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ON COHEN-MACAULAY AND GORENSTEIN SIMPLICIAL
AFFINE SEMIGROUPS
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We give arithmetic characterizations which allow us to determine algorithmically when the semigroup ring
associated to a simplicial affine semigroup is Cohen-Macaulay and/or Gorenstein. These characterizations
are then used to provide information about presentations of this kind of semigroup and, in particular, to
obtain bounds for the cardinality of their minimal presentations. Finally, we show that thesc bounds are
reached for semigroups with maximal codimension.
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Introduction

Given a semigroup S, one can consider the semigroup ring K[S] = €, s Ky,. Some
properties of K[S] can be characterized in terms of S, such as being a Cohen-Macaulay
ring or a Gorenstein ring. If the semigroup S is affine (a finitely generated
subsemigroup of N* for some positive integer k), some work has been developed in this
line, see for example [4, 2, 11, 5]. In [11] a characterization of Cohen-Macaulayness
(and Gorensteiness) of semigroup rings is given in terms of a property of the semigroup
and a property of the extended homology of a certain simplicial complex related to
the semigroup S.

In numerical semigroups, every element can be written in an unique way as a sum
of an element in the Apéry set associated to a generator of the semigroup and a
multiple of the aforementioned generator (see {1]). In this paper, we show that a similar
condition characterizes Cohen-Macaulayness of K[S}, provided that S is simplicial.
Instead of taking the Apéry set of a given generator (which is infinite in general) we
consider the intersection of the Apéry sets of the extremal rays of the given semigroup.
This characterization allows us to give an algorithmic method to decide if K[S] is
Cohen-Macaulay when S is a simplicial affine semigroup.

Another feature is that a numerical semigroup is symmetric (Gorenstein) if and only if
the Apéry set associated to an element of the semigroup has a maximum (with respect to
the ordering s < 5’ if and only if s’ — s € S). In this paper, we show that a simplicial affine
semigroup is Gorenstein if and only if it is Cohen-Macaulay and the intersection of the
Apcry sets of the extremal rays has a maximum. Thus, we have an algorithmic way to
check if K[S]is Gorenstein when § is a simplicial affine semigroup.
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The above-mentioned properties of the intersection of the Apéry sets of the extremal
rays of a given simplicial affine semigroup, together with the fact that this set is finite,
is used to generalize the algorithm given in [7] to compute a minimal system of
generators for the congruence associated to a Cohen-Macaulay semigroup. This
construction is then used to give bounds for the number of elements of such a system
of generators for the Cohen-Macaulay and Gorenstein case. These bounds are reached
and characterize the so-called Cohen-Macaulay and Gorenstein simplicial affine
semigroups with maximal codimension, generalizing in this sense the results obtained
for numerical semigroups in [8], [9].

1. How to know if a simplicial affine semigroup is Cohen-Macaulay

Let S be the semigroup of N" generated by A = {n,,...,n,n,,,...,n,,}, with r > 1
and m > 1. The semigroup S is simplicial if r = dim(S) and Ly+(S) = Lo+ ({n,, ..., n,}),
where Lg+(B) is the set {3, q,b,lq; € Q*, b, € B}. Assume that A is a minimal system
of generators for S (i.e. n, & (A\{n,}), forall k € {1,...,r+ m}). The natural number m
is called the codimension of S.

We say that S is Cohen-Macaulay (Gorenstein) if K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay
(Gorenstein), where K[S] is the S-graded ring @, . Ky, (see [3]).

It is possible to translate Cohen-Macaulayness of K[S] in terms of properties of S.
The same holds for Gorensteiness. This problem has been studied by S. Goto, N.
Suzuki and K. Watanabe in [2]; by N. V. Trung and L. T. Hoa in [11]; and by Y.
Kamoi in [5]. We are going to use two results given by these authors for the special
case of simplicial affine semigroups which connect Cohen-Macaulayness and
Gorensteiness of K{S] with properties of S.

We define the i-th face of Ly+(S) as F, = Lg+({n,, ..., n,}\{n;}). We define also the set
S, = S — (SN F), that is, the set of elements in ®(S) (the group generated by S) that are the
difference of an element in S and an element in the i-th face of the cone which is also in
S. We define the set G, ,; = G(S)\ U, S:. The following theorem gives different conditions
to check whether a simplicial affine semigroup is Cohen-Macaulay.

Theorem 1.1. Under the above hypothesis, the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) K[S}is Cohen-Macaulay,

(ii) forany o, f € Switha+n=B+n(l<i#j<r)a—n=F-neSs;

(iii) foranya e N, ifa —n,e Sanda —n; € S, thena —(n,+n) € S <i#j<r);

@(v) S=._, S

Proof. The equivalence between (i), (ii) and (iv) is given in [11]. The equivalence
between (ii) and (iii) is trivial. O

A version for the Gorenstein case can be found in [11, Corollary 4.4].
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Theorem 1.2. Let S be a simplicial affine semigroup. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) K|[S] is Gorenstein;
(ii) there exists g € ®(S) such that g — S = Gy, .

These results translate properties in the semigroup ring K[S] to properties of the
semigroup S. In this paper we give a method to check if the semigroup S fulfils these
conditions. In order to do that, we still need some background.

Definition 1.3. Given n € § — {0} we define the set
Sn)={seS:s—n¢gs}

These sets are called the Apéry-sets (see [1]). In the case of numerical semigroups, these
sets are finite, but in general they are infinite. For simplicial affine semigroups, the
set (., S(n) is finite. Note that, since A is a minimal system of generators for S,
{0,n,,,....0,,} €Y., S(n). This set is going to play a very important role in the
present paper.

Let us see that ()._, S(n,) is finite, and let us give a bound for its cardinality.

Since § is simplicial, then for each i € {1,..., m}, there exists the following natural
number:

¢, =minfke N— {0} : kn,, € (n;,n,, ..., n)}.

