arXiv:2112.00266v2 [math.AC] 8 Mar 2023

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS, RETRACTS, AND TORIC FACE RINGS

CHRISTINE BERKESCH, C-Y. JEAN CHAN, PATRICIA KLEIN, LAURA FELICIA MATUSEVICH, JANET PAGE, AND JANET VASSILEV

Abstract. We give explicit descriptions of rings of differential operators of toric face rings in characteristic 0. For quotients of normal affine semigroup rings by radical monomial ideals, we also identify which of their differential operators are induced by differential operators on the ambient ring. Lastly, we provide a criterion for the Gorenstein property of a normal affine semigroup ring in terms of its differential operators.

Our main technique is to realize the k-algebras we study in terms of a suitable family of their algebra retracts in a way that is compatible with the characterization of differential operators. This strategy allows us to describe differential operators of any k-algebra realized by retracts in terms of the differential operators on these retracts, without restriction on char(k).

Contents

Introduction 1 Outline 2 Acknowledgements 3 1. k-algebras realized by retracts 3 1.1. Stanley–Reisner rings as k-algebras realized by retracts 4 1.2. Toric face rings as k-algebras realized by retracts 4 2. Rings of differential operators on k-algebras realized by retracts 6 3. Applications 9 3.1. Differential operators of Stanley–Reisner rings 9 3.2. Differential operators of toric face rings 10 4. Rings of differential operators of quotient rings 13 5. Characterizing Gorenstein rings via differential operators 16 References 22

Introduction

Differential operators play a notable role in branches of mathematics as seemingly disparate as partial differential equations and local cohomology, dynamical systems and invariant theory. Recently, there have been many exciting new developments concerning differential operators and their applications in commutative algebra, including to topics such as Bernstein–Sato polynomials, connections between singularities and local cohomology,

CB was partially supported by NSF Grants DMS 1661962 and 2001101.

LFM was partially supported by the Simons Foundation Collaboration Grant for Mathematicians. 1

equivariant D-modules, and Hodge ideals (see, for example, [DSGJ20, JS20, HJ21, QG21a, QG21b, AMHJ^+22, JQGNB21, BJNB19, Rai16, MP19, LW19, LR20, Per20a, Per20b, PR21, LP21]). One obstruction to the even greater use of rings of differential operators is the notorious difficulty of computing them explicitly. In fact, there are very few classes of rings whose differential operators are systematically computed, namely polynomial rings, Stanley–Reisner rings, affine semigroup rings, and coordinate rings of curves (see, for example, [Tri97, Tra99, Eri98, Mus87, Jon94, Mus94, MVdB98, MSTW01, ST01, ST04, Muh88, Mus86, SS88, Eri03]). The goal of this article is to give a new class of explicitly computed rings of differential operators.

A retract of a k-algebra R is a subring of R which is isomorphic to a quotient of R. We call R a k-algebra realized by retracts if it can be embedded into a finite direct sum of domains, each of which is a retract of R. Algebra retracts are of considerable interest; it is common in the literature to prove desirable properties of retracts using information from the ambient ring (see, for example, [Cos77, Her77, CH97, BG02, Ter02, Gup14, EN14]). In this work, we do the opposite; we use knowledge about the differential operators on algebra retracts to compute differential operators of an ambient ring (see Theorems 2.6 and 2.8). Naturally, this approach is most productive when the differential operators on the retracts are known. This is the case for a combinatorially interesting class of k-algebras realized by retracts known as toric face rings.

Toric face rings were first introduced by Stanley [Sta87], and further developed in [BG02, IR07, IR09, OY09, Ngu12, Ngu14, Yan15], among others. They include both Stanley–Reisner rings and affine semigroup rings as special cases, thus bringing under a single umbrella two of the mainstays of combinatorial commutative algebra. In this setting, the retracts we are interested in are affine semigroup rings, whose rings of differential operators are known in characteristic zero; here we use the presentation given by Saito and Traves in [ST01, ST04]. Thus we can directly apply Theorem 2.8 to compute the ring of differential operators of a toric face ring in Proposition 3.3. As a consequence, we recover results on differential operators on Stanley–Reisner rings given by Tripp, Eriksson, and Traves in [Tri97, Eri98, Tra99] over arbitrary fields.

Theorem 2.6 finds the differential operators of a k-algebra realized by retracts as a subring of the direct sum of the rings of differential operators of the retracts. This direct sum of the retracts is in general much larger than the original ring. On the other hand, the differential operators on Stanley–Reisner rings and affine semigroup rings are induced from differential operators over their natural ambient rings. In general, however, the richness of the direct sum is really needed. To illustrate this, we provide a description of which differential operators on a quotient of a normal affine semigroup ring by a radical monomial ideal are induced from the differential operators on the ambient semigroup ring (see Theorem 4.3) and show that this does not necessarily give the whole ring of differential operators.

Outline. In Section 2, we describe the ring of differential operators of a k-algebra realized by retracts in terms of differential operators on these retracts. In Section 3, we apply the results of Section 2 in characteristic zero to compute the rings of differential operators of Stanley–Reisner rings and of toric face rings more generally. In Section 4, we consider the quotient of a normal affine semigroup ring R by a radical monomial ideal J in characteristic zero and provide an explicit formula for the differential operators on R/J that are induced by operators on R. Finally, in Section 5, we use differential operators to provide a new condition for the Gorenstein property of an affine normal semigroup ring.

Throughout this paper, let k denote an algebraically closed field; in Sections 3, 4, and 5, assume that the characteristic of k is zero.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the organizers, Karen Smith, Sandra Spiroff, Irena Swanson, and Emily Witt, of Workshop: Women in Commutative Algebra (WICA), where this work commenced; additionally, we appreciate the hospitality of BIRS in hosting this meeting. We thank AIM for supporting our collaboration, which greatly helped the advancement of this project. We are grateful to Jack Jeffries for valuable discussions that clarified our results; we also thank Monica Lewis, Pasha Pylyavskyy, and Vic Reiner for helpful conversations. Finally, we thank the anonymous referee for feedback on an earlier version of our manuscript.

1. k-algebras realized by retracts

In this section we introduce k-algebras realized by retracts and provide examples. Let S and R be k-algebras. An injective k-algebra homomorphism ι∶ S → R is called an algebra retract of R if there exists a surjective homomorphism of k-algebras π∶ R → S such that π ○ ι = id_S . When S and R are graded, we also assume that the homomorphisms ι and π are also graded. See [Her77] for a local version of this definition.

Definition 1.1. Let R be a k-algebra, and let {S_ℓ}_{ℓ∈Λ} be a finite collection of domains that are algebra retracts of R with defining k-algebra homomorphisms ι_ℓ∶ S_ℓ ↪ R and π_ℓ∶ R ↠ S_ℓ satisfying π_ℓ ○ ι_ℓ = id_{Sℓ} . For each ℓ, let P_ℓ ∶= ker π_ℓ. We call R a k-algebra realized by retracts and say that R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ} when the following two conditions hold.

(i) The following map is injective:

ϕ∶ R → ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} S_ℓ given by f ↦ (π_ℓ(f) ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ); (1.2)

in other words, ⋂_{ℓ∈Λ} P_ℓ = 0.

(ii) The S_ℓ are irredundant for (1.2); more precisely, for each i ∈ Λ, we have ⋂_{ℓ≠i} ℓ∈Λ P_ℓ ≠ 0.

Since ι_ℓ is injective, if f ∈ S_ℓ, we write f = ι_ℓ(f) in R. For f ∈ R, we use ϕ(f)_i to denote the i^{th} coordinate of ϕ(f) in ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} S_ℓ.

For example, suppose that R is a quotient of a k-algebra T by a radical ideal I with associated primes P_1, . . . , P_r. Now if T /P_i are algebra retracts of R for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, then R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ} = {T /P_1, T /P_2, . . . , T /P_r}. In the remainder of this section, we show that Stanley–Reisner rings and toric face rings are k-algebras realized by retracts.

1.1. Stanley–Reisner rings as k-algebras realized by retracts. Let Δ be a simplicial complex on a finite vertex set V = {1, 2, . . . , d}. The Stanley–Reisner ring of Δ is the kalgebra given by

k[Δ] ∶= k[t_1, t_2, . . . , t_d] ⟨t^a ∣ a ∈ N^d , supp(a) ∉ Δ⟩ , where t^a = t^{a1}_1 t^{a2}_2 ⋯t^{ad}_d and supp(a) ∶= {i ∈ V ∣ a_i ≠ 0}. Retracts have been previosly studied in this context. For example, in [EN14], Epstein and Nguyen show that every graded algebra retract of a Stanley–Reisner ring k[Δ] is a Stanley–Reisner ring. Further, all such retracts are isomorphic to k[Δ∣_W ], where Δ∣_W is the restriction of Δ to a subset W of V .

One way to view k[Δ] as a k-algebra realized by retracts is via the facets of Δ. If {F_ℓ}_ℓ ∈ Λ denotes the collection of facets of Δ, then k[F_ℓ] ≅ k[t_i ∣ i ∈ F_ℓ], and ι_ℓ∶ k[F_ℓ] ↪ k[Δ] and π_ℓ∶ k[Δ] ↠ k[F_ℓ]

t_i ↦ { t_i if i ∈ F_ℓ, 0 otherwise

are the maps needed to see that ϕ∶ k[Δ] → ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} k[F_ℓ] given by t_i ↦ (π_ℓ(t_i) ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ)

is an injective map. Since the retracts are domains, this implies that k[Δ] is a k-algebra realized by retracts.

