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THE GEOMETRY OF BORDER BASES

MARTIN KREUZER AND LORENZO ROBBIANO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we continue the study of the border basis scheme
we started in [16]. The main topic is the construction of various explicit flat
families of border bases. To begin with, we cover the punctual Hilbert scheme
Hilb# (A™) by border basis schemes and work out the base changes. This
enables us to control flat families obtained by linear changes of coordinates.
Next we provide an explicit construction of the principal component of the
border basis scheme, and we use it to find flat families of maximal dimension
at each radical point. Finally, we connect radical points to each other and to
the monomial point via explicit flat families on the principal component.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nobody goes there anymore
because it’s too crowded.
(Yogi Berra)

Border bases schemes have recently become an active area of research, as evi-
denced by a list of references which is getting quite crowded, e.g. [1], [5], [9], [IT],
[13], [16], [17], [18], and [20], to mention just a few contributions of the last years.
What is the reason for this spurt of activity?

In our opinion there are several reasons. One of them is that border bases enjoy
a degree of numerical stability which, in contrast, Grobner bases don’t. This has
proven useful for dealing with empirical polynomials constructed from measured
data (see for instance [I3] and [2I]) and has even led to actual industrial appli-
cations. But the most relevant aspect for our topic is that border basis schemes
provide a very concrete and easily accessible way to parametrize 0-dimensional poly-
nomial ideals. They can be viewed as open affine subschemes of the corresponding
Hilbert schemes which can be described by simple, explicit polynomial equations
(see for instance [16] and [19]).

This brings us to our first contribution: by constructing explicit matrices describ-
ing the change of basis between one border basis scheme and another, we obtain
a direct construction of the punctual Hilbert scheme Hilb"(A™) (see [8] and [10])
which uses neither A. Grothendieck’s Grassmannian variety technique nor any ar-
guments involving representation of functors.

In the paper [20] it was shown that in some cases border bases schemes can
be described via suitable Grobner basis schemes. This is an important fact, since
the description of Grébner basis schemes requires fewer indeterminates and fewer
equations, and motivates the strategy used in Section 1 to treat the cases of border
basis and Grébner basis schemes simultaneously.
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Another driving force for writing this paper was the search for suitable flat
deformations of border bases. We have seen in [16] that flat deformations of border
bases are the same as rational curves on the border basis scheme Bp. Therefore
we want to construct explicit rational curves on Byn. However, in contrast to the
Hilbert scheme, we have the problem that a flat family whose general fibre is an
ideal corresponding to a point in Bp, i.e. an ideal having an O-border basis, can
have a special fibre which doesn’t (see for instance [16], Example 3.9). Constructing
many flat families of border bases could be one way to attack the hitherto unsolved
problem of the connectedness of the border basis scheme (see [20], Question 2). In
various parts of this paper we construct a number of such flat families, in addition to
the ones we found by homogenization in [I6]: families obtained from linear changes
of coordinates, from local parametrizations of the principal component, and from
distractions.

Let us describe the contents of the paper in more detail. In Section 2 we introduce
pseudo order ideals, pseudo borders and pseudo border bases (see Definition 2.T]).
Using them, we are not only able to treat the cases of order ideals with their borders
and of o-cornercuts with their corners simultaneously, but also their isomorphic
images under a linear change of coordinates. After constructing a moduli space
for pseudo border bases (cf. Prop. [Z2) and showing that it comes equipped with a
universal flat family and has the expected properties (cf. Prop. B, we arrive at
our first main result. In Theorem 2.7l we construct an explicit isomorphism between
the open subsets of two pseudo border basis schemes corresponding to the ideals
which have pseudo border bases with respect to both pseudo order ideals.

As mentioned above, this yields an explicit description of the glueing of border
basis schemes necessary to build the corresponding punctual Hilbert scheme (see
Remark 2.8)). Another application of the theorem is the possibility to characterize
when a linear change of coordinates produces an ideal which has again a pseudo
border basis with respect to the same pseudo order ideal (see Prop. [ZT1]). Thus
we can use linear changes of coordinates to construct explicit flat families of border
bases (see Proposition[Z12). Moreover, we show that, in the O-border basis setting,
generic linear changes of coordinates lead to ideals which have O-border bases again
(see Corollary 2.14) and conclude quippingly that in border basis theory there in
no gin.

In Section 3 we start our exploration of the principal component of the border
basis scheme (see Definition B]). The first step is Theorem where we provide
explicit equations defining this scheme. Next we show in Proposition [3.§ that our
construction yields the same result as the one given in [6] and [7], but uses a much
smaller number of algebra generators. This has the obvious advantage that one
can turn our description into an algorithm for computing the vanishing ideal of the
principal component (see Prop. [3), and that one can use this algorithm to check
whether a given border basis scheme is irreducible.

In Section 4 we use the principal component Cp of By to construct more explicit
flat families of border bases. More precisely, we construct explicit local parameters
at a radical point of Co». The idea of this construction is to use the complete
intersection representation of a radical ideal provided by the Shape Lemma (c.f. [I5],
Theorem 3.7.25) and to apply the techniques of Section 1 to it. The resulting
Theorem not only recovers well-known facts, e.g. that Cp is a rational variety
and non-singular at its radical points, but it gives us an explicit parametrization of
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an open neighborhood of every radical point. We use this theorem in several ways:
to connect two radical points on Cp via a sequence of two explicit flat families
(cf. Remark [4]), and to combine these families with a distraction to connect every
radical point of Co to the monomial point (cf. Remark [47]).

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, we use the notation and the definitions intro-
duced in [I4] and [I5].

2. CHANGE OF BASIS

Let K be afield, let P = K[z1,...,2,], let I C P be a 0-dimensional ideal, and
let p = dimg(P/I). As mentioned in the introduction, it is our goal to construct
explicit flat families of ideals having I as one of their fibers. A natural approach is
to perform linear changes of coordinates, i.e. K -algebra isomorphisms ¢ : P — P
mapping the indeterminates to (not necessarily homogeneous) linear polynomials.
If the ideal I has a border basis with respect to some order ideal, the same is
not always true for the ideal p(I). Therefore one of the ideas of the following
construction is to keep track when a linear change of coordinates preserves the
property that I has a border basis with respect to a given order ideal.

Recall that a finite set of terms O in T" is called an order ideal if it is closed
under forming divisors, i.e. if t € O and t' | ¢ imply ¢ € O. The set of terms
00 = (x10 U --- U x,,0) \ O is called the border of @. The definition of an
order ideal implies that the set T™ \ O is a monomial ideal. We denote the set
of monomial generators of this monomial ideal by c¢O and call it the corner set
of O. Let o be a term ordering. The order ideal O is called a o-cornercut if
b>,t for all b€ cO and all t € O. Notice that this implies b >, t for all b € 0O
and all t € O.

The following definition is manufactured in such a way that we can treat the
cases of the border basis scheme and the Grobner basis scheme simultaneously.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ : P — P be a linear change of coordinates, and let o be
a term ordering.

(a) Let P and bP be sets of polynomials in P. Then P is called a pseudo
order ideal and bP is called the pseudo border of P if one of the
following two cases occurs:

(i) P is the image of an order ideal O under ¢, and bP is the corre-
sponding image of the border of O;

(ii) P is the image of a o-cornercut O under ¢, and bP is the corre-
sponding image of the corner set cO.

(b) Let P be a pseudo order ideal, and let I be an ideal in P such that the
residue classes of the elements of P form a K -vector space basis of P/I.
In this case we simply say that P is a basis modulo I.