Note also that these numbers can be easily computed. We can see n; as a vector in

Q, for all ie{l,...,r+m}. Given {n,...,n,} < {n,,...,n,,}, let us denote the
determinant of {n;,...,n;} by det(n;,...,n,). Since {n,,...,n} is a basis of Q, then
for each i€ {l,...,m}, wecanfind 4, ,..., 4, such that

r
n., = E Ayny,
j=

where the 4,’s are exactly

i _det(ny, ..., n_y, 0y, ., n,)
i det(n,,...,n,)

Using this information, it is easy to show that

det(n,,....n,)

Cr i= " ’
T ged{det(ny, ..., n Ry By, .aon) JEL LT

where gcd denotes greatest common divisor.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091500019866 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500019866

520 J. C. ROSALES AND PEDRO A. GARCIA-SANCHEZ

We define the set

r= [Zy,+in,+,-:y,+,.<c,+,~ forallie{l,...,m}}.

If n e N, S(n,), then n trivially belongs to ', and therefore #[,_, S(n;) < #I'. Note
also that this property allows us to compute the elements of ()_, S(n;), because we only
have to check among a finite number of elements of S whether they belong to
M., S(n;) or not, and this is easy to check.

Now, we show that every element in a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroup
can be written in a ‘““unique” way. This property will allow us to give a method to
characterize Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroups.

Lemma 1.4. LetS=(ny,...,n,n.,,,...,0n.,., CN bean affine simplicial semigroup.
Then every element s € S can be written as

,
S = Z an; + X,
i=1

where x € (_,S(n) and a; € N forall ie{1,...,r}.

Proof. Take se€ S. If se()_,S(n), then we are done. Otherwise, there exists
ie{l,...,r} such that s & S(n,). This means that s, =s—n, € S. If 5, € (_, S(n;), then
we have that s = n; + s;; otherwise there exists j € {1,...,r} such that s, & S(n,). Take
s, = s, —n;. Once we have s,, we can construct s,,, in a similar way. Note that this
process must stop because we cannot have an infinite descending chain of elements in
N’ (s;;) < s;, with < the usual partial ordering in N"). Hence, there must be / € N such
that s, € ()._, S(n,). Passing all the n;’s to the other side we have what we want. O

Note that the last result holds also for affine semigroups not being simplicial. If

the given semigroup is Cohen-Macaulay, then the expression appearing in the previous
lemma is unique, for every element in S. Furthermore, the reverse is also true.

Theorem 1.5. Under the above hypothesis, the following statements are equivalent:
(i) K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay,

(ii) for every s € S such that

s= Z':a,-n,- +x= 2b,-n,-+y
i=1 i=1

with x,y € ()., S(n;), and a, b, € N for all i€ {1,...,r}, we have that a; = b, for
allie{l,...,rlandx =y.
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Proof. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay and that the second statement is false.
Take o the least element in S (with respect to an ordering in N' compatible with the
addition) verifying

a=iaini+x=ibini+y
=1 - i=1

with a; # b, for some i or x # y. Note that not all a;’s and b;’s can be zero, because
this would mean that y = x and a; = b; for all i. Hence, there must be an i such that
a; # 0. Note also that not all the b’s can be zero, because this would lead to the
fact that y & (., S(n). Thus, there exists j such that b; # 0. (By the minimality of «,
we have that a; = b, =0.) This means that « —n; € § and a« —n; € S which, by 1.1,
leads to a—(n;+n)eS. By the previous lemma, we have that there exist
¢,....c, €N and ze(_, S(n) such that a —(n,+n) =3, cn + z. Therefore, we
have the equality

d=a—m=am+---+@—-n+---+an+x=cn+---+(+n+---+cn +z
with a; = 0 # (¢; + 1), which is a contradiction with the fact that « was the minimum
verifying this.

Assume now that the second statement is true and let us show that K[S] is Cohen-

Macaulay. Take € S such that x — n; € S and o — n; € S. By 1.1, it is enough to prove
that « — (n; + n;) € S. Using the previous lemma, we have that

r
a—n‘-= E aknk+x
k=1

a—nj=Zb,‘nk+y
k=1

and therefore
an +--+(@+Dn+---+an+x=bn +---+ b+ n+---+bn, +y.
Using the hypothesis we get a, + 1 = b;, which means that b; # 0. Hence,

a—(m+n)=bn+---+0b—-Dn+---+bn +yeSs. O

Corollary 1.6. Under the above hypothesis, the following statements are equivalent:
(i) KI[S] is Cohen-Macaulay,
@ii) forall x,y € (., S(n), if x # y, then x — y & G({n,, ..., n}).
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Since we can compute the equations of &({n,,...,n}) and the set (), S(n;), this
corollary gives an algorithmic way to check if the semigroup ring of a given affine
simplicial semigroup is Cohen-Macaulay.

Corollary 1.7. If S is a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroup, then
(@) B(S) = (L, 2, + xlz, € Z, x € M, SM));

(i1) every element in G(S) is equal to an unique expression of the form
ziny + - +z,n, + x with z; € Z and x € [\_, S(n);

(iii) the element zyn, +--- +z,n, + x with z, € Z and x € (\,_, S(n;) is in S if and only
if z; > 0 for all i.

