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THE LCM-LATTICE IN MONOMIAL RESOLUTIONS

VESSELIN GASHAROV, IRENA PEEVA, AND VOLKMAR WELKER

1. Introduction

Describing the properties of the minimal free resolution of a monomial ideal
is a difficult problem posed in the early 1960’s. The main directions of progress
on this problem were:

e constructing the minimal free resolutions of special monomial ideals, cf.,
[AHH, BPS]

e constructing non-minimal free resolutions; for example, Taylor’s resolution
(cf., [Ei, p. 439]) and the cellular resolutions

e the Stanley-Reisner theory for computing the Betti numbers of I by simpli-
cial complexes; it has a long tradition and has led to important results in
combinatorics and commutative algebra [St].

Working with special monomial ideals or with non-minimal resolutions simplifies

the problem significantly because it removes the main difficulty (finding minimal

generators of the homology in general). In this paper we obtain results on the
minimal free resolution of an arbitrary monomial ideal. We introduce a new ap-
proach inspired by the topological theory of subspace arrangements. Some of the
best results in this theory show that the cohomology algebra of the complement
of a complex subspace arrangement is independent of the geometric position of
the subspaces and is determined by the structure of a certain lattice. Inspired by
this, we introduce the lem-lattice of a monomial ideal and show how its structure
relates to the Betti numbers, the maps in the minimal free resolution, and the
structure of the Tor-algebra for the ideal. This is outlined more precisely below:

The intersection lattice £ of a complex subspace arrangement plays a signifi-
cant role in describing the cohomology of the complement M of the arrangement:
e the Goresky-MacPherson Formula [GM, III.1.5. Theorem A] expresses the

dimensions of the cohomology groups of M in terms of the dimensions of the

homology groups of L.

e [ together with the additional data of the codimensions of the intersection
spaces determine the algebra structure of the rational cohomology of M [DP,
Yu]. (Throughout we use the expression “the lattice of A determines the
structure of X (A)” in the sense that objects A and B with isomorphic lattices
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yield isomorphic structures of X (A) and X (B), and we do not mean that one

can obtain explicit formulas/descriptions of the structures.)

In this paper we introduce the lem-lattice of a monomial ideal and show that

it plays the same role as above in describing the homology of the ideal. Let

S = k[z1,...,x,] be the polynomial ring over a field k, and I a monomial ideal

minimally generated by monomials mq,... ,my. We denote by L the lattice

with elements labeled by the least common multiples of mq, ..., mg ordered by
divisibility; in particular the atoms in L; are mq,... ,mgy, the maximal element
is lem(my,... ,mq), and the minimal element is 1 regarded as the lem of the
empty set. The least common multiple of elements in L; is their join (i.e., their

least common upper bound in the poset L;). We call L; the lem-lattice of I.

Let £; be the lattice L; without the labeling. We obtain the following results:

e Theorem 2.1 expresses the Betti numbers of S/I in terms of the dimensions
of the homology groups of L;.

e Theorem 3.3 shows that £; determines the minimal free resolution of S/I up
to relabeling (see 3.2 for the definition of relabeling).

e Theorem 3.5 shows that L; together with the additional data, which pairs
of minimal monomial generators are relatively prime, determine the algebra
structure on Tor? (S/I, k) and Golodness.

An application of our approach is given in [GPW]. There we relate the
(co)homological properties of two objects: square-free monomial ideals and real
coordinate subspace arrangements. In particular, we discover the equivalence
of results, which on the one hand were proved for subspace arrangements by
Bjorner and on the other hand were recently proved for monomial ideals by
Eagon-Reiner and Terai.

2. Multigraded Betti numbers

In this section we study the multigraded Betti numbers of a monomial ideal
using the lcm-lattice.

