote the minimal presentation of E and let φ_p denote the image of φ in (4.2) after localizing at p. Since I_1pφq “ m, there is a nonzero entry of φ not contained in p. Hence φ_p has a unit entry and so it follows from Proposition 2.2 that μpE_pq ď d ` e ´ 1, hence μpE_pq “ d ` e ´ 1. Additionally from Proposition 2.2, we have that tq P SpecpRq | μpE_qq “ d ` e ´ 1u “ V pI_2pφqqzV pI_1pφqq. As I_1pφq “ m and ht I_2pφq “ d ´ 1, this set is exactly the set of minimal primes of I_2pφq, hence p is a minimal prime of I_2pφq.

As previously noted, there is an entry of φ not contained in p. Thus, after potential row and column operations, we may assume that

φ “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ˚ φ^1 . . ˚ ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ α

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (4.3)

where α R p and the entries of φ^1 and the “˚” entries are linear forms in R. Now since μpE_pq “ d ` e ´ 1, it follows that φ^1_p has no unit entry by Proposition 2.2, and so I_1pφ^1q Ď p. As I_3pφq Ď I_1pφ^1q Ď p and ht I_3pφq “ d ´ 1, it follows that I_1pφ^1q is an ideal of height d ´ 1 generated by linear forms. Thus, after a possible change of coordinates, we may assume that p “ I_1pφ^1q “ px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q and α “ x_d. Letting φ denote the image of φ modulo p, we have

d ` e ´ 1 “ μpE_pq “ dim_{kppq}pE{pEq_p “ d ` e ´ rank φ,

where kppq “ R_p{pR_p, the residue field of R_p. Thus it follows that rank φ “ 1, as claimed. □

With the form of the presentation matrix φ given in Remark 4.3, the Jacobian dual of φ has the following form

Bpφq “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ‚ B^1 . . ‚ 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 T_n

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (4.4)

where the entries of B^1 and the “‚” entries are linear forms in krT_1, . . . , T_ns. Once again, notice that B^1 “ Bpφ^1q is the Jacobian dual of φ^1 with respect to x_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, i.e. rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ φ^1 “ rx_1 . . . x_{d´1}s ¨ B^1.

As before, let J denote the defining ideal of RpEq. Recall from Section 2 that L “ prT_1, . . . , T_ns ¨ φq is the defining ideal of the symmetric algebra SpEq.

Corollary 4.5. We have the containment of ideals L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q Ď J .

Proof. By Cramer’s rule, we have that I_dpBpφqq Ď J . Moreover, from (4.4) we also have that I_dpBpφqq “ pT_nqI_{d´1}pB^1q. The claim then follows as J is a prime ideal and T_n R J . □

In the remainder of this section, we aim to show that the containment in Corollary 4.5 is actually an equality, for which we employ a generic Bourbaki ideal of E.

4.1. The defining ideal of RpEq. Our next step is to show that, for a module E as in Setting 4.1, the structure of the presentation matrix φ allows one to select a generic Bourbaki ideal I which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.9. We emphasize that a generic Bourbaki ideal exists due to Theorem 2.12, as E is torsion-free and satisfies G_2. For the duration of this section, we adopt the following notation. Notation 4.6. Retain the assumptions and notations of Setting 4.1 and assume that φ is expressed as in Remark 4.3. Let I denote a generic Bourbaki ideal of E obtained as in Remark 2.15, with presentation matrix ψ. Denote by L_I and J_I the defining ideals of SpIq and of RpIq, respectively. Proposition 4.7. A generic Bourbaki ideal I may be chosen to satisfy the assumptions of Setting 3.1. Proof. Let I be a generic Bourbaki ideal constructed as in Remark 2.15 and notice that I is linearly presented since E is. Moreover, by Theorem 2.12 it follows that I satisfies G_{d´1}, but not G_d. Finally, the Bourbaki sequence 0 ÝÑ F^2 ÝÑ E^2 ÝÑ I ÝÑ 0 shows that the projective dimension of I is at most 1 and hence exactly 1, since E^2 is not free. As E is orientable, we may also take I to have grade at least 2 by Theorem 2.12. Thus I is a perfect ideal of grade 2, generated by μpIq “ n ´ e ` 1 ě d ` 1 homogeneous elements. Furthermore, if ψ denotes the presentation matrix of I, we may assume that I_1pψq “ mR^2. Lastly, Remark 4.3 and Remark 2.15 show that modulo px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q, ψ has rank 1. □

As I satisfies the assumptions of Setting 3.1 of the previous section, its Rees algebra RpIq is wellunderstood. In particular, RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay and its defining ideal is known by Theorem 3.9. Proposition 4.8. Let E be as in Setting 4.1 and let I be a generic Bourbaki ideal of E as in Proposition 4.7. In accordance with Notation 2.11, let a_1, . . . , a_n be a generating set of E and, for 1 ď j ď e ´ 1, write y_j “ ř_n i“1 Z_{ij} a_i P E^2 and Y_j “ ř_n

i“1 Z_{ij} T_i P R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns. The following statements hold. (a) The Rees algebra RpEq is Cohen-Macaulay.