1.2. Toric face rings as k-algebras realized by retracts. The building blocks of toric face rings are affine semigroup rings, so we begin with those.

Notation 1.3. Let M be a finitely generated submonoid of Z^d. The affine semigroup ring defined by M is k[M] ∶= ⊕_{a∈M} k ⋅ t^a,

where t^a = t^{a1}_1 t^{a2}_2 ⋯t^{ad}_d for a = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d).

Finitely generated submonoids of Z^d are usually called affine semigroups. It is convenient to view the generators of an affine semigroup M as the columns of a d × n integer matrix A; in this case, we use the notation M = NA. Throughout this article, we assume that the group generated by the columns of A is the full ambient lattice, so ZA = Z^d and also that the real positive cone over A, R_{≥0} A, is pointed, meaning that it contains no lines.

A semigroup NA is normal if NA = R_{≥0} A ∩ ZA. In this case, the semigroup ring k[NA] is normal in the sense of commutative algebra.

A hyperplane H in R^d is a supporting hyperplane of R_{≥0} A if this cone lies entirely in one of the closed half spaces defined by H. A face σ of R_{≥0} A (or A or NA) is the intersection of NA with a supporting hyperplane of R_{≥0} A. Such a face is called a facet if its linear span has dimension d − 1. This is somewhat nonstandard terminology, as our faces and facets are submonoids of NA instead of cones.

Recall that the Z^d-graded prime ideals in k[NA] are in one-to-one correspondence with the faces of A (or R_{≥0} A) [Ish88, Proposition 1.5], as a face τ of A corresponds to the multigraded prime k[NA]-ideal P_τ = ⟨t^a ∣ a ∈ NA ∖ τ⟩.

Next, let Σ ⊂ R^d be a rational polyhedral fan consisting of strongly convex (or pointed) cones. A monoidal complex M supported on Σ is a collection of monoids {M_σ ∣ σ ∈ Σ} such that

(i) M_τ ⊆ τ ∩ Z^d and R_{≥0} M_τ = τ;

(ii) if σ, τ ∈ Σ and σ ⊆ τ, then M_σ = σ ∩ M_τ . Denote ∣M ∣ = ⋃_{τ ∈Σ} M_τ .

Definition 1.4. The toric face ring of M over k is given as a graded vector space by k[M ] = ⊕_{a∈∣M ∣} k ⋅ t^a

with multiplication defined by

t^a ⋅ t^b = { t^{a+b} if there is τ ∈ Σ such that a, b ∈ τ, 0 otherwise.

Given τ ∈ Σ, the semigroup ring k[M_τ ] is a subring of k[M ]; we denote by ι_τ ∶ k[M_τ ] ↪ k[M ] the natural inclusion. For τ ∈ Σ, let P_τ ∶= ⟨t^a ∣ a ∈ ∣M ∣ ∖ M_τ ⟩.

Then k[M ]/P_τ is isomorphic to the semigroup ring k[M_τ ], so that P_τ is a monomial prime ideal of k[M ]. We identify k[M ]/P_τ with k[M_τ ], and denote by π_τ ∶ k[M ] ↠ k[M_τ ] the natural projection onto the quotient. Clearly, k[M_τ ] is a retract of k[M ].

A facet of Σ is a cone in Σ which is maximal with respect to inclusion among all elements of Σ. Let F (Σ) denote the collection of all facets of Σ. Since ⋂_{τ ∈F (Σ)} P_τ = 0, the ring homomorphism ϕ∶ k[M ] → ⊕_{τ ∈F (Σ)} k[M_τ ] given by f ↦ (π_τ (f) ∣ τ ∈ F (Σ)) (1.5)

is injective. It follows that k[M ] is a k-algebra realized by retracts.

In general, the algebra retracts of toric face rings of k[M ] are given by restricting M to a subfan Γ of Σ [EN14, Proposition 4.5]. The retracts that we consider here are those given by the restriction of Σ to one of its maximal cones Γ, yielding an affine semigroup ring. Example 1.6. Stanley–Reisner rings of simplicial complexes are toric face rings. To see this, let Δ be a simplicial complex on the vertex set V = {1, 2, . . . , d − 1}. For each subset F of V , associate the pointed cone C_F generated by the set of elements of the form e_i + e_d for i ∈ F , where e_i denotes the i-th standard basis vector in R^d . If Σ denotes the fan in R^d consisting of the cones C_F for F ∈ Δ, then the toric face ring k[M ] is isomorphic to the Stanley–Reisner ring k[Δ]. ♢ Example 1.7. On the other hand, when Σ has a unique maximal cone, then k[M ] is simply an affine semigroup ring. An affine semigroup ring k[NA] modulo a radical monomial ideal J is also a toric face ring. In this case, if the ideal J = ⋂^r_{i=1} P_{τi} , then the fan Σ consists of faces of the cone R_{≥0} A that are contained in τ_i for some 1 ≤ i ≤ r. We will examine this case more closely in Sections 4 and 5. ♢

2. Rings of differential operators on k-algebras realized by retracts

Fix a k-algebra R and R-module M, and note that in this section we have no requirements on the characteristic of k unless explicitly mentioned. The k-linear differential operators D(R, M) are defined inductively by the degree i of the operator. The degree 0 differential operators are

D^0(R, M) ∶= Hom_R(R, M),

and, for i > 0, the degree i differential operators are

D^i(R, M) ∶= {δ ∈ Hom_k(R, M) ∣ [δ, r] ∈ D^{i−1}(R, M) for all r ∈ R},

where [δ, r] ∶= δ ○ r − r ○ δ is the commutator. The module of differential operators on M, denoted D(R, M), is ⋃_{i≥0} D^i(R, M). We write D(R) for D(R, R). Note that D(R, −) is a left-

exact functor, and that, in particular, for any R-ideal J, D(R, J) = {δ ∈ D(R) ∣ δ(R) ⊂ J}.

Example 2.1. If char(k) = 0, the ring of differential operators of the polynomial ring in d variables with coefficients in k is the Weyl algebra W = k[t_1, . . . , t_d]⟨∂_1, . . . , ∂_d⟩, where the relations defined on the generators are t_it_j −t_j t_i = 0 = ∂_i∂_j −∂_j ∂_i, and ∂_it_j −t_j ∂_i = δ_{ij}, the Kronecker-δ function. The ring of differential operators of the ring of Laurent polynomials in d variables is the extended Weyl algebra k[t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_d ]⟨∂_1, . . . , ∂_d⟩ with the relations as in the ordinary Weyl algebra together with the additional relation t^{−1}_i ∂_j − ∂_j t^{−1}_i = t^{−2}_i δ_{ij} . ♢

Let R be a k-algebra realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ}, as in Definition 1.1. Given ℓ ∈ Λ, and δ ∈ D(R), set δ_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ. In this section, we show that the map:

D(R) → ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} D(S_ℓ) given by δ ↦ (δ_ℓ ∶= π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ), (2.2)

is injective and compute the ring of differential operators D(R) in terms of the rings of differential operators D(S_ℓ) for ℓ ∈ Λ. We do this in two ways (see Theorems 2.6 and 2.8). First, we include two lemmas.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that the k-algebra R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ}. Let δ ∈ D^i(R). If ℓ ∈ Λ, then δ_ℓ ∈ D^i(S_ℓ).

Proof. We use induction on i. If δ ∈ D^0(R) = Hom_R(R, R), then δ is given by multiplication by a fixed element of R, say r. But then δ_ℓ is given by multiplication by π_ℓ(r), and so δ_ℓ ∈ D^0(S_ℓ).

Now assume the result is true for operators of order i−1, and let δ ∈ D^i(R). The k-linearity of δ_ℓ follows from k-linearity of δ, since ι_ℓ and π_ℓ are k-linear. To show that δ_ℓ ∈ D^i(S_ℓ), it is enough to verify that [δ_ℓ, f] ∈ D^{i−1}(S_ℓ) for all f ∈ S_ℓ. This follows by induction since, for f ∈ S_ℓ, [δ_ℓ, f] = [δ, ι_ℓ(f)]_ℓ. To see this, note that ι_ℓ ○ f is the map ι_ℓ(f)ι_ℓ and for any g ∈ R, π_ℓ ○ g is the map π_ℓ(g)π_ℓ. Then we have [δ_ℓ, f] = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ ○ f − f ○ π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ

= π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ(f)ι_ℓ − π_ℓ(ι_ℓ(f))π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ(f)ι_ℓ − π_ℓ ○ ι_ℓ(f)δ ○ ι_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ (δ ○ ι_ℓ(f) − ι_ℓ(f)δ) ○ ι_ℓ = [δ, ι_ℓ(f)]_ℓ. □ Lemma 2.4. Assume that the k-algebra R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ}. Let δ ∈ D^i(R), ℓ ∈ Λ, and f ∈ R. If π_ℓ(f) = 0, then π_ℓ(δ(f)) = 0.

