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ON PROJECTIVE COMPLETIONS OF AFFINE VARIETIES
DETERMINED BY DEGREE-LIKE FUNCTIONS

PINAKI MONDAL

ABSTRACT. We study projective completions of affine algebraic varieties which
are given by filtrations, or equivalently, ‘degree like functions’ on their rings
of regular functions. For a quasifinite polynomial map P (i.e. with all fibers
finite) of affine varieties, we prove that there are completions of the source
that do not add points at infinity for P (i.e. in the intersection of completions
of the hypersurfaces corresponding to a generic fiber and determined by the
component functions of P). Moreover we show that there are ‘finite type’
completions with the latter property, determined by the maximum of a finite
number of ‘semidegrees’; i.e. maps of the ring of regular functions excluding
zero, into integers, which send products into sums and sums into maximas
(with a possible exception when the summands have the same semidegree).
We characterize the latter type completions as the ones for which the ideal
of the ‘hypersurface at infinity’ is radical. Moreover, we establish a one-to-
one correspondence between the collection of minimal associated primes of the
latter ideal and the unique minimal collection of semidegrees needed to define
the corresponding degree like function. We also prove an ‘affine Bezout type’
theorem for quasifinite polynomial maps P which admit semidegrees such that
corresponding completions do not add points at infinity for P.

INTRODUCTION

Let X be an affine algebraic variety of dimension n over an algebraically closed
field K. A projective completion of X is an open immersion given by an algebraic
morphism ¢ : X — Z of X onto a dense open subset of an algebraic subvariety Z
of some projective space PV. The point of departure for the study in this article
is the (well known) observation that filtrations on the coordinate ring K[X] of X
correspond to projective completions of X. Giving a filtration F on K[X], on the
other hand, is equivalent to defining a degree like function § : K[X] — Z which
satisfies the following properties:

(1) 6(f + g9) < max{d(f),0(g)} for all f, g € K[X], with < in the preceding
equation implying §(f) = d(g).
(2) 3(fg) < 8(f) +(g) for all f,g € K[X].
The notion of a degree like function generalizes the usual and weighted degrees
on the polynomial ring (which correspond respectively to the usual and weighted
projective completions of the affine space). But observe that both the usual and
weighted degrees satisfy property () with exact equality instead of the inequality,
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and therefore are examples of a special class of degree like functions which we call
semidegrees.

Given a projective completion Z of X determined by a degree like function 8, we
define a ‘normalized’ degree like function § which is a maximum of finitely many
semidegrees. When X is normal, the corresponding completion Z is isomorphic to
the normalization of Z. The construction of § from § generalizes the construction of
the normal toric completion Xp of (C*)™ determined by a convex integral polytope
‘P from the toric variety determined by an arbitrary finite subset S of integral points
in P whose convex hull is P. The irreducible components of Xp \ (C*)™ correspond
to facets of P. Similarly, we establish a one-to-one correspondence between the
components of the Z \ X and the unique minimal collection of semidegrees needed
to define 6.

This work started as a project to understand ‘affine Bezout type theorems’ which
provide formulae for the number of solutions of systems of equations on affine
varieties, the systems being generic in some suitable sense. Curiously, constructions
in [Kus76], [Ber75], [Kho78], [Roj94], [R0j99], [RW96] have one property in common
- they involve completions v : X — Z of the affine variety X which satisfy the
following property with respect to some polynomial map f = (f1,...,fn) : X — C"
with finite fibers:

for generic a = (a1,...,a,) € C", Hi(a)N--- N Hy(a)N (Z\ X) =0,
(*)  where H;(a) := {x € X : fi(x) = a;} and H;(a) is the closure of H;(a)
inZ foralll<i<n.

This observation suggests the following definitions: for finitely many closed sub-
varieties Vi,..., Vi of X, a completion v : X — Z preserves the intersection of
Vi,..o,Vi at oo if ViN---NViN Xy = 0, where Xo, := Z \ X is the set of ‘points
at infinity’ and Vj is the closure of V; in Z for every j. Given a polynomial map
f=01, 0y X = AYK), a = (a1,...,a4) € f(X) and a completion v, we
say that v preserves the fiber f~'(a) at oo if 9 preserves the intersection of the
hypersurfaces H;(a) := {z € X : fi(x) = a;}, i = 1,...,q. Finally, when f is
quasifinite, i.e. has only finite fibers, we say that completion 1 preserves f at oo
provided it satisfies (@), i.e. for all a in a non-empty Zariski open subset of f(X),
1 preserves f~!(a) at co. We prove in this article that given any polynomial map
f+ X — A™(K) with finite fibers, there exists a degree like function ¢ on K[X]
such that § is the maximum of finitely many semidegrees and the corresponding
completion of X satisfies (). When 0 is itself a semidegree, we derive an affine
Bezout type formula for the size of generic fibers of f in terms of degree D of a
d-uple completion of the resulting variety. Using [KKO0§|, we provide a description
of D in terms of the volume of a convex body determined by §. We also describe an
iterative procedure (starting with a weighted degree) of a construction of a semide-
gree and, for X = A"(K), provide a simple algebraic formula for D.

Our article is organized as follows. In section[[.Tlwe define the notion of a filtration
and give a characterization of the completions coming from filtrations. After several
basic examples of filtrations and corresponding completions in section [[L2] we give
an example of a projective completion of an affine variety X # A™(K) which does
not come from a filtration. On the other hand, we ask the following
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Question. Does A™(K) admit a projective completion not induced by a filtration?

Section is where we consider the question: “given a collection of subvarieties of
X with finite intersections, when does a completion of X preserve their intersection
at 0co?” We prove in this section that given a map f : X — A"(K) with finite
fibers, there is a filtration on K[X] such that the corresponding completion satisfy
®). We introduce degree like functions corresponding to filtrations in section [Z1]
and present examples of completions determined by semidegrees and quasidegrees,
which are the maxima of finitely many semidegrees. Here we also describe an ‘it-
erated’ recipe of producing new semidegrees from an old one. In section we
prove our main results on projective completions determined by quasidegrees. Our
first theorem classifies the filtrations determined by semi- and quasidegrees. As a
corollary we deduce that for a completion ¢ : X <— Z given by a quasidegree 9,
the irreducible components of X, := Z \ X are in a one-to-one correspondence
with the unique minimal collection of semidegrees defining §. Given an arbitrary
completion which comes from a filtration and preserves the intersection at co of a
collection of subvarieties, we show in our (main) existence theorem that there is a
completion determined by a quasidegree which preserves the intersection at oo of
the subvarieties in the collection. We make use of the latter to conclude the exis-
tence of completions determined by quasidegrees which preserve a given quasifinite
polynomial map P at co. Not all quasifinite maps admit completions of the latter
type determined by a quasidegree which is also a semidegree, as our example of
section shows.

In section [B] we prove the Bezout theorem for a semidegree § in terms of the degree
D of the resulting projective variety in an appropriate ambient space. When K =
C, we give a description of D in terms of the volume of a convex body in R"
using [KKO08]. For an ‘iterated’ semidgree we present a simple formula for D.
Finally, in the appendix we provide a proof that Bernstein’s formula [Ber75] for
counting zeros of a Laurent polynomial system holds with an equality if and only
if the completion (C*)™ — Xp satisfies (&), where P is the Minkowski sum of the
supporting polytopes of components of f. The results of this article have been
announced in [Mon0§].

1. FILTRATIONS

1.1. Definitions and Preliminaries. Throughout this article A will be a finitely
generated algebra over K.

Definition. A filtration F on A is a family {F; : i € Z} of K-vector subspaces of
A such that
(1) F;, C Fi+l for all i € Z,
(2) 1€ Fy,
(3) A=U;ez Fi, and
(4) FlFJ - Fi+j for all 1,j € 7.
Remark. We could replace property () by
1. 1€ Fi,

since () and @) imply ().



4 PINAKI MONDAL

Filtration F is called non-negative if F; = 0 for all i« < 0. Associated to each
filtration F there are two graded rings:

AT = @Fl and
i€
gr A]: = @(Fl/ﬂ_l)
i€Z
We denote a copy of f € Fy in the d-th graded component of A” by (f)q4. A7 is
given the structure of a graded K-algebra with multiplication defined by:

(Z(fd)d)(Z(ge)e) = Z Z (fage)r-

d e k dte=k

F is called a finitely generated filtration if A” is a finitely generated K-algebra.

Let ¢t be an indeterminate over A. Then there is an isomorphism

(1) AT =N Fit' C Alt,t]

i€z
which maps (1); — t. The following property of A% is a straightforward corollary
of this isomorphism.

Lemma 1.1.1. A% is an integral domain if and only if A is an integral domain. [0

Fact. Let S = @, S5 be a graded ring such that Sy = K and also S be an
integral domain which is finitely generated as an algebra over K. Then Proj S is a
projective algebraic variety over K. (Il

It follows via the preceding fact that Proj A” is a projective, and hence complete,
variety if F is non-negative, finitely generated and Fy = K. In view of this fact we
make the following

Definition. A filtration F = {F;}4ez on A is called complete if it is non-negative,
finitely generated and Fy = K.

The following proposition connects filtrations on A with projective completions of
Spec A.

Proposition 1.1.2. If A is a K-algebra and F is a non-negative filtration on A,
then there is an open immersion Yrx of Spec A onto an open dense subscheme of
Proj A”. The complement of Spec A in Proj A is a hypersurface. Conversely,
giwen any graded ring S = €P,;~,S; and an open immersion ¢ : Spec A — Proj S
such that Spec A is dense in Proj S and Proj S\ Spec A is a hypersurface, there is
a non-negative filtration F on A and a commutative diagram as follows:

Spec A = Spec A
| |

bF ¢
! v
Proj A7 —— Proj S
where the top horizontal map is the identity and the bottom horizontal map is a
closed immersion induced by an isomorphism of AT with S/I for some ideal I of
S contained in the nilradical of S.
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Remark.

e By a hypersurface in Proj S for an arbitrary graded ring S we just mean a
closed subscheme given by V(f) for some f € S.
e The first part of the theorem is well known.

Proof. Let us write X for Spec A and Y for Proj A”. Recall that basic open sets
in Y are given by Yo = {Q € Y|G & Q} = Spec A(};;), where G ranges over the
{TG) is the subring of the local ring A% consisting
of degree zero homogenous elements. Identify A% with Yiez Fit' via (). It follows
thatA(};):{gtd/td:gengA, d>0}={g:g9€ Fy C A} = A as a subring of

Alt,t7; hence X 2Y; and Y \ X = V(¢).

homogenous elements in A7, and A

Now we prove that Y; is dense in Y. Let G = (g)q € A” be a homogenous element
such that Y; N Yg = 0, or equivalently, V(t) U V(G) = Proj A*. Then for all
homogenous prime ideals @ of A%, either t € Q, or G € Q, so that

Gt € m Q = 77(147)7

Q€EProj AF

where 1( A7) is the nilradical of A”. (The last equality holds because the nilradical
of a graded ring is a homogenous ideal and hence lies in the ideal Q" generated by
homogenous elements of every prime ideal (). But it is straightforward to see that
if Q is prime, then Q" is also prime.) Pick k such that (Gt)¥ = (¢*)aksx = 0. Then
g* =0¢€ A, and hence G* = (¢*)4. = 0 € AZ. Therefore G is nilpotent in A7 and
Yo = (). Thus Y; is dense in Y, and the first assertion is proved.

We come to the last assertion of the theorem now. Let S = @,., S; be a graded
ring, let Z = Proj S. Let ¢ : Spec A — Z be an open immersion of Spec A onto a
dense open subscheme of Z of the form Zy for some homogenous f € S. Let the
degree of f be d. If we consider the d-th truncated ring S!% C S defined by

S[d] = @Sk = @Skd,

dlk k>0

then Proj S = Proj SI%, hence we can safely replace S with S[4, and assume that
degree of f is 1. Now, since Zy = Spec S(y), and since morphisms of affine schemes
are uniquely determined by the corresponding homomorphisms of rings ([Mum8§],
theorem I1.2.1), the above isomorphism of schemes induces an isomorphism of rings
¢* : S(p) = A. Now, for each g € A, (¢*)7!(g) = a/f* for some k > 0 and a € Sj.
Define

Fi:= ¢*(Sk/f*) = {9 € R| (¢")""(9) € Su/f*}.