(c) Let P = {t1,...,t,} be a pseudo order ideal in P, let bP = {b1,...,b,}
be its pseudo border, and for j = 1,...,v let g; = b; — > 1 | vi;t; with
vij € K. Then the set G = {g1,...,9,} is called a pseudo P-border
prebasis.

d) A pseudo P-border prebasis G = {g1,...,9,} is called a pseudo P-
border basis if P is a basis modulo the ideal (g1,...,4.).
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(e) Let o = #(bP), and let C' = (¢;;) be a matrix of indeterminates of size
pxa. For j =1,...,a, we form the polynomials g; = b; — >1" | ¢;;t;.
Then G = {g1,...,ga} is called the generic pseudo P-border prebasis.

In the following we shall assume the setting and notation of this definition. We
start our investigation with the following fact.

Proposition 2.2. Let P = {t1,...,t,} be a pseudo order ideal in P, let bP =

{b1,...,ba} be its pseudo border, and let C = (¢;5) be a matriz of indeterminates
of size pu x a.. There exists an ideal I(Bp) in Klci1,...,Cua) such that the ring
Bp = Klci1,- .-, cual/I(Bp) is the coordinate ring of an affine scheme Bp whose

K -rational points are in one-to-one correspondence with the ideals I in P for
which P is a basis modulo I.

Proof. If P = O is an order ideal of terms and bP = 9O its border, the claim
follows from [I5], Theorem 6.4.30. If P = O is a o-cornercut for some term
ordering o and bP = cO, the claim follows from [20], Proposition 3.11. Given an
ideal I C P such that O is a basis modulo I, let C; be the matrix obtained by
substituting the entries ¢;; of C' with the coordinates of the point in the scheme Be
corresponding to I. We observe that, in both cases, we have

bO =0 -C; mod I (1)

Next, let O be an order ideal satisfying one of the preceding two conditions, let
¢ : P — P be a linear change of coordinates, and let P = ©(O). By definition,
we have bP = p(bO). We apply (1) to O and bO, and we get

p(bO) = ¢(0) - C1 mod ¢(I) (2)
for all ideals I in P such that O is a basis modulo I, and therefore
bP =P -Cr mod () (3)

Now let J be an ideal in P such that P is a basis modulo J. Then o~1(J)
is an ideal such that O is a basis modulo ¢~1(J), and we can use (2) and (3).
The fact that J = ¢(p~'(J)) implies bP = P - Cyp-1(;) modulo J. Hence, if we
define Bp = Bp and I(Bp) = I(Bp), the ideals J in P such that P is a basis
modulo J correspond one-to-one to the ideals I = ¢~1(J) in P such that O is a
basis modulo I. O

In the setting of this proposition, we introduce further terminology.

Definition 2.3. As above, let P be a pseudo order ideal, bP its pseudo border,
and o = #(bP).

(a) The scheme Bp is called the P-basis scheme.

(b) Given an ideal I in the polynomial ring P such that P is a basis modulo I,
we write bP = P-C; modulo I. Then the matrix C; € Matq,(K) and the
point ¢; whose coordinates are the entries of C; are said to represent [
in Bp.

(c) Let G ={g1,...,94} be the generic pseudo P-border prebasis, and let

UP = K[xl,...,.In,Cll,...,C#a]/(I(Bp)“r (gla"'aga))

Then the natural homomorphism of K -algebras ® : Bp — Up is called
the universal P-basis family.
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Remark 2.4. Let us point out one fact that follows from the proof of the preceding
proposition: given a linear change of coordinates ¢ : P — P, the matrix Ct which
represents an ideal I in B also represents (1) in By o).

As in the usual border basis theory, a central property of the universal family is
that it is free with basis P. This is the main part of the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. As above, let P be a pseudo order ideal, let bP be its pseudo
border, let G = {g1,...,9a} be the generic pseudo P -border prebasis, and let
®: Bp — Up be the universal P -basis family.

(a) The residue classes of the elements of P are a Bp-module basis of Up .

(b) Via ®, the ring Bp is a free summand of Up. In particular, the map ®
is injective and Bp can be seen as a subring of Up.

(c) The rewriting rules given by the tuple (g1,...,9a) yield an explicit divi-
sion algorithm with the following properties: for every polynomial f in
Klzi,...,2Zn,C11,. .., Cual, it produces a polynomial f' which is a linear
combination of the elements in P with coefficients in Klci1,...,cual. The
residue classes of these coefficients in Bp are uniquely determined and do
not depend on the ordering of (g1,...,9v)-

Proof. First we show (a). Let O be an order ideal in T" and ¢ : P — P a
linear change of coordinates such that P = ¢(O). By [16], Theorem 3.4 and [20],
Theorem 2.9, respectively, the set O is a Bp-module basis of Upn. Now the claim
follows from the fact that we used I(Bp) = I(Bp) in Proposition 221

Since (b) follows immediately from (a), it remains to prove (c). We denote
the extension of ¢ to Plc;;] by ¢, and again we write P = ¢(O) with an or-
der ideal O. To define the algorithm for dividing f by (g¢1,...,9a), we use the
usual border division algorithm (cf. [I5], Proposition 6.4.11) to divide ¢~1(f) by
(@ Hg1),---, 9 (ga)). At the end we apply @ to the resulting representation
of @71(f) as a K][c;;]-linear combination of the elements of O and obtain the
desired Kc;;]-linear combination of elements of P. The uniqueness of this repre-
sentation is a consequence of (a). O

Next we let I be an ideal in P such that two pseudo order ideals P and P’
are bases modulo /. Suppose that I is represented by a matrix C; in Bp and a
matrix D; in Bp/. What is the relation between C; and D;? In the following we
examine this question.

Remark 2.6. Let P and P’ be two pseudo order ideals for which u = #P = #P’.
The scheme Bp parametrizes ideals I in P such that P is a basis modulo I. It
contains a Zariski-open subset Bp p which parametrizes the ideals I such that
also P’ is a basis modulo I. Similarly, there is an open subset Bp: » of Bp, which
parametrizes the ideals I for which both P and P’ are bases modulo I.

It is known that Bp and B, are open subschemes of the same punctual Hilbert
scheme Hilb"(A™) (see for instance [19], Chapter 18). Their intersection includes
a non-empty open subset of the principal component (i.e. the component corre-
sponding to radical ideals, cf. Section B]). Consequently, the open subsets Bp p/ of
Hilb*(A™), which are equal by definition, are not empty.

In the following, we let P and P’ be two pseudo order ideals such that u =
#P =#P'. Let o« = #(bP) and o = #(bP’) be the cardinalities of their pseudo
borders, let C' = (¢;;) be a matrix of indeterminates of size ux «, and let D = (d;;)
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be a matrix of indeterminates of size pu x o’. According to Proposition [ZHlc, there
exist matrices Mc and N¢ over K|c;;] such that

P =P - Mc bP' =P - N¢ (4)
are matrix equalities which hold over Up. Similarly, there exist matrices Mp and
Np over K|d;;] such that

P=P  Mp bP =P’ - Np (5)
are matrix equalities which hold over Up:.