Example 2.5. Lemma 2.4 is a key ingredient for the main results of this section and provides an easily checked necessary condition for a linear operator on R to be a differential operator on R. To see this more concretely, consider R = k[x, y]/⟨xy⟩. This Stanley–Reisner ring is realized by the retracts k[x] ≅ R/⟨y⟩ and k[y] ≅ R/⟨x⟩, where the canonical projections are denoted π_x and π_y, respectively. The ring of differential operators on R is generated as a k-algebra by the operators x^i∂^j_x and y^k∂^ℓ_y such that i ≥ j and k ≥ ℓ. To see why ∂_x is not a differential operator on R, note that π_y(x) = 0, but π_y(∂_x(x)) = π_y(1) ≠ 0, contradicting the conclusion of Lemma 2.4. ♢

Proof of Lemma 2.4. By induction on i as before, if i = 0, then δ(f) = r ⋅ f for a fixed r ∈ R. If π_ℓ(f) = 0, it follows that π_ℓ(r ⋅ f) = 0, since π_ℓ is a ring homomorphism.

Now assume the result is true for operators of order i − 1, and let δ ∈ D^i(R). Suppose π_ℓ(f) = 0 and let P = ⋂_{f∉Pj} P_j where P_j = ker π_j . Let g be a nonzero element in P such that π_ℓ(g) ≠ 0. Such an element exists since R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ}. Then since

f ⋅ g ∈ ( ⋂_{f∈P} i P_i) ⎛ ⎝ ⋂_{f∉Pj} Pj ⎞ ⎠ ⊆ ⋂_{ℓ∈Λ} P_ℓ = 0, we have f ⋅ g = 0 in R. By the inductive hypothesis,

π_ℓ([δ, g](f)) = 0. Then [δ, g](f) = δ(g ⋅ f) − gδ(f) = −gδ(f), where the last equality holds because δ(g ⋅ f) = δ(0) = 0. Hence 0 = π_ℓ([δ, g](f)) = π_ℓ(−gδ(f)) = −π_ℓ(g)π_ℓ(δ(f)).

As g was chosen so that π_ℓ(g) ≠ 0, it follows that π_ℓ(δ(f)) = 0 since S_ℓ is a domain. □

We are now ready to give a first description of D(R).

Theorem 2.6. Assume that the k-algebra R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ} with the injective map ϕ∶ R → ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} S_ℓ. Let δ∶ R → R be k-linear. Then δ ∈ D^i(R) if and only if the following two conditions hold:

(1) δ_ℓ ∈ D^i(S_ℓ) for all ℓ ∈ Λ;

(2) If ℓ ∈ Λ and π_ℓ(f) = 0, then π_ℓ(δ(f)) = 0.

Proof. If δ ∈ D^i(R), then δ satisfies Conditions (1) and (2) by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4.

Now assume that δ is k-linear and satisfies Conditions (1) and (2). Fix f ∈ R. For each ℓ ∈ Λ, set f_ℓ = ι_ℓ(π_ℓ(f)). Then π_ℓ(f) = π_ℓ(f_ℓ) for all ℓ ∈ Λ, and so π_ℓ(f − f_ℓ) = 0 for all ℓ ∈ Λ. By Condition (2), we have π_ℓ(δ(f − f_ℓ)) = 0. Hence, π_ℓ(δ(f)) = π_ℓ(δ(f_ℓ)) for each ℓ ∈ Λ. (2.7) We now show that δ ∈ D^i(R) by induction on i. Set r = δ(1), and assume that, for ℓ ∈ Λ, δ_ℓ ∈ D^0(S_ℓ) by Condition (1). Note that δ_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ. As an S_ℓ-module homomorphism on D^0(S_ℓ), δ_ℓ is determined by the image of the identity element 1_{Sℓ} in S_ℓ under δ_ℓ. That is, for any g ∈ S_ℓ, δ_ℓ(g) = δ_ℓ(1_{Sℓ} ⋅ g) = δ_ℓ(1_{Sℓ} )g.

Applying (2.7) to f = 1 in R, we have π_ℓ(δ(1_ℓ)) = π_ℓ(δ(1)) = π_ℓ(r). On the other hand, π_ℓ(δ(1_ℓ)) = (π_ℓ ○ δ)(ι_ℓ(π_ℓ(1))) = (π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ)(π_ℓ(1)) = δ_ℓ(π_ℓ(1)) = δ_ℓ(1_{Sℓ} ).

It follows that δ_ℓ is given by multiplication by π_ℓ(r) for each ℓ ∈ Λ. Next note that π_ℓ(δ(f_ℓ)) = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ(π_ℓ(f)) = δ_ℓ(π_ℓ(f)) = π_ℓ(r)π_ℓ(f) = π_ℓ(rf).

Combining these two observations, we have, by definition of ϕ, ϕ(δ(f)) = (π_ℓ(δ(f)))_{ℓ∈Λ} = (π_ℓ(rf))_{ℓ∈Λ} = ϕ(rf).

Since ϕ is injective, δ(f) = rf, which implies that δ ∈ D^0(R).

Assume now that the result is true for operators of order i − 1, and let δ satisfy the required conditions for order i: (1) δ_ℓ ∈ D^i(S_ℓ) for all ℓ ∈ Λ and (2) if ℓ ∈ Λ and π_ℓ(g) = 0 then π_ℓ(δ(g)) = 0.

We need to show that [δ, f] ∈ D^{i−1}(R) for f ∈ R. By induction, it suffices to show that Conditions (1) and (2) hold for [δ, f]. To address Condition (1), fix ℓ ∈ Λ. Since [δ, f]_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ [δ, f] ○ ι_ℓ, we will show that π_ℓ ○ [δ, f] ○ ι_ℓ ∈ D^{i−1}(S_ℓ) for all ℓ ∈ Λ. Let us now expand:

π_ℓ ○ [δ, f] ○ ι_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ (δ ○ f − fδ) ○ ι_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ f ○ ι_ℓ − π_ℓ(fδ) ○ ι_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ f_ℓ ○ ι_ℓ − π_ℓ(f)π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ by Equation (2.7) = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ(π_ℓ(f)) ○ ι_ℓ − π_ℓ(f)π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ by definition of f_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ ○ π_ℓ(f) − π_ℓ(f)π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ as ι_ℓ is a homomorphism = δ_ℓ ○ π_ℓ(f) − π_ℓ(f)δ_ℓ by definition of δ_ℓ = [δ_ℓ, π_ℓ(f)].

Since δ_ℓ ∈ D^i(S_ℓ) by assumption, [δ_ℓ, π_ℓ(f)] ∈ D^{i−1}(S_ℓ) by the definition of an order i differential operator.

To address Condition (2), assume ℓ ∈ Λ and π_ℓ(g) = 0 for some g ∈ R. Because π_ℓ is a homomorphism and δ satisfies Condition (2), π_ℓ(fg) = π_ℓ(f)π_ℓ(g) = 0, and so π_ℓ(δ(fg)) = 0. Then π_ℓ ○ [δ, f](g) = π_ℓ(δ(fg)) − π_ℓ(fδ(g)) = 0 − π_ℓ(f)π_ℓ(δ(g)) = 0.

Hence [δ, f] satisfied Condition (2) as well as Condition (1), and so, by induction, [δ, f] ∈ D^{i−1}(R), and then δ ∈ D^i(R). □

To state our second characterization of D(R), if λ ⊂ Λ, we need some additional notation. Set S_λ = ⋂_{ℓ∈λ} S_ℓ. Since S_ℓ is an algebra retract of R for all ℓ ∈ λ, S_λ is also an algebra retract

of R in a natural way (and indeed S_λ is also an algebra retract of S_ℓ for all ℓ ∈ λ). We define ι_{λ,ℓ} to be the natural inclusion that identifies S_λ as a subring of S_ℓ, and π_{ℓ,λ} is the natural projection from S_ℓ to S_λ, where the latter is considered as a quotient of the former.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that the k-algebra R is realized by the retracts {S_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ}. The map

D(R) → ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} D(S_ℓ) given by δ ↦ (δ_ℓ = π_ℓ ○ δ ○ ι_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ)

from (2.2) is an injective ring homomorphism. A tuple (ρ_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ) ∈ ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} D(S_ℓ) is in the image of (2.2) if and only if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(a) if λ ⊂ Λ and j, k ∈ λ, then π_{j,λ} ○ ρ_j ○ ι_{λ,j} = π_{k,λ} ○ ρ_k ○ ι_{λ,k}; (b) If λ = {j, k}, then π_{j,λ}(ρ_j (f)) = 0 if π_k(f) = 0.

Proof. Since (2.2) is given by composition and direct sums of ring homomorphisms, it is itself a ring homomorphism.

First, for δ ∈ D(R), its image satisfies Conditions (a) (by construction) and (b) by Condition (2) of Theorem 2.6. To prove injectivity, as well as verify the description of the image of (2.2), we construct an inverse.

For λ ⊂ Λ and ρ ∈ D(S_λ), set ρ = ι_λ ○ ρ ○ π_λ. When ρ satisfies Condition (b), then, by an argument similar to that at the end of the proof of Theorem 2.6, ρ ∈ D(R).

If (ρ_ℓ ∣ τ ∈ Λ) ∈ ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} D(S_ℓ) satisfies Condition (a) and ∅ ≠ λ ⊂ Λ, choose ℓ ∈ λ, and set ρ_λ = π_{ℓ,λ} ○ ρ_ℓ ○ ι_{λ,ℓ}. By Condition (a), ρ_λ is independent of the choice of λ ∈ Λ. Now let

ρ = ∑_{∅≠λ⊂Λ}(−1)^{∣λ∣−1}ρ_λ.