Then it is easy to see that F = {F;};>o is a filtration on A. By means of this
filtration we construct as usual the ring A7 := Paso Fa. Now ¢* = Sy — A
induces a mapping ®* : S — A7. This map is defined componentwise, and it takes
ag € Sqto (¢*(9/f)a, ie. to the copy of ¢*(g/f?%) in A7. It is easily seen
that ®* is a surjective homomomorphism of graded rings, so that the induced map
® : Proj A7 — Proj S is a closed immersion.

Claim. ker ®* C n(S), where n(S) is the nilradical of S.
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Proof. Pick g € Sy such that ®*(g) = (¢*(9/f%)a = 0 € AT. Then ¢*(g/f%) =
0 € A. Since ¢* : S5y — A is an isomorphism, it follows that g/fi=0¢ S(f) so
that there is some k > 0 such that f¥g = 0 € S. But then every prime ideal in S
has to contain f or g, ie Zy N Z, = (. Since Zy (= Spec A) is dense in Z, it follows
that Z, = 0, so that g € n(S). O

By the above claim, S := S/ ker ®* = A7 and hence ProjA¥ = ProjS. To see that
this isomorphism is the identity map when restricted to Spec A, note that the maps
¢ : Spec A — Proj S and ¢x : Spec A — Proj A are completely determined by
the corresponding maps ¢* : Sy — A and ¥ : A(};) — A, where t = (1); € AT as
before. But the latter two maps of the rings give rise to the following commutative
diagram:

A—Lm A g/ 2 ¢ (g/ )
} } ) )

oy P b* [Ty
e [
— o * d
S A g/ A —2 @ el

Since the the top horizontal map and both of the vertical maps are isomorphisms,
it follows that the bottom horizontal map must be an isomorphism too, and thus
we get the desired commutative diagram. ([

Before we proceed further, let us examine the structure of the complement of Spec A
in ProjA” more closely. From the proof of proposition (L), we see that ProjA*\
Spec A is the closed subspace V(t) := {P € Proj A”| t € P}. Now consider the
natural projection 7 : A7 — gr A”. Homomorphism 7 of graded rings is surjective
and therefore it defines a map 7* : Proj (gr A7) — Proj A7, given by p — 77 1(p),
which is a closed immersion [Har7T, Exercise I1.3.12(a)].

Claim. kerm = (¢).

Proof. Since t := (1); and 1 € Fy , it follows that ¢ € kerm, so that kerm D (¢).
Also, m a homomorphism of graded ring. Hence ker 7 is a homogenous ideal, i.e.
ker 7 is generated by homogenous elements from A7 . Pick a homogenous G in the
d-th graded component of kerw. Then G = (g)4 for some g € Fy_1. But then

G =(9)a = (9)a-1(1)1 = (9)a-1t,
so that G € (t). Therefore, kerm C (). O

It follows that m*(Proj (gr A”)) = V(¢) [Har77, Exercise 11.3.12(b)]. Thus we have
proven the following

Proposition 1.1.3. Proj A” \ Spec A = Proj (gr AT). O

Combining the results of propositions (LLIJ), (I.1.2) and (L.1.3), we deduce

Theorem 1.1.4. Let A be a K-algebra which is an integral domain and F be a
filtration of A. If F is complete, then Proj A is a projective variety over K and
the map

vrip— @rnF

d>0
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gives an open immmersion of Spec A onto a dense open subscheme of Proj AT .
The complement of Spec A in Proj AT is the hypersurface V((1)1), which is also
the image of the closed immersion 7 : Proj (gr A7) — Proj (A%) induced by the
natural projection 7 : AT — gr AT. Conversely, given any graded ring S and an
open immersion ¢ : Spec A — Proj S such that Spec A is dense in Proj S and
Proj S\ Spec A is a hypersurface, there is a filtration F on A and a commutative
diagram as follows:

Spec A = Spec A
| |

bF @
! v

Proj A¥ —— Proj S
where the top horizontal map is the identity and the bottom horizontal map is a
closed immersion which induces an isomorphism Proj A = Proj (S/n(S)) where
n(S) is the nilradical of S. O

Recall that the homogenous coordinate ring of a closed subvariety of a n-dimensional
weighted projective space is the factor of the polynomial ring of n+1 variables by the
ideal of all weighted homogeneous polynomials vanishing on this variety. Choosing
a set of generators of A% gives an embedding of Proj A” into a weighted projective
space such that the homogeneous coordinate of the image is A”. The following
corollary is a rewording of theorem (I.I.4]) in terms of these coordinates.

Corollary 1.1.5. Let X be an affine variety over K and A be its coordinate
ring. Let F be a complete filtration on A such that AT is generated over K
by (f)dys---» (fN)ay- Then the map ¢ : X — AN(K) given by ¢(x) :=
(fi(x),..., fn(x)) is a closed immersion, and there exists a commutative diagram
as follows:

X —¢> AN(K)

N I

Proj A7 —2=PN(K;1,dy, ..., dy)

where i is the natural injection of AN(K) into the weighted projective space
PN(K;1,dy,...,dy), and ® is a closed immersion that maps Proj A” isomor-
phically onto X, the closure of X in PN(K;1,dy,...,dy). Moreover, ® induces
an isomorphism between A and the homogenous coordinate ring of X. Con-
versely, given any closed immersion ¢ : X — AN(K), and any N positive in-
tegers di,...,dn, there exists a complete filtration F on A and a closed immer-
sion ® : Proj A7 — PN(K;1,dy,...,dy) such that the above diagram is com-
mutative. Also, ® induces a graded ring isomorphism between the graded ring of
X C PVN(K;1,dy,...,dy) and AT, and hence an isomorphism of Proj A* and
X. O

1.2. Examples. Now we look at some examples of complete filtrations on the co-
ordinate rings of affine varieties, and find the corresponding completions. Through-
out this section X will denote an affine variety, A will denote its coordinate ring,
F = {F;:d >0} will be a filtration on A with the corresponding completion X7
of X, and A” will denote the homogenous coordinate ring of X7. For the first four
examples we set X = A™(K) and A = K[zq,...,2,].
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Example 1.2.1. Define F on A by letting F; be the set of polynomials of degree
less than or equal to d. Identification of Fy; with the set of homogenous polynomials
in xg,...,7, of degree d gives an isomorphism A% = K[z, ...,z,]. Hence X7 is
the usual projective space P™(K).

Example 1.2.2. Let dy,...,d, be any n positive integers. Let Fj; be the K-linear

span of all the monomials z{*z5? - - - x4 such that Y a;d; < d. Set dp := 1. Then
Fy can be identified with the set of weighted homogenous polynomials in zg, ..., z,

of of weighted degree d and with weights of x; being d;. Thus A7 is again isomorphic
to K[z, ...,x,], but the grading in this case is induced by the weighted degree
(do,dy,...,d,), and X7 is the weighted projective space P"(K;dy,d1,...,dy).

Example 1.2.3. Let F; be the set of polynomials of degree less than or equal to di,
where d is a fixed positive integer. Then X7 is the d-uple embedding of P"(K) in
P™(K), where m = (”Zle) In particular, for n = 1, X7 is the rational canonical
curve of degree d in P4(K).

Example 1.2.4. X is again A"(K) as above. Let F; be the K-linear span of all

monomials of degree less than or equal to two except for 22. Let Fy = (F})? for

d > 1. Then X7 is isomorphic to the variety resulting from a blow up of P"(K) at

the point O :=[0:---:0: 1]. To see this, let Y be the blow up of P"(K) at O.
Then Y is the closure in P"(K) x P*"~(K) of the image of A"(K) under the map
(w1, ) = ([Liwy i rap], 12y i -+ 1)) Embedding P (K) x PP~ 1(K)
into P*(®*+D=1(K) via the Segre map, we see that Y is isomorphic to the closure
in PM(»+D)=1(K) of the image of X under the map (z1,...,2,) — [1: 2y @ ---
Tp—1 : T1 : x% D I XTp_1 ot Xy P X1 occc : TpTp—1]. Composing with
an automorphism of P*(»+*1)~1(K), we may assume the map is (z1,...,2,) — [1:
X1 P Tp—1 ZJJ% L XL L L X1 Tp—1 - ($2)2 XT3 L L XL -t ,T,zl_l :
ZTp—1Zp : 0: - :0]. Projecting onto the first N :=n+(n—1)+-- -4 2 coordinates,

we see that Y is isomorphic to the closure in PN ~1(k) of the map of C" given by all

monomials of degree less than or equal to two except for 2. But this is precisely
D G

Example 1.2.5. Let X be a normal affine variety with trivial divisor class group
ClX (e.g. any X whose coordinate ring is a unique factorization domain). Let X C
PZ(K) be any normal projective completion of X. If X, := X \ X is irreducible,
then the embedding X — X arises from a filtration. To see this, let D be the Cartier
divisor on X such that O (D) is the line bundle O (1). Since C1 X = 0, there is
f € K(X) such that (f) = D|x. Let D' = D — (f), so that Supp (D) N X = (.
It follows that D’ = kX, for some k € Z. But k = deg D’ = deg D = deg X > 0
[Har77, Excercise 11.6.2], and hence 1 € T'(Og(D’), X). Without loss of generality
we may assume that X does not lie in any proper hyperplane in P*(K). Then
dimg T'(Og(D'),X) = L+ 1. Let g1,...,9r € K(X) such that 1,g1,...,9z is a
vector space basis of I'(Og(D’), X). Since (g;) + D' > 0 for all i = 1,...,L, it
follows that none of the g;’s has any pole on X, and hence each g; € A. Let
¢+ X — AL(K) be the map which takes z € X to (g1(2),...,95(7)). Then X
is precisely the closure of ¢(X) in PZ(K). By theorem (I.4) it follows that the
embedding X — X C PZ(K) arises from a filtration on A.

Example 1.2.6. Not all projective completions of affine varieties are determined
by a filtration. Our example below is a variation of an example by Mike Roth and
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Ravi Vakil considered in [RV04]. Let X’ be a nonsingular cubic curve in P2. Let
O be one of its 9 inflection points. Consider the group structure on X’ with O
as the origin. Pick any point P of X’ which is not a torsion point in this group.
Then X := X'\ {P} is an affine variety (|[Goo69, Proposition 5]). We claim that
there is no homogenous polynomial f in C[zg, 1, z2] such that V(f) N X’ = {P}.
Indeed, assume to the contrary that there is a homogenous polynomial f of degree
d > 0 such that V(f) N X’ = {P}. Then (f) = 3dP, where (f) is the divisor on
X’ associated to f. Let [ be the equation of the tangent line of X’ at O. Since
O is an inflection point, it follows that V(1) N X’ = {O} and thus the divisor of
on X' is (I) = 30. Then f/I? is a rational function on X', and its corresponding
divisor on X’ is (f/1%) = 3dP — 3dO. Since (f/19) is a principal divisor, it follows
that (f/1%) = 0 in the group structure of X’. But then 3dP = 0 and hence P is
a torsion point, which is a contradiction. Thus the claim is true and there is no
homogenous polynomial f such that V(f) N X’ = {P}. But due to proposition
(I3, there is no integer d > 0 such that the embedding of X into the image of
the d-uple embedding of X’ comes from a filtration!

1.3. Two Existence Theorems. Recall that for finitely many closed subvarieties
Vi,..., Vi of X, a completion ¢ : X — Z is said to preserve the intersection of
Vi,ooy Vi at oo if ViN---NV;, N Xo = 0, where X, := Z\ X is the set of ‘points
at infinity” and V; is the closure of V; in Z for every j.