Proof. Let A={}"_ zn +xl|z;e Z,x € (_,S(n)}. For every ie{l,...,m}, we
have that n,; € Lg+({n;,....n}), and therefore there exists ¢, € N such that
Copityyi € (Mg, ..., 1),

Take g € G(S); then there must be 5,5 € § such that g=s—s. By 1.4, we have
that s=an +---+an+x and s=dan+---+dn +x, with a,a €N and
x,x" € (_, S(n). To show G(S) = 4, it is enough to show that x — x' € 4, for every
x,x" € ()_; S(n). Since x — x' € (S), there must be z,...,z,, such that x—x' =
s+ Fzn+z, 0+ -+ 2Ny, For every i€{l,...,m}, take q,€ Z, b;e N
such that z,,,=gqc,;+b,. Thus, x—x can be written as x—x =zin,+---+
zn,+bn,, +---+b,n,,,, with z; € Z and b, € N. Note that byn,,, +---+b,n,,., €S,
and by 1.4, we have that there exist dy,...,d, € N and ye[_,S(n) such that
bn,,+---+bmn,,=dn +---+dn +y. Putting all together we get x—x' =
Ziny+---+2Zn +y, with zj € Z.

The second statement is a direct consequence of 1.5 and the third statement is a
consequence of 1.4 and 1.5. Od

2. On relations of Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroups

In this section we give, using the fact that ()_, S(n;) € T', a bound for the number
of elements in a minimal system of generators for the congruence associated to a
Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroup. After that, we sharpen this bound using
some extra results.

Let ¢ be the map defined in the following way:

¢o:N" 5 §

r+m

@, ...,a,,)= Z an;.
i=1

Let us denote the kernel congruence of ¢ by . Then § is isomorphic to N*"/g,
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We say that p is a minimal system of generators for o if p generates ¢ and its cardinal
is minimal among the cardinal of the sets generating o¢. It can be shown that
#p = r+m—r=m(see [3)]).

Definition 2.1. Letn € S — {0}. We define the graph G, as the graph whose vertices are
V(G,)=1{n:n—neS,ie{l,...,r+m}},
and whose edges are
E(G)={mn . n—(n+n)e S, i,je(l,...,r+m}i#j}

A minimal system of generators, p, for ¢ can be constructed in the following way
(which follows from a straightforward generalization of the results given in [7] and is
presented in [10]). For any n € S, define p, as follows:

1. If G, is connected, then p, = @;

2. If G, is not connected and G., ..., G, are the connected components of G,, then
choose a vertex n; € V(G,) and an element of = (a),...,4a,.,) € N*" such that
@(a) = n and qg;, # 0; define

P = (a3, 1), ..., (oF, aD};
3. Take p = U, Pa-

Lemma 2.2. If S is Cohen-Macaulay, then the elements in {n,,...,n}NV(G,) are
all in the same connected component of G,.

Proof. This result is a consequence of 1.1. d

This result is the main idea used in this paper to generalize the results achieved for
subsemigroups of N in [7].

Lemma 2.3. Under the above hypothesis, if G, is not connected, then there exist
jef{l,...,mbands e (N, S(n) such that

n=s+n,,;.

Proof. Assume that for all n,,., € V(G)\{n,,...,n}, there exists i € {1,...,r} such
that n —n,,, & S(n;). This would mean that n — (n,, + n,) € S, and therefore n,,, would
be in the same connected component as {n,,...,n}NV(G,). As a consequence of this
fact, G, would be connected, a contradiction. Thus, there exists j € {1, ..., m} such that
n—n,,; € ., S(n;). This concludes the proof. O
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Thus, a bound for #p could be m’[]_, ¢, (there are at most m[]", ¢
connected G, and each of them has at most m connected components).
In order to find a better bound for #p, we need some technical lemmas.

r+i DON-

Lemma 24. Let S be a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroup and n € S be
such that G, is not connected. Then there exist a number k >r and an element
se ﬂ'.:,' S(n;) such that:

() n=n,+s;
(i) n ¢ N2 Sn);
(iii) for all S € S,5' # s and s & S(s), s + n, € (- S(ny).

Proof. Let n, be such that i = min{j:n; € V(G,)}. Since G, has more than one
connected component, we can choose another vertex of G, which is not in the same
connected component of n;. Let C; be the connected component of G, which contains
n;. Choose n, so that kK = min{j: n; € V(G,)\C;}. Since S is Cohen-Macaulay, then if

{n,,....,n}NV(G,) # @, we have that i <r and therefore k > r, because n, is in a
connected component different from the one of {(n,...,n}NV(G,); Iif
{n;,....n}NV(G,) =@, then i > r and so is k.

Since n, € G,, then s =n—n, € S. Moreover, for any j <k, a7, is not an edge of
G,,s0s—n,=n—(n;+n) ¢S and therefore s € ﬂ'.:,' S(n;). This proves (i) and we also
have (ii), since n —n; € S.

Now, suppose that s' € S is such that s # s and s € S(s). Then 0 #s5—5 € S and so
there is a generator n, such that s — s —n, € S. This generator, n,, is a vertex of G,,
since n—n =(s~—s—n)+5+n, €8 Moreover, it is clear, from the above
expression, that n— (n,+n) € S. Therefore, n, and n, are in the same connected
component of G,. If there exists j < k — 1 such that s’ +n, ¢ S(n)) (i.e. s +n,—n €5),
then we have that n —n, = (s —s' —n) +n, + (s + n, — n;) € S. Thus, n; is a vertex of G,
which is in the same connected component that n, (notice that n—(n; +n,) € 5). We
conclude that n; and n, are in the same connected component; but j < k, which is a
contradiction. O

Note that the first statement of the previous lemma sharpens the result given in
2.3.

Lemma 2.5. Foranyr+1 <k <r+m, let D, be the set
k-1 k-1
D, ={Se ﬂS(nj) 1s+n g’ﬂS(nj) andforalls € S,5 #s
j=1 j=1

k-1
with s € S(s'), s +n, € ﬂ S(n)}

j=)
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and let \J,'", D, be the disjoint union of the sets D,. Then there is an injective map

iip— U’ZT+le~

Proof. For every ne S, let G.,...,G" be the connected components of G,. We
can assume that G, contains the vertex of G, with the lowest index and ¢, > 2. Recall
that p, is of the form

P = (03,00, . ..., (o, XD},

where each o} is associated to G. Let us define, for each n and each (o, «}), i > 2,
the element i(a],a}). Take n; € G, such that j, = min{k : n, € V(G')}. Similar to the
proof of the previous lemma, it is not difficult to show that n —n, € D;,. We define
(o, af) =n—n,.