We claim that if (ρ_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ) ∈ ⊕_{ℓ∈Λ} D(S_ℓ) satisfies Conditions (a) and (b), then ρ ∈ D(R), and the image of ρ under the map (2.2) is (ρ_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ). This gives the desired inverse and finishes the proof. □

3. Applications

In this section, we apply the results of Section 2 to compute rings of differential operators for examples of k-algebras realized by retracts discussed in Section 1. Throughout this section, we assume that the characteristic of k is zero.

3.1. Differential operators of Stanley–Reisner rings. Traves [Tra99] gave a nice classification of the ring of differential operators for Stanley–Reisner ring. In particular, he proved that D(k[Δ]) is generated as a k-algebra by

{t^a∂^b ∣ t^a ∈ P or t^b ∉ P for each minimal prime P of R}.

where t^a∂^b = t^{a1}_1 . . . t^{ad}_d ∂^{b1}_1 . . . ∂^{bd}_d and ∂_i =^∂_{∂ti} .

One can see directly that this description matches our description of the ring of differential operators in terms of algebra retracts. In particular, for a Stanley–Reisner ring k[Δ], recall that k[Δ] is realized by the retracts {k[F_ℓ] ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ}, where {F_ℓ ∣ ℓ ∈ Λ} are the facets of Δ.

Further, we know that the minimal primes of k[Δ] are exactly those corresponding to the facets, namely P_{Fℓ} = ⟨t^a ∣ a ∈ N^d , supp(a) ∉ F_ℓ⟩ (see for example [FMS14]).

For any k-linear map δ ∶ k[Δ] → k[Δ], Theorem 2.6 tells us that δ ∈ D^i(k[Δ]) if and only if (1) δ_ℓ ∈ D^i(k[F_ℓ]) for all ℓ ∈ Λ and (2) π_ℓ(δ(f)) = 0 for all ℓ ∈ Λ and f ∉ k[F_ℓ].

Now for any facet F_ℓ of Δ, notice that k[F_ℓ] ≅ k[t_i ∣ i ∈ F_ℓ], so that D(k[F_ℓ]) is the standard Weyl algebra on the variables {t_i ∣ i ∈ F_ℓ}. By Condition (1), D(k[Δ]) must be generated by elements of the form x^a∂^b.

Further, we have that π_ℓ(t^a∂^b(f)) = 0 for all f ∉ k[F_ℓ] if and only if t^a ∉ k[F_ℓ] or ∂^b(f) = 0 for all f ∉ k[F_ℓ]. This happens if and only if supp(a) ∉ F_ℓ or supp(b) ∈ F_ℓ. In other words, we have Condition (2) if and only if t^a ∈ P_{Fℓ} or t^b ∉ P_{Fℓ} for every ℓ ∈ Λ.

3.2. Differential operators of toric face rings. The algebra retracts of toric face rings that we will consider are affine semigroup rings. In [ST01], Saito and Traves described the ring of differential operators for an affine semigroup ring k[NA] over the complex numbers, when viewed as a subring of the ring of differential operators of the Laurent polynomials, i.e., D(k[Z^d]) = k[t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_d ]⟨∂_1, . . . , ∂_d⟩, where ∂_i denotes the differential operator^∂_{∂ti} . Setting θ_j = t_j ∂_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ d and noting that θ_iθ_j = θ_j θ_i for all i and j, the ring k[θ] = k[θ_1, θ_2 . . . , θ_d] is a polynomial ring. Set

Ω(m) ∶= {a ∈ NA ∣ a + m ∉ NA} = NA ∖ (−m + NA).

The idealizer of Ω(m) is defined to be the k[θ]-ideal

I(Ω(m)) ∶= ⟨f(θ) ∈ k[θ] ∣ f(a) = 0 for all a ∈ Ω(m)⟩,

with the θ_i of degree 0. In fact, I(Ω(m)) consists of f(θ) such that t^mf(θ) ∈ D(k[NA]). This is a consequence of Saito and Traves [ST01, Theorem 2.1], where they show that

D(k[NA]) = ⊕_{m∈Zd} t^m ⋅ I(Ω(m)).

To compute I(Ω(m)) for a normal semigroup ring, consider a facet σ of A, recalling that by this we mean a submonoid of NA whose linear span has dimension d − 1. The primitive integral support function (or simply support function) F_σ is the unique linear form on R^d such that

(1) F_σ(R_{≥0} A) ≥ 0, (2) F_σ(σ) = 0, and (3) F_σ(Z^d) = Z.

Saito and Traves used the F_σ(m) to determine the precise form of I(Ω(m)) for normal k[NA]. The ideas of the computation in [ST01] can be traced back to [Jon94] and [Mus87]. Set G_m(θ) ∶= ∏_F

σ (m)<0

−F_σ (m)−1

∏_{i=0} (Fσ (θ) − i). (3.1)

Theorem 3.2. [ST01, Theorem 3.2.2] Let R be a normal affine semigroup ring of dimension d. Let F_{σ1} , . . . , F_{σr} be the support functions of the facets σ_i of the semigroup defining R. Let m be a multidegree in Z^d. Then

D(R)_m = t^m ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ)⟩ .

We now provide a graded description of D^i(R) when R = k[M ] is a toric face ring. Let σ ∈ Σ, and let ρ ∈ D^i(k[M_σ]). Then ρ is a sum of operators of order i each of which is homogeneous with respect to the natural Zσ-grading (where Zσ is the abelian group generated by M_σ). We claim that if ρ satisfies Condition (b) of Theorem 2.8, then each homogeneous component does as well. This holds since applying an operator of multidegree b ∈ Zσ to a monomial t^a yields a (possibly zero) scalar multiple of t^{a+b}. As ρ is a finite sum of operators of multidegrees b_1, . . . b_n, ρ(t^a) = 0 if and only if the constant multiple of t^{a+bi} is 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

The following result then provides the final key to describe differential operators on toric face rings, as we illustrate in examples later.

Proposition 3.3. Let σ ∈ F (Σ), and let ρ ∈ D^i(k[M_σ]) be homogeneous of degree b ∈ Zσ satisfying Condition (b) from Theorem 2.8. Then ρ = t^bq(θ) for some q ∈ k[θ] such that

(i) q(a) = 0 if a + b ∉ M_σ when a ∈ M_σ, and (ii) For τ ∈ F (Σ) ∖ {σ} and a ∈ M_σ ∖ M_{σ∩τ} such that a + b ∈ M_{σ∩τ} , we have q(a) = 0.

Proof. Condition (i) follows from the description of D(k[M_τ ]). Condition (ii) follows from the assumption that Condition (b) of Theorem 2.8 is satisfied for ρ. □

Remark 3.4. The two conditions in the previous result arise from the multigraded nature of our descriptions of rings of differential operators. For a given multidegree b, operators of this degree are spanned by operators of the form δ = t^bq(θ), where q is a polynomial. Then δ(t^a) = q(a)t^{a+b}. If a belongs to our semigroup but a + b does not, then we must have q(a) = 0 if δ is to be a differential operator on the semigroup ring. This is the first condition in Proposition 3.3.

Similarly, if we are working with a semigroup coming from a monoidal complex, it may happen that a belongs to a semigroup, and a + b belongs to both the semigroup and some other semigroup in the complex. In this case the projection of δ(t^a) = q(a)t^{a+b} onto this second semigroup will not vanish unless q(a) = 0. This explains the second condition in Proposition 3.3.

For each b, the set of a at which the polynomials q are forced to vanish lie on a finite collection of translates of the linear spans of the faces of the maximal cones in the fan Σ. This explains why their vanishing ideal is generated by products of shifts of linear forms corresponding to supporting hyperplanes of those faces. ♢

We now include concrete examples of differential operators in the toric face ring setting.

Example 3.5. Let A = [^{1 1 1 1 1}0 1 2 0 0_{0 0 0 1 2} ], B = [^{1 1 1}0 1 2_{0 0 0} ] and C = [^{1 1 1}0 0 0_{0 1 2} ] . Two of the facets of the integral cone NA are σ = NB and τ = NC. Define

R ∶= k[NA] P_σ ∩ P_τ = k[x, xy, xy^2, xz, xz^2 ] ⟨x^2yz, x^2y^2z, x^2yz^2, x^2y^2z^2⟩ .

Note that there is a natural map ϕ∶ R → R P_σ ⊕ R P_τ ≅ k[NB] ⊕ k[NC] ≅ k[x, xy, xy^2] ⊕ k[x, xz, xz^2 ]. The differential operators defined on the face σ∩τ in each multidegree (u, 0, 0) can be realized by operators in k[NB] ⊕ k[NC] in multidegree ((u, 0), (u, 0)) generated by

(ρ_u, δ_u) ∶= (x^u ⋅

−2u−1

∏_{i=0} (2θx − θy − i), x^u ⋅

−2u−1

∏_{i=0} (2θx − θz − i)) (3.6)

This is the case by Theorem 2.8 since

π_{σ,σ∩τ} ○ ρ_u ○ ι_{σ∩τ,σ} = x^u ⋅

−2u−1 ∏_{i=0} (2θx − i) = πτ,σ∩τ ○ δu ○ ισ∩τ,τ and π_{σ,σ∩τ} (ρ_u(x^uy^v)) = 0 for (u, v) ∈ σ ∖ τ, as well as π_{τ,σ∩τ} (ρ_u(x^uz^v )) = 0 for (u, v) ∈ τ ∖ σ.