Theorem 1.3.1. Let Vi,...,V,, be Zariski closed subsets in an affine variety X
such that N2, V; is a finite set. Then there is a complete filtration F on A such
that Y preserves the intersection of the V;’s at co.

Proof. Let A = Klz1,...,z,]/p, where p is the prime ideal defining X C A"(K).
Let V; = Spec (K[x1, ..., 2n]/q;) with g; 2 p for each i.

Claim. For each i =1,...,n, there is an integer d; > 1 such that
(2) 2l = fir+ .+ fom + 9
for some f; ; € q; and a polynomial g; € K[z;] of degree less that d;.

Proof. T V1N ...NV,, =0, then by Nullstellensatz (g1, ..., ¢y) is the unit ideal in
K[z1,...,x,], and the claim is obvious. So assume

in...0V,, ={P,..., P} CA"K),
for some k > 1. Let P, = (a;1,...,a:;n) € A"(K). For each i =1,...,n, let
hi == (l“z - al,i)(l“i - a2,i) ce (xz - ak,i)-
By Nullstellensatz, for some d; > 1, hfé €{q1, .-, qm), e hf; =fi1+...+ fim for

some f;; € g;. Substituting h; = HJ(l’z — a;,;) in the preceding equation we see
that the claim holds with d; := kd,. O

Below for S C K[X] we denote by K(S) the K-linear span of S.
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Fix a set of f; ;’s satisfying the conclusion of the previous claim. Then define a
filtration F on A as follows: let

Fy =K,
FL=K{1,Z1,. .., %, fids- s frm)
F, := FF for k> 1,
F :={F;| i > 0}.
Clearly F is a complete filtration. We now show that this F satisfies the conclusion

of the theorem. Let 97 : Spec A — Proj A” be the embedding. Recall that for
q € Spec A,

vr(a) = Pan k.

i>0

Since V; = V(g;) C Spec A, it follows that the closure of V; in Proj A¥ is V; =

V(¢#(q)) C Proj A”. Since Proj A” \ Spec A = V((1)1), we have to show that
V(@r(@), ... ¥7(@m), (1)1) = 0 € Proj A”.

But this is equivalent to showing that /T = Ai— , where I is the ideal generated
by ¥£(q1), ..., ¥F(qm) and (1)1 in AF, and where AT := @, Fi is the so called
irrelevant ideal of A7

From the construction of F it follows that Af is generated by the elements
(1)1, (i‘l)l, ey (jn)la (f171)1, cey (fn,m)l- Note that f@j € q; for each 1, j, so that

(fij)1 € v7(q;) € I. Moreover, (1); € I. So, all we really need to show is that
(Zi)1 € VI foralli=1,...,n.

Consider equation () and its reduction mod p, i.e.
@)H =fir .+ fimtGi€A
foralli=1,...,n. Let g; = Z?;Bl a; j(z;)?. Then in A%,

d;i—1
(@)™ = ()" (fi)r + -+ (Fim)) + D @i (@)1 (1))% .
=0

All of the summands in the right hand side lie inside I, hence ((Z;)1)% € I for all
i=1,...,n, as required. (|
Recall that given a polynomial map f = (f1,...,fy) : X = C%, a = (a1,...,aq) €
f(X) and a completion ¥ of X, ¢ preserves a fiber f~1(a) at oo if 1 preserves the
intersection of the hypersurfaces H;(a) := {z € X : fi(x) = a;},i=1,...,q.
Example 1.3.2. Consider f : A?(K) — A%(K) given by f(z,y) = (v,y + 2®). For
a= (a1,as) € K2,

Hl((l) = {(ahy) ‘Y e K}7

Hy(a) = {(x,a0 — 23) : x € K}.
In the usual completion P?(K) of K2, the closures of H;(a) and Hy(a) intersect at

the point (0:0: 1) at infinity for each a € K2, and hence P?(K) does not preserve
any fiber of f at oco.
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We now produce in the same way as suggested by theorem (L3 a completion
of A?(K) which preserves f~1(0) at infinity. In the notation of theorem (L3.0)),
q1 = (z) and g2 = (y + 23). Observe that € ¢;, and y satisfies

y=—2+ (y+2°),

with 23 € ¢; and y + 2® € g2. Then as in theorem ([L3.1]), we define the filtration
F:={F|i>0}on Klz,y] by: Fy =K, Fy :=K(l,z,y,23), and F}, := (F})* for
k > 1. By theorem (L3.0)), it follows that 1+ preserves f~1(0) at co. In fact, the
corresponding completion X7 = V(w?z — 2%) C P3(K), where the coordinates of
P3(K) are [w : x : y : 2], and it is easy to show that X7 preserves every fiber of f
at oo.

Example 1.3.3. Let f(x,y) = (z,y), i.e. f is the identity mapping of K2. Then
for a = (a1,a2) € K2,

Hi(a) = {(a1,y)| y € K},
Hs(a) = {(x,a2)| v € K}.

Consider the filtration F on K[z, y] defined by: Fp := K, Fy := K(1, 2,5y, vy, v%y?),
and Fy, := (Fy)* for k > 2. By corollary (LL5), X7 is the closure of the image of
A%(K) under the map 1 : A?(K) — P*(K) defined by:
Yz, y) = (1:xz:y:ay: 2%y?).

But then (Hi(a)) = {(1 : a1 : y : a1y : a3y?)| y € K)}. If ay = 0, then
Y(H1(a)) ={(1:0:y:0:0)| y € K)}, and hence the only point at infinity in
Y(Hy(a)) is (0:0:1:0:0). But if ay # 0, the point at infinity in ¥(Hi(a)) is
(0:0:0:0:1). Similarly, ¢ (Ha(a)) = {(1: 2 : az : y : azsx : a32?)| z € K)}
and the only point at infinity in t¢(Hz(a)) is (0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : 0) if az = 0, and
(0:0:0:0:1) if az # 0. Therefore 1 preserves f~1(a) at oo iff a belongs to the
union of the coordinate axes.

Let f = (f1,.-.,fr) : X = Y C K" be a dominating map of affine varieties
of dimension n. Given any y € Y such that f~1(y) is finite, theorem (L3
guarantees the existence of a projective completion of X that preserves f~1(y) at
oo. But as the preceding example shows, it might be the case that the completion
fails to preserve at oo ‘most of the’ fibers of f. This suggests that we should look
for a completion v which preserves f~!(y) at co for generic y € Y, in which case,
recall that we say i preserves f at co. The following theorem says that there exist
filtrations on K[X] which give rise to such completions.

Theorem 1.3.4. Let f : X — Y be a dominating morphism of affine varieties of
dimension n. Then there is a complete filtration F on the coordinate ring of X
such that x preserves f at co.

Proof. By Noether normalization, there is a finite map f':Y — A™(K). Compos-
ing f with f’ if necessary, we can assume Y = A"(K). Let K[X]| = K[z1,...,Zm]/p,
where p is the prime ideal defining X C A™(K). Let the coordinates of A"(K) be
Y1,--,Yn. Since f is dominating, it follows that f* : Klyi,...,y,] — K[X] is an
injection. Since dimension of X is n, it then implies that K[X] is algebraic over

Kyt .- Ynl-
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In order to simplify notations in the proof below we identify x;’s with their classes
mod p (and do not put the ‘bar’ over the z;’s). We also use y;’s and f;’s inter-
changeably, since they define the same element in K[X].

Since K[X] is algebraic over K[y1, ..., yn], it follows that for all ¢ = 1,...,m,
ki

3) > g @) =0
3=0

for some k; > 1 and g;;(y) € Kly1,...,yn] such that g;o # 0. Let g, ,(y) =
Yo Cij,ay®. Consider the partial ordering < on N™ given by a < g iff § —a € N™.
Define a filtration F := {F;| i > 0} on K[X] as follows: let
FO = K,
Fl = K<17$17---7$may17---7yn>
+ K(y?| B < a for some « such that c; 1, o 7 0)
+ K(azly[ﬂ B < a for some « such that ¢; k,—1,o # 0),
25;11 FjFr_j + K{(z;)*y?| B < « for some a such that ¢; g, k.o 7 0)
F, = for 1 < k < max{ki,...,kn}, and
SRR ik >k Vi

Claim. X := ijK[X]f satisfies the required property.

Proof. Writing y = (y — b) + b in equation (@), expanding the polynomials, and
then separating the terms that do not depend on any y; — b;, we derive

ki ki
(4) S 00 0@+ ki (0)3i(y — D) (@) =0,
=0 j=0

where g; o0 # 0 and each monomial in each §; ; has degree greater than or equal to
one. Let

m
g:=[[giolr,...,un) € A
1=1

Let V:={a €Y : g(a) # 0} N f(X). Since f is dominating, V is a non-empty
Zariski open set of f(X). Let a := (a1,...,a,) € V. It suffices to prove that 1z
preserves f~!(a) at infinity. Let H; := {x € X : f;(z) = a;} and let ¢; be the ideal
of H;, i.e. the ideal of K[X] generated by y; — a;. Recall that the corresponding
ideal ¢/ of K[X]” is given by: qf = @;>0(q; N Fi). Let ¢ be the ideal of K[x]"
generated by ¢ ,..., ¢ and (1);. Then we have to show that

i=K[X)T,

F; is the maximal homogenous ideal of K[X]”.

where K[X]frT =0
By construction of F, it follows that K[X ]i is generated by elements
(D)1, (1)1, -5 (@m)1, W1)1, - -5 (yn)1, the (y?)1’s given in the definition of
Fy, and all those ((z;)*y?);’s that we inserted in the definition of all F},’s. We will

show that some power of each of these generators lie in q.
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At first observe that for each j, (y; —aj)1 € qf. But

(i) = (y5 —aj)1 + a; (L)1,

so that each (y;)1 € ¢. Similarly each (y?); is a K-linear combination of ((y—a)?);’s
for 7y < 3. Since each of the latter terms lie in G, each such (y%); is also in G. Fi-
nally, let & > 1, and consider (z;)*y® € F}.. For each 8 € N such that 0 # 3 < «,
(7;)*(y — a)? is also in Fy, since (z;)*(y — a)” is a K-linear combination of (z;)*y”
for v < 3, and all these (x;)*y?’s already lie in F},. Pick any j such that 3; > 0.
Then (x;)*(y—a)” lies in ¢;, and therefore ((x:)*(y—a)?)x € ¢f C ¢. But (x:)*y* is
a K-linear combination of such (x;)*(y —a)?’s and (z;)*. Tt follows that ((z;)*y*)x
is a K-linear combination of such ((x;)*(y —a)?)’s and ((z;)*)r = ((z:)1)*. There-
fore, to show that ((2;)*y*)x € v/, we only have to show that each (x;); € \/q.

Consider equation (). At first note that by the same argument as in the preceding
paragraph, for each b € A™(K), §;,(y — b)(x;)* 7 € Fy,_; C Fy, for each i, ;.
Regarding each summand as an element in Fy,, equation () evaluated at b = a
gives, in K[X]”,
ki ki
gio(@) (@) == gis(a)(@)) (D) =D his(a)(Gis(y — a) (@) ),
j=1 j=0
For each j > 1, ((z;)1)*~9((1)1)? € ((1)1) C §. Pick any nonzero term a,(y — a)®
of any §; j(y — a) and pick any j such that a; > 0. Then aq(y — a)*(z;)* 7 € ¢j,
and hence (aq(y — a)®(z;)* ), € qu C G. Thus each term of the right hand side
of the above equation lies in . Since a € V, g; 9(a) # 0. It follows that ((z;)1)* € g
for each ¢, as required. O

Remark 1.3.5. Let X C C™. Trivial filtrations like the one induced by the
projective closure of the graph in C™*" of map f do not necessarily preserve P at
00, as the following example shows. Let X =Y = A?(C) and P : X — Y be a
quasifinite map defined by fi := a3 + 2329 + 2123 — 29, and fo == 23 + 22325 +
2123 — m2. Let the coordinates of P2 be [Z : X1 : X5] where x; = X;/Z for i =1,2.
Choose local coordinates & = X1/X5,& = Z/X9 near P := [0 : 0 : 1]. Let
(a1,az) € C?. Equations of f; , := fi(x) — a; in (&1,&2) coordinates are:

fla=8+8+6 -8 — a8
fra=8+20+& - & - a&
It follows that for each ¢, f; , = 0 has a branch near P with parametrization:
Yia(t) == [t : t* + h.o.t: 1],
where h.o.t. denotes higher order termsin ¢. In (21, x2) coordinates the parametriza-

tion of ~; , becomes: v, (t) := (t + h.o.t,1/t).