Assume now that i(a, b) = i(a’, b’). There must be a natural number k such that
i(a,b)=i(d,b) € D,, and therefore ¢(a)—n, =i(a, b)=i(a,b’) = ¢(d) —n,. Thus,
¢(a) = ¢(d). Hence, (a,b) and (a,b) are both in p,,. This implies that
b=b=al If a#d, then their corresponding connected components are
different and therefore i(a,b) and i(a', b') belong to different D,’s, which is a
contradiction. ]

Putting all together, we get the following theorem.

Theorem 2.6. The cardinality of a minimal system of generators for ¢ is less than or
equal to

2d—m)(m-1) +

2 L

where d = #(\._, S(n,).

Proof. Using the previous lemma, we only have to compute the number of elements
in D, for r+1<k<r+m Let ¢ be the least natural number such that
e €{ny,...,n ) (note that ¢ < c,,,,). Then, it can easily be shown that

r+m-—1
() St = 10,74, ... (c = D).

Hence, the only element in D,,,, is (¢ — )n,,,, and therefore #D,,,, = 1.
Foranyr+1<k<r4+m-1,

k-1 r
D, [ )Sm\O} € [ SO, 1y, ... 1y}
i=1 i=1
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Since {0,n,,,,...,m_,} S, S(n), #D,,, <d—i for all ie{l,...,m—1}, and there-
fore, by 2.5,

=(2d—m)(m— 1)+ L

Ho<1+Y (d-i) : o
i=1

Note that this bound is reached if m = 1. In this case, the bound in 2.6 is 1, and
therefore, on the one hand, 2.6 ensures #p < 1 and, on the other hand, the results given
in [3] ensure that #p > 1 = m. Thus #p = 1. Note that these semigroups are a complete
intersection and therefore they are all Cohen-Macaulay.

Another consequence of this result and 1.6 is the following. Let us consider the
quotient group Z/®({n;,...,n,}). Each equivalence class has a representative in the
“box”” whose vertices are y_._, gn,, with ¢ € {0, 1} for all i. Note also that, since for all
x,y € (), S(n), with x # y, we have that x — y & &({n,, ..., n,}), the representatives
of [x] and [y] in the mentioned box must be different. Since there are det(n,,...,n,)
elements in the box, we have that #()_, S(n) < det(n,, ..., n,). This gives the following
bound for the cardinality of a minimal relation for S:

(2det(n,,,..,;,)‘m)(m_ ])+ 1.

There are semigroups for which #(._, S(n,) = det(n,,...,n,), as the following
example shows:

Example 2.7. Take r=m =2 and S = {(2,0),(0,4), (1, 2), (1, 1)). It is not hard to
show that

h 8(n) =1{(0,0),(1,2),(1,1),(2,2),(3,3),(2.3). 3, 4. 4, 5)},

and therefore #(._, S(n;) = det((2,0),(0,4)). Note that, by 1.6, K[S] is Cohen-
Macaulay.

In the next section we are going to prove that in the case m =d — 1, the bound is
also reached.

3. Cohen-Macaulay affine simplicial semigroups with maximal codimension

Let S=(n,....,n.n,,...,n,.,)CN be a simplicial affine semigroup with
Mio S) = {0, x,, ..., x,_,}. Note that m must be less or equal than d — 1. We say that
S has maximum codimension when m = d — 1. For this kind of semigroup it is very easy
to compute a minimal relation as the next theorem shows:
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Theorem 3.1. Let S be a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroup with maximal
codimension. Then #p = d(d — 1)/2.

Proof. If m=d— 1, then the bound given by 2.6 is #p <21 Recall that there
are as many elements in p, as connected components of G, minus one. Thus, what we
have to do is to count the number of connected components of each G,. Observe
that:

1. Since m =d — 1, then

AR O (NI
i=1

2. If G, is not connected, then, by 2.3, there exist s € [)_, S(n) (note that s # 0)

and je{l,...,m} such that n=s+n, . Hence, n=n,;+n,; for some
1<i,j<m
3. Ifn=n, +n, 1<ij<mthenn=n,+n,&{0,n,, . ...¢n.}=, S(n).

Thus, there exists ke{l,...,r} such that n¢&S(n,) and therefore
{n,,....n}NV(G,) # 0.

4. Ifn=n,;+n,,1<ij<m, then
(@) If i#j then {n,,n.,} is a connected component of G,. This is because

. n.; € V(G,),and if n — (n,,; + n,) € S with k # r + j (which would mean that
there is an edge between n,,; and n,), then n,,; — n, € §, which is not possible.

(b) If i=j then, reasoning as in the previous case, {n,.} is a connected
component of G,.

Taking all of this into account, we have that there are as many elements in p, as
possible expressions of the form n,,; +n,,;=n, 1 <i, j <m. Thus, there are at least
d(d — 1)/2 elements in p. O

Let us see that the reverse is also true.

Theorem 3.2. Let p be a minimal relation for S. If #p =d(d—1)/2, then S has
maximal codimension.

Proof. By 2.6, #p < (2d — m)(m — 1)/2 + 1. Thus d(d — 1)/2 < 2 — m)(m — 1)/2 + 1.
Making some computations, this leads to m*> — (2d + 1)m + d&* +d — 2 < 0, which implies
thatme[d—1,d+2),and sincem <d —1we have thatm=d — 1. O

The next theorem shows how to construct a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine
semigroup with maximal codimension from an arbitrary Cohen-Macaulay simplicial
affine semigroup.
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Theorem 3.3. Let S=(n,...,n,n+x,....,n,+x,,). If S is Cohen-Macaulay,
then the following statements hold.
(i) Theset{n,,...,n,n +x,,...,n +xy_,} is a minimal set of generators of S.
(ii) The semigroup S is simplicial.