The operators on σ ∖ σ ∩ τ in each multidegree (u, v, 0) (for v ≠ 0) can be realized by operators in k[NB] ⊕ k[NC] in multidegree ((u, v), (0, 0)) generated by

(ρ_{u,v}, 0) ∶= (x^uy^v ⋅ (

−2u+v−1

∏_{i=0} (2θx − θy − i)) ( −v ∏_{i=0} (θy − i)) , 0) . (3.7)

Since π_{σ,σ∩τ} (ρ_{u,v}(x^uy^v)) = 0 for (u, v) ∈ σ, both Conditions (a) and (b) of Theorem 2.8 are clearly satisfied.

A similar argument shows that the operators on τ ∖ σ ∩ τ in each multidegree (u, 0, v) (for v ≠ 0) can be realized by operators in k[NB]⊕k[N C] in multidegree ((0, 0), (u, v)) generated by (0, δ_{u,v}) ∶= (0, x^uz^v ⋅ (

−2u+v−1

∏_{i=0} (2θx − θz − i)) ( −v ∏_{i=0}(θz − i))) . (3.8)

Combinations of operators of the forms represented by (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) also produce operators in our ring of differential operators for all v ≠ 0. ♢ Example 3.9. Set A = [^{1 1 1 1}0 1 0 1_{0 0 1 1} ]. Recall NA gives the integral cone of the ring S = k[NA] = k[x, xy, xz, xyz]. The facets of NA are σ_1 = N⟨e_1 , e_1 + e_2⟩, σ_3 = N⟨e_1 + e_3, e_1 + e_2 + e_3⟩, σ_2 = N⟨e_1 , e_1 + e_3⟩, σ_4 = N⟨e_1 + e_3, e_1 + e_2 + e_3⟩.

The support functions of the facets of NA are θ_z, θ_y, θ_x − θ_y, θ_x − θ_y, respectively. By Theorem 3.2, the differential operators on R in multidegree m are given by

x^{m1} y^{m2} z^{m3} ⋅ ⟨(

−m_3−1

∏_{i=1} (θz − i)) (

−m_2−1

∏_{i=1} (θy − i)) (

−m_1+m_3−1

∏_{i=1} (θx − θz − i)) (

−m_1+m_2−1

∏_{i=1} (θx − θy − i))⟩ . Set R = S P_{σ1} ∩ P_{σ2} ∩ P_{σ3} ∩ P_{σ4} = k[x, xy, xz, xyz] ⟨x^2yz⟩ .

Note that T ∶= k[a, b, c, d]/⟨ad, bc⟩ ≅ R. We know the differential operators of T by [Tra99] since T is a Stanley–Reisner ring. The generators of D(T ) in multidegree −e_1 are a^{−1}θ_a(θ_a − 1), a^{−1}θ_aθ_b, a^{−1}θ_aθ_c.

There are not enough operators in the extended Weyl algebra in three variable to express these three operators. Given the mappings D(T ) ≅ fflffl // D(k[a, b]) ⊕ D(k[a, c]) ⊕ D(k[b, d]) ⊕ D(k[c, d]) ≅ fflffl D(R) // D(k[x, xy]) ⊕ D(k[x, xz]) ⊕ D(k[xy, xyz]) ⊕ D(k[xz, xyz]) with horizontal maps as in Theorem 2.8, we see that a^{−1}θ_a(θ_a − 1) ↦ (a^{−1}θ_a(θ_a − 1), a^{−1}θ_a(θ_a − 1), 0, 0)

≅ (x^{−1} 1 ∏_{i=0}(θx − θy − i), x^{−1} 1 ∏_{i=0}(θx − θz − i), 0, 0)

a^{−1}θ_aθ_b ↦ (a^{−1}θ_aθ_b, 0, 0, 0) ≅ (x^{−1}(θ_x − θ_y)θ_y , 0, 0, 0) a^{−1}θ_aθ_c ↦ (0, a^{−1}θ_aθ_c, 0, 0) ≅ (0, x^{−1}(θ_x − θ_z)θ_z , 0, 0).

To get an operator acting as a^{−1}θ_a(θ_a − 1), a^{−1}θ_aθ_b, or a^{−1}θ_aθ_c in terms of the linear support functions on S, we would need fractional expressions of the forms

x^{−1} ⋅ 1 ∏_{i=0}(θx − θy − i)^1∏_{i=0}(θx − θz − i) 1 ∏_{i=0}(θx − i)

, x^{−1} ⋅

(θ_x − θ_y)θ_y(θ_x − θ_z) θ_x , x^{−1} ⋅

(θ_x − θ_y)(θ_x − θ_z)θ_z θ_x ,

which do not come from the extended Weyl algebra. ♢

4. Rings of differential operators of quotient rings

In this section, we consider a special class of toric face rings, namely quotients of normal affine semigroup rings by radical monomial ideals. Our main goal is to characterize which differential operators on the quotient arise from operators on the ambient affine semigroup ring. We build off the techniques of [SS88, Proposition 1.6] and provide a careful inductive argument on the number of facets of the Newton polytope in order to generalize beyond the case where the ambient ring S is regular. In Section 5, we show that, if S is regular (or even Gorenstein) and J is the interior ideal of S, then JD(S) = D(S, J), which gives a direct argument that our result agrees with [SS88, Proposition 1.6] in that case.

For any δ ∈ D(R), we will use δJ to denote the set consisting of products δ○f of differential operators for any f ∈ J and δ ∗ f to denote the action δ(f) to avoid any possible confusion. Proposition 4.1. Let R be commutative k-algebra and J be an ideal of R. Let I(J) ∶= {δ ∈ D(R) ∣ δ ∗ J ⊂ J}.

The differential operators on R that induce maps on R/J are precisely those in I(J). Further, there is an embedding of rings I(J) D(R, J) ↪ D(R/J). Proof. The first statement follows from the universal property of quotients. In fact, for any δ ∈ D(R), if δ induces an operator in D(R/J), i.e., a map from R/J to R/J, then we must have δ ∗ J ⊂ J. So, δ belongs to I(J) by definition.

Every operator in I(J) induces a differential operator from R/J to itself. Now consider the map ρ∶ I(J) → D(R/J) given by ρ(δ) = δ^′.

The kernel is ker(ρ) = {δ ∣ δ ∗R ⊆ J} = D(R, J) by [Mus87, 1.2]. Hence ρ induces an injective map ρ∶ I(J)/D(R, J) ↪ D(R/J) given by ρ(δ) = δ^′, as desired. □

Before stating the main theorem, we will need some notation. Let R be the normal affine semigroup ring defined by a matrix A. When referring to an arbitrary face or facet of A, we will use τ or σ, respectively. Every face of A can be expressed as an intersection of facets. Recall the correspondence between the Z^d-graded primes of R and the faces of A. A face τ of A corresponds to the prime ideal P_τ ∶= ⟨t^m ∣ m ∈ NA ∖ Nτ ⟩.

Consider the Z^d-graded radical monomial ideal J ∶=^r⋂_{i=1} P_{τi} , with the face τ_i ∶=^{ki}⋂_{j=1} σ_{i,j} for facets σ_{i,j} of A. For a fixed facet σ of A, set H_{σ,m}(θ) ∶= F_σ(θ) + F_σ(m). (4.2) When referring to a facet σ_{i,j} from the definition of J, we will replace σ in F_σ and H_{σ,m}(θ) with i, j, writing instead F_{i,j} and H_{i,j,m}. Lastly, for an integer k, let [k] denote the set {1, 2, . . . , k}, and let j = (j_1, j_2, . . . , j_r) ∈ K_J ∶= [k_1] × [k_2] × ⋯ × [k_r] denote an r-tuple of integers in the allowable range with respect to the ideal J.

Finally whenever we have a product L of linear factors, let rad(L) denote the (monic) generator of the radical of the ideal generated by L; in other words, rad(L) is a product of distinct linear polynomials in θ.

Theorem 4.3. Let R be a normal affine semigroup ring defined by the d × n matrix A, and let J =^r⋂_{i=1} P_{τi} be the radical monomial ideal corresponding to the faces τ_i = k_i ⋂_{j=1} σij . Let Gm(θ) and H_{i,j,m}(θ) be as in (3.1) and (4.2), respectively. Then for m ∈ Z^d,

[ I(J) D(R, J) ] m = t^m ⋅

⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j} (m)<0 H_{i,j,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ∣ j ∈ K_J ⟩

⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j} (m)≤0 H_{i,j,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ∣ j ∈ K_J ⟩ ,

which is precisely the contribution from D(R) within the m-th graded piece of D(R/J) induced by the operators in D(R).

To clarify notation, we will consider an example before proceeding with the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Example 4.4. Let R = k[x_1, x_2, x_3] and J = ⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_3⟩, in which case r = 2, k_1 = 1, k_2 = 2, and K_J = {1} × {1, 2}. The prime decomposition of J is J = ⟨x_1⟩ ∩ ⟨x_2, x_3⟩ = P_{σ1,1} ∩ P_{σ2,1∩σ2,2} , and an element of K_J corresponds to a choice of one prime from the set {⟨x_1⟩} and one prime from the set {⟨x_2⟩, ⟨x_3⟩}. In the notation of Theorem 4.3,

I(J)_m = x^m ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ) ∏_F

1,1 (m)<0, F_{2,1}(m)<0 H_{1,1,m}(θ)H_{2,1,m}(θ), G_m(θ) ∏_F 1,1 (m)<0, F_{2,2}(m)<0 H_{1,1,m}(θ)H_{2,2,m}(θ)⟩ .