Theorem 2.7. (Base Change for Pseudo Border Basis Schemes)
Assume that we are in the setting described above.
(a) The set Bp p: is the open subset of Bp defined by det(M¢c) # 0, and the
set Bp: p is the open subset of B defined by det(Mp) # 0.
(b) The natural maps defining the identity map between Bp pr and Bp p in
terms of their respective systems of coordinates are given parametrically by

D=M;" Nc and C=Mp,' Np

Proof. Claim (a) follows immediately from (4) and (5). Now we prove claim (b).
By the definition of the generic pseudo border prebases, we have the equalities

bP="P-C and bP'=P' - D (6)
In the following we work over the open set where both M¢c and Mp are invertible,
i.e. where both systems of coordinates (c;;) and (d;;) apply. Combining the second
equality in (6) with the first in (4), we get
bP' =P -Mc-D

Now we compare this to the second equality in (4) and use the uniqueness implied
by the fact that P is a Bp-basis of Up to get

Mo - D = Ne

This implies the first claim in (b). The second claim follows by interchanging the
roles of P and P’. O

The formulas given in this theorem can be used as follows to give an explicit
construction for the punctual Hilbert scheme.

Remark 2.8. (Glueing Border Basis Schemes)

Given an integer p > 0, it is well-known that there exists a scheme, called the punc-
tual Hilbert scheme and denoted by Hilb* (A™) which parametrizes all 0-dimensional
ideals I in P such that dimg(P/I) = p. For an introduction to punctual Hilbert
schemes, see for instance [19] and its bibliography. Here we just want to point out
that Theorem 2.7 allows to construct Hilb*(A™) very explicitly.

To explain the method, we use the following example. Let n = 2 and pu =4, i.e.
we want to parametrize ideals which correspond to 0-dimensional subschemes of A2
of length four. There exist exactly five order ideals which can serve as a K -basis
of P/I, namely

01 = {L x, x27 $3}, O = {L Y, y27 y3}7 03 = {L z, Y, $2},
Oy = {1, x2,v, y2}, and Os ={1, z, y, zy}.

Let Il = (I4ay)7 IQ = (x7y4)a I3 = (Iyayzv'rg)a I4 = (xzvxyvyg)v and I5 =
(x2,9%). It is clear that, for i = 1,...,5, among the five order ideals the only basis
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modulo I; is O;. Therefore all the border basis schemes of all five order ideals are
needed to cover Hilb*(A?) with affine open sets. The scheme Hilb*(A2) can be

constructed explicitly by glueing the schemes Bp,,...,Bp, via the isomorphisms
given in Theorem 2.7
Furthermore, we note that, for i = 1,...,4, the set O; is a o;-cornercut for a

suitable term ordering o;. However, this is not the case for O5. Consequently,
we have Bop, = Gy, 0, for i = 1,...,4 (see [20], Proposition 3.11). On the other
hand, a direct calculation yields dim(Bo,) = 8, as expected, but dim(G, 0,) <7
for every term ordering o. This implies that we cannot cover Hilb*(A2) with open
sets associated to Grobner basis schemes. Using Grobner basis schemes, we merely
get a stratification of the Hilbert scheme.

The following example illustrates the theorem.

Example 2.9. In the ring P = Q[z,y] we consider the two order ideals O =
{1,y, 2,7y} and O' = {1, 2,22 2%}. Our goal is to find the transformation matrices
mentioned in the preceding theorem and to verify the equations given in its proof.
(We have ordered all sets and tuples of terms according to DegRevLex.)

First of all, we represent O’ in terms of O, modulo the generic O-border basis

G ={91,92,93, 94} where

2
g1 = Y —cC11 —C1Y —C31T — C412Y
2
g2 = T —Ci2 — C22Y — C32 — C422Y
2
g3 = XY — €13 — C23Y — C33T — C437Y
2
g4 = XY — Cla — C24Y — C34T — C44TY
The result is
1 0 c2 €12€32 + C14C42
0 0 co22 €22C32 + C24C42
O =0 -Mc=0- 5
0 1 c32  c12+c3 +c34c40
0 0 c42 co2+c32C42 + Ca2Ca4
Similarly, we represent 0O’ in terms of O and find
0 0 cus €12€34 + C14C44 hi
;o _ 1 0 co4 €22C34 + C24C44 ho
00" = O-Ng = O-
0 0 c34 32634 +C34Caa +C14 D3
2
0 1 caa cacaz+ciy+coa  hy
where
2 2
hi = c12¢55 4 C14C32C42 + C12C34C42 + C14C42Ca4 + CTo + C14C22
2
ha = €22C39 + €24C32C42 + C22C34C42 + C24C42C44 + C12C22 + C22C24
3
hs = 39+ 2¢32C34C42 + C34C42C44 + 2C12C32 + C22C34 + C14C42
2 2 2
ha = €39C42 + €34Ch9 + C32C42Ca4 + C42Cy + C22C32 + C12C42 + C24C42 + C22Ca4

On the other hand, in terms of the coordinates d;; we have

1 dl 1 0 d12 kl 0 él d13

o 0 d21 1 d22 o k2 0 62 d23

MD B 0 d31 0 d32 and ND o k3 1 €3 d/33
0 d41 0 d42 k4 0 €4 d/43
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where
ki = di; 4 diadoy + dizdsy + diada
ko = dirda1 + dardoa + d2sdsy + doadyy
ks = di1d31 + dardsze + d31dss + d3adas
ke = dirdar + da1dao + d3idyz + dardag
01 = dirdiz + di2dae + dizdsz + diadae
by = diaday + day + dozdas + dodan
l3 = diad31 + doadsz + d3adss + d3adaz
Ly = diady + doodyz + d3adys + dyadag

Now it is easy to compute the matrices D= MC_1 -N¢ and C= MBl -Np. In order

to compare C to C and D to D, we have to transform from one coordinate system
to the other. For instance, we can substitute the entry d;; of D by the (i, j)-entry
of D (which is a polynomial in the cg;). Upon performing this substitution in C ,
the result should equal C' modulo the ideal I(Bp). Using CoCoA (cf. [3]), it is
straightforward to check that this is indeed the case.

On the side, we find that the open set Bo ¢ is defined as a subscheme of By by
the non-vanishing of det(M¢) = c24¢3y — c22¢42¢44 — €35, and the open set Bor o is
defined as a subscheme of Bo: by the non-vanishing of det(Mp) = d31dss — d3ady; -

The theorem allows us to answer to above question about the relation between
the matrices C7 and Dy representing I in the two P-basis schemes. The explicit
answer is given in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.10. Let I C P be an ideal such that both P and P’ are bases
modulo I. Compute Mc,,Mp, € Mat,(K), N¢, € Mat o (K), and Np, €
Mat,, o (K) such that

P =P Mp, P =P Mg, bP =P’ - Np, bP' =P - N¢,
hold in P/I. Then Mc¢, and Mp, are invertible and we have Cy = ME)} -Np, as
well as Dy = MaIl -N¢, .

Proof. Tt suffices to substitute the coordinate tuples representing I in Bp and Bp:
in the matrix equalities given in part (b) of the theorem. O

A slight change in the point of view enables us to determine the relation between
the coeflicients of the border bases of two ideals which differ only by a linear change
of coordinates.

Proposition 2.11. Let I C P be an ideal such that P is a basis modulo I, and let
@ : P — P be a linear change of coordinates. Write ¢~ '(P) = P - M, (mod I)
with a matriz M, € Mat,(K), and write ¢~ (bP) = P- N, (mod I) with a matriz
N, € Mat,, o(K). Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) The set P is a basis modulo o(I).

(b) The matriz M, is invertible.