(iii) The semigroup § verifies
ﬂg(n,-) ={0,n +x,...,n +x,.,}.
i=]

(iv) The semigroup S is Cohen-Macaulay with maximal codimension.

Proof. (i) Assume that
m4+x, =am+---+an+bm+x)+---+bi(n +x4);
then
m+x,=(@+b+--+b_Im+am+---+an+bx+---+b;_ x4

There are two possible cases:

(@) ay+b,+---+b;_,=0. Then n +x,, =a,n, +---+a,n,. Since n, +x,_; #0,
there must exist i such that @ # 0. This means that (n,+ x,_,) —n, € § and
(ny+x,.,)—n; €8 and, by 1.1, (n, +x,_,) —(n, +n) =x,., —n; € S, which is a
contradiction with the fact x,_, € (_, S(n,).

(b) ay+b,+---+b;, #0. Since x,, €., S(n), a +b +---+b,, =1 and
a, =---=a, = 0. Two subcases must be considered:

(i) a,=1and b, =0 for all i. This leads to n, + x;_, = n,, a contradiction.

(ii) a, =0, b; =1 for some i and b; = 0 for j # i. This leads to n; + x,_, = n, + x,,
which is again a contradiction.

This proves that n, + x;_, cannot be written as a linear combination with natural
coefficients of the rest of the generators of S. For the generators of the form n, + x; the
proof is analogous, and it is clear that n;, fori € {1, ..., r}, cannot be written as a linear
combination of the rest of the generators.

(ii) Trivial.

(i) Since {ny,...,n,m+x,...,m+x,,4} is a minimal system of generators,
{0,n, +x,,...,m + x4} S i, S(n). In order to show the other inclusion, let us prove
that every element s € S\{(n, ..., n) can be written as

s=an +---+an,+(n +x),
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for some i. Take s € S\(n,,...,n,), then
s=bm+--+bn +o(n +x)+ -+ cu(m +x40)

with ¢, #0 for some k. Since ¢,x, + - -+ ¢,_,Xs_, € S, then there exist e,,...,e, €N
and j such that ¢;x, +--- 4+ ¢4 x,_, = e)n, + - -- + e,n, + x;. Therefore,

s=bta+-+og—1+- e, +e)nm+ (b +e)n+ -+ (b, +e)n, +(x;+ny).
(iv) This is trivial using 1.6 and (_, S(n;) = {0, n, + x,, ..., ny + x,_,}. O

We can repeat this process as many times as we want, each time adding a different
generator in {n,,...,n,}. Then we have the following result:

Corollary 34, Let be(n,,...,n), b#0, and §=(nl,...,n,,b+x,,...,b+x,,_,).

If S is Cohen-Macaulay, then S is a simplicial Cohen-Macaulay affine semigroup with
maximal codimension.

Next, we show how to construct some other Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine
semigroups with maximal codimension.

Let n;, = k;e; where k; € N and ¢, € N has all its coordinates equal to zero but
the i-th coordinate, which is equal to one. Let < be a total degree ordering in N’
compatible with the addition. Let p ={(n,,0):i€{1,...,r}} and let o = (p) be the
congruence generated by p. We can define the map

u:Njo >N
p([n]) = min_[n]

It is easy to prove the following lemma (see [6]).

Lemma 3.5. (i) The set p is a canonical (“‘good’’) system of generators for o.
(ii) For every n € N there exist a,, . .., a, € Nsuch that n = p([n)) + 3_,_, an;.

(iii) Im(u) is the set of elements included in the box whose vertices are the points
i &y with g, € {0, 1}, removing the faces not containing the zero element.

(iv) The element (x,y) € o ifand only if x — y € G({n,, ..., n}).

The next definition and lemma give a useful way to check if a given set is

ﬂ,;. S(ny).

Definition 3.6. Let H be a subgroup of Z" and let {x,,...,x,} CZ. The set
{xy,...,x,} is a complete system modulo H if the following two conditions hold:
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() Foralli,je(l,...,p}, if x,—x;€ H theni =j;
(it) For alli,j e {1,..., p} there exists k € {1, ..., p} such that x; + x; — x, € H.

Lemma 3.7. Let{n,,...,n}C N, H=06(n,,....n)), andlet {xo =0, x;, X5, ..., X4_;}
be a complete system modulo H. Assume that S = (n,, ..., n, x,,...,X;.,) € N isasimplicial
affine semigroup as usual. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

i) N, SM) =1{0=1x¢, x,,.... %,

(i1) For all i,je {0,1,...,d — 1} there exist ke {0,1,...,d— 1} and (a,,...,a,) e N
such that x, + x; =3, an, + X,

Proof. Let us assume that [, S(n) = {0 = x,, x,, ..., x,_,}. Since x; + x; € S, then
by 1.4 there exists (a,, ..., a,) € N" such that x; + x; = }"_, an, + x,.

Assume now that the second statement holds. Let us show that (0=
Xos X1s - -y Xa1} € (Vi) S(ny). If this were not true, then there would exist i,j such that
X;—n € S Hence, x;, —n; =Y ., an; +Z,_ b,x;. Applying several times the hypothesis
we get Sl bx; = Z:u ey + x,, and therefore x; — n; = > (a; + ¢;)n; + x, which leads
to x; — x, € H. By hypothesis this means that x; = x,, and this is a contradiction,
because —n; cannot be equal to > _;_,(a; + c ;.

Now take s € (Mo, S(n,). Then s = Z, | bix;. As before, we can apply several times
the hypothesis, gettmg s=Y.,cn+x, for some (c,...,c,)€N and some
ke{0,1,...,d—1}. Since s e[, S(n), we have that ¢, =0 for all i, and therefore
s = x,. This concludes the proof. O

Proposition 3.8. Let {0 =x,x,,...,x,;} S Im(u) be a complete system modulo
®&({n,.....n)). Then S=(n,....,n,n+x,....,n+x,,) is a Cohen-Macaulay
simplicial affine semigroup with maximal codimension.