Let T' be the graph of P in C*. Choose coordinates (x1,¥2,y1,y2) of C* such
that map ¢ : X — T is given by ¢(z) = (x1, 22, f1(2), f2(z)). Let X’ be the
closure of T' in P*(C) and let the coordinates of P4(C) be [Z : X; : X5 : Y} : V3]
where z; = X;/Z and y; = Y;/Z for i = 1,2. Let a := (a1,a2) € C?. Then



14 PINAKI MONDAL

f2(1,a(t) = (t+ ho.t)® + 2(t+ ho.t)?+ H(t+ ho.t) — 1 = ¢ +ho.t, for some
constant ¢; € C. But then

d(11,0(t)) =[1:t+ hot :1/t:ay: ¢+ ho.t]
=[t:t*+ hot :1:a1t:cit +hout]

It follows that lim; o @(71,4(t)) =[0:0:1:0:0]. It can be shown exactly in
the same way that lim; .o ¢(2,4(t)) is also [0 : 0 : 1 : 0 : 0]. Therefore, point
[0:0:1:0:0]is in the intersection of the closure in X’ of the curves H;(a) :=
{z € X : fi(x) = a;} for i = 1,2. We conclude that completion X’ of X does not
preserve any fiber of f at oco.

Remark 1.3.6. In the case that n = 2, X € A™(K) and f : X — A%(K) is a
quasifinite map, we give an explicit construction of a projective completion of X
which preserves f at oco. It is the closure X’ of the graph T of f in P™(K) x P1(K) x
P}(K).

To see this, identify X with I" via ¢ : © — (z, f(x)). Let a € K be such that
Hy,:={zx e X: fi(zx) =a} #0. Then dimH,, = 1. Let Ci,...,C) be the
irreducible components of H; g, C; be the closure of C; in X', and n; : C; — C;
be the normalization map for each i. Since fy : C; — K is a non-constant map,
it follows that f o 7; extends to a finite map from C; — P'(K). Let B;(a) :=
(f2 0 m:)(C; \ m;1(Cy)) and let 73 : X' C P™(K) x PY(K) x P1(K) — P (K) be
the projection onto the 3-rd coordinate. Pick an z’ € ﬁl)a N Xs, where fILa
is the closure of Hy, in X’. Then 2’ € C; \ C; for some i. Pick a sequence of
points {z,,} € C; converging to z’. Also, pick # € n; ' (') and &, € n; *(2,,) such
that {Z,} converge to Z. Then m3(x’) = limy,— oo m3(P(x0)) = limy oo fo(Tn) =
limy, o0 (fo 0 7:)(Zr) = (f2 0 0:)(%) € Bi(a). Let b € AY(K). Then for every z in
Hyyp = {r € X : fo(x) = b}, m3(x) = b. This implies that 73(Ha2 ) = b and hence,
if b ¢ U;B;(a), then Hy N HapNXo = 0. Since B;(a) is finite for each a, it follows
that X’ preserves generic fibers of f at oo, as required.

Example 1.3.7. Consider f : A?(K) — A?(K) given by f(z,y) = (zy, 2%y —z+v).
Then f is quasi-finite, and = and y satisfy the following equations over K[f1, fa]:
(fi-D—zfa+fi = 0,

v -yhtfi-h =0
In the notation of the proof of theorem (I.34]) then
g=hH-1

and the filtration F on K[z, y] is given by Fy := K, Fy := K(1, 2, y, f1, fo, f%, 2fo,
yfa), Fo = FE + K(z2f1), and Fy := Zf;ll F;Fy_; for k > 2. By theorem (L.3.4),
for all a = (a1, az2) € A%(K) such that a; # 1, X7 preserves f~1(a) at co.

2. SEMIDEGREE AND QUASIDEGREE

2.1. Definitions and Examples. Below we relax the definition of degree like
functions to include those having value —oco. We will return to integer valued
degree like functions after theorem (2271).

Definition. A degree like function on A is a map 6 : A\ {0} — Z U {—o0} such
that:
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(1) 6(K) <0,

(2) 6(f+g) <max{d(f),0(g)} for all f,g € A, with < in the preceding equation
implying 4(f) = 6(g).

(3) 6(f9) < 6(/) + d(g) for all f,g € A

There is a one-to-one correspondence between filtrations and degree like functions
on A:

Filtrations — Degree like functions
F ={Fy} — dr:feA—inf{d: feFy}
Fs={Fs:={feA:i(f) <d}} — 1)

Therefore, from now on we relate the degree like functions and filtrations by means
of the natural one-to-one correspondence described above. In particular, we call
a degree like function § complete (resp. finitely generated) iff the corresponding
filtration Fs is complete (resp. finitely generated). Moreover, A° and gr A° will
denote the rings A% and gr A”% respectively, and s will denote the natural map-
ping Spec A < X?° := Proj A%,

We now introduce two classes of degree like functions which satisfy stronger versions
of the multiplicative property (i.e. property ([B]) above).

Definition.
e A degree like function § on A is a semidegree iff 6(fg) = 6(f)+d(g) for all
f.g €A
e We say that § is a quasidegree if there are semidegrees 41, ...,dx such that
(5) 5(f):19£g§v5i(f) for all f € A.

Given a quasidegree § as in (@), getting rid of some §;’s if necessary, we may assume
that each §; that appears in (@) is not redundant, i.e. for every i, there is an f € A
such that 6;(f) > 0;(f) for all j # ¢ (because, if there is i such that for all f € A,
8:i(f) < 8;(f) for some j # i, then §(f) = max;x; 6;(f) for all f € A). In the latter
case we will say that (&) is a minimal presentation of 4.

Example 2.1.1 (Weighted Degree). Weighted degrees on the polynomial ring
Klz1,...,x,] are semidegrees. When the weight d; of z; is positive for each i,
the weighted degree is complete and the associated completion is the corresponding
weighted projective space.

Example 2.1.2 ([terated Semidegree). Let 0 be a degree like function on A. Pick
f € A and an integer w with w < 0(f). Consider R := A[s], where s is an
indeterminate. Extend § to a degree like function &, on R by defining 0. (3" a;s?) :=
maxXg,0(0(a;) + iw).

Claim. If § is a semidegree then §. is also a semidegree.

Proof. Let G = > ¢;s', H = Y hjs’,d := §.(G),e := 6.(H). For each k,l > 0,
write G, = Zg(gi)ﬂ-w:k g;s' and Hj := Zé(hi)“w:k his'. It suffices to show
0.(GaH:) > d+ e. Thus we may assume G = G4 and H = H,.. Now let i
(resp. jo) be the largest integer such that g;, # O (resp. hj, # 0). Then GH =
giohj08i0+j0 +Zm<io+j0 ams™. Thus 5€(GH) 2 6€(gi0hj08io+j0) = 5(giohjo)+ (i0+
Jo)w = 0(giy) + tow + d(hj,) + jow = d + e. ]
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Let J denote the ideal generated by s — f in R. Let § be the degree like function
on A = R/.J induced by 4., i.e. 6(h) := min{d.(H) : H —h € J}. Let gr I be the
ideal generated by the class of (f)scs) in gr A% and let I be the inverse image of
gr I under the natural projection A7 — gr A”. Since § is a semidegree, it follows

that I = ((f)s()) and gr I = (I +((1)1)/{(1)1) = {(Hss)> D1}/ (1)

Theorem 2.1.3. If § is a semidegree, then & is a semidegree if and only if gr1 is
a prime ideal of gr A% .

Proof. Consider maps ¢ : R — A and ® : R% — A% such that ¢(3_ a;s") := Y a; f?,
and ®((H)q) := (¢(H))q. Then & is a surjective map of graded rings with ker & =
Jo = 1ps5 (J) C R, so that A% = R%/J%. It follows that gr A° = A%/((1);) =
R% /(J% + {(1)1)). Now R% = A°[s] via the map (3 fis)a — S.(fi)d—iws"
Moreover, since ¢ is a semidegree on A, it follows that J. is a semidegree on R.
Therefore J% = ((s— f)s(s)), and hence J% +((1)1) = ((f)s(s), (1)1). Thus grA4° =

AL/ (Dt 1) = (A1) (s W)/ {(D1)) = (gr A% /gr Ds]. 1t

follows that gr A% is an integral domain iff gr I is a prime ideal of gr A°. O
In view of theorem (ZI3]), we make the following definitions:

Definition. Let § be a semidegree on A.

e The leading term £(f) of an element f of A is the class of (f);() in gr AS,

e f is prime with respect to § if the ideal (£(f)) is prime in gr A°.
Example 2.1.4. Let A = K[z, 2] and ¢ be the weighted degree on A that assigns
weight 3 to z1 and 2 to 5. Apply the procedure of example ZL.2) to f := 23 —a3 €
Aand w:=1 < §(f) = 6 to define a new degree like function § on A. Note that
gr A° = K[z, x5] via the map that sends £(h) to the leading weighted homogenous
component of h. Since f is weighted homogenous, £(f) corresponds to f via the
above identification. Since f is irreducible in K[z1, 23], it follows that f is prime
with respect to 8, and by theorem (ZI3), ¢ is a semidegree. It is easy to see
that AJ = K[(l)l, (xl)g, (IQ)Q, (f)l], and XJ = V(ZW5 - X2 + Y3) Q W]P), where
WP is the weighted projective space P3(K;1,3,2,1) with (weighted homogenous)
coordinates [W: X : Y : Z].

Example 2.1.5 (Quasidegrees determined by integral Polytopes). Let X be the
n-torus (K*)® and A := K[z1, 27", ..., Zn, 2, '] be its coordinate ring. Let P be
a convex rational polytope (i.e. a convex polytope in R™ with vertices in Q™) of
dimension n containing origin in the interior. Define §’ : A\ {0} — Z as follows:

§(z%) :=inf{r € Q4 : « € rP},
Zaax = max5/( “)

Claim. There is k € N such that k6’ is a complete quasidegree.

Proof. For each face Q of P, let ng be the smallest ‘outward pointing’ integral vector
normal to Q and let cg = (ng, ), where « is any element of the hyperplane that
contains Q. Since P is rational, there is an « in each @ with rational coordinates,
and hence each cg is a positive rational number. Let (5’Q be the Q-valued weighted
degree on A given by:

5'9(2 aqr®) = max M.

aa#0 (610)
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For each r € Ry, rP = {5 € R" : (ng, ) < reg for every face Q of P}. It follows
that for each a € R™,

§(z%) :=inf{r € Q4 : @« € rP},
=inf{r € Q4 : (ng,a) <rcg for every face Q of P}
= inf{r € Q4 : d5(z) < r for every face Q of P}
= max{dg(z®) : Q is a face of P}.

Let k € N be such that k/cg is an integer for each Q. Then kdg is an integer
valued semidegree for each Q and hence kdé’ is a quasidegree.