In this case the ideal p(I) is represented by Cypy = M;l Ny, in Bp.
Proof. By applying ¢ to the congruence ¢='(P) = P - M, (mod I), we obtain

P = ¢(P)- M, (mod ¢(I)). Using the fact that ¢(P) is a basis modulo (1),
we see that (a) and (b) are equivalent. Now we apply ¢ to the second congruence
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in the proposition and get bP = ¢(P) - N, (mod ¢(I)). By combining this with
the previous congruence, we obtain bP =P - M7 ' - N, (mod ¢(I)). Thus ¢(I) is
represented by M;l N, in Bp. ([

At this point we can clarify the precise meaning of the idea that a generic linear
change of coordinates should preserve the property that I has an O-basis and
that we should get a flat family in this way. For this purpose, we introduce new
indeterminates a;; for i = 1,...,n and j =0,...,n, and we let A = (a;;). The
K -algebra homomorphism

va: Klagjlz, ..., zn] — Klaij][z1, ..., T2]

defined by z; — a0 + aj1x1 + - -+ + ainx, is called the generic linear change of
coordinates. Letting A= (@ij)ij=1,...n, we see that the set of linear changes of
coordinates is the open subscheme L of A™"™*1) defined by the non-vanishing of
A= det(vz). We say that L is the scheme of linear coordinate changes. The
coordinate ring of L is K[a;j]a. Given a linear change of coordinates ¢ : P — P
such that ¢(z;) = @i + ainz1 + -+ + @iy, with «;; € K, we shall say that
the matrix A = (o), or the point in L whose coordinates are the entries of A,
represent ¢ in L.

Proposition 2.12. Let I C P be an ideal such that P is a basis modulo I, let pa
be the generic linear change of coordinates, let I = I - Klaij|alz1,...,%,], and
let W be the Zariski-open subset of I consisting of all points representing linear
changes of coordinates ¢ : P — P such that the matriz M, is invertible.

(a) The open set W is non-empty.

(b) Let M,, € Mat,(K[a;;]a) be such that ¢*(P) = P - M,,(mod I), and
let A =det(M,,). Then the coordinate ring of W is Klaij]a.a -

(c) The entries of the matriz My} - Ny, are contained in Klai]a.n. Hence
there exists a well-defined K -algebra homomorphism ¢ : Bp — Kla;;]a.a
which satisfies 1(cij) = (M} - Ny, )ij for all i,5.

(d) The map ¢ induces a morphism ® : W — Bp of affine schemes which is
defined as follows. If p € W (resp. the corresponding matriz A) represents
a linear change of coordinates ¢ : P — P, then ®(p) is represented by

Cg,([) = MJI-N@.

(e) The map v induces a flat family ¥ : K[a;j]a.a — Up ®p, Klaij]aa -

Proof. For the proof of (a), it suffices to observe that W contains the point corre-
sponding to the identity map. To prove (b), we apply the preceding proposition.
It says that, for a point (a;;) € L representing a linear change of coordinates ¢,
the set P is a basis modulo ¢([) if and only if det(M,) = A(ay;) # 0.

Next we show (c). The fact that the entries of M} are in Kl[aj]a.a follows
from the definition. From ¢*(bP) = P - N,, (mod I) we see that the entries
of N, are polynomials in the rational functions %Z. These observations show
that 1 (cij) € Klaij]la.a forall i,5.

Claim (d) follows immediately from (c), and (e) is a consequence of the flatness of
the universal family (see Proposition[2.0]) by applying a base change with K[a;;]a.a -

O

The following example illustrates the proposition.
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Example 2.13. Let I be the ideal in K[z, x2] generated by {z? — 1, 23 — 1}.
Then O = (1,z1,22,x122) is a basis modulo I. The generic linear change of
coordinates @4 is given by
va(r1) = aio+anz+a2z
wa(ra) = ago+az o1+ a2
We have A = aj1a92 — ai2a21. The inverse of ¢4 satisfies
-1 _ 1 _ _ b .
@él(éﬂl) 3 (aze ¥1 — a1z w2) — bio with < 10) _ i, (alo)
oy (r2) = x(—a2171 + a1 x2) — by bao a20

Using the fact that O is a basis modulo I, we write ¢*(0) = O - M, (mod I)
where

1 —bo —bao  biobo — (a11a12 + az1a22)/A?
M. — 0 ag/A —ax/A (a21b10 — az2b20)/A
wa 0 —ai2/A  an/A (a12b20 — a11b10)/A
0 0 0 (a11a20 + alzagl)/AQ

Thus we have A = det(MwA) = (CLllaQQ + a12a21)/A3 .

Now we consider a specific K -algebra homomorphism ¢ : P — P given by
T o + a1 + aewe with ay; € K. The condition that ¢ is a linear change
of coordinates is expressed by A(a;;) # 0. The additional condition that M, is
invertible is then expressed by A(as;) # 0, because we have My, = My, |a;;sa;, -

For instance, let ¢ : K[x1,29] — K[z1,z2] be given by p(x1) = x1 + 22 and
<p(x2) = 1 — X2, ie. let Q10 = Qo = O, Q11 = Qg = (21 — 1, and Q19 = —1.
Then A(a;j) # 0 shows that ¢ is invertible. Now A(a;;) = 0 implies that M,
is not invertible. Hence O is not a basis modulo ¢(I). In fact, if we perform the
linear change, we see that ¢(I) is generated by {(z1 — 22)% — 1, (z1 + 22)? — 1},
and therefore by {2 + 23 — 1, z122}. Since z172 € p(I), it is clear that O is not
a basis modulo ¢(I).

The existence of a flat family of ideals defined by linear changes of coordinates
distinguishes border bases from Grobner bases in the following sense.

Corollary 2.14. Let O be an order ideal in T", and let I C P be an ideal
which has an O-border basis. Then, for a generically chosen linear change of
coordinates ¢, the ideal p(I) has again an O -border basis.

Proof. This follows from PropositionZ.IT]and the fact that W # () by the preceding
proposition. ([l

Notice that the property described in this corollary differs markedly from Grébner
basis theory where a generically chosen linear change of coordinates entails in
general a new leading term ideal, and therefore also a new order ideal O, (I) =
T\ LT,(I). In border basis theory there is no gin/

Finally, we point out two particular situations in which the claims of the preced-
ing two propositions simplify substantially.

Example 2.15. Let us consider the set of all translations, i.e. of the linear changes
of coordinates with A = I,,. They are all invertible and their inverses are also
translations. If ¢ is a translation and we order the elements of O in increasing
degree, then M, is an upper triangular matrix having all entries on the main
diagonal equal to 1. Therefore the matrix M, is invertible for every translation ¢.
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Hence, given an ideal I C P such that O is a basis modulo I, the order ideal O
is also a basis modulo ¢(I).

Example 2.16. Cousider the order ideal O = {1, 21,...,2,},and let ¢ : P — P
be a linear change of coordinates. We write ¢(z;) = a;0 + a;121 + - - - + @iz, with
a;; € K. Given an ideal I which has an O-border basis, the matrix M, , is defined
by ¢~ 1(O) =0 - M,, (mod I). Here we get

1 —byp -+ — by

0 10 0 b1o aio

_ N
My, = (;1_1)“ where : =A
0 bnO QanQ

Hence we have W = LL in Proposition 2.12] In other words, if O is a basis mod-
ulo I and ¢ : P — P is a linear change of coordinates, then O is also a basis
modulo ¢(T).

3. THE PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF THE BORDER BASIS SCHEME

As mentioned in the introduction, our next goal is to study the principal com-
ponent of the border basis scheme. Since we do not need the very general setting
of the previous section, we shall concentrate on the classical border basis scheme.