Consider the polynomial ring S = k[x1,... ,z,] over a field k as N"-graded by
letting deg(x;) be the i* standard basis vector in R". Let I be a monomial ideal
minimally generated by monomials mq,...,mg. The ideal I and the minimal
free resolution of S/I over S are N™-graded. Therefore we have N"-graded Betti
numbers

bixe (S/I) = dimy, Tor{ ,(S/1,k),

fori >0, a = (v,...,0,) € N*, and x* = 27" -+ - 2o,

Let L be a lattice with minimal element 0 and p € L. We write (0, p) . for the
open interval {q € L | 0<q< p} in L. In particular, for m € L; we denote by
(0,m), the open lower interval in L; below m. We implicitly think of a poset P
(such as (0,m),) as a topological space by considering its order complex A(P),
that is the abstract simplicial complex whose faces are the chains in the poset.

Taylor’s resolution (cf., [Ei, p. 439]) shows that b;,,(S/I) =0if m ¢ L;.
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Theorem 2.1. Fori>1 and m € L; we have
bim(S/T) = dimH;_5((0,m)r,; k) .

Forgetting about the multigrading in Theorem 2.1 we obtain for ¢ > 1 the
formula B
bi(S/I) = Y dimH;_5((0,m)L,;k).
meLy
m#£0
This formula is an analogue of the Goresky-MacPherson Formula [GM, III.1.5.
Theorem A], which expresses the dimensions of the cohomology groups of the
complement of a subspace arrangement in terms of the dimensions of the homol-
ogy groups of the lower intervals in the intersection lattice.
In order to compute the Betti numbers one can use the lem-lattice built on
any set of monomial generators of I; this follows from the following result:

Lemma 2.2. Let L' be a lattice of the least common multiples of monomials
generating I. For i > 0,m € L' we have

. dim H; ((0,m)r,5k), L
dim H; ((0,m) 5 k) = { im H; ((0,m)z,; k) ifme Ly
0, otherwise.
Proof. The atoms in L' are mq,...,mgq. Thus Ly is the join sublattice of L’
generated by its atoms. By [Bj, Corollary 10.12], for any m € L; the open
interval (0,m)z, in L’ is homotopy equivalent to the open interval (0,m)r, in
L;.

Suppose that m € L'\ L;. Consider the map f : (0,m)r, — (0,m)r, which
maps a monomial to the join of all atoms dividing it. As f is order preserving
and f(I) <l foreachl € (0,m)r, we have by [Bj, Corollary 10.12] that the image
(0, f(m)], = (0, f(m))U{f(m)} is homotopic to (0,m)r,. The assertion follows
as the order complex of (0, f(m)]r, is a cone over f(m) and hence contractible.

]
Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let I',,; be the simplicial complex with faces

{Jg [n]‘ HZ@“ e[}.

By [BH, Proposition 1.1] we have b; ,,(S/I) = dim H; o (I‘m; k‘) Denote by X<,
the full simplex with vertices the minimal monomial generators of I which divide
m. Let X, be the subcomplex of X<, obtained by deleting each face whose
vertices have least common multiple equal to m. It is easy to see (cf., [BS, proof of
1.13]) that X<, and I',,, are homotopic. Thus, b; ,,(S/I) = dim ﬁi_2<X<m; k) )

On the other hand, the set (), of the minimal monomial generators of I which
divide m forms a crosscut of the poset (0,m),. Its crosscut complex has faces
the subsets of C,,, whose lcm is strictly smaller than m, so it coincides with the
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complex X ,,. By [Bj, Theorem 10.8] the crosscut complex X .,, is homotopic
to the order complex of (0,m),. O

Below we relate the lem-lattice to the Stanley-Reisner theory [St]. For a
simplicial complex A let Ia be the Stanley-Reisner monomial ideal associated
to A, that is

In = (Lo 2, [0 o} £ A}).
The Alexander dual complex AV of A is
A = {[n]\{j1, - dpt - e} A}

Recall, that any monomial ideal I which is generated by square-free monomials
is a Stanley-Reisner ideal I = Ia for some simplicial complex A.

The support supp(m) of a monomial m is {i | z; divides m}. The proper part
L° of a lattice L, with minimal element (0 and maximal element 1, is L \ {0, 1}.

Proposition 2.3.

(a) For an ideal I in S let I, be its polarization. The lattices Ly and Ly,
are isomorphic.