We claim that A% is finitely generated. Indeed, since P is rational, there is an
I € N such that [P is integral. Identify R™ with the hyperplane z, 1 = 1 in R"*1,
Let C be the cone in R"™! over [P C R" (vertex of C being the origin). Then, with
d = kI, the d-th truncated ring of A%’ is

(AR = D {f € A+ kd'(f) < kim}
m0
= G?O{f € A:d(f) <lm}
T
= gK—spaH{xo‘ - (a,m) € CNZ"T}.

m>0

By Gordan’s lemma [Ful93, Proposition 1, Section 1.2] the semigroup C N Z"*! is
finitely generated. It follows that (Ak‘s/)[k” is a finitely generated K-algebra. But
AR is integral over (AF)F | since for every (f)g € AM', ((f)a)* e (AR,
Therefore AF" is a (A*")[F]_submodule of the integral closure of (A*")*  Since
the latter is a finite (A*")F-module, it follows that A% is also a finite (A*9" ).
module and hence is a finitely generated algebra over K. (|

Let 0 := k¢, where k is an integer as in the above claim. Assume that d is a positive
integer such that (A‘s)[d] is generated as a K-algebra by elements in the d-th graded
component of A%. These elements are precisely the K-span of monomials 2% such
that o € %P. The image of the d-uple embedding of X? is thus the closure (in
the appropriate dimensional projective space) of the image of (K*)™ under the map
induced by all the monomials with exponents in %P. Hence X? is isomorphic via
d-uple embedding to the classical toric completion Xp of (K*)™ determined by P
[Ful93), secion 3.4].

2.2. Properties of Quasidegree.

Theorem 2.2.1. Let § be a degree like function on A and let I be the ideal of A°
generated by (1)1. Then
(1) 6 is a semidegree if and only if I is a prime ideal, and
(2) § is a quasidegree if and only if I is a decomposable radical ideal. In
particular, if A® is noetherian, then & is a quasidegree if and only if I is a
radical ideal.
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Proof. § is a semidegree iff for every d,e > 1, for every f,g € A with 6(f) = d and
0(g) =e, 6(fg) =d+e,ie. iff for every (f)a, (9)e € I, we have (fg)are € I, hence
iff T is a prime ideal. Therefore () is proved.

Now assume ¢ is a quasidegree. We will show that I is a decomposable radical
ideal. Let § = max® , §; be a minimal presentation for 6. Then for each i with
0 < i < N, there is an f; such that §,(f;) > 0;(f;) for all j # ¢. In particular
8i(fi) € Z. Let d; == 6(f;) = 6:i(f;). Recall the notation that (I : f), where f is an
element of A%, denotes the ideal of A® defined by: (I: f):={ge A%: fgeI}.

Lemma 2.2.1.1.

(1) For each i, 1 < i < N, (I : (fi)d;) is a homogenous ideal, and the ho-
mogenous elements of (I : (f;)a,) are precisely the elements of the set
Li={(P)a: [ € Ad>5()}.

(2) For each i, (I : (fi)a,) is a distinct minimal prime ideal of A° containing
I. Moreover,

(6) N (fa) =1

=1

Proof. Fix an i, 1 < i < N. Since (f;)q, is a homogenous element in A° and
I is a homogenous ideal of A%, it follows that (I : (fi)q,) is also a homoge-
nous ideal of A°. Let (f)4 be an arbitrary homogenous element of (I : (f;)a,)-
If 6(f) < d, then §;(f) < 6(f) < d and (f)qa € L;. So assume o(f) = d.
Since (f)a(fi)a;, = (ffi)ara; € I, it follows that 6(ff;) < d + d;. But then
5i(ffi) =6(f)+ 5 (fi) < d+ d;, which implies that §;(f) < d = §(f), and thus
(f)a € L;. Therefore all homogenous elements of (I : (f;)q,) belong to L;. Now let
(f)a be an arbitrary element of L;. If d > §(f), then (f)g € I C (I : (fi)a,)- S
assume d = 0(f). Then 6;(f) < d =4(f), and thus 6;(f f;) = 5i(f)+6i(fi) < d—i—di.
Also, for each j # i, §;(fi) < d;, so that 0;(f fi) = 0;(f)+9,(fi) < d+d;. Therefore
6(ffi) < d+di and (f)a(fi)a, = (ffi)a+a, € I. Thus (f)a € (I : (fi)a,), which
proves that L; C (I : (f;)a,), and hence part () of the lemma is proved.

By definition of f; and L;’s, we see that for each i, (fi)a, € ((;; Lj) \ Ls, which

implies, by part (I) of the lemma, that (fi)a, € (M, (L = (fj)a;)) \ (I = (fi)a,)-
Therefore (I : (f;)q,) is a distinct ideal for each i.

Since (I : (fi)a;) is a homogenous ideal, to prove that (I : (f;)q4,) is prime, all we
need to show is that for all homogenous (g1)e,, (92)e, & I such that (g1)e, (92)e, €
(I : (fi)a;), one of the (gj)e,’s also should lie in (I : (fi)q,). So pick such
(91)617(92)62' Then (gl)el (92)62 = (9192)e1+e2 € (I : (fl)dz)v which implies, by
part [0) of the lemma, that §;(g1g2) < e1 + e2. Now, by our assumption, for each
J, (9j)e; €1, s0 that 6(g;) = e;, and hence J;(g;) < e;. Taken together, the previ-
ous two statements imply that there is a j such that J;(g;) < e;. But then, by the
part (d)) of the lemma again, (g;)e, € (£ : (fi)a;). It follows that (1 : (f;)a,) is prime.

IfICpC (I (fi)a,) for a prime ideal p of A%, and some i < N, then (f)a, € p
(since (fi)a, & (I : (fi)a,) by part (). But then for each (g). € A° such that
(9 ICp

(f
e(fi)a, € , (9)e € p, so that (I : (fi)a,) € p, and hence (I : (fi)a,) = p
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Thus for each 4, (I : (fi)a;) is a minimal prime ideal containing I.

For the last part of the lemma, pick any homogenous (g)e € (\({ : (fi)q;). Then, by
part (@), for each ¢, d;(g) < e. Therefore 6(¢g) = max; d;(g) < e, and hence (g). € I.
Since ((I : (fi)a,) is a homogenous ideal containing I, and (g)e was an arbitrary
homogenous element in that ideal, it follows that ((I : (fi)a,) = I O

The second statement of the above lemma tells, in the language of [AM69, Chapter
4] that I is a decomposable ideal in A%, (@) is the unique minimal primary decom-
position of I, and (I : (fi)q,) are the minimal prime ideals belonging to I. Also,
since I is a finite intersection of prime ideals, it follows that I is radical. Hence we
have proved one half of the second statement of the proposition.

Now assume I is a decomposable radical ideal of A°. We will have to show that § is
a quasidegree. By the theory of minimal decomposition of ideals [AMG9, Chapter
4] there exist (f1)ay,-- -, (fn)ay € A%\ I such that (I : (fi)q,) is a minimal prime
ideal containing I for each ¢, and the minimal primary decomposition of I is given
by:

N
1=\ (f)a).
=1

Since (f;)a, ¢ I, it follows that 6(f;) = d; € Z for each 4. For each i =1,...,N
define §; : A — Z U {—o0} as follows:

(7) Bi(f) = lim S((F)*f) = 8((f:)*):

Note that the above definition is bounded from above. Indeed, for each i, (f;)a, & I
But I is a radical ideal, so that for each k > 1, ((f;)a,)* = ((f))¥)ra, € I; which
implies that 6((f;)*) = kd;. Thus for each k > 1,

S((F)H1F) = 8((F)*H) < 6((f)" ) +8(fi) = 8((F:)*+)
=3((f:)" )+d —(k+1)d;
=8((f:)"f) —
=8((f)"f) = (( )’“),

and hence §;(f) is a well defined element in Z U {—oo}. Now we prove that d; is
multiplicative.

At first note that 6;(f) € Z iff there is a ky € N such that for all k& > ky,
S((fEf) = 6((f)%) + 6i(f) = kd; + 6;(f), which is true iff for all k& > ky,
((fi)kf)kdr‘rlsi(f)(fi)di ¢ I, ie. iff for all k& > kg, ((fi)kf)kdi+6i(.f) ¢ (I (fi)a)-
Therefore, if both 6;(f) and 6;(g) are integers, then there is a k' := max{ks, k,} €
N such that for all & > K, ((f)*frai+s.(r) and ((fi)*9)kd;+s,(9) do not lie in
(I = (fi)a;). Since (I : (fi)a ) is a prime ideal, it follows that for all &k > ¥/,
(£ Frairsin((fi)kg )kd +aig) = ((fi) kfg)?kdr‘r(;i(f)-'rlsi(g) ¢ (I : (fi)a) Tt
follows by the observation in the first sentence of this paragraph that §;(fg) =
3i(f) + di(g) € Z.
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Now, 51(f) = —oo if and only if for each n € Z there is a k' € N such that for
all k > k', §((f:)*f) — 5((f:)*) < n. Pick f,g € A such that §;(f) = —oo. If 6(g)
is —oo, then for all k > 0, 6((fi)¥fg) = —oo, which implies that &;(fg) = —o0 =
8:(f) + di(g). So assume 6(g) € Z. Pick any n € Z. Let k' € N such that for all
k2K, 0((f)* ) — 6((F)") < n—8(g). Then for all k > k', 8((f)* fg) — 6((f)") <
S((f)*F) +8(g) = 8((f)¥) < n. Tt follows that §(fg) = —co = §(f) + 6(g). Thus
d; is multiplicative for each i. Similarly it can be shown that each ¢; satisfies the
additive property of degree like functions. Therefore each §; is a semidegree. We
now show that § = max® ; (§;).

First of all note that for all i, f € A, and all & € N, the following inequality holds:
S((f)*F) = 8((f)F) < 8(f), which implies that &;(f) < §(f). Thus 6 > max’¥ ().
Now pick any f € A. If §(f) = —oo, then for all i and for all k > 0, 6((f;)¥f) = —o0,
and hence 9;(f) = —co = 0(f). So assume 0(f) € Z. Since (f)ss) & I, it follows
that there is an 7 such that (f)(;(f) & (I:(fi)a;)- Now, note that (f;)a, & (I : (fi)a;)s
for that would imply ((f;)4,)? € I, which would in turn imply (f;)a, € I (since I is
a radical ideal) contradicting our choice of (f;)q,. Thus neither of (f)s(s) and (f;)a,
is an element of (I : (fi)a,). Since (I : (fi)q,) is a prime ideal, it follows that for
all k > 0, ((f1)a)(Facr = ((F*Diaron # (I: (fia) But then 8,() = (7).

Thus § = max®, (d;), and hence § is indeed a quasidegree. O

Corollary 2.2.2. Let § be a quasidegree on A, then there exist unique semidegrees
01,...,0Nn such that 6 = maxi<;<n d; is a minimal presentation of J.

Proof. Let 61,...,0n,81,...,0%, be semidegrees such that § = maxi<;<nd; =

maxi<;<n’ 0, are two minimal presentations of §. As in the proof of theorem (2.2.1]),
there exist fi,..., fn, f1,---, fAs € A such that

8 6i(fi)> 5](fz) for 1 <j#i<N, and
(®) 517> 8 (71) for 1< j £ < N,

Then d; := 6;(f;) and d; := §;(f]) are integers, and by lemma Z217),

N N’
I=(T:(f)a) =T (F)a)
=1 i=1

are unique minimal primary decompositions of I, where I is the ideal in A% gen-
erated by (1);. But then N = N’ and after a re-indexing of 4}’s if necessary, the
ideals (1 : (f;)a;) and (I : (f{)a;) coincide for each i < N.

Fixani, 1 < < N. By the proof of lemma @.2ZLI), (f{)a; € (M2 : (ff)a; )\ :
(Fa) = (i = (F)a,) \ (I : (f)a,). Thus, by part (@) of lemma @ZLI),
(fDa; € (M L)\ L, where L;’s are defined as in lemma (22.1.). But then, by
definition of L;’s, 6;(f!) = 5(fz) = 8;(f]), and 6;(f]) < 6;(f}) for all j # 4. Since
this is true for each i, it follows that the property (8) holds even if we substitute
each f; by f!. Since f;’s were assumed to be arbitrary elements in A such that (&)
is true, we can without any trouble assume that f; = f/ for each 7. Finally, note
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that by the proof of theorem ([2271]), the following holds for all f € A:
8i(f) = Jim 6((f:)*f) — 8((f)*), and
50 = Jlim 8((7)* )~ (7))
Since f/ = fi, it follows that §; = §; for each i. O

Corollary 2.2.3. Let § be a quasidegree on A with minimal presentation § =
max? | ;. Then X, := Proj A%\ Spec A has N irreducible components.