In the following we continue to work over the polynomial ring P = K{z1,...,zy]
over a field K, we let O = {t1,...,t,} be an order ideal of terms in T™, and we let
00 = {by,...,b,} be its border. Moreover, we denote the algebraic closure of K
by K, and we let P = K|x1,...,2,].

Definition 3.1. For each 0-dimensional ideal I C P having an O-border basis,
let B(I) be the corresponding point of Bo Xgpec(k) Spec(K). Then the closed

subscheme Co of Bo such that Co Xgpec(k) Spec(K) is the closure of the set of
all points B(Ix), where X C A"(K) is a reduced scheme of length p and Ix C P
is its vanishing ideal, is called the principal component of B¢ .

It is known that the radical component of the Hilbert scheme is irreducible
(see [19], 18.32). Since Cp is a Zariski-open subset of the radical component,
it follows that Cp is an irreducible component of By, so that its name is justified.
This result is also shown in Theorem B.6] below.

As promised in the introduction, we will construct explicit equations defin-

ing Co. Our method is inspired by suggestions in [6], p. 213 and [7], Sect. 2.1.

We use additional indeterminates yJ@ for e =1,...;,p and j =1,...,n and we

group them into tuples y* = (ygi), e ,yg))

be thought of as representing the coordinates of the ¢

. The indeterminates in y(? should
th point of X.

Definition 3.2. Let Q = K[y(",...,y®)]. We define the following polynomials
in Q.
(a) Let Ap = det(t;(y)))i j=1,.., where t;(y?)) denotes the result of the

substitutions zj +— ykZ in ;.
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(b) For i=1,...,pand j=1,...,v, we let
Aij=det(ti(y") [ 1oy ) |- [ ()
Here tx(y’) denotes the k' column of the matrix A, i.e. the column

(te(y™), ... ti(y™))¥. Thus A;j is the determinant of the matrix where
the i*" column of Ap has been replaced by b;(y").)

This definition can be motivated as follows.

Remark 3.3. Notice that Ap # 0, since each row contains different indetermi-
nates.

(a) In the quotient field of @, consider the system of linear equations

t(yM)zg + -+ t#(y(l)) Z, = bj (y™)
t (y(u)) 214+ fu(y(”)) Z, = b (y(u))
By Cramer’s Rule, its solution is given by Al—o (A, ALy

(b) Given a set of points X = {p1,...,p,} whose vanishing ideal Ix has
an O-border basis, we can substitute the coordinates p;; of the points
p: = (pi1,---,Pin) for the indeterminates y§i) in the systems of linear
equations above. The solutions (v;;) of the resulting systems are precisely
the coefficients of the border basis G = {g1,...,g,} of the ideal Ix. Here

we have g; = bj — Zl ’}/”tl .

The main result of this subsection is that the following ring is isomorphic to the
affine coordinate ring of the principal component of Be .

Notation 3.4. Let K(y,...,y) be the quotient field of Q.

(a) Let Co be the K-subalgebra of K(y®),...,y*) generated by the ele-
ments A;j/Ap with ¢ € {1,...,p} and j € {1,...,v}.

(b) For ¢ € {1,...,p} and j € {1,...,v}, let ¢;; be new indeterminates. We
define a surjective K -algebra homomorphism ® : K[¢;;] — Co by letting
®(cij) = Aij/Ao.

Lemma 3.5. The defining ideal of Bo is contained in the kernel of ®. Conse-
quently, the map ® induces a surjective K -algebra homomorphism Bo — Co
and a closed immersion Spec(Cp) — Bo .

Proof. The ideal I(Bp) defining By is generated by the entries of the commutators
A Ay — Ap A of the formal multiplication matrices of the generic O-border basis.
Thus we have to show that the matrices ®(Ay) commute, where ®(Ay) is obtained
by applying ® to the entries of the matrix Ay .

The ;™ column of ®(A) is the solution of the system of linear equations

(tly ) [ Tty ) - (e 20)™ = (ty) ()
Therefore we get the following equalities (x):
) [Tty ) - @A) = ((aat)(y ) [ | (@rtu)(y))
= diag(y,. ") (W) [ tuly)



THE GEOMETRY OF BORDER BASES 13

Since diagonal matrices commute, it follows that

(t(y ) [ 1ty ) - @A) - @(Ae) = (t1(y ) [ -+ [ tu(y ")) - B(Ar) - D(A)
and the fact that the matrix (¢t1(y") | -+ | t,(y)) is invertible over the quotient
field of @ implies the claim. O

In fact, the image of the closed immersion we just found is exactly the principal
component of the border basis scheme, as our next theorem shows.

Theorem 3.6. (The Coordinate Ring of the Principal Component)
Let ® : Klc;j] — Co be the surjective K -algebra homomorphism defined by
(I)(Cij) = Aij/A(’) .
(a) The ideal ker(®) is the vanishing ideal of the principal component Co of
the border basis scheme Bo. In particular, the principal component Co
of Bo is the closure of the image of the morphism Spec(Co) < Be .
(b) The scheme Cp is irreducible.

Proof. Let K be the algebraic closure of K. Since the base change K C K is

faithfully flat, it suffices to prove that the ideal ker(®)- K[c;;] is the vanishing ideal
of the scheme Co Xgpec(k) Spec(K). In other words, we may (and shall) assume
that K is algebraically closed.

First we show that the map Spec(®) yields a bijection between the closed points
of Spec(Cp) and the closed points of Cp. A closed point (p;;) of Spec(Co)
corresponds to a maximal ideal m = (yj(»l) —Dij)iet,...pj=1,..m of K[y, ... y®]
which does not contain Ap. Thus m defines also a maximal ideal in the localization
K[y®M,...,y"]a, and by intersecting it with Co we obtain a maximal ideal me
of C(g .

Let us examine this maximal ideal mp more closely. The elements p;; € K
define a set of points X = {pi,...,p,} where p; = (pi1,...,pin). The image
of Ap in K[y™M,...,y™]/m is the determinant of (t;(p;)); ;. Since we assume
that this determinant is non-zero, the set X consists of pairwise distinct points.
Moreover, it follows that the ideal Ix has an O-border basis.

The systems of linear equations (t1(p;) | -+ | tu(Ps)) - (21, ., 2,)" = (bj(pi))
have unique solutions (7vi;,...,7,;) € K*. Then the corresponding O-border pre-
basis G = {g1,...,g,} with g; =b; — >/ ~i;t; is the O-border basis of Ix and
the maximal ideal (c;; — 7i;)i,; of KJci;] defines a closed point of Cp. By Re-
mark[3.3lb, the maximal ideal (c¢;; —ij)s,; is precisely the preimage of m under .

Conversely, let us start with a closed point (;;) of Bo corresponding to the
O-border basis of a radical ideal I. Since the base field is algebraically closed, the
ideal I is the vanishing ideal of a set of u points X = {(pi1,...,pin) | i =1,...,u}
in A”. From what we just showed it follows that the maximal ideal (c;; — 7ij)i,;
is the preimage of the maximal ideal (yj(-z) — Pij)i=1,...mj=1,....,n under ®.

Next we let R = K[A;; | ¢ € {1,...,u},j € {1,...,v}a, and consider the
canonical injective K -algebra homomorphism Cp — R. The intersection of the
maximal ideals of R is (0). The preimages of these maximal ideals in Cp are
exactly the maximal ideals mep constructed above. Hence the intersection of the
maximal ideals mp is (0). From what we have shown, it follows that the intersec-
tion of the maximal ideals (c;; — 7s5):,; of K[ci;] is the kernel of ®.