(b) Let A be a simplicial complex. Let Lav be the lattice of all non-empty
intersections of the facets of AV ordered by reverse inclusion, and en-
larged by an additional minimal element 0 and an additional mazimal
element 1. The lattices L, and Lav are isomorphic.

(c) Under the assumptions in (b), we have that AV is homotopy equivalent
to the proper part L3, of Ly, .

Proof. It is easy to see that (a) holds. Part (c) follows from (b) because
Ly, = (O,xl--~xn)L1A. We will prove (b). For J C [n] we denote by x;
the monomial [],. ; x;. Let o1,... ,04 be the facets (i.e., maximal faces) of AV.
They correspond to the minimal monomial generators of Ia via the correspon-
dence

xl--.xn

o, € AV € Ia.

X,

k3

Furthermore, for any () # A C [d] we consider the correspondence

x DY :L' x PR x
mai ! n :lcm<# iEA).
icA ﬂieA Supp(XUi) Xo;
The lattices Lav and Ly, are isomorphic via the above correspondence. [l

3. Homological properties of a monomial ideal
determined by the poset structure of its lcm-lattice

In this section we prove that if I and I’ are two monomial ideals in polynomial
rings S and S’ respectively, and L is isomorphic to Ly, then S/I and S"/I'
have the same homological behavior.

We start with the observation that the poset structure of the lem-lattice
determines the total Betti numbers of S/I and its projective dimension; this is
an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.1.
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Observation 3.1. If I and I’ are two monomial ideals in polynomial rings S
and S’ respectively, and Ly is isomorphic to Ly, then S/I and S’/I' have the
same total Betti numbers.

Proof. The following is a very quick proof that does not use Theorem 2.1. Denote
by T and T’ the Taylor’s resolutions of S/I and S’/I’ respectively; note that
L= L 1mphesT®k%T’®k‘ U

Next we show that the poset structure of the lem-lattice determines the min-
imal free resolution up to relabeling. The procedure of relabeling is as follows:

Construction 3.2. (Relabeling)

Let I and I’ be two monomial ideals in polynomial rings S and S’ respectively.
Let f: L; — Ly be a map which is a bijection on the atoms and preserves
joins. Note that this implies f is a surjection.

Relabeling an Lem-lattice: If f is an isomorphism, then we can think of L as
obtained from L; by relabeling the lattice elements with new monomials.

Suppose that P is a bounded complex of free S-modules that is homologically
and N"-graded, with homogeneous differential 0, and such that the free modules
in P have generators with multidegrees in L;. Using the map f we will construct
a complex f(P). We will do this by using f to “relabel” the N"-graded modules
and the homogeneous maps between them.

Relabeling Free Modules: We denote by S (%) the free S module with a generator
whose degree is the exponent of the monomial m; we say that the generator of
this module has degree m. For any sequence (a,,)mer, of natural numbers set

f( BmeL; S(%)am> = @meL,S(ﬁ)am. If T = ,.n Ti is an N-graded free
S-module such that all T)s are N"-graded free S-modules with generators in

multidegrees lying in L;, then define f(T') to be the N-graded free S-module
@ieN f(Tz>

Relabeling Homogeneous Maps: Let m,¢ € Ly and « : S(%) — S(%) be a
homogeneous map. Then a acts as multiplication by ¢ - 7 for some ¢ € k. We
set f(a) to be the map f(a) : S’(ﬁ) — S’(ﬁ) which acts as multiplication
by ¢ - %. If a; : S(%5) — S(%) are homogeneous maps, all I; € Ly, and
B = ®ia; : S(L) — EBiS(%), then we set f(3) = ®if(a;). Finally, if v :
R = @jS(ij) — R = @iS(%) is a homogeneous map and all m;,l; € Ly,
then we can write v = . 3; with 3; : S(-1) — ®;S(+) homogeneous; we
J 2
set f(y) = >_; f(B;). Thus f(v) is a homogeneous map from EB]'S’(%) to
m

@iS’(ﬁ). In the definition of f(v) we used fixed bases of R and R. It is
important that defining the map f(v) is invariant under change of bases in R
and R that keep the matrix of v homogeneous.