It is the presence of H_{1,1,m}(θ) as a factor of each generator f of I(J)_m that guarantees that whenever x^{m′} ∈ J, we have f ∗ x^{m′} ∈ ⟨x_1⟩. Similarly, it is the presence of either H_{2,1,m}(θ) or H_{2,2,m}(θ) that guarantees that f ∗ x^{m′} ∈ ⟨x_2, x_3⟩. Similarly, we have

D(R, J)_m = x^m ⋅⟨G_m(θ) ∏_F

1,1 (m)≤0, F_{2,1}(m)≤0 H_{1,1,m}(θ)H_{2,1,m}(θ), G_m(θ) ∏_F 1,1(m)≤0, F_{2,2}(m)≤0 H_{1,1,m}(θ)H_{2,2,m}(θ)⟩ .

As in the general formula, the difference between the computations of I(J)_m and D(R, J)_m is seen in the difference between the strict inequalities F_{i,j} (m) < 0 of I(J)_m and the weak inequalities F_{i,j}(m) ≤ 0 of D(R, J)_m. Finally, the differential operators in D(R)_m which induce maps on R/J are precisely those in I(J)_m making^{I(J)m}_{D(R,J)m} a submodule of D(R/J)_m, which respects the grading on numerator and denominator. ♢

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Observe that

t^m ⋅ I(Ω(m)) = t^m ⋅ ⟨ ∏_F

σ (m)<0

−F_σ (m)−1

∏_{i=0} (Fσ (θ) − i)⟩ .

Now for each m^′ ∈ Z^d, t^{m′} ∈ J if and only if F_σ(m^′) > 0 for all facets σ of A. Because θ_i ∗ t^{m′} = m^′_it^{m′} for each i, ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ t^m ⋅ ∏_F σ(m)<0 −F_σ (m)−1

∏_{i=0} (Fσ (θ) − i) ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ ∗ t^{m′} = t^{m+m′} ⋅ ∏_F

σ (m)<0

−F_σ (m)−1

∏_{i=0} (Fσ (m^′) − i).

Hence, [t^m ⋅ G_m(θ)] ∗ t^{m′} = t^{m+m′} ⋅ G_m(m^′) ∈ J exactly when at least one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(1) t^{m+m′} ∈ J, or (2) G_m(m^′) = 0.

First, for each m^′ such that t^{m′} ∈ J, we must have that F_σ(m^′) + F_σ(m) = F_σ(m + m^′) ≥ 0 for all facets σ and that, for each i ∈ [r], there exists some j ∈ [k_i] so that F_{i,j}(m + m^′) > 0. We consider two conditions:

(i) m satisfies F_σ′ (m) < 0 for some facet σ^′, (ii) F_σ′ (m) ≥ 0 for all facets σ^′ and there exists some i ∈ [r] for which F_{i,j} (m + m^′) = 0 for all j ∈ [k_i].

We claim that if either Condition (i) or Condition (ii) holds, then there exists some m^′ with t^{m′} ∈ J and G_m(m^′) ≠ 0. If Condition (i) holds, then G_m(m^′) ≠ 0 for exactly the m^′ that satisfy F_σ′ (m) = −F_σ′ (m^′) and F_σ(m^′) ≫ F_σ(m) for all facets σ ≠ σ^′. However, for all such m, H_σ′_{,m}(m^′)G_m(m^′) = 0 for all m^′ that satisfy F_σ′ (m) = −F_σ′ (m^′) and F_σ(m^′) ≫ −F_σ (m) for all facets σ ≠ σ^′.

If Condition (ii) holds, then G_m(m^′) will fail to vanish exactly for the m^′ for which there exists an i with F_{i,j}(m) = −F_{i,j}(m^′) for all j ∈ [k_i] and F_i′_{,j}(m^′) ≫ F_i′_{,j}(m) for all facets σ_i′_{,j} with i ≠ i^′. However, for all such m, H_{i,j,m}(m^′)G_m(m^′) = 0 for all i ∈ [r], j ∈ [k_i], and m^′ satisfying the hypotheses that F_{i,j}(m) = −F_{i,j} (m^′) for all j ∈ [k_i] and F_i′_{,j}(m^′) ≫ F_i′_{,j}(m) for all facets σ_i′_{,j} for i ≠ i^′.

Combining these calculations,

I(J)_m = t^m ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j} (m)<0 H_{i,j,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ∣ j ∈ K_J ⟩ .

We compute D(R, J) similarly. Now we begin with an arbitrary m ∈ Z^d and t^{m′} ∈ R. The only distinction between this calculation and the previous calculations for I(J) is that m^′ is now taken from a larger set. Namely, F_σ(m^′) can now be 0 as well. Then, Condition (1) holds when F_σ(m + m^′) > 0 whenever t^{m′} ∈ R, a condition automatically satisfied when F_σ(m) > 0. Again, in order to address Condition (2), we consider the two Conditions (i) and (ii), above. We note that, by the same argument used to compute I(J), if either Condition (i) or Condition (ii) holds, then there exists some vector j ∈ K_J for which

G_m(m^′) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j(m)}<0 H_{i,j,m}(m^′) ⎞ ⎠ is nonzero for some m^′ with t^{m′} ∈ R. Hence,

D(R, J)_m = t^m ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j} (m)≤0 H_{i,j,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ∣ j ∈ K_J ⟩ .

It now follows from Proposition 4.1 that

I(J)_m D(R, J)_m = t^m ⋅

⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j} (m)<0 H_{i,j,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ∣ j ∈ K_J ⟩

⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ rad ⎛ ⎝ r ∏_{i=1} ∏ F_{i,j} (m)≤0 H_{i,j,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ∣ j ∈ K_J ⟩ ,

as desired. □

5. Characterizing Gorenstein rings via differential operators

In this section, we compare D(R, J) and JD(R) when R is a normal affine semigroup ring. We find that the equality D(R, J) = JD(R) holds if J is a principal monomial ideal (see Proposition 5.5). We then restrict to the special case of J = ω_R, the intersection of all graded height one prime ideals of R. That is, ω_R is the defining ideal of the union of all facets. We choose the notation ω_R for this ideal, sometimes called the interior ideal, because it is a canonical module for R (see, for example, [CLS11, Proposition 8.2.9]). Recall that R is Gorenstein if and only if ω_R is principal (see, for example, [BH93, Theorem 3.3.7]). The main result of the section is as follows:

Theorem 5.1. Let R be a normal affine semigroup ring, and let ω_R be the intersection of all graded height one prime ideals of R. Then R is Gorenstein if and only if ω_RD(R) = D(R, ω_R).

Before giving the proof of Theorem 5.1, we include two examples.

Example 5.2. Let A = [^{1 1 1}_{0 1 2} ], R = k[NA] = k[s, st, st^2], and J = ω_R = ⟨st⟩. Note that R is Gorenstein since ω_R is principal. We will see in this case that ω_RD(R) = D(R, ω_R).

We denote the faces of A by σ_{1,1} and σ_{2,1}, and so that the primitive integral support functions are F_{1,1}(θ) = θ_2 and F_{2,1}(θ) = 2θ_1 − θ_2.

Then recall that H_{1,1,m}(θ) ∶= F_{1,1}(θ) + F_{1,1}(m) and H_{2,1,m}(θ) ∶= F_{2,1}(θ) + F_{2,1}(m) and G_m(θ) ∶=

−F_{1,1}(m)−1

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1}(m)−1

∏_{j=0} (F2,1(θ) − j).

By (the proof of) Theorem 4.3,

D(R, ω_R)_m = s^{m1} t^{m2} ⟨G_m(θ) ⋅ ⎛ ⎝ 2 ∏_{i=1} ∏

F_{i,1}(m)≤0 H_{i,1,m}(θ) ⎞ ⎠ ⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⟨

−F_{1,1}(m)

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1} (m)

∏_{j=0} (F2,1(θ) − j)⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⟨

−m_2

∏_{i=0} (θ2 − i)

−2m_1 +m_2

∏_{j=0} (2θ1 − θ2 − j)⟩,

where, by convention, an empty product is 1 and ⟨−⟩ denotes an ideal in k[θ_1, θ_2]. Multiplying the expression for D(R) given in Theorem 3.2 by ω_R, we obtain ω_RD(R) = ⟨st⟩ ⋅ ⊕_{m∈Z2} s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ)⟩.

Denote 1 ∶= (1, 1). Then we have

(ω_RD(R))_m = s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨G_{m−1}(θ)⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨

−F_{1,1}(m−1)−1

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1} (m−1)−1

∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i)⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨

−F_{1,1}(m)+F_{1,1}(1)−1

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1} (m)+F_{2,1}(1)−1

∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i)⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨

−F_{1,1}(m)

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1} (m)

∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i)⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⟨

−m_2

∏_{i=0} (θ2 − i)

−2m_1 +m_2

∏_{j=0} (2θ1 − θ2 − j)⟩ .

It follows that ω_RD(R) = D(R, ω_R). ♢ Example 5.3. Let A = [^{1 1 1 1}_{0 1 2 3} ], R = k[NA] = k[s, st, st^2, st^3], and J = ω_R = ⟨st, st^2⟩. Note that R is not Gorenstein. We denote the faces of A by σ_{1,1} and σ_{2,1}, and so that the primitive integral support functions are F_{1,1}(θ) = θ_2 and F_{2,1}(θ) = 3θ_1 − θ_2.