On the other hand, the general form of Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz (see [14], 2.6.17)
implies that the intersection of the maximal ideals (c;; — 7ij):i,; of K[c;j] is the
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vanishing ideal of the closure of the corresponding set of points, i.e. the vanishing
ideal of the principal component Cp of Be.

To prove (b), we note that the ring Cp is a subalgebra of K(y™®),... y®).
Hence it is an integral domain. Therefore the ideal ker(®) is a prime ideal. (]

In view of the preceding theorem it will prove useful to study the K -algebra Cp
in more detail. Our next proposition shows that it contains the following elements.

Notation 3.7. Let L = {s1,...,5,} be aset of p distinct terms contained in T".
Then we set Az = det(sy(y™) |- | s.(y?)) € Q.

Proposition 3.8. For every L = {s1,...,s,} CT™, we have Ar/Ap € Co.

Proof. If L = O, we have A /Ap =1 € Co. Next we show that Ay, /Ao € Co
for Lj = (t1,...,tj—1,8,tj41,...,t,) with j € {1,...,u} and a term s € T"\ O.
We write s = ¢'b; with ¢ € T, j € {1,...,v} and we prove the claim by induction
on deg(t).

If deg(t') = 0, the term s is a border term and Aj, is one of the elements A;;.
Now let deg(t') > 0 and write ¢/ = zt” with k € {1,...,n} and " € T". By
Cramer’s rule, we have

ty) | 1 tu(y)) (AL, /Ao, ..., AL, /Ao)" = ((zxt"b)(y")
= diag(yt”, -y - (#"0;) ()

The inductive hypothesis implies that there are elements El /Ao, ..., Au /Ao € Co
such that

(i (y) |- () - (D)o, A /A0)™ = ((¢70)(y"))
Using the equality (%) from the proof of Lemma B35 we get

(ti(y) [ Ttu(y') - (AL /Ao, ... AL, /Do) =
= diag(yy”, ... u) (i (y) | 1 tu(y) - (Ar/Bo, ... Ay /Ao)”
= () |- 1) - (A - (A /Ao, A Ao)™
At this point we note that (t1(y") | --- | t,(y")) is an invertible matrix over the field

K(y®,...,y®). It follows that the tuple (Az,/Ao,...,AL,/Ap) is contained
in (C@)”.

Finally we turn to the general case. Let L = {t;,,...,%;,S1,...,8,—k} with
i1,...,4 € {1,..., ¢} and s; € T"\ O. Clearly, we may assume that the indices
i1,...,1 are pairwise distinct. We proceed by downward induction on k. The case
k = p — 1 has been treated above. For the induction step, let {ixq1,...,iu—r} =
{1,..., 0\ {i1,...,tx}. Now the claim follows from the Pliicker relation
Ap-Do = det(ti(y) |- [to ) [s1(3) | [ su-n(y))

s det(ty, (y ) |- [, (y )
n-k . . . — .
= _Zl Edet(ti, (y ) |-+ [t ) [ s1(y ) [ [ 8507 ) [+ | sy )
J:
Sdet(tyy [ [t (y) | Tt () [s5()

and the inductive hypothesis. O
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In other words, this proposition says that Co = K[Ap /Ao | L C T™, #L = u].
Therefore the ring Co agrees with the one mentioned in [6] and [7]. Restricting the
number of algebra generators has an obvious advantage: we can now write down
an algorithm for computing the defining equations of the principal component.
This makes it possible to check effectively whether a given border basis scheme is
irreducible.

Proposition 3.9. Let O = {t1,...,t,} be an order ideal in T" and let c;; be fur-
ther indeterminates, where i = 1,...,u and j =1,...,v. The following instruc-
tions define an algorithm which computes a system of generators of the defining
ideal in Klci;] of the principal component Co of the border basis scheme.

(1) Form the polynomial ring Q = K[y™",...y"] and compute the elements
Ao = det(tj(y™") and Ay = det(ti(y") | -+ [ b;(y") | - | tuly")) for
i=1,....,p0and j=1,...,v.

(2) Form the polynomial ring Klci;, z] where z is a new indeterminate. Let I
be the ideal generated by Ap z—1 and the set of all Ap ci; —Ayj such that
i=1,...,pand j=1,... v.

(3) Compute a set of generators {F1, ..., F.} of the elimination ideal INK|c;;]
and return it.

Proof. This is a special case of a classical algorithm which computes explicit repre-
sentations of finitely generated subalgebras of function fields (see for instance [I5],
Tutorial 41). O

Proposition 3.10. Let W € Mat,, (Z), and let P be graded by W. We equip
K[cij] with a Z™ -grading given by a matric W such that degpr(c;;) = degy, (b)) —
degy (t;). Then the elimination ideal I N K[c;;] of the preceding proposition is

homogeneous with respect to the grading given by W .

Proof. First we introduce a Z™-grading on @ = K[y(l), . y(”)] given by a matrix
(@)
J

matrix ¢; (y(i)) are homogeneous of degree degy, (t;). Hence Ao is homogeneous
of degree degyy(ty---t,). Similarly, we see that A;; is homogeneous of degree
degyy (t1---t,) — degyy (t;) + degyy (b;). This shows that if we define degy-(cij) =
degyy (bj) — degyy (t;) and degyr(2) = —degyy (t1---t,), then I is a homogeneous
ideal in Kc;j;, z]. Consequently, also I N K{c;;] is a homogeneous ideal in K[c;;]
with respect to the grading given by W. (Il

W by letting degg;(y; ) = degyy (z;). Thus the elements of the 4t column of the

This result is in accordance with the fact that the ideal I(By) is homogeneous
with respect to the same grading.

Remark 3.11. Suppose that the order ideal O is a o-cornercut with respect to
some term ordering o. This implies that there exists a system of positive weights
for x1,...,x, such that degy, (b;) > degy (¢;) for i =1,...,p and j =1,...,v.
By the proposition, the ideal I N Klc;;] is homogeneous with respect to a posi-
tive grading on Kc;;]. This observation agrees with the fact that, in this case,
the border basis scheme Bp and the Grobner basis scheme Gp , are isomorphic
(see [20], Proposition 3.11), and the latter can be seen as a weighted projective
scheme (see [20], Theorem 2.8).
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4. LOCAL PARAMETERS AT THE RADICAL POINTS

For a radical ideal I having an O-border basis, we shall call the corresponding
point of Cp a radical point. In the following, we want to construct explicit local
parameters for Cp near its radical points. As a consequence, we shall recover the
well-known facts that Cp is smooth of dimension un at these points, and that it
is a rational variety.

The idea of our construction is to use the complete intersection representation of
a radical ideal I having an O-border basis which is provided by the Shape Lemma
(cf. [14], Theorem 3.7.25). Recall that a 0-dimensional ideal I is said to be in
normal (-position for some ¢ € P, if we have {(p) # £(q) for distinct points
p,q € Supp(Z(I)). Here the zero scheme Z(I) of I is defined over the algebraic
closure K of K.

Proposition 4.1. Let I be a 0-dimensional radical ideal in P which has an O -
border basis. Assume that K has at least (g) + 1 elements.

(a) It is possible to chose £ € Py such that Z(I) is in normal £-position.