Proof. It is enough to prove that (\_, S(n)=1{0,n +x,,...,n +x,,} and that
{ny,...,n,n +x,...,m +x,,}is a minimal system of generators for §S.

In order to prove the first condition, let us use 3.7. Note that, since {0, x,,..., x,.,}
is complete, then for all i, there exists k such that x; + x; — x, € ®({n,, ..., n,}). Note
also that x; +x; — u([x; + x;]) € 6({n,, ..., n,}), and that x, € Im(y), which implies that
x; = u([x; + x;]). Using 3.5, we get that there exist a,,...,a, € N such that x; + x; =
x, + 37 an. Thus, (n +x) + (n +x) =2n + 30, an; + x, = (n + x )+ (@, + Dny+
2:—2 alnl

Let us prove now that {n,...,n,n +x,,...,n +x,,} is a minimal system of
generators for S. It is enough to prove that n, +x; cannot be expressed as

f_—, jzDj(m +x;). If there exists such an expression, then Y_b; must be greater than
one, because {0, x,,...,x,,} is a complete system modulo &({n,,...,n}). Applying
several times the same procedure used before, we get that there must be ¢y, ...,c, such
that Y bx; =x,4+ 3 ¢n, for some ke (0,...,p—1}. Therefore, x;=x,+y, with
ye®(n,,...,n}), and since {0,x,...,x,,} is a complete system modulo
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®&({n,,...,n)), i must be equal to k and therefore y =0, which leads to ¢; =0 for all
iand )_b; = 1, which is a contradiction.

Finally, it is easy to check that S=(n,,...,n,n+x,,...,n +x,,) is Cohen-
Macaulay using the definition of complete system modulo a group and 1.6. ]

We can do the same for the rest of n’s and get the same result as before. Using this
fact and 3.4 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 39. If {0,x,,...,x,,}SIm(u) is a complete system modulo
®&({n,,....n)), then S=(n,,...,n,b+x,,...,b+x,,) is a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial
affine semigroup with maximal codimension for all b € {n,, ..., n,)\{0}.

Note also that, in particular, Im(u) is a complete system modulo G({n,, ..., n}).

4. How to know if a simplicial affine semigroup is Gorenstein

In this section, we are going to give a characterization for Gorenstein simplicial
affine semigroups so that we are able to check algorithmically if a given simplicial
affine semigroup is Gorenstein. We show that a simplicial affine semigroup, S, is
Gorenstein if and only if it is Cohen-Macaulay and the set ();_, S(n;) has a maximum
with respect to the ordering: s <5',s,5" € § if and only if there exists s” € S such that
s' = s +5". In the following, when we refer to an ordering concept, we always mean the
ordering just described.

Once we get the aforementioned result, it will be easy to check if S is Gorenstein,
because we can compute [ )_, S(n;) and then see if it has a maximum and if S is Cohen-
Macaulay. Note that this test is not as hard as it would seem to be at first glance,
because ‘s <s,s,5 €[)_,S(n) then s =s+s" for some s" € §* forces s” to be in
Mizt S(n).

Throughout this section, S denotes a Cohen-Macaulay simplicial affine semigroup.

Lemma 4.1. The set SN F, is the set of elements of S having the i-th coordinate (with
respect to the basis {n,, ..., n}) equal to 0.

Proof. Trivial. O

Lemma 4.2. Consider s € S and g € ®(S) such that g—S =G ,. Then g+s€S§ if
and only if s € \J._,(SN F) (i.e. s is not in any face of the cone).

Proof. Assume g+se€S; then —s=g—(g9+5s) € G,,, which means that —s¢
Ui, Si» and this implies that s ¢ | J;_,(SN F).

Assume now that s¢ | J_,(SNF). If —selJ._,S;, then —s=5"— s, for some s'€ S
and s, € SNF, for some i € {1,...,r}. Thus, s; = s+ s and therefore the i-th coordinate
of s with respect to the basis {n,, ..., n,} is zero. Using the previous result, we get that
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s€ SNF, which is a contradiction. This shows that —s¢&J_, S;, and therefore
—s€ Gy, =9g— S. Hence, —s = g — 5’ for some s’ € S, whichmeans thatg+s=s"€ §.(J

Lemma 4.3. Let g € ©(S) be such that g~ S = G, . Then g —x € S for all x € Gy, ;.

Proof. Take x € G;,, =g —S. Then there exists s€ S such that x=g—s, and
therefore g —x=s¢€ S. a

Lemma 4.4. Let g € 6(S) be such that g— S =Gy, Then g+(n +---+n,) is in
the set of maximals of ;_, S(n,).

Proof. First of all, note that —(n, +---+n,) € G,, otherwise there would be
seS and s5;€eSNF, such that —-(n,+---+n)=s—s5, and therefore s, =
n, +---+n,+s. Hence s; has all its coordinates bigger than zero, and this contradicts
the fact that ;€ SN F,. By4.3, we haveg+(n, +---+n,) € S.

Note also that, for every ie{l,...,r}, (m;+---+n)—n € SNF, and hence
n,—(n, +---+n) e S, This implies that n, ~(n, +---4+n,) &G, , forall ie{l,...,r}.
Thus, g-—-(m—(n+---+n))=(@+m+---+n))—n&S. This implies that
g+ +---+n)e N, Sn).