Proof. By theorem (LI4), Xoo = Projgr A%, where gr A% := @, (Fi/Fi—1) =
A% /T, where I is the ideal in A° generated by (1)1. Let fi,..., fn, di,...,dy be as
in the proof of theorem (ZZI]) and let j; be the class of (fi)a, in gr A%. Tt follows
by lemma (ZZTT)) that 0 = ﬂfil(o : it7) is the minimal primary decomposition of
the zero ideal in gr A% and (0 : 41;)’s are the unique minimal prime ideals belonging
to the zero ideal. Since (0 : p;) is also homogenous for each 4, it follows that
Xo = Projgr A% = UZJ\; V((0 : p;)) is the decomposition of X into irreducible
components. O

If A is an integrally closed domain, we deduce additional properties of A°.

Proposition 2.2.4. If A is an integrally closed domain and § is a quasidegree on
A, then A% is also integrally closed.

Proof. Consider the isomorphism A° = @, , F;t' C Aft,t™'], where (1); gets
mapped to t. Since A is an integrally closed domain, it follows that A[t,¢~!] is also
integrally closed [AM69, Exercise 5.9]. So it suffices to show that A° is integrally
closed in Aft,t™1]. Pick f = Y7_ fit" € A[t,t7"] integral over A%, where f; € A
for each 7. Then f satisfies an eqation of the form

X4+ G X4 4G, =0,

for Gy,...,G, € A°. Taking the highest degree terms in ¢, we see that f.t" is
integral over f. Substituting f by f — f-t" and repeating the procedure, we see
that each f;t* is integral over A%. Thus it suffices to show that if ft* is integral
over A° for some f € A, then ft* € A% or equivalently, 6(f) < k. So take f € A
such that ft* satisfies an equation of the above form. Taking coefficients of t** if
necessary, we can assume that G; = g;t’* for some g; € A. Since g;t'* € A% it
follows that 6(g;) < ik. Assume d := 6(f) > k. Plugging in ¢t = 1 into the above
equation, we see that

== e
i=1

in A. For each i > 1, we have, §(g; %) < 6(g;) + 0(f*%) < ik + (s —i)d < id +
(s —i)d = sd. It follows that 6(f*) = 8(—= "5, ¢:f*") < maxi_; 6(g;f*7%) < sd.
But since ¢ is a quasidegree, it follows that §(f°) = s6(f) = sd, a contradiction!
Thus d < k. (]

Corollary 2.2.5. Let X be a normal affine variety with A being the ring of reqular
functions on X and § being a complete quasidegree on A. Then Spec A and ProjA°
are also normal varieties. (]
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Example 2.2.6. The converse of proposition (2.2.4]) is false. Consider the degree
like function ¢ on K[z] defined by:

5(a*) = 3k/2 if k is even
=\ 3(k—1)/2+2 ifkisodd

Then K[a:]5 =~ Klx,y,2]/{x? — yz) (where K[z,y, 2] is graded by weights 2, 3, 1
corresponding respectively to z,y,z). If K is not characteristic 2, then K[x][s is
integrally closed [Har77, Exercise I1.6.4]. On the other hand, §(z?) = 3 < 4 = 2§(x),
so that ((x)2)? € I even though (z) ¢ I, where I is the ideal of K[2]° generated by
(1)1. Thus I is not radical. It follows by theorem ([2.2.1)) that ¢ is not a quasidegree.

The following theorem gives a characterization of the semidegrees ¢§; associated to
a quasidegree ¢, provided that A° is finitely generated. In particular, it states that
if 0 is integer valued, then each §; is also integer valued (which is not clear from
the limit definition of §;’s from the proof of theorem (2.2.11)). We use the notion of
a Krull domain in the theorem, so we recall its definition:

Definition. An integral domain B is a Krull domain iff
(1) B, is a discrete valuation ring for all height one prime ideals p of B, and
(2) every non-zero principal ideal of B is the intersection of a finite number of
primary ideals of height one.

Every normal noetherian domain is a Krull domain [Mat80, Section 41]. In par-
ticular, the integral closure of A% is a Krull domain provided that A° is finitely
generated.

Theorem 2.2.7. Let § be a quasidegree on A with a minimal presentation § =
max;<;<n 0;. Assume that A is a finitely generated K-algebra. Let B be any Krull
domain which is also an integral extension of A° and py,...,p, be the height one
primes of B containing (1)1. For each j, 1 < j < r, define a function Sj on A\ {0}
by

. —00 if 6(f) = —o0
0;(f) = { 5(f) — Vj((];ié(f)) otherwise,

where v; is the discrete valuation of the discrete valuation ring By, and e; :=
vj((1)1). Then for each i, 1 < i < N, semidegree 0; = Sj for some j, 1 <j<r. In
particular, if § is integer valued, then 0; is also integer valued for each i.

Proof. Let I be the ideal generated by (1); in A°. By theorem (Z21)), I is radical.

It follows from [McA83, Lemma 11.3 and 11.4] that for all f € A such that §(f) #
—o0, minj_; vilDs) — ) where e; = vj((1)1) for each j. Therefore §(f) =

€j

8(f) — min’; %ﬁ‘w)) = max’_, 5;(f) for all f € A.

j=1
Claim. Fach Sj satisfies the additive and multiplicative properties of a semidegree.

Proof. Fixaj, 1 <j<r. Let f,g € A\ {0}. If either 6(f) or 6(g) is —oo, then it is
straightforward to see that both ,(fg) and d,(f + g) satisfy the properties required
of a semidegree. So assume both §(f) and 0(g) are integers. At first we verify the

multiplicative property. Let € := 6(f) + d(9) — 6(fg). Then 5j(fg) = 4(fg) —
uj((f.z)s(fg)) — 8(f) +6(g) — eje+Uj(£Jfg)s<fg)) — §(f) +d(g) — vi((De)+vi((F9sse)) _

3 €j
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5(f) + 8(g) — Llsnesw) — 5(f) 4 5(g) — LD @sw) — §(f) 4 5;(g).

€j €j

To verify the additive property, we first assume d : (5( f) —d(g) > 0, so that
0(f +9) = 8(f) and (f + 9)s(r+g) = (Nsr) + (V) @ste)- I vi((Hser)) <
dej + vj((9)s(q)) then vi((f + 9)s(s+a) = vi(()a(s)) and hence 0;(f + g) =
9;(f). Otherwise v;((f + 9)s(r+q)) = dej + v;((g )(( ) and 6;(f +g) = 6(f +

9) — 7Vj((f+26(”9)) <o(f)—d— 7']”'((‘25(”) =4(9) — )6(9)) = §;(g). Now assume

5(f) = 0(g) and &;(f) > 6;(g). It follows that I/j((f)(;(j)) < v;((9)s(g)), and hence
vi((f +9)sp) = vi((Hsin) + (9se) = vi((Hs(r))- Let e:=6(f) = 6(f +9) = 0.
Then Sj(f +9)=6(f+g) — vil(F+9)s¢t) _ 5(f) —e— vi((F+9)stsrvg) _ 5(f) —

€j €j

v (D) (fF+Dss+9) _ vi((f+9)sh)) _vilPsn) _ 5
= 5(f) = a(f) 5 = 0;(f). Therefore,

(f +g)€]< max{(5 (f),0;(g)}. Similar arguments imply that if §;(f) > §;(g), then
0;(f +9) = 0;(f)- O

The first assertion of the theorem now follows from the uniqueness of the minimal
presentation of a quasidegree. For the last statement, note that for all f € A\ {0},
if §(f) € Z, then 6;(f) € Q for each j, 1 < j < r, and hence 8;(f) # —oo for each
i, 1 <i<N. O

9)
(9

From this point on, all of our degree like functions will be integer valued. In the
course of the proof of our main existence theorem to be stated below, we make
use of the theory of Rees’ wvaluations (see [McA83, chapter XI]). For an ideal I
of aring Rlet vy : R — NU{oo} and 77y : R — Q4 U {oo} be defined by:
vi(z) :==sup{m : z € I"} and 7;(z) := lim,,—o %
Rees [McAR83| propositions 11.1, 11.5, corollary 11.6]:
Theorem (Rees). For any ring R and any ideal I of R, Uy is well defined. If R is
a noetherian domain then

(1) there is a positive integer e such that for all x € R, vy(x) € N and

(2) if k >0 is an integer then vy(z) > k if and only if x € I*, where I% is the

integral closure of I* in R.

. The following is due to

Definition. Let § and 7 be degree like functions on A.

o We say n is integral over ¢ if n(f) < o(f) for all f € A, so that there is
a natural inclusion A% < A" and A" is integral over A% under the above
inclusion.

e 1) preserves the intersections at oo for the completion determined by 6 (in
short, for 9), if for any closed subsets X1, ..., Xk of Spec A such that the
closures of X; in ProjA? do not intersect at any point at infinity, the closures
of X; in Proj A" also do not intersect at any point at infinity.

Lemma 2.2.8. Let § and n be non-negative degree like functions on A. If i is
integral over § or n = nd for some n > 0, then n preserves the intersections at 0o

ford.

Proof. For an ideal I of A, we denote by I° (respectively I"7) the ‘homogenization’
of I in A° (respectively A7). Recall that A‘s (resp. A'l) denotes the irrelevant
homogenous ideal of A° (resp. A"). Let X; := V(I;) be closed subsets of Spec A
for 1 < j < k. Assume that the closures of X in Proj A° do not intersect at any
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points at infinity. It follows that the radical of the ideal Zs := ((11)%, ..., (Ix)?, (1)1)
equals Ai.

At first assume 7 is integral over 6. Then 1 < ¢ and there is a natural inclu-
sion A% C A", Moreover, under the above inclusion, I 5 C " for each ideal I of
A. Tt follows that Zs C Z,,, where Z,, := ((I1)",...,(Ix)", (1)1) € A7. But then
Ai =VZs;C \/f,,. Since each element of A’ is integral over Ai, it follows that
Al C \/fn, and therefore the closures of X; in Proj A" do not intersect at any
points at infinity.

Now assume n = nd. Let F := {Fy}q>0 (resp. G := {Gqa}a>0) be the filtration
corresponding to § (resp. 7). Recall that A° = @, Fat? and A" = @, Gas?,
where s,¢ are indeterminates over A. But for each d > 0, G4 := {f € A n(f) <
d} ={f € A:6(f) <d/n} = Flan). Therefore A" = @, Fla/n)s?. The map
t — s" gives an inclusion of A% into A" such that A" is integral over A°. The same
argument as in the previous paragraph then gives the desired result. (I

Theorem 2.2.9 (Main Existence Theorem). Let 0 be a finitely generated degree
like function on A (in particular, A° is finitely generated). Then there is a finitely
generated filtration 6 on A and a positive integer e such that 0 is a quasidegree
and 6 is integral over ed. If § is mon-negative, then 6 is also non-negative, and &
preserves the intersections at oo for 9.

Proof. Let F := {Fy}acz be the filtration on A corresponding to §. Consider the
isomorphism A% = Dicz F;t', where t is an indeterminate and (1); is mapped to
t. Let I be the ideal in A° generated by (1);. With v and 77 as defined above,
let e be a positive integer provided by Rees’ theorem such that for all H € A°,
vr (H) S %N

Fix h € Aand m € N. Then §(h™) < md(h). Moreover, since I is generated by (1),
it follows that k := md(h) — 6(h™) is the largest integer such that (h™),sa) € I*.
The definition of vy implies that v;(((h)sn))™) = k = md(h) — 6(h™). Therefore
§(h™)/m = 6(h) — vr(((h)s(n))™)/m. Tt follows that d(h) := limy,—co 6(R™)/m is
well defined and equals 6(h) — 77 ((h)sen))-

For m € Z, let Fm := {f € A: §(h) < 2}, and consider ring A% = D,z
Since § < 4, it follows that Fy, C F}, for each k € Z. Therefore A% C A°.