Then for m = (m_1, m_2), we have H_{1,1,m}(θ) = F_{1,1}(θ) + F_{1,1}(m) and H_{2,1,m}(θ) = F_{2,1}(θ) + F_{2,1}(m) and G_m(θ) =

−F_{1,1}(m)−1

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1} (m)−1

∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i).

Multiplying the expression for D(R) given in Theorem 3.2 by ω_R, we obtain ω_RD(R) = ⟨st, st^2⟩ ⋅ ⊕_{m∈Z2} s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ)⟩, so that (ω_RD(R))_m = s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨G_{m−(1,1)}(θ), G_{m−(1,2)}(θ)⟩ , where G_{m−(1,1)}(θ) =

−F_{1,1}(m−(1,1))−1

∏_{j=0} (F1,1(θ) − j)

−F_{2,1} (m−(1,1))−1

∏_{j=0} (F2,1(θ) − j) = −F_{1,1}(m)

∏_{j=0} (F1,1(θ) − j)

−F_{2,1} (m)+1

∏_{j=0} (F2,1(θ) − j) = −m_2

∏_{j=0} (θ2 − j)

−3m_1 +m_2+1

∏_{j=0} (3θ2 − θ1 − j)

when F_{1,1}(m)= m_2 ≤ 0 and F_{2,1}(m)= 3m_1 − m_2 ≤ 1 and

G_{m−(1,2)}(θ) =

−F_{1,1}(m−(1,2))−1

∏_{j=0} (F1,1(θ) − j)

−F_{2,1} (m−(1,2))−1

∏_{j=0} (F2,1(θ) − j) = −F_{1,1}(m)+1

∏_{j=0} (F1,1(θ) − j)

−F_{2,1} (m)

∏_{j=0} (F2,1(θ) − j) = −m_2+1

∏_{j=0} (θ2 − j)

−3m_1 +m_2

∏_{j=0} (3θ1 − θ2 − j)

when F_{1,1}(m)= m_2 ≤ 1 and F_{2,1}(m)= 3m_1 − m_2 ≤ 0.

On the other hand, by Theorem 4.3 and a computation similar to the one in Example 5.2,

D(R, ω_R)_m = s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨

−F_{1,1}(m)

∏_{i=0} (F1,1(θ) − i)

−F_{2,1} (m)

∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i)⟩

= s^{m1} t^{m2} ⋅ ⟨

−m_2

∏_{i=0} (θ2 − i)

−3m_1 +m_2

∏_{i=0} (3θ1 − θ2 − i)⟩

when F_{1,1}(m)= m_2 ≤ 0 and F_{2,1}(m)= 3m_1 − m_2 ≤ 0.

To see ω_RD(R) and D(R, ω_R) are different, consider any degree, say m = (−1, −1). Note that the degree m piece of D(R, ω_R) is generated by one element, namely

s^{−1}t^{−1} 1 ∏_{i=0}(F1,1(θ) − i) 2 ∏_{i=0}(F2,1(θ) − i) On the other hand, the degree m piece of ω_RD(R) is generated by two elements; it is generated in k[θ_1, θ_2] by

s^{−1}t^{−1} 1 ∏_{i=0}(F1,1(θ) − i) 3 ∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i) and s^{−1}t^{−1} 2 ∏_{i=0}(F1,1(θ) − i) 2 ∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i) In particular, s^{−1}t^{−1} 1 ∏_{i=0}(F1,1(θ) − i) 2 ∏_{i=0}(F2,1(θ) − i) ∈ D(R, ωR) but s^{−1}t^{−1} 1 ∏_{i=0}(F1,1(θ) − i) 2 ∏_{i=0} (F2,1(θ) − i) ∉ ωRD(R). ♢

In order to prove Theorem 5.1, we will need some preliminary results. Lemma 5.4. [BG09, Theorem 6.33] Let R be a normal affine semigroup ring of dimension d, and let F_{σ1} , . . . , F_{σr} be the support functions of the facets σ_i of the semigroup defining R. Let ω_R be the intersection of all graded height one prime ideals of R. Then ω_R is a principal ideal if and only if there exists t^c ∈ ω for some c ∈ Z^d such that F_{σi} (c) = 1 for all i = 1, . . . , k.

We first show that principal monomial ideals J behave well (i.e., JD(R) = D(R, J)) for affine normal semigroup rings.

Proposition 5.5. Let R be a normal affine semigroup ring and let J = ⟨t^c⟩, then JD(R) = D(R, J). Proof. Since JD(R) ⊆ D(R, J), it suffices to prove that JD(R)_m = D(R, J)_m for all multidegrees m. We do so by showing that they are both cyclic and are generated by the same differential operator.

Since J = ⟨t^c⟩, by the expression obtained in Theorem 3.2, we have JD(R)_m = t^mD(R)_{m−c} = t^m ⟨G_{m−c}(θ)⟩ .

Since F_i is linear, we have F_i(−(m − c)) − F_i(c) = −F_i(m) + F_i(c) − F_i(c) = −F_i(m).

Hence the single generator for the graded piece JD(R)_m can be viewed as

t^m ⋅ ⟨G_m(θ) r ∏_{i=1} Hi,m(θ)⟩ , which is exactly the generator of D(R, J)_m, completing the proof. □ Now we are ready to prove the main theorem of the section: Theorem 5.1. As above, we will write F_i and H_{i,m} for F_{σi} and H_{σi,m}, respectively.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Suppose first that R is Gorenstein. Then ω_R is principal, say ω_R = ⟨t^c⟩. Now by Proposition 5.5, we obtain ω_RD(R) = D(R, ω_R).

Conversely assume that R is not Gorenstein, that is, ω_R is not principal. Since D(R, ω_R) and ω_RD(R) are both multigraded and it is always true that ω_RD(R) ⊆ D(R, ω_R), we may prove that they are not equal by identifying their difference at m = 0.

As mentioned above, D(R, ω_R)_m is generated by a single element t^m ⟨G_m(θ) ∏^r_{i=1} H_{i,m}(θ)⟩. Thus D(R, ω_R)_0 = ⟨ r ∏_{i=1} Hi,0(θ)⟩ = ⟨F1(θ)⋯Fr(θ)⟩ .

Let ω_R be minimally generated by t^{c1} , t^{c2} , . . . , t^{ch} . Then

(ωD(R))_m = h ∑_{j=1} t^{cj} t^{m−cj} ⋅ D(R)m−c_j = h ∑_{j=1} t^m ⋅ ⟨Gm−c_j (θ)⟩ = t^m ⋅ ⟨Gm−c_j (θ) ∣ j = 1, 2, . . . , h⟩ .

In particular, when m = 0, (ωD(R))_0 = ⟨G_{−cj} (θ) ∣ j = 1, 2, . . . , h⟩ .

We know from Lemma 5.4 that some F_{σi} (c_j ) ≠ 1. Therefore

(ωD(R))_0 = h ∑_{j=1} ⟨ r ∏_{i=1} Fi(θ)(Fi(θ) − 1)⋯(Fi(θ) − (Fi(cj ) − 1))⟩ (5.6)

= ⟨F_1(θ)F_2(θ)⋯F_r(θ)⟩ ∩ h ∑_{j=1} ⟨ r ∏_{i=1}(Fi(θ) − 1)⋯(Fi(θ) − (Fi(cj ) − 1))⟩ (5.7)

We claim that the ideal h ∑_{j=1} ⟨ r ∏_{i=1}(Fi(θ) − 1)⋯(Fi(θ) − (Fi(cj ) − 1))⟩ (5.8)

from (5.6) is a proper ideal of k[θ]. Once this is established, it will follow from (5.6) that the inclusion (ω_RD(R))_0 ⊆ D(R, ω_R)_0 = ⟨F_1(θ)⋯F_r(θ)⟩, is proper, which will conclude the proof.

To see that (5.8) is a proper ideal of k[θ], we may assume after re-ordering that c_1 generates a ray of the cone C ∶= R_{≥0} {c_1, c_2, . . . , c_h} = {m ∈ NA ∣ F_1(m) ≥ 1, . . . , F_r(m) ≥ 1} ⊆ R^d over the exponents of the minimal generators of ω_R and, in light of Lemma 5.4, that there are d − 1 linearly independent primitive integral support functions, which after re-labelling can be taken as F_1, . . . , F_{d−1}, such that F_1(c_1) = F_2(c_1) = ⋯ = F_{d−1}(c_1) = 1 and F_d(c_1) > 1.

(There may be more i such that F_i(c_1) = 1, but we need to make use of only a linearly independent set of them, which is necessarily of size d − 1, since c_1 generates a ray of C .) Example 5.9. We pause our proof to give an example illustrating the newly-introduced notation. Consider the case d = 3 and refer to Figure 1 as a visualization. Fix c_1 to be a vertex of the convex hull of the c_i, or, rather, a generator of a ray of the Newton polyhedron of ω_R. Without loss of generality, F_1(c_1) = 1 = F_2(c_1) and F_3(c_1) > 1.

Further, there exists an r such that

F_1(c_i) > 1 for all r + 1 ≤ i ≤ h and F_1(c_i) = 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Note that in Figure 1, we have chosen r = 3. Now, since c_1 is a vertex, it must be that F_2(c_i) > 1 for all 2 ≤ i ≤ r.