Now the complex f(P) is constructed as follows:
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e f(P) as an S’-module is obtained by applying f to the homologically and N™
graded S-module P;

e The differential of f(P) is f(0) defined using any basis of the free modules in
which the matrices of 9 are homogeneous.

Example 3.4(d) illustrates how the procedure of relabeling works. O

Theorem 3.3. Let I and I' be two monomial ideals in polynomial rings S and
S’ respectively. Let f : Ly — Ly be a map which is a bijection on the atoms and
preserves joins. Denote by ¥y the minimal free resolution of S/I. Then f(Fr)
is defined and is a free resolution of S"/I'. If f is an isomorphism of lattices
then f(F¥r) is the minimal free resolution of S"/I'.

Proof. Assume [ is minimally generated by the monomials my,... ,mg. Let E
be the exterior algebra on d generators eq,... ,eq, and Ty = S®Q E. For a subset
Jof{l1,...,d} weset my =lem(m;|i € J). Denote by “V” the join operation in

a lattice, and note that m; = \/iej m; in the lattice L;. The Taylor resolution
of S/I is the module T equipped with the differential

. m N
Aej N Nej) = Y (1) e A A A Ny

where J = {ji,...,jr} and €j, means that e;, is omitted in the product. This

resolution is N"-graded. Since f preserves joins, we have that

flmy) = f(\ mi) =/ fmi) =lem(f(mi)|i € J).
icJ icJ
Our crucial observation is that f(Tr) = Ty .

By [Ei, Theorem 20.2], T; = F; & P as complexes, where P is a direct sum
of exact complexes of the form 0 — S — S — 0. Therefore, f(T;) = f(Fr) @
f(Pr) and f(Py) is a direct sum of exact complexes of the form 0 — §" — 5" —
0. Since f(Py) is exact and f(T;) = T is exact except at homological degree
zero, it follows that f(F) is exact except at homological degree zero. As f is a
bijection on the atoms, we see that the homology of f(Fj) is S’'/I'. Therefore,
f(F) is a free resolution of S"/I".

Let m be a monomial entry in the matrices of the differential in Taylor’s
resolution T; of S/I. Denote by [ the corresponding monomial entry in the
matrices of the differential in f(T;) = T;. Although 0 is not a monomial,
we allow here m = | = 0. There exists a set J C [d] and a j € J such that

m = m”?]" -. Suppose that f is an isomorphism of lattices. Then m; = mj\; if
J

and only if f(ms) = f(m,\;). Hence we have that m ¢ k* implies [ ¢ k*. Since
F; is minimal, it follows that 9(f(F)) = f(0(F;)) € ' f(F), where m’ is the
irrelevant maximal ideal in S’. Thus f(Fj) is minimal. O
Examples 3.4.

(a) The method of degenerating of exponents introduced in [BPS, Section 4]
is a particular case of relabeling and Theorem 3.3. This method provides
a non-minimal (but usually small) resolution.
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(b) Let I be a monomial ideal and I’ be its radical. Define a map f on L; by
mapping each monomial to its radical. This map preserves joins. Theo-
rem 3.3 (with a minor modification) implies that relabeling the minimal
free resolution of S/I provides a non-minimal free resolution of S/I’; this
was shown using Grobner basis methods in [Ral. In particular, the Betti
numbers of S/I are bigger than those of S/rad([I).

(c) Let I’ be the polarization of I. It is known (see [Fr]), that the minimal
free resolution of S/I is obtained from the minimal free resolution of
S’/I' by depolarizing (the proof consists of showing that depolarizing is
equivalent to factoring out a regular sequence). The above fact immedi-
ately follows from Theorem 3.3 as depolarizing defines an isomorphism
f . L[/ — L].

(d) This is a short explicit example demonstrating how relabeling works.
Let S = k[z,y], I = (22,2y,vy?) and S" = k[u,v,w], I = (uv,vw, uw).
Define f: Ly — Ly by [(z?) = uv, f(ay) = vw, f(y?) = uw, f(a%y) =
uvw, f(ry?) = vvw, f(2*y?) = uvvw. Then f is a bijection on the atoms
and preserves joins; however f is not an isomorphism. The minimal free
resolution Fy of S/I is:

Y 0
0 —=x

The free resolution f(F;) obtained by applying Theorem 3.3 is:

w 0
—Uu u
2 0 —v

Next we show that the poset structure of the lem-lattice, together with the
data which pairs of minimal monomial generators are relatively prime, determine
the structure of the Tor algebra.