(b) There is an isomorphism RpE^2q{pF^2q – RpIq. Moreover, y_1, . . . , y_{e´1} form a regular sequence on RpE^2q.

(c) The defining ideal J_I of RpIq is J_I “ J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q where J is the defining ideal of RpEq. Additionally, Y_1, . . . , Y_{e´1} form a regular sequence modulo J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns.

Proof. By Proposition 4.7, the generic Bourbaki ideal I satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.9, hence RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay. Assertions (a) and (b) then follow from Theorem 2.13. Additionally, notice that the natural map π : R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns ↠ RpE^2q maps Y_1, . . . , Y_{e´1} to y_1, . . . , y_{e´1}, so (c) follows from (b). □

With Proposition 4.8(b), one says that RpE^2q is a deformation of RpIq. We now show that the shape of the defining ideal is actually preserved under this deformation. To this end, the specific form of J_I given in Theorem 3.9 will be crucial.

Remark 4.9. Notice that, with the presentation matrix φ of E as in Remark 4.3, the presentation matrix ψ of I can be constructed to have a similar shape. Indeed, from Remark 2.15 and Remark 4.3, it follows that ψ has the form

ψ “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ˚ ψ^1 . . ˚ ˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ x_d

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ (4.5)

where the entries of ψ^1 and the “˚” entries are linear and contained in the subring kpZqrx_1, . . . , x_{d´1}s of R^2. With this, the Jacobian dual of ψ has the form

Bpψq “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ‚ B^1_I . . ‚ 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 T_n

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ , (4.6)

13

where the entries of B^1_I and the “‚” entries are linear forms in kpZqrT_1, . . . , T_ns. By Theorem 3.9, the defining ideal of RpIq is J_I “ L_I ` I_{d´1}pB^1_I q.

Lemma 4.10. With Y_1, . . . , Y_{e´1} as in Proposition 4.8, we have

L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q “ L_I ` I_{d´1}pB^1_I q

in R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns.

Proof. As noted in the proof of Proposition 4.8, we have that each Y_j maps to y_j under the natural map π : R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns ↠ RpE^2q. Moreover, taking y_1, . . . , y_{e´1} to be part of a minimal generating set of E^2, as in Remark 2.15, modulo Y_1, . . . , Y_{e´1} we have

rx_1 . . . x_ds ¨ Bpφq ” rT_1 . . . T_ns¨ „ 0 ψ ȷ mod pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q.

In particular, since rT_1 . . . T_ns ¨ ψ “ rx_1 . . . x_ds ¨ Bpψq, we have

rx_1 . . . x_ds ¨ Bpφq ” rx_1 . . . x_ds ¨ Bpψq mod pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q,

from which it follows that L ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q “ L_I . (4.7) Now that we have shown that the shape of L and L_I is preserved under the deformation of Proposition 4.8, we now show that the same holds for L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q and L_I ` I_{d´1}pB^1_I q. Consider the auxiliary matrices

B^2 “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ‚ B^1 . . ‚ 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ and B^2_I “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ ‚ B^1_I . . ‚ 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ obtained by dividing the last row of Bpφq and Bpψq by T_n, respectively, just as in the construction outlined prior to Theorem 3.8. Notice that L “ prx_1 . . . x_{d´1} x_dT_ns ¨ B^2q and L_I “ prx_1 . . . x_{d´1} x_dT_ns ¨ B^2_I q. As we had seen that L ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q “ L_I in (4.7) and x_1, . . . , x_{d´1}, x_dT_n is a regular sequence, it follows from [5, 4.4] that L ` I_dpB^2q ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q “ L_I ` I_dpB^2_I q.

However, notice that I_dpB^2q “ I_{d´1}pB^1q and I_dpB^2_I q “ I_{d´1}pB^1_I q, from which the claim follows. □

With Lemma 4.10, we are finally able to describe the defining ideal of RpEq and provide a module analogue of Theorem 3.9.

Theorem 4.11. With E as in Setting 4.1, the defining ideal of RpEq is

J “ L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q.