Hence, ⟨F_1(θ) − 1, F_2(θ) − 1, F_3(θ) − 1⟩ is a primary component of (5.8). ♢

F_2(θ) = 1

F_1(θ) = 1 c_1c^2 c_3 Figure 1. Hypothetical generators of ω_R in dimension 3

We resume our proof in full generality. Given that c_1 is a ray of the cone C with F_i(c_1) = 1 for every i with 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1, it follows that, for every j > 1, there is an i_j with 1 ≤ i_j ≤ d − 1 such that F_{ij} (c_j ) > 1. Now set i_1 = d because F_d(c_1) > 1. Then since 1 ≤ i_j ≤ d for all j and the hyperplanes defined by {F_i(θ) = 0}^d_{i=1} are necessarily non-parallel, the ideal ⟨F_{i1} (θ) − 1, F_{i2} (θ) − 1, . . . , F_{id} (θ) − 1⟩ is a proper, primary (in fact, prime) component of (5.8). Thus (5.8) is a proper ideal of k[θ], as desired to establish the final needed claim. □

References

[AMHJ^+22] Josep Àlvarez Montaner, Daniel J. Hernández, Jack Jeffries, Luis Núñez Betancourt, Pedro Teixeira, and Emily E. Witt, Bernstein-Sato functional equations, V -filtrations, and multiplier ideals of direct summands, Commun. Contemp. Math. 24 (2022), no. 10, Paper No. 2150083, 47. MR 4508283 2 [BG02] Winfried Bruns and Joseph Gubeladze, Polytopal linear retractions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 354 (2002), no. 1, 179–203. 2 [BG09] , Polytopes, rings, and K-theory, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer, Dordrecht, 2009. 19 [BH93] Winfried Bruns and Jürgen Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay rings, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 39, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993. 17 [BJNB19] Holger Brenner, Jack Jeffries, and Luis Núñez-Betancourt, Quantifying singularities with differential operators, Adv. Math. 358 (2019), 106843, 89. 2 [CH97] Aldo Conca and Jürgen Herzog, Ladder determinantal rings have rational singularities, Adv. Math. 132 (1997), no. 1, 120–147. 2 [CLS11] David A. Cox, John B. Little, and Henry K. Schenck, Toric varieties, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 124, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011. 17 [Cos77] Douglas L. Costa, Retracts of polynomial rings, J. Algebra 44 (1977), no. 2, 492–502. 2 [DSGJ20] Alessandro De Stefani, Eloísa Grifo, and Jack Jeffries, A Zariski–Nagata theorem for smooth Z-algebras, J. Reine Angew. Math. 761 (2020), 123–140. 2 [EN14] Neil Epstein and Hop D. Nguyen, Algebra retracts and Stanley–Reisner rings, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 218 (2014), no. 9, 1665–1682. 2, 4, 5 [Eri98] Anders Eriksson, The ring of differential operators of a Stanley–Reisner ring, Comm. Algebra 26 (1998), no. 12, 4007–4013. 2 [Eri03] Eivind Eriksen, Differential operators on monomial curves, J. Algebra 264 (2003), 186–198. 2 [FMS14] Christopher A. Francisco, Jeffrey Mermin, and Jay Schweig, A survey of Stanley–Reisner theory, Connections between algebra, combinatorics, and geometry, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., vol. 76, Springer, New York, 2014, pp. 209–234. 10 [Gup14] Neena Gupta, On the cancellation problem for the affine space A^3 in characteristic p, Invent. Math. 195 (2014), no. 1, 279–288. 2 [Her77] Jürgen Herzog, Algebra retracts and Poincaré-series, Manuscripta Math. 21 (1977), no. 4, 307– 314. 2, 3 [HJ21] Melvin Hochster and Jack Jeffries, A jacobian criterion for nonsingularity in mixed characteristic, Preprint (2021), 26 pages, arXiv:2106.01996. 2 [IR07] Bogdan Ichim and Tim Römer, On toric face rings, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 210 (2007), no. 1, 249–266. 2 [IR09] , On canonical modules of toric face rings, Nagoya Math. J. 194 (2009), 69–90. 2 [Ish88] M.N. Ishida, The local cohomology groups of an affine semigroup ring, Algebraic Geometry and Commutative Algebra, vol. I, Kinokuniya, Tokyo (1988), 141–153. 4 [Jon94] A. G. Jones, Rings of differential operators on toric varieties, Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc. (2) 37 (1994), no. 1, 143–160. 2, 10 [JQGNB21] Jack Jeffries, Eamon Quinlan-Gallego, and Luis Núñez-Betancourt, Bernstein–Sato theory for singular rings in positive characteristic, Preprint (2021), 58 pages, arXiv:2110.00129. 2 [JS20] Jack Jeffries and Anurag Singh, Differential operators on classical invariant rings do not lift modulo p, Preprint (2020), 38 pages, arXiv:2006.03029. 2 [LP21] András C. Lőrincz and Michael Perlman, Equivariant D-modules on alternating senary 3-tensors, Nagoya Math. J. 243 (2021), 61–82. 2 [LR20] András C. Lőrincz and Claudiu Raicu, Iterated local cohomology groups and Lyubeznik numbers for determinantal rings, Algebra Number Theory 14 (2020), no. 9, 2533–2569. 2 [LW19] András C. Lőrincz and Uli Walther, On categories of equivariant D-modules, Adv. Math. 351 (2019), 429–478. 2 [MP19] Mircea Mustaţă and Mihnea Popa, Hodge ideals, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 262 (2019), no. 1268, v+80. 2

[MSTW01] Mircea Mustaţă, Gregory G. Smith, Harrison Tsai, and Uli Walther, D-modules on smooth toric varieties, J. Algebra 240 (2001), no. 2, 744–770. 2 [Muh88] Jerry L. Muhasky, The differential operator ring of an affine curve, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 307 (1988), no. 2, 705–723. 2 [Mus86] Ian M. Musson, Some rings of differential operators which are Morita equivalent to the Weyl algebra A_1, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 98 (1986), no. 1, 29–30. 2 [Mus87] , Rings of differential operators on invariant rings of tori, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 303 (1987), no. 2, 805–827. 2, 10, 14 [Mus94] , Differential operators on toric varieties, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 95 (1994), no. 3, 303–315. 2 [MVdB98] Ian M. Musson and Michel Van den Bergh, Invariants under tori of rings of differential operators and related topics, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (1998), no. 650, viii+85. 2 [Ngu12] Dang Hop Nguyen, Seminormality and local cohomology of toric face rings, J. Algebra 371 (2012), 536–553. 2 [Ngu14] , On the Koszul property of toric face rings, J. Commut. Algebra 6 (2014), no. 2, 233–259. 2 [OY09] Ryota Okazaki and Kohji Yanagawa, Dualizing complex of a toric face ring, Nagoya Math. J. 196 (2009), 87–116. 2 [Per20a] Michael Perlman, Equivariant D-modules on 2 × 2 × 2 hypermatrices, J. Algebra 544 (2020), 391–416. 2 [Per20b] , Lyubeznik numbers for Pfaffian rings, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 224 (2020), no. 5, 106247, 24. 2 [PR21] Michael Perlman and Claudiu Raicu, Hodge ideals for the determinant hypersurface, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 27 (2021), no. 1, Paper No. 1, 22. 2 [QG21a] Eamon Quinlan-Gallego, Bernstein-Sato roots for monomial ideals in positive characteristic, Nagoya Math. J. 244 (2021), 25–34. MR 4335901 2 [QG21b] , Bernstein-Sato theory for arbitrary ideals in positive characteristic, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 374 (2021), no. 3, 1623–1660. MR 4216719 2 [Rai16] Claudiu Raicu, Characters of equivariant D-modules on spaces of matrices, Compos. Math. 152 (2016), no. 9, 1935–1965. 2 [SS88] S.P. Smith and J.T. Stafford, Differential operators on an affine curve, Proc. London Math. Soc. 56 (1988), no. 3, 229–259. 2, 13 [ST01] Mutsumi Saito and William Traves, Differential algebras on semigroup algebras, Contemp. Math. 286 (2001), 207–226. 2, 10, 11 [ST04] , Finite generation of rings of differential operators of semigroup algebras, J. Algebra 278 (2004), 76–103. 2 [Sta87] Richard Stanley, Generalized H-vectors, intersection cohomology of toric varieties, and related results, Commutative algebra and combinatorics (Kyoto, 1985), Adv. Stud. Pure Math., vol. 11, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1987, pp. 187–213. 2 [Ter02] Hiroaki Terao, Algebras generated by reciprocals of linear forms, J. Algebra 250 (2002), no. 2, 549–558. 2 [Tra99] William Traves, Differential operators on monomial rings, J. Pure and Appl. Algebra 136 (1999), 183–197. 2, 9, 13 [Tri97] J.R. Tripp, Differential operators on Stanley–Reisner rings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 349 (1997), no. 6, 2507–2523. 2 [Yan15] Kohji Yanagawa, Dualizing complexes of seminormal affine semigroup rings and toric face rings, J. Algebra 425 (2015), 367–391. 2

School of Mathematics, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN Email address: cberkesc@umn.edu

Department of Mathematics, Central Michigan University, Mt. Pleasant, MI Email address: chan1cj@cmich.edu

Department of Mathematics, Texas A&M University, College Station, TX Email address: pjklein@tamu.edu

Department of Mathematics, Texas A&M University, College Station, TX Email address: matusevich@tamu.edu

Department of Mathematics, North Dakota State University, Fargo, ND Email address: janet.page@ndsu.edu

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM Email address: jvassil@math.unm.edu