(z?

2
53 WY, 5 0.

F;: 0 — §2

Frp: 0 — 9 s’ (wo_vw uw) S — 0.

Theorem 3.5. Let I and I’ be monomial ideals over the polynomial rings S =
/

klx1,... ,x,) and 8" = k[z!, ... ,x},] respectively. Suppose that f : Ly — Ly is

» Mt

an isomorphism of lattices. Assume that for all m,¢ € Ly we have
(3.6) ged(m,0) =1 < ged(f(m), f(0)=1.

Then the following properties hold:

(a) Tor®(S/I,k) and Toﬁfl(S’/I/, k) are isomorphic as graded algebras.
(b) S/I is Golod if and only if S'/I' is Golod.
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Before we present the long proof of Theorem 3.5, we make a few remarks.
Condition (3.6) is necessary because if m,¢ € L; and ged(f(m), f(¢)) # 1,
then one can have Torim(S/I, k) -Torfl(S/I, k) # 0 while the corresponding
product Torf:f(m)(S’/I/, k) - Torf:f(z)(S//I’, k) vanishes for degree reasons. For
example let I = (z,y), S = k[z,y], I' = (w,uw), and S’ = k[u, v, w|. Then any
bijection f between the minimal sets of generators of I and I’ extends to a lattice
isomorphism of Ly and Lj,. But clearly the Tor-algebras are not isomorphic for
exactly the reasons mentioned above.

In the case when I and I’ are square-free and char(k) # 2, Babson and Chan
can provide a different proof of Theorem 3.5(a) [Babson-Chan, personal commu-
nication]. Also, Theorem 3.5(a) could be proved quickly using the proof of 3.1.
In order to prove Theorem 3.5(b) we need to analyze the Koszul homology (and

Massey operations); this analysis proves Theorem 3.5 (a) and (b) simultaneously.
Recall that S/I is called Golod if

POin{;’/I(t:xla"' 7$n) = (1+tx1)[(1+txn) )
1 —t?2Poing(t, z1,... ,Tn)
where Poiné(t7 Z1,...,%y) is the multigraded Poincaré series of the minimal free
resolution of I over S and Poin® /1(t, @1, .., zy) is the multigraded Poincaré
series of the minimal free resolution of k£ over S/I. Golod rings are important
because the minimal free resolution of k over S/I is nicely structured if S/I is
Golod. Golodness can be detected using finite data: the ring S/I is Golod if
and only if its Koszul complex admits a trivial Massey operation.

Proof. First we will make several reductions which show that it suffices to prove
the theorem in a special case and after that we will deal with this special case
in Lemma 3.7.

Let I, be the polarization of I and S, the polynomial ring in which I,
lives. By [Fr], depolarizing Syo;/Iper to S/I consists of factoring a regular se-

quence of linear forms. Therefore, Tor® (S/1,k) = Tor;?" (Spot/Ipol, k) as graded
algebras, and S/I is Golod if and only if Spei/Ipe is. Similarly, we can polarize

I’ and get that Torf/(S’/I’,k) = Torf”"l(S]’wl/II’wl,k) as graded algebras, and
S'/I" is Golod if and only if S /I, is. Also note that depolarization defines
an isomorphism of the lem-lattices of the original ideal and the polarized ideal,
and that this isomorphism satisfies (3.6).

So in order to prove the theorem, we can assume that both I and I’ are
square-free. (We remark that our proof can be extended to the case of arbitrary
monomial ideals; we work in the square-free case because assuming in Lemma 3.7
that either f(m) = m or f(m) = ym simplifies the proof.)