F‘%t%

Claim. A° is integral over A°.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for each h € A, ()5, is integral over A%, Pick
h € A. Then (h)s, is integral over A% if and only if H := ((h)5n))° is integral
over A°. From construction of ¢ it follows that H = (h¢).54) = (h®)5(e). Let
H := (h)s(ney € A° and k := r(H). Then k = §(h®) — 6(h®) = 6(h®) — eb(h). Tt
follows that k is an integer. Hence by Rees’ theorem, H is in the integral closure
of I* in A, i.e. H satisfies an equation of the form H +GH" ' +...+G; =0,
where G; € I'* for each i. Since A is a graded ring, we may assume without loss of
generality that the degrees of G; are i0(h®). Then G; = (9i);(s(ne)—r)(1):x for some
gi € A with 6(g;) < i(6(h€) — k) = id(h¢), 1 < i < I. Moreover, in the ring A°,
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H = (h)shey = (h)snersk = (h)5ney(15 = (1)zH. Substituting these values
of H and G; into the equation of integral dependence for H and then cancelling a
factor of (1);; we conclude that (H)! + Zl 1(91)16(}16)(H)l_i = 0. For each 1, since

§(gs) < i6(h®), it follows that (9i)is(ney € A%, Thus H is integral over A%, which
completes the proof of the claim. O

Let & I:~65 and let F := {Fd}dez be the corresponding filtration. Since 5 < ed,
A C A%, But observe that Fy = {f : ed(h) < d} = Fa, and hence the mapping

t — s° gives an isomorphism A% := @, , th% =, D yes Fas? = A’ Arguments
similar to those in the 2nd part of Lemma ([2.2.8) allow to conclude that the re-
striction of the above map to A% gives a chain of inclusion 4° C A¢ C A%, Once
again as in the proof of lemma ([Z2Z8) we conclude A is mtegral over A%, and
by the above claim AS s integral over A°%. Tt follows that AP is integral over A65
Moreover, since A° is a finitely generated K-algebra, it also follows that A% s
finitely generated K-algebra.

By construction §(f™) = md(f) for all f and m. It follows that the ideal generated
by (1)1 in A° is radical. Therefore theorem ([ZZI)) implies that  is a quasidegree.
This completes the proof of the first assertion of Theorem[2.2.9] If ¢ is non-negative,
then by construction 4 is also non-negative, and applying lemma ([2.2.8)), we deduce
the second assertion. ]

We summarize the results of theorems (Z2.9)), (L31) and (L34 in the following

Corollary 2.2.10. Let X be an affine variety of dimension n and A be the coor-
dinate Ting of X.

(1) Let Vi,...,Vp, be closed subvarieties of X such that (,V; is a finite set.
Then there is a complete quasidegree § on A such that the corresponding
completion Vs of X preserves the intersection of the V;’s at co.

(2) Let f : X — Y be a dominating map of affine varieties. Then there is a
complete quasidegree 6 on A such that s preserves f at oo. O

2.3. A Quasifinite Map with Points at Infinity for any Semidegree. Let
X =Y =A%(K) and f := ((z? — 23)® + 2122, (27 — 23)3 + 2122) : X — Y. Then
f is a quasifinite map. We show below that there is no complete semidegree § on
A := K[x1, 22] such that s preserves f at oo.

Let a := (a1,a2) € A%(K). As in section .3} let H;(a) := {x € X : fi(z) = a;}. Let
d be any complete semidegree on A with associated filtration F = {F;}4>0. Recall
the notation of section given an ideal p of A, let p° := @ 45 ,(p N Fy) be the
corresponding ‘homogenous’ ideal of A%. Let p; = (f; —a;) C A. We will show that
V(pS,p3, (1)1) # 0, or equivalently vZ & A%, where T := (p$,p3, (1)1) and A9 is
the maximal homogenous ideal of A°.

Let d; := 5(.%1) If d; > 2ds, then 5(f1—(11) e 5(:171) = 4d;, and 5(f1—a1—3:1) < 4d;.
Hence, (p1, (1)1) = ((fi = ar)aa,, (D1) = (((x1)a,)", (D1)._Similarly (pa, (1)1) =
(((#1)a,)% (1)1). Thus T = (((21)4,)* (1)1). But then vZ # A%, for if it were
true, then Z would be an Ai—primary ideal in A% generated by 2 elements. Since
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Ai is a maximal ideal of A°, it would follow that dimension of Spec A% will be at
most 2 (J[AM69], Theorems 11.14 and 11.25). But this is impossible, since dimen-
sion of Spec A? is 3.

Similarly, if d; < 2dg, then Z = (((22)4,)%, (1)1), and by the same reasoning as
above, VI # A%. So assume d; = 2dy = d. Now 22 — o3 = (21 — 23)(z1 + 23).
Note that 6(z1 &+ 23) < d. But, since §((z1 — 23) + (21 + 23)) = d, at least one of
x1+73 and z; — 23 has §-value d, whereas the other has §-value at least 1 (since § is
complete). Thus §((z1 —22)%(z1+23)?) > 2d+2 = 4dy+2 > 3dy = §(x122). Hence
(1 —ar — (23 —ad)?) < 8(fi—ar). Tt follows that (pf, (1)1) = (23 —28)ar )2, (1)),
where d’ := (2% — x3). Similarly, (p3, (1)1) = (((z? — 23)a)%,(1)1). Thus T =
(((22 — 23)a)?, (1)1), and since Z is generated by 2 elements, the same argument
as in the previous paragraph shows that v/Z # Aﬁ_.

So we proved that for every complete semidegree § on A, 15 does not preserve any
fiber of f at co. Hence none of the assertions of corollary (Z2I0) would remain
valid if we replace in its conclusion the ‘quasidegree’ by a ‘semidegree’.

A quasidegree that preserves f at infinity: By corollary (2Z2.10), we know
that there exist completions of x determined by complete quasidegrees on A which
preserve f at co. The filtration F corresponding to one such quasidegree § is
defined as follows: Fy = K, F1 = K(l,z9,2% — 23), F» = (F1)? + K(z1), and
Fy= Y0} FjFy_j for d > 2.

It is easy to see that 6 = max{d1,d2} where §; is the weighted degree on A that
assigns weight 1 to 7o and —1 to o1 — 3, and s is the weighted degree on A that
assigns weight 1 to z2 and —1 to @1 + 3.

Claim. s preserves every fiber of f at co.

Proof. Let a := (a1,az2) € A%(K). As above, let p; be the ideal of H;(a) for i = 1,2.
Also define p?, Z, A‘i as before. It suffices to show that for a homogenous prime
ideal P of A%, if P D T, then P D {(x1)2, (22)1, (z? — 23)1} (since these latter
elements generate the ideal A‘i).

Let P O T be a homogenous prime ideal of A°. Note that (f; —ai)s = ((2? —
23)1)2(1)1+(21)2(22)1—a1((1)1)® € Z, which implies that (z1)2(z2)1 € Z. Similarly
(fa —a2)s = (22 — 23)1)® + (z1)2(22)1 — a2((1)1)? € Z, which implies, via the
previous inclusion, that ((z3 —23)1)3 € I C P. But then (23 —23); € P. Also since
(x1)2(x2)1 € P, it follows that either (x1)2 € P or (x2); € P. But now note that

((21)2)? = ((z2)1)* = (21 — 23)a = (2T — 23)1((D1)*.
Since the element in the right hand side lies in P, it follows that if either of (x1)2
and (z2); lies in P, then the other lies in P as welll Hence we proved that P D

{(z7 = 23)1, (21)2, (x2)1, (1)1} 0
3. BEzouT THEOREM

3.1. Bezout Theorem for Semidegrees. Let S = @ ., Si be any graded alge-
bra over K. Recall that for any integer d > 0, the inclusion of the d-th truncated
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subring S = D, Sia into S induces a map Proj S — Proj Sl which is an
isomorphism of algebraic varieties. It is called the ‘d-uple embedding’ of Proj S
[Har77, exercise 11.5.13]. Moreover, if S is a finitely generated K-algebra, then with
d being equal to the number of generators of S times a common multiple of degrees
of all generators it follows that SI¥ is generated by Sy. If Sy = K, such a d-uple
embedding gives a closed immersion of Proj S into the projectivization of Sy.

Theorem 3.1.1. Let X be an affine variety of dimension n and A be the coordinate
ring of X. Let § be a complete semidegree on A. Let (g1)dy,---,(gN)dy b a set
of generators of A% and d > 1 be such that the d-uple embedding of X° is a closed
immersion of X% into the projectivization Py of Fy. Denote by D the degree X°
in Pr. Let f = (f1,...,fn) : X — A™(K) be any quasifinite map. Then for all
a € A"(K),

s

) @l < 2 o,

1

where | f~1(a)] is the size of the fiber f~1(a) with all points counted with multiplicity.
If in addition 15 preserves f~1(a) at oo, then (Al) holds with an equality.

Proof. Let a = (a1,...,a,) € A"(K). For each 4, let p; := @5, (((fi — a;i)?) N Fy).
Then the closure V((f; — a;)4) of V((f; —a;)?) in X := Proj A? is precisely V (p;).
Since Q; = ((fi)o(s))® € pi, it follows that V((f; — a;)?) C V(Q;). Now consider X
as embedded iAnto Py, via d-uple embedding. Then @Q; is restriction ~of a degree é (A 1)
homogenous ); in the homogenous coordinate ring of Pr,. Thus V(Q;) = XNV (Q;),

where the ‘V” in the left hand side denotes zero set in X and the ‘V’ in the right
hand side denotes zero set in Py. But then

V((fi—a)) N0 V((fa—an)®) SV(@Q1) N+ NV(Qn)
=XNV(@Q)N---NV(Qn)
Inequality ([A) now follows from following pair of observations:

e The sum of the multiplicities of zero dimensional components of X ﬁV(Ql)ﬂ
NV (Qy) is at most D§(f1)---6(frn), and

o V((fi—a))Nn...0V((fn —an)D)| =dV(fi —a1) N...0V(fn — an)|
when counted with multiplicity.

If § is a semidegree, then p; is generated by Q; and hence V(Q;) = V(p:) =
V((fi — a;)?). Tt follows that § preserves f~1(a) at oo iff

V((fi = a)) N O V(= an)®) = V(T —a0)®) 0. OV = a))
Vip) -0 V(pn)
V(@) N+ NV(Qn)
=XNV(@)N-NV(Qn)

This proves the theorem. ([

Remark 3.1.2. In fact, the conclusion of the theorem holds if § = maxé-vzl d; is
any quasidegree such that 01(f;) =--- = on(f;) foralli=1,... n.



28 PINAKI MONDAL

For the following proposition, assume K = C. A waluation on the field C(X) of
rational functions on X with value group Z" (equipped with an addition preserving
total order) is a surjective map v : C(X) \ {0} — Z™ such that:

v(Af)=v(f) forall A#0 € C,

v(f+g) > max{v(f),v(g)} for all f,g #0 e C(X),

for every pair of elements f,g # 0 € C(X) such that v(f) = v(g), there is
a X # 0 € C such that v(f — A\g) > v(f), and

v(fg) = v(f) + v(g) for all f.g # 0 € C(X).

Fix a valuation v on C(X). Let ¢ be a complete degree like function on A, and let d
and D be as in Theorem BTl Following [KKO08|, we can associate a convex body
A to § such that D is n! times the n-dimensional volume V;,(A) of A, namely:

Proposition 3.1.3. Let C be the smallest closed cone in R™t! containing

G = {500 () € T < f e A,

Let A be the convex hull of the cross-section of C at the first coordinate value 1.
Then D = nlV,(A).