Let us show that g + (n, + - - - + n,) belongs to the set of maximals of (_, S(n,). For
this purpose, let us show that g+ (n, +---+n)+s, with s# 0, does not belong to
(Mi-; S(n;). We can compute the coordinates of the element (n, +---+n,)+s with

respect to the basis {n,,...,n}. Let (x,,...,x,) be these coordinates. It is clear that
x; > 1 for all i, and since s # 0, then there must exist j € {1, ..., r} such that x; > 1. This
means that the element (n, +...,n,) 45— n; has all its coordinates greater than zero,

and therefore it does not belong to SNF, for any i. Using 4.2 we get that
g+m+---+n)+s—n; €8S Hence g+ (n +---+n,)+s &S8(n). This concludes the
proof. [

Lemma 4.5. Letu=x—(n, +---+n), withx € ()_, S(n). Then u € G, ,.

Proof. Assume that u & G, ;. This means that u € S; for some i. Without loss of
generality, let us suppose that u € S,. Then, u = s — s, for some s € S, s, € SN F,. Thus,
u + s, € S, which implies that u + s, + 5" € S for all 5’ € S. Since s, € F,, then there exists
k € N such that ks, € (n,,...,n,). Hence, u+s, +(k—1)s, =u+(an,+---+an)es
with a, € N. Using 1.4 we get that u+ (a;n, +---+an)=bn +---+bn +y with
b,eN for all i and ye()_, S(n). Since u=x—(n+---+n,), we get that
an,+---+an+x=0b+n+GB,+n,+---+(b,+1)n, +y and by 1.5 we get
that x = y and b, + 1 = 0, which is a contradiction. O

Theorem 4.6. If S is Gorenstein, then there is exactly one maximal element in the

set (io, S(ny).

Proof. Since S is Gorenstein, g — S = G, , for some g € G(S). By 4.4, we know that
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g+(n +---+n)=x is a maximal element of ()_, S(n). Take y another maximal
element of (N, S(n,). By the previous lemma we have that y —(n, +--- +n,) € Gy,
and therefore y —(n, +--- +n,) € g — S. This implies y 4- s = x, for some s € S. Since y
is maximal, s must be the zero element and x = y. d

The reverse is also true, as the next results show.

Lemma 4.7.

Gy, C{zim+---+2zn +1z|z; <0,z € ﬂS(n,-)}.

Proof. By 1.7, we know that

Gun S O(8) = {zin + -+ +zn, +xlz, € Z, x € [ |S(m))-

Take z,,...,2z € Z, x €()_, S(n), such that zyn, +---+2zn, +x € Gy,. If z,>0 for
some i, then szzo Zn +x — (Zzl,d, —~z;n) € S — (SN F) = §;, a contradiction. O

Theorem 4.8. If S is Cohen-Macaulay and the set (., S(n;) has exactly one maximal
element, then S is Gorenstein.

Proof. Let x be the maximal element of N_, S(n). Define g=x—(n, +--- +n,).
Let us show that g — § = G, .

Take an element he€ G,,. By the previous lemma, h can be written as
h=zn +---+zn+z with z,€Z, z;<0, z€ (), S(n). Since x is maximal in
M., S(n,), we have that there must be an element s € § such that z + s = x. Thus,

h=x—(n, +"'+nr)—s+((zl +1)+nl ++(Zr+ l)nr)
=x—(n+-+n)=(s+(=(z+Dn - —(z, + n,)),
and since z; < 0, —(z; + 1) = 0, which implies that h € g — S.
Now take g—seg—~S. If g—s ¢ G, then g —s € §; for some i. Hence there exist

seS, s;eSNF, such that g—s=s—s;, and therefore g=(s+s)—s,€8S;, a
contradiction with 4.5. O

5. On relations of Gorenstein simplicial affine semigroups

If S is Cohen-Macaulay, we already have a bound for the number of elements of a
minimal system of generators for the associated congruence of S. We are going to show
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that if, in addition, S is Gorenstein, then this bound can be improved.

In this section, § is a simplicial affine semigroup with minimal system of generators
{n,....n,n ., ....,n.}and m>1 (if m=1, S is a complete intersection semigroup
and therefore it has the minimum possible number of elements in a system of
generators for the congruence associated to S).

Lemma 5.1. If S is Gorenstein and x =max()_, S(n,), then G is a connected
graph.

XAy

Proof. Note that:
1. Clearly n,,; € V(G,,,,,).

2. Since n,,; € ()., S(n) and x =max()_, S(n) we have that x—n, €S, and
therefore (x + n,,;) — n,,; € S. Thus, n,,; € V(G,,, ).

3. Foreveryje{l,...,m}, j#i, we have that (x +n,,;)—n,;—n,,=x—n,€S.

This means that all the elements in {n,,,,...,n,,,} are connected. By 2.2, the same
holds for the elements in {n,,...,n}NV(G,,,, ). Thus, the number of connected
components is less or equal than two.

Let us suppose that the number of connected components is two. Take
y € (i, S(n)\{x}. Since x is greater than y, there exists s € S such that y+s = x. The
element s must be in ()_, S(n,), and therefore there exists d, s €N, je(l,...,m}, such
that s=d,,n + - -+d. 0., If y+n, &, S(n), then there must exist ¢, € N,
k e{l1,...,r+m), such that

y+nma=cem+--ten +C oo Counllims
with ¢, +---+¢, > 0 (since y + n,,; & [)_, S(n)). Hence,
X+n,=y+s+n,=cm+---+en (o +don,+F(Cm+d )i
Since we have assumed that there are two connected components, ¢, +d, ., = - =

Cum+d.,,=0 This leads to s=0 and therefore x =y, which is not possible.
Therefore, y +n,,; € (;_, S(n,) for all y € N, S(n,)\{x}. Thus

h S(ni) = {0, Bopiveens an_,. = x},
i=1

But n,,;,€(_,S(n) for j>0 and this would mean that n,; =tn,, which is a
contradiction with the fact that {n,...,n,n.,...,n,,)} is a minimal system of
generators for S. This implies that the number of connected components is one. 0O

Theorem 5.2. If S is Gorenstein and p is a minimal set defining relations for the
associated congruence of S, then
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Qd-mm-1)

#p_ 2 2_my

with d = #{_, S(n).