Consider the ring R = k[z1,...,2n,2],...,2,]. Let N be the ideal in
R generated by the monomials { mf(m)|m is a minimal generator of I }. De-
fine g : Ly — Ly by g(m) = mf(m). Then g is an isomorphism of lat-
tices satisfying condition (3.6). We will show that g induces an isomorphism
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Tor?(S/1,k) = Tor®(R/N, k) of graded algebras, and that S/I is Golod if and

only if R/N is. Similarly, one can prove that Tor> (§'/I', k) = Tor®(R/N, k)

and that S"/I" is Golod if and only if R/N is. This will prove both (a) and (b).
Consider a tower

R =S C RQZRl[.T/l] cC - C R1+1=R1[$;] cC - C Rn/+1=R.

For 1 <i < n’+1let N; be the ideal in R; generated by the monomials obtained
by setting xj = xj,; = ... = 2], = 1 in the minimal monomial generators of N;
note that Ny = I and N,r11 = N. Let g; : Ly,,, — Ln, be the map which sets
x; =1 in each monomial. Then g; ! is an isomorphism of lattices satisfying the
condition (3.6). Lemma 3.7 below applied to g; ! shows that

Tor® (R; /Ny, k) = Tor+1 (R; 1 /Nii1, k)

as graded algebras, and that R;/N; is Golod if and only if R;11/N; 1 is. This im-
plies the desired isomorphism of graded algebras Tor? (S/I, k) = Torf(R/N, k),
and shows that S/I is Golod if and only if R/N is. O

The main work in proving Theorem 3.5 is in the proof of the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. Let I and I' be square-free monomial ideals over the polynomial
rings S = kl[zy1,... ,x,] and 8" = S[y| respectively. Suppose that f: Ly — Ly
is an isomorphism of lattices which satisfies condition (3.6) and that for every
m € Ly either f(m) =m or f(m) =ym. Then

(a) Tor?(S/I,k) and Torf/(S’/I’, k) are isomorphic as graded algebras;
(b) S/I is Golod if and only if S"/I' is Golod.

Proof. Let
E= \EX10- 0kX,), E=N\EKY 0kX;® - @kX,),

be the exterior algebras on the bases X1,... ,X, and Y, X;,..., X, respectively.
Then K = F ® S/I equipped with the differential defined by 9(X;) = x; is the
Koszul complex of k over S/I, and K’ = E'® S5’ /I’ equipped with the differential
defined by 9'(X;) = x;, 9'(Y) = y is the Koszul complex of k over S’/I’. Both
K and K’ are multigraded by deg(Y) = deg(y), deg(X;) = deg(z;). We have the
graded algebra isomorphisms Torf,*(S/I, k) = H, .(K) and Torf:*(S’/I’,k) =
H. .(K’). Golodness is determined by whether each of the complexes K and K’
admits a trivial Massey operation.

Define K; = ®mer, K, . We give K an algebra structure by setting K, Ky =
0 if ged(m, ¢) # 1 and when ged(m,£) = 1 we keep the product K,, Ky C K¢
the same as in K. Consider the ideal P = & { K, | m is not square-free} in the
Koszul complex K (here K is considered as a differential graded algebra). De-
note by W the quotient algebra K/P. Then the algebra K7 is isomorphic to the
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subalgebra @®pcr, Wy, of W. Note that K = P & (& {K,, | m is square-free})
as complexes. Taylor’s resolution shows that all Betti numbers of S/I are con-
centrated in square-free multidegrees, hence P is exact and therefore H, . (K) =
H. .(W). Furthermore, Taylor’s resolution shows that all Betti numbers of S/I
are concentrated in multidegrees in Lj, hence H, (W) = H, ,(Ky). Thus,
Torf’*(S/I, k) = H, .(K;) as graded algebras. Also, all Massey products in
nonsquare-free multidegrees vanish, so S/I is Golod if and only if all Massey
products in K; vanish.

Similarly, we give K';/ = @mer,, K], an algebra structure as above. By
m#1

the same argument as above we conclude that H, ,(K/,) = Torf’l* (S'/I')k) as
graded algebras and that S’/I" is Golod if and only if all Massey products in
K/, vanish.

To prove the lemma we will compare K; and K’,, and their homologies.