Proof. The containments L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q Ď L : px_1, . . . , x_{d´1}q Ď J are clear, hence it suffices to show that J “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q. Recall that J_I “ J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q by Proposition 4.8 and additionally, J_I “ L_I ` I_{d´1}pB^1_I q by Proposition 4.7 and Theorem 3.9. Thus by Lemma 4.10, we have

J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q.

Since Y_1, . . . , Y_{e´1} is a regular sequence modulo J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns, we have that

J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns “ ` J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q ˘ X J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns “ ` L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q ˘ X J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns “ ` L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q ˘ ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}q X J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns “ ` L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q ˘ ` pY_1, . . . , Y_{e´1}qJ R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns.

Nakayama’s lemma then implies that J R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns “ L ` I_{d´1}pB^1q in R^2rT_1, . . . , T_ns, hence J “ L` I_{d´1}pB^1q in RrT_1, . . . , T_ns, as claimed. □

Corollary 4.12. With E as in Setting 4.1, the special fiber ring is FpEq – krT_1, . . . , T_ns{I_{d´1}pB^1q. Moreover, FpEq is a Cohen-Macaulay domain of dimension d ` e ´ 1, hence E has maximal analytic spread ℓpEq “ d ` e ´ 1.

Proof. From Theorem 4.11, we have that J “ L`I_{d´1}pB^1q. The first claim then follows as in Corollary 3.10, as the entries of B^1 belong to krT_1, . . . , T_ns and L Ď m. Moreover, it follows that dim FpEq “ ℓpEq “ d`e´1 from Corollary 3.10 and [26, 3.10(a)]. Lastly, since RpIq and FpIq are simultaneously Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem 3.9 and Corollary 3.10, it follows from Theorem 2.14 that FpEq is Cohen-Macaulay. □

As a consequence of the proof of Theorem 4.11 and Proposition 4.4, in the case that μpEq “ d ` e we may remove assumption (ii) from Setting 4.1 to obtain the following module analogue of [21, 5.2]. As noted in the discussion prior to Proposition 4.4, the assumption that k be algebraically closed in the statement of [21, 5.2] may be removed. We note that the omission of this assumption is critical if one intends to employ a generic Bourbaki ideal to prove the result for modules. Indeed, even if the field k is algebraically closed, its extension kpZq is not, where Z is the set of indeterminates as in Notation 2.11.

Theorem 4.13. Let R “ krx_1, . . . , x_ds be a polynomial ring over a field k with m “ px_1, . . . , x_dq and d ě 3. Let E be a finitely generated R-module of projective dimension one and rank e ą 0 admitting a minimal presentation matrix φ consisting of linear entries and such that I_1pφq “ m. Assume that μpEq “ d ` e, and that E satisfies G_{d´1} but does not satisfy G_d. The defining ideal of RpEq is J “ L ` detpB^1q.

Moreover, both RpEq and the special fiber ring FpEq are Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. As noted in Proposition 4.4, the presentation matrix φ may be taken to have the form given in (4.1) in this setting. Moreover, as in the proof of Proposition 4.7, a generic Bourbaki ideal I may be taken to satisfy the assumptions of [21, 5.2]. As RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay by [21, 5.1], Theorem 2.13 implies that the deformation condition in Proposition 4.8(b) is satisfied. Hence, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 4.11, one obtains that J “ L ` detpB^1q.

The Cohen-Macaulayness of RpEq follows from Theorem 2.13, as RpIq is Cohen-Macaulay. Lastly, since μpEq “ d`e, the submatrix B^1 of the Jacobian dual Bpφq is a square pd´1q^pd´1q matrix. Its determinant is a degree-pd´1q homogeneous polynomial in krT_1, . . . , T_ns, and so px_1, . . . , x_dq`J “ px_1, . . . , x_dq`pdet B^1q. Thus, FpEq is a hypersurface ring defined by the principal ideal pdetpB^1qq, and is hence Cohen-Macaulay. □

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Prof. Aron Simis for his valuable comments on a preliminary version of this paper which improved the exposition of Section 3.1, and for pointing out the Cohen-Macaulayness of the ideal in Proposition 3.7. A. Costantini was partially supported by an AMS-Simons Travel Grant.

References

[1] M. Artin and M. Nagata, Residual intersections in Cohen-Macaulay rings, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 12 (1972), 307–323. [2] L. Avramov, Complete intersections and symmetric algebras, J. Algebra 73 (1981), 248–263. [3] W. Bruns, A.R. Kustin, and M. Miller, the resolution of the generic residual intersection of a complete intersection, J.

Algebra 128 (1990), 214–239.

[4] D.A. Buchsbaum and D. Eisenbud, Algebra structures for finite free resolutions, and some structure theorems for ideals of codimension 3, Amer. J. Math. 99 (1977), 447–485.