Proof. Let L:=Fqg={f € A:(f) <d}. Let Py, be the projectivization of L, and
é1,: X° — P, be the d-uple embedding. Degree D of ¢7,(X°) in Py, is the number
of common zeros of n generic elements of L, and it is precisely the intersection
index [L, ..., L] of n copies of L as defined in [KKO0§|. Since the mapping degree of
¢r, is 1, the proposition follows from the main theorem of [KKO08]. O

Example 3.1.4. Let X = C", and let v be the ‘monomial valuation’ on A =
Clz1, ..., Tn), which assigns to > aqxz® € A\ {0} the minimal (lexicographically)
exponent @ = (aq,...,q,) among « with a, # 0. Let § be a weighted degree
on A corresponding to weights d; for z;, where di,...,d, are positive integers.
Then (1)1, (x1)d,,---,(2n)a, is a set of generators of A°. Let d be a sufficiently
large multiple of di,...,d,. Then A = {(1,z) € R?*" : >y aid; < d} and
Vo(A) =54 I[T-, dij. (Since 9 preserves all fibers of the identity map I of A™(K)
at oo, formula (&) for T implies D = ﬁ directly.) Hence, the right hand side

of (&) is % and the result is the well known weighted version of Bezout’s
theorem (see e.g. [Dam99]).

Recall the construction of ‘iterated’ semidegrees from example (ZT12). If X =
A™(K) and 0 is a semidegree constructed from a weighted degree by repeating the
‘iteration’ procedure finitely many times, we can do an explicit calculation of the
number D appearing in ((Al).

Theorem 3.1.5. Let X = A™(K) and let 0 be a semidegree on Klxy,...,xy] con-
structed from a weighted degree &g by repeating the iteration procedure k times. For
eachi=1,... k, let 6; be the semidegree obtained after i-th step, by fixing a poly-
nomial h; which is prime with respect to 6;—1, and gwing it a weight w; < 6;—1(h;).

D _ _ bo(h1)--k—1(hi)
Then d_n - 6()(;}1)16()(:6’2){11)1,6’u)]c :

Proof. From the proof of theorem (ZI.3), it follows that A% = (A%-1[s;])%-1/((s;—
hi)s,_,(h:)), Where s; is an indeterminate and J¢_; is induced by the extension 6f ;
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of § to A%-1[s;], given by: 0¢ | (s;) := w;. But then it follows by induction that for
all i > 1,

Aéi = K[,To,...,LL‘n,Sl,...,Si]/Ji,
where J; = <i~L1 — azgl_wlsl,...,ﬁi — x5 "s;), and for each j, 1 < j < 4,
ej = 6;—1(h;) and iLJ is a weighted homogenous polynomial in z,s1,...,s;
which is a representative of (h;).,. Hence X° is a complete intersection in
PrtR(K;1,dy, . . ., dy, w1, . .., wy), where dj := 6o(x;) for j=1,...,n.

Let & be the weighted degree on Ry := K|xog,...,Zn,s1,..., 8k corresponding to
weight 1 for zg, d; for z;, 1 < j < n, and wj for sj; 1 <j < k. For f1,...,fn €
Klz,...,x,)], let fl, . f € Ry such that for each 1, fl maps to f; under the
above surjectlon and 6(f;) = 6(fi). Now, for generic fi,..., fn,

i
V(fi,-efa) = X0V () NNV (fa)
=V(hy — a8 )N NV (hg — 2§ s) NV (1) O -0V ().

By weighted homogenous Bezout theorem the right hand side equals
M, and by the Bezout theorem for semidegrees, the left hand side

di-dpwiwg

is: mwd(f1) - O(fn)- 0
Example 3.1.6. Let § be the iterated semidegree on K[z1, 2] from example
ZI3), so that 6(z1) = 3, d(z2) = 2 and (2% — 23) = 1. It follows by theo-
rem [B.IH) that D/d”_321 1.

It is easy to see that for any k > 0, 15 preserves all fibers of the map fr =
(w1 + (22 — 23)2, (22 — 23)¥) : A2(K) — A2(K). Hence, it follows from (A that for
any k > 0, the size of every fiber of fj is 3k. Note that it is much smaller than the
estimate 12k predicted by the weighted homogeneous version of Bezout’s theorem.

Appendix.

Theorem (Bernstein [Ber75]). For eachi=1,...,n, let A; be a finite subset of Z"
and f; be a Laurent polynomial in Clz1, 27", ..., zn, 2] such that Supp (fi) C A;.
Then

(*) V(f1see s fu)l < M(Ar, .., Ay)

where |V (f1,..., fn)| is the number of common isolated roots of f1,..., fn in (C*)™
counted with multiplicity, and M(Ax,...,A,) is the mixed volume of Ay,..., A,.
Let fi = 3 e a, a; g, and for each a € (Z")*, let Ao = {8 € A; : (o, B) <
(a,7) forall v € Ai} and fia 1= Y 5ca, . aipr”. Inequality @) holds with an
equality iff

(%) forall « €Z™, V(fi,a,--s fna) =0

Let f;’s and A;’s be as in Bernstein’s theorem. Let P be the convex hull of A; +

-+ A,,. We only consider the case that dimP = n. Let ¢p : (C*)" — Xp be the
toric compactification of (C*)™ corresponding to P.

Claim. f satisfies &) iff ¢p preserves f=1(0) at oo, where f := (f1,..., fn) :

Proof. Note that the condition (=) is not affected by
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(i) translation of the A;’s by elements in Z", and
(ii) simultaneous transformation of A4;’s by an isomorphism of Z".

The above two transformations change the original P to a new polytope Q and f;’s
to new Laurent polynomial g;’s. But P is isomorphic to Q via an isomorphism of
Z"™ (modulo a translation), which implies that Xp & X as toric varieties, i.e. in
particular the n-torus in Xp corresponds to the n-torus in Xg. This implies that
the property of preserving f~1(0) at oo is also invariant under the transformation
P — Q. Thus it will be safe to apply transformations of type (i) and (ii) in the proof.
At first assume ¢p does not preserve f~1(0) at co. Let Z € V(f1)N---NV ()N X oo.
Recall that Xo, = UXp, where the union is over faces F of P := PNZ" (ie.
F = FNZ" where F is a face of P). Let nP NZ" = {a...,a¥}. Then
Xp is isomorphic to the closure of the image of ¢p : (C*)* — PV which maps
Z [zo‘o R zO‘N]. Under this isomorphism, for a face F':= F NZ" of P, Xp is
the closure of the image of the map z — [¢pr 0(2) : -+ : ¢£ N(2)], where

o7 4(2) = { @ ifol enF,

0 otherwise.

Let F be the smallest face of P such that £ € Xp. After an isomorphism of Z", we
may assume

(1) a® =0 and o' =¢; for i = 1,...,n, where e; is the i-th unit vector of Z",
(2) 0 € F C Eq :=Z{ey,...,eq), where d = dim(conv F').

Identify X with the closure of the image of ¢p in PV as above. Let the homogenous
coordinates of PV be [z : - : zn]. By assumption on F, #; # 0 iff a; € conv(nF),

so in particular Zo # 0. Fix an ¢ € {1,...,n}. Since & € V(f;), there is a curve
C C V(f;) such that # € C. Let the Puiseux expansion of C' at & be:

zi/x0 =) bt

k>0

where {7, %} is an increasing sequence of non-negative rational numbers. Since
Z; # 0 for j < d, it follows that

(9) Y50 = 0 and bj70 = i‘j/i‘o for 1 S] S d.

For all ¢ in a punctured disc centered at the origin in C, C(t) € (C*)". By our
choice of coordinates, the preimage of C(t) in (C*)™ is precisely (z1/xo, ..., Zn/%0).
Let 4 := (Y1,05- - -, ¥n,0) and b:= (b1,0,...,bp0) € (C*)™. Then

dp(C) = [1: 5% 72D ¢ hot. s - 5 ¢72™) 4 houtl,

where h.o.t. abbreviates ‘higher order terms’ (in t). Since lim; . ¢p(C(t)) = Z,
and since #; # 0 iff o/ € conv (nF), it follows that (7,a’) > 0 if o/ & conv (nF),
and (y,a7) = 0 if o € conv (nF). But then F is the ‘face’ of P corresponding to
4. This implies that F' = conv (A1 5+ -+ Apn 5) NZ", where for each j, A, 5 is the
‘face’ of A; corresponding to 4 as defined in the statement of Bernstein’s theorem.
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Then,
F(C@) = £iD_brst™ > b gt?™F)
k>0 k>0
S| DR
B Jj=1 k=0
= Zaiﬁ(i)ﬁtﬁ’ﬁ) + h.o.t.)
B
=t%( > aipb’) + hot.,
BEA: 5

for some d; € Q4. Since f;(C(t)) is identically zero, it follows that f;s(b) =
ZﬁeAlﬁ ai)ﬁi)ﬁ = 0. Moreover, since F' C FEj;, there exists B € Z" such that
Ay C B + E4. It follows that ﬁ = :E_Bfm depends only on z1,...,x4, and for
each z € (C*)", f; 5(z) = zéﬁ-(w(z)), where 7(z) is the projection of z to the first
d coordinates. Hence f;5(b) = b2 fi(w(b)) = b°f;(&1/%0, ..., %a/E0) (by @). It
follows that fi(#/%o,...,&q/F0) = 0.

Repeating the above arguments with every ¢, 1 <14 <n, we construct At 5" €
Zy, BY,...,B" € Z™ and b, ..., b" € (C*)™ such that for each i,

(i) F =conv(Ay5i+---+A,5i)NZ", so that F is the ‘face’ of P corresponding

to 7* and A, 5: is the ‘face’ of A; corresponding to 4* for each j,

(ii) m(b') = (&1 /%o, ..., %q/F0), and
(i) f; := x_@ifmi depends only on z1,...,zq4.
Since a decomposition of a face of a Minkowski sum of a polytope as a Minkowski
sum of faces of summands is unique, it follows that for each 4, j, k, A; 55 = A; 5+. Let
7:=4" and b:=b'. Then for each i, fi(b) = ¥y, i’ = Ysea, a; b’ =

fisi(b) = b7 fi(m(b)) = b7 fi(#1/Fo, - . ., Ea/F0) = 0. Thus () is not satisfied!

Now assume (=) is not satisfied. Let a := (a1,...,an) € V(f1,a,--s fr,a). Fix
an i, 1 < i <n. We claim that there is a curve C; C V(f;) with parametrization
Ci(t) = (a1t* + h.o.t.,...,apt™ 4+ h.o.t.). To see it, let

filt,wy, ... wy) ==t"Y f;(t% (a1 +wr), ...t (an + wy)),

where ¢, w1, ..., w, are indeterminates and d; := (o, () for any 3 € A; ,. Then
fi is a polynomial in t,w1,...,w,, with zero constant term, and hence the origin
O belongs to the hypersurface V( fl) of C™*1. Since every point of a complex
hypersurface (of a variety of dimension bigger than or equal to 2) is the origin of
a germ of a complex analytic curve contained in the hypersurface, it follows that
for each j, 1 < j < n, there is a convergent Puiseux series w;(t) in ¢t with positive
exponents such that

Cilt) := (t,wi(t), ..., wa(t))
is the parametrization of a curve contained in V (f;) and centered at O. But then

Ci(t) == (t* (a1 + wi(t)), ..., t%" (an + wp(t)))
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satisfies the claim.

Then ¢p(Ci(t)) = [a® t4*") 4 hoot.: -+ : a® (") 4 h.ot]. Multiplying cach
coordinate by t~¢ where d := min{ (o, o/)} [, we see that limy .o ¢p(Ci(t)) = b :=
[bo : -+ - : bn], where

b — a® if (o, a5y =d
7 0 otherwise.

Then b € C; C V(f;) for each 4, and hence ¢» does not preserve f~1(0) at co. O
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