For each 1 # m € Lj let a,, € {0,1} be such that y*~ = % and let
am : K, — K}(m) be the map which acts as multiplying by y®. Consider
the map

a K[ = @mELz Km — K,I’ = @meLI, K’

m?

defined by o|k,, = o, for m € L and extended by linearity. If s is a monomial
in S, then sX;, A---ANX; ¢ I(E®S) implies y?sX;, A---ANX;, ¢ I'(E'®5")
for any p > 0. As I and I’ are monomial ideals, we conclude that «,, is a
monomorphism of k-vector spaces for each m € Ly, and hence so is «.

Claim. « is a homomorphism of algebras and commutes with differentiation.

Proof of the claim. Since f satisfies condition (3.6), it follows that exactly one
of the following two cases holds:

o If ged(m, £) # 1, then ged(f(m), f(€)) # 1, Km K, =0, K}, K}, = 0.
o If ng(maE) = 1, then ng(f(m)7f(£)) = 1¢f(m€) = f(lcm(maé) =
lem(f(m), f(€)) = f(m)f(€), am + ar = ame.
Using this, it is a straightforward computation to verify the claim.

First, we show that « is a homomorphism. Let y € K,,, and v € K| for some
m,l € L;. We consider two cases:

Suppose that ged(m, £) # 1. Then uv = 0, so a(ur) = 0. On the other hand,
ged(f(m), f(€)) # 1 in this case, so K}(m)K}(Z) = 0, hence a(u)a(v) = 0.

Now suppose that ged(m, £) = 1. We have that a(uv) = y*tpuv. Since a, +
ay = ame in this case, we can write a(uv) = y*= %y, As ged(f(m), f(£)) =1,
we conclude that in K, we have the equality y*% v = (y*mu)(y*“v). By the
definition of the map a we get (y*u)(y*v) = a(p)a(v).

It remains to show that o commutes with the differential. Let p € K, for
some m € L;. We have

I (a(p) =98 (y*p) =y o' (1) =y () = a(d(w)).

The proof of the claim is finished.
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Denote by K r the image of a. We have shown that « is an isomorphism of
the differential graded algebras K; and K;. But K; is a subalgebra of K’,. We
will finish the proof of the lemma by establishing the following;:

Claim. If a set of elements in K is a basis for the homology H**(RI) then
this set is also a basis for the homology H, .(K7,).

Proof of the claim. For an element z in a complex T we denote by cl(z)r the
class of z in the homology of T. By Theorem 2.1 applied to I and to I, we see
that the k-vector spaces H. ,,,(K;) and H, f(;,,)(K’,) have the same dimension

for each m € L;. But since K; = Ky, this implies that the k-vector spaces
H. .(K;) and H, .(K//) also have the same dimension. Therefore, in order to
prove the desired property it suffices to show that:

(3.8) z € K; and cl(z)g, #0 = cl(z)k;,, #0.

Since both K; and K/, are multigraded and their homology is concentrated in
multidegrees in Lj/, it is enough to show for any m € L; that (3.8) holds for
z=yY'mZ € (Kl)my‘“g'

If a,, = 0 then (K;),, = (K';/);, and (3.8) clearly holds. Suppose that
am = 1. Then (K})ym = yK,, & (Y A K,). Note that (Kp)ym = yK/,. Let
z=yZ, Z € Kj, and cl(z)x;, = 0. We have z = d(yF' +Y A G) for some
F.G € Kj,. Set u=z—0(yF). Then cl(u)g, = cl(z)g, and u = 0(Y AG) =
yG —Y ANO(G). Since u =z — I(yF) € yK,, we conclude that 9(G) =0 in K/,.
Hence u = yG. By assumption f sends an | € Ly either tol € Ly or yl € L.
Hence, f(m) = ym implies that m does not appear as an image under f (note
that y does not divide m). Thus m ¢ Ly and by Theorem 2.1 it follows that
K/, does not have homology in multidegree m. Since G is of multidegree m and
since (@) = 0 we conclude that G = 9(H) for some H € K/,. So u = yo(H),
which means that cl(u)g = 0. Thus (3.8) holds. This finishes the proof of the
claim. |
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