[5] J. A. Boswell and V. Mukundan, Rees algebras of almost linearly presented ideals, J. Algebra 460 (2016), 102–127. [6] L. Busé, On the equations of the moving curve ideal of a rational algebraic plane curve, J. Algebra 321 (2009), no. 8, 2317–2344.

[7] M. Cooper and E. F. Price, Bounding the degrees of the defining equations of Rees rings for certain determinantal and Pfaffian ideals, J. Algebra 606 (2022), 613–653.

[8] A. Costantini, Cohen-Macaulay fiber cones and defining ideal of Rees algebras of modules, Women in Commutative Algebra – Proceedings of the 2019 WICA Workshop, Association for Women in Mathematics Series, vol. 29, Springer (2022).

[9] A. Costantini, B. Drabkin and L. Guerrieri, The Rees algebra of ideals of star configurations, Linear Algebra Appl. 645 (2022), 91–122.

[10] A. Doria, Z. Ramos and A. Simis, Linearly presented perfect ideals of codimension 2 in three variables, J. Algebra 512 (2018), 216–251.

[11] J. A. Eagon and D. G. Northcott, Ideals defined by matrices and a certain complex associated with them, Proc Roy. Soc.

Ser. A 269 (1962), 188–204.

[12] D. Eisenbud, Commutative Algebra With a Wiew Towards Algebraic Geometry, Springer, 1995.

[13] M. Garrousian, A. Simis and S. O. Tohaneanu, A blowup algebra for hyperplane arrangements, Algebra Number Theory 12 (2018), 1401—1429.

[14] D. R. Grayson and M. E. Stillman, Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry. Available at http://www.math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay2/ [15] J. Herzog, A. Simis and W. Vasconcelos, Koszul homology and blowing-up rings, in: Commutative Algebra, Proceedings, Trento, 1981, in: Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math., vol. 84, Marcel Dekker, 1983, pp.79–169.

[16] H. Hironaka, Resolution of singularities of an algebraic variety over a field of characteristic zero. I, II. Ann. of Math.

(2)79 (1964), 109–203; ibid. (2)79 (1964), 205–326.

[17] C. Huneke and B. Ulrich, Residual intersections, J. Reine Angew Math. 390 (1988), 1–20. [18] C. Huneke and B. Ulrich, Generic residual intersections, Lecture Notes in Math. 1430, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990, 47–60.

[19] A. Kustin, C. Polini and B. Ulrich, The equations defining blowup algebras of height three Gorenstein ideals, Algebra Number Theory 11 (2017), 1489–1525.

[20] S. Morey and B. Ulrich, Rees algebras of ideals of low codimension, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 124 (1996), 3653–3661. [21] P. H. Lan Nguyen, On Rees algebras of linearly presented ideals, J. Algebra 420 (2014), 186—200. [22] P. H. Lan Nguyen, On Rees algebras of linearly presented ideals in three variables, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 221 (2017), 2180—2198.

[23] Z. Ramos and A. Simis, Symbolic powers of perfect ideals of codimension 2 and birational maps, J. Algebra 413 (2014), 153–197.

[24] T. Sederberg, R. Goldman, and H. Du, Implicitizing rational curves by the method of moving algebraic curves, J. Symbolic Comput. 23 (1997), 153–175.

[25] A. Simis, B. Ulrich and W. Vasconcelos, Jacobian dual fibrations, Amer. J. Math. 115 (1993), 47–75. [26] A. Simis, B. Ulrich, and W. V. Vasconcelos, Rees algebras of modules, Proc. London Math. Soc. 87 (2003), 610–646. [27] B. Ulrich, Artin-Nagata properties and reductions of ideals, Contemp. Math. 159 (1994), 373–400. [28] B. Ulrich and W. V. Vasconcelos, The equations of Rees algebras of ideals with linear presentation, Math. Z. 214 (1993), 79–92.

[29] W. V. Vasconcelos, On the equations of Rees algebras, J. Reine Angew. Math. 418 (1991), 189–218. [30] M. Weaver, On Rees algebras of ideals and modules over hypersurface rings, arxiv:2112.02148. [31] M. Weaver, The equations of Rees algebras of height three Gorenstein ideals in hypersurface rings, arxiv:2301.06539.

Department of Mathematics, Oklahoma State University, 401 MSCS, Stillwater OK 74078 Email address: alecost@okstate.edu

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Colorado College, 1112 N Nevada Ave, Colorado Springs, CO 80903 Email address: eprice@coloradocollege.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Notre Dame, 255 Hurley Bldg, Notre Dame, IN 46556 Email address: mweaver6@nd.edu