(b) Write £ = bix1 + -+ + Lpxy, € Py with {1,...,¢, € K and assume that
,, # 0. Then we have P/I = K[{] and the minimal polynomial of ¢ in P/I
is of the form x(€) = 0" — X\ 0F=1 — ... — Xol — Xy where \; € K.

(¢) The ideal I has a representation
I= (X(é)v Tl — fl(é)v rt, Tp—1 — fnfl(g))
where the polynomials f;(¢) € K[] have degree < u—1.

Proof. For claim (a), see [14], Proposition 3.7.22. Claim (b) follows from [I4],
Theorem 3.7.23, and (c) is the version of the Shape Lemma given in [14], Theorem

3.7.25. -

Using the terminology of Section 2, the set P = {1,¢,...,¢* 1} is a pseudo
order ideal because it is the image of the order ideal {1,z,,...,2z#~!} under the
linear change of coordinates ¢ : P — P given by p(z;) = ; for i=1,...,n—1

and ¢(z,) = ¢. Next we define a grading by degy (z;) = p for i =1,...,n—1
and degy (x,) = 1, and we choose a term ordering ¢ which is compatible with

this grading. Then the set {1,z,,...,2%7 !} is a o-cornercut and its border is the
set {x1,...,Tn_1,2"}. Hence the set bP = {x1,...,Tp_1, "} is the pseudo border
of P.

Another way of stating the last claim of the proposition is to say that the set
H={x(),z1— f1(0),...,xn—1— frn—1(¢)} is a pseudo P-border basis of I. Pseudo
border bases of this shape are parametrized by nu coefficients, namely the coeffi-
cients Aq,...,A, of x and the (n — 1)p coefficients of f1,..., fn—1. As nu is the
dimension of Cp at the point corresponding to I (see [19], 18.32), we shall now
use the base change technique of Section 2 to parametrize the principal component
locally as follows. A similar result is shown in [I2] using a different technique.

Theorem 4.2. Let I be a 0-dimensional radical ideal in P which has an O -border
basis. Suppose that there exist a linear form ¢ = byxy + -+ + lpx, with ¢; € K
such that £, # 0 and polynomials x(£), fi(£) € K[{] such that

I= (X(é)v Tl — fl(é)v oy Tp—1 fnfl(g))
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and such that x(0) = 0F — N\, 0F=1 — .. — Xol — Xy and deg(f;(¢)) < p. For every
tuple d = (d;;) € K™, we define x(£) = £+ — 31 (N + dpi)0™1 and fi(€) =
fill) + 220 digt =" where i € {1,...,n—1}. Then we let

L= (X0, 21— fi(0), ..., Tooy — fa—1(0))

(a) For all tuples d in a non-empty Zariski open neighborhood U of (0,...,0)
i K™ the ideal I has an O -border basis which can be computed by view-
ing Hy = {X(0),x1—f1(0), ..., 201 — fn_1()} as a pseudo P -border basis
of Iy with respect to P = {1,£,... .0~} and by applying Corollary
to it.

(b) The morphism I' : U — Co given by d — I yields an isomorphism
between the open set U in K™ and the open set Bop NCop in Cop. In
particular, the variety Co is rational, and it is smooth of dimension nu at
its radical points.

Proof. Let us consider the pseudo order ideal P = {1,¢,...,/*71} as the image
of the cornercut {1,z1,...,7#~'} under a linear change of coordinates. Then its
pseudo border is bP = {z1,...,Tn—1,0*}, and H = {x(¢),z1 — f1(0), ..., zp_1 —
fn—1(€)} is the pseudo P-border basis of I.

First we prove (a). The ideal I has both an O-border basis and a pseudo
P-border basis. For every d € K™, the set Hy is a pseudo P-border basis
of Iy. By Theorem R7Ta, there is a non-empty Zariski open neighbourhood U
of (0,...,0) in K™ such that I; has an O-border basis for all d € U. It is the
open set defined by det(Mp) # 0 where Mp € Mat,(K[d;;]) is the matrix such
that O =P - Mp (mod I;) where we view the elements d;; as indeterminates. For
all d € U, we can use Corollary 210 to compute the O-border basis of I;. For this
purpose, we have to calculate matrices My € Mat, (K) and N4 € Mat,, , (K) such
that O = P - My and 00O = P - Ny hold in P/I;. Then the matrix representing
the ideal I in B is given by Cr, = (Mg)~! - Ny.

It remains to prove (b). The morphism I' sends a tuple d = (d;;) to the point
represented by the matrix Cr, = (My)~!- Ngz. We claim that it maps the open set
U = K™\ Z(det(M¢)) isomorphically to the open set V = Bp pNCp in Co.
Given a matrix C; representing a point in V', we know that the corresponding
ideal J has both an O-border basis and a pseudo P-border basis. Using Corol-
lary 2.T0l again, we can compute a tuple d € U such that J = I, and this yields a
morphism from V' to U which inverts I'. O

It is well-known that Bo = Ce is non-singular for the case of n = 2 indetermi-
nates and that the following example shows that Cp is not always non-singular at
its non-radical points.

Example 4.3. Let P = Q[z,y, 2], and let O = {1,2,y,2}. Then Bp = Cp is a
scheme of dimension 12 in A%*. We compute I(Bo) and see that we can project Bo
isomorphically to an 18-dimensional affine space by eliminating ci1, ..., c16 (cf. [16]).
The result is a variety 7(Bo) C A'® whose vanishing ideal is generated by 15 ho-
mogeneous polynomials of degree 2. Hence its vertex (0,...,0) is singular. The
corresponding ideal is the border term ideal (00) = (22, vy, z2,y%, vz, 22).

In [7], Sect. 2, it is explained that Co can be realized as the blowup of the
Chow variety Spec(K[y™,...,y]% at an explicitly given ideal. A different
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construction for Cp , permitting similar conclusions, is contained in [4]. Although it
is in principle possible from these constructions to obtain local parameters for Co at
its radical points, we believe that our construction is more elementary and explicit.

Let us compare the results of Section 2 to the preceding theorem. Given an
arbitrary K -rational point of By, i.e. an ideal I having an O-border basis, we can
use linear changes of coordinates as in Proposition 2121 to construct a flat family of
ideals whose base space is an open subset of an n(n + 1)-dimensional affine space
and whose special fiber is I. However, this is in general much smaller than the
local dimension of Byp at the point representing I. If I is reduced, Theorem
allows us to do much better: we construct a flat family over a nu-dimensional base
space, and this is precisely the local dimension of By at the point representing I.

An application of the preceding theorem is the possibility to connect two ar-
bitrary radical ideals having O-border bases via a sequence of two explicit flat
families.

Remark 4.4. Let K be an infinite field, let P = K|x1,...,2,], let I,I’ C P be
two radical ideals which have O-border bases, and let cj, ¢y be the points in Cp
representing them.

For a generically chosen ¢ € P, the hypotheses of the theorem are satisfied with
respect to I and I' (see [14], Prop. 3.7.22). By part (c) of the theorem, there
exist an open neighborhood U of ¢; in Cp and an open neighborhood U’ of ¢/
in Cp such that the restriction of the universal flat family to U and U’ is given
by explicitly defined morphisms.

Since Cp is irreducible, there exists a point ¢y € U N U’ representing a radical
ideal J. Both U and U’ are isomorphic to open subsets of A" . Our task is to
find an explicit flat family connecting c¢; and c;. In an analogous way, we can then
connect ¢y;; and cy.