Proof. Take x = max ()., S(n). Let us define D, as in 2.5 and let us show that
x & D,, for every r+ 1 <k <r+ m. The set D, is contained in the set ﬂ::,' S(n,). Let us
show that x ¢ [, S(n). Since x = max(_, S(n), x — n, €S, foral je{l,...,m}
This implies that x ¢ S(n,,;) for any j € {1, ..., m}.

Besides, x ¢ {n,,,,...,n,,,} (otherwise {(n,,...,n,n_,...,n
minimal system of generators for S, since x = max |, S(n,)).

Thus, as in 2.6, D, € ()_, S(n)\{0, n,,,, ..., n_;, x} and

} would not be a

r+m

=(2d—m)(m—1)+2_m.

#p51+§:(d—i—l) 5 O

6. Gorenstein simplicial affine semigroups with maximal codimension

Given a Gorenstein simplicial affine semigroup, we are going to show how to
construct a Gorenstein semigroup with maximal codimension. The main difference
between the construction exposed in this section and the one exposed in Section 3 is
that a Gorenstein semigroup can never reach the bound m =d — 1.

Lemma 6.1. If S is Gorenstein, then m <d — 1, with d =#()_,S(n). (Note that
m>1.)

Proof. We already know that m < d — 1. Assume that m =d — 1. Then [_, S(n,) =
{0,n,,1,....n44}. Since S is Gorenstein, there exists i€ {l,...,d— 1} such that
n,,; = max()._, S(n). This means that for every je({l,...,d—1}, j#i, there exists
s; € § such that n,,; +s; = n,,,. Note that s; must be in [)_, S(n,). Hence there exists k
such that s;=n,,, and this is a contradiction with the fact that {n,,...,n,

M., ...,N,.,} is a minimal system of generators. O

Thus, if we want to get a Gorenstein simplicial affine semigroup with maximal
codimension, it must fulfil the condition that m =d — 2.

The next theorem tells us the number of elements of a minimal system of generators
p, for the congruence associated to S, in the case S is Gorenstein with maximal
codimension.

Theorem 6.2. Let S be a Gorenstein simplicial affine semigroup with maximal
codimension (m = d — 2). Then #p = d(d — 3)/2.
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Proof. Let S=(n,...,n,n.,,...,n,,). Since S is Gorenstein with maximal
codimension, (_,S(n)={0,n,,,...,n,,, x}, with x =max(_, S(n). In order to
compute #p, let us see for which n € §, G, is not connected. If G, is not connected,
then, by 2.3, n=y +n,,; with y € (_, S(n,). Note also that, by 5.1, y # x. Hence, if G,
is not connected, then n=n,,; +n,,;, for some i, j€ {1,...,m}. Let us show that the

reverse is also true. Take i, je{l,...,m}, and let us prove that G,,,“HW, is not
connected. Two cases must be taken into account:

1. If n,.; +n,; € ., S(n), then, since {n,,...,n,,n,,,...,n,,}is a mnimal system

of generators for S and (_ S(n)=1{0,n,,...,n,, x}, we have that

n,,; +n,,; = x. Note that x € (_, S(n;) which means that {n,,...,n}NV(G,) = 0.

Note also that, since x = max(;_, S(n), for every l€{l,...,m}, there exists

k € {1,..., m} such that n_; + n, = x. This implies that V(G,) = {n,,,, ..., N}

and that E(Gx) = {nr+lnr+k B ] + R = X}.

2. If n,,+n,.,; &, S(n,) then we proceed as in 3.1 and we get that G is

ny. |'+'l,

not connected and has a connected component with vertices in {n,, ..., n,}f K
Thus, for every n=n,,;+n,;, #p, is equal to the number of the expressions of
the form n=n,.,+n., Lke{l,...,m}, provided n# x and it is equal to the
number of such expressions minus one if n = x (this is due to the fact that if n # x,
there is an extra component whose vertices are contained in {n,,...,n,}). Hence we
must count the expressions of the form n,;+n,,; 1<ij<m, and subtract one,
getting (d — 1)(d — 2)/2 — 1. ]

The reverse is also true, as the following result shows:

Theorem 6.3. If S is Gorenstein and #p=d(d—3)/2, then S has maximal
codimension (m = d — 2).

Proof. The proof is easy and similar to 3.2.

To conclude this section, we are going to construct a Gorenstein simplicial affine
semigroup with maximal codimension from a given Gorenstein simplicial affine

semigroup. Take S as at the beginning of the section and let ()_, S(n,) = {0, x, ..., x4}
Assume that S is Gorenstein with x,_, = max(_, S(n,). We can define S = (n,,...,n,
n, +x,,...,n, +x4_,). It can be shown, as we did in 3.3, that
1. The set {n,...,n,n +x,,...,0 +x;_,} is a minimal system of generators
for S;

2. The semigroup § is simplicial.

We do not introduce the element n, + x,_,, because x;_, can be obtained adding
two other elements in (M)_, S(n,).

Theorem 6.4. Under the above hypothesis,
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(S0 = {0,m, + 1, ..o my + Xaoa, 20y + Xy}
i=)

Proof. Straightforward using the fact that {0,n, +x,,...,n +x,_,,2n, + x,_,} is a
complete system modulo ®(S) and 3.7. O

Corollary 6.5. Under the above hypothesis, S is Gorenstein.

Proof. Using 1.6 it is easy to show that S is Cohen-Macaulay. It is also clear that
2n, + x,., = maxz( )., S(n;), because x,_, = maxg[ ), S(n,). O

Finally, we can construct some other examples of Gorenstein simplicial affine
semigroups with maximal codimension taking subsets of Im(u) (see Section 3) that are

complete systems modulo &({n,, ..., n}) and have a maximum.
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