The points p; = I'"*(c;) and p; = ' "!(c;) are contained in an open subset U
of the affine space A™*. By Theorem 2.7] we have an explicit polynomial F' whose
non-vanishing defines this open set. Thus we can connect the points p; and p; by
aline L and get a K -algebra homomorphism K|d;;]r — K|z]; which represents
the inclusion (LNU) CU. Here f € K[z]\ {0} defines the points in L\ U.

After applying I', we get an explicit punctured rational curve ¥ : Co — K|z|;
which connects ¢; to ¢j in Bop N Cp. Then, by restricting the universal flat
family ® : Bo — Up to this punctured rational curve, we find a flat family
deforming P/I to P/J.

Another application of Theorem is the possibility to connect an arbitrary
radical point of Bp to the monomial point o = (0,...,0) representing the mono-
mial ideal (by,...,b,) via explicitly defined flat families. For this application we
need one further ingredient, namely distractions, which we are now going to recall
from [I5], Section 6.2. To simplify the discussion, let us assume that the field K
has sufficiently many elements.

Definition 4.5. For ¢ = 1,...,n, let m = (¢i1,¢2,...) be tuples consisting of
sufficiently many pairwise distinct elements of K .
(1) For a term t = 27" --- 2", the polynomial D (t) = [T;_, [[52, (zi — cij)
is called the distraction of ¢ with respect to # = (m1,..., 7).
(2) Let I = (by,...,b,) bethe border term ideal of O, andlet cO = {c1,...,¢}
be the corner set of O, i.e. the set of minimal monomial generators of I.
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Then the ideal D(I) = (Dx(c1),...,Dz(c,)) is called the distraction
of I with respect to 7.

The following properties of the distraction of the border term ideal are shown
in [I5], Theorem 6.2.12.

Proposition 4.6. Let m = (m1,...,m,) be chosen as in the preceding definition,
and let cO ={c1,...,c.} be the corner set of the border term ideal I of O.

(1) The distraction Dr(I) is a radical ideal.

(2) For every term ordering o, the set {Dr(c1),...,Dx(cr)} is the reduced
o -Grébner basis of Dr(I). In particular, we have LT, (D(I)) = I and
T" \ LT, (I) = O.

(3) The ideal D.(I) is 0-dimensional and has an O -border basis.

Now we are ready to connect any radical point of Bp to the monomial point via
three explicit flat families.

Remark 4.7. Let K be an infinite field. Suppose we are given a reduced O-
dimensional ideal I in P which has an O-border bases. To find explicit flat families
connecting P/I to P/{(b1,...,b,), we proceed as follows.
(1) For i = 1,...,n, choose tuples m; of sufficiently many distinct elements
of K. For every A € K, let Ar = (Amy,...,Am,). Then form the family
ITI: Al — Cp defined by A — Dy({b1,...,b,)). By Proposition &6
there exists a family of polynomials which yields a Grobner basis of each
fiber of this family. Hence II is a flat deformation connecting the border
term ideal to the radical ideal J = D ({b1,...,b,)).
(2) Now use Remark 4] to find two explicit flat families connecting P/J
to P/I.

Notice that by using the method of the previous remark we may not always find
a non-punctured rational curve in Co» connecting c¢; to the monomial point o,
although such a curve might exist.

We end this section with some examples which illustrate the construction of the
explicit flat families in Remarks @4l and [£.7l In the first one we connect the points
cr and ¢y corresponding to two radical ideals by a rational curve in By, but one
point of the rational curve is not contained in the open set I'(U) = Bpp» N Cp of
Theorem A2 b.

Example 4.8. Let K = Q, let P = Q[z,y], and let O = {1,z,y,2y}. The
vanishing ideals of the two point sets X = {(0,0), (0,1), (1,-1), (1,2)} and Y =
{(0,0), (0,1), (1,-1), (—1,2)} both have O-border bases, namely

IX) = (V' —20—y, 2® —z, oy - 20 —ay, 2%y — ay)
I(Y) = (0 —3z+y+3zy, 2° — o+ 3oy, oy’ — 22 —ay, 2%y + 32+ s3Y)
Now we use the explicit description of Bp worked out in [I6], Example 3.8. It

provides an isomorphism I' : A® — By which corresponds to the Q-algebra
homomorphism

Bo — Qlea1, €23, €32, €34, Ca1, Ca2, €43, Ca4]
given by (c11,¢12,-..,C44) — (Co1,C23, ..., ca4). Under this isomorphism, the point
representing Z(X) corresponds to (co1,...,c44) = (2,2,0,0,0,0,1,1) = p1, and the

point representing Z(Y) corresponds to ps = (%, 2,0,0, —%, —%, 1, —%)
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To connect p; and po, we use the line L = {(—1+ 2a)p1 + (3 — 2a)pz2|a € Q}.
In this way we get the point p; for a = 1 and the point p, for a = —1. For the
corresponding family of ideals, we use

2 4 2 2 11 2 1
Co1 = 3a+73,63 =2,c30=c3a=0,c01 = 5a— 5,042 =30—73,¢43 =1, caa = 5a+3

This yields the family of ideals whose border bases are represented parametrically
by

Ga = (¥~ (-3 +3) - Ga+ D~ (-3 + Dy — Go— Dy,
? — (a+2)z — (3a— 1)y,
zy? — 2z — xy,
2’y — (3a—3)z — (3a+ Hay)
The ideal I, generated by G, satisfies
Lh=xz-1Ly+1) N (=, y—l—%) N (z2,y—2)
in the case a = 0 and
L=@-1Ly+1) N @-ay-2) N ( 3y*+ (@ -3)y+(a®-1))

for a # 0. Thus the ideal I is not reduced, but all other ideals of the family are.

Geometrically, this can be explained as follows. No set of points in the family can
have three points on the line z = 0, since then the polynomial xy + = vanishes on
all four points and there is no O-border basis. Therefore the point (0,1) “moves
up” and helps the point (a,2) to get across this line by forming a non-reduced
scheme.

The punctured rational curves constructed in Remark 4] may sometimes be
restrictions of (non-punctured) rational curves on the Hilbert scheme whose special
points lie outside the border basis scheme, not just outside the set I'(U). A case
in point is Example 3.9 of [16] where the value @ = 0 corresponds to an ideal I
which has no O-border basis.

Our last example shows that the flat families we construct do, in general, not
preserve the geometry of the corresponding sets of points.

Example 4.9. In the setting of the preceding example, we replace the scheme Y
by Y = {(0,0), (-1,1), (1,—1), (1,2)}. Arguing as above, we see that Y’ is
represented in A% by the point p3 = (2,2,1,1,—1,—1,0,0). Now we connect p;
and ps by a line such that p; corresponds to the parameter value a = 0 and ps
corresponds to a = 1. The resulting family of ideals uses

€21 =C23=2,C32=C34=0, C41 =Ca2=—0a, c43=Ccyu=1—a
and its border bases are parametrically given by

H, = {y*>—2z+ (a®>—-2a—1)y+ azy,
z? — T —ay + axy,
xy® — 22+ (a® — 2a)y — (1 — a)zxy,
2y —ay — (1 — a)zy}
The ideal J, generated by H, is reduced for every a. For a = 0, the ideal Jy =
Z(X) corresponds to a set of four points in general position, but for a = 1 the ideal
J1 =Z(Y') corresponds to four points, three of which lie on the line Z(z +y). In
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geometrical jargon one can express this by stating that the set X has the Cayley-
Bacharach property, but Y’ doesn’t. In this sense the flat family did not preserve
the geometry of the point set.
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