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Abstract. Based on an explicit description of the idealization of a graded

submodule of a graded free module, we examine the behaviour of Gröbner

bases and minimal homogeneous systems of generators under this process.
Then we show how one can idealize a homogeneous presentation. Using this

theory, we present a unified description of several strategies for computing

minimal homogeneous presentations and minimal graded free resolutions, in
particular of the vertical and horizontal strategies. We obtain at a simple and

compact algorithm for computing minimal graded free resolutions degree-by-

degree which lends itself well to further optimizations.

1. Introduction

One of the central and notoriously difficult tasks in Computational Commuta-
tive Algebra is the computation of a minimal graded free resolution of a finitely
generated graded module. The implementators of the major computer algebra
systems spent considerable energy on this problem and produced a number of dif-
ferent strategies for achieving an efficient solution (see for instance [2], [6], [3],
[10] and [12]). Since the efficiency of a particular strategy strongly depends on
the nature of the examples to which it is applied, it has proven difficult to deter-
mine an optimal strategy. Furthermore, inspired by the actual implementation,
the mathematical description of these strategies frequently uses specially adapted
terminologies. This fact makes it hard to compare the various approaches.

In this paper we propose a unified framework for treating algorithms which com-
pute minimal homogeneous presentations or minimal graded free resolutions. It is
based on the notion of the idealization of a module. In commutative algebra ideal-
izations were first used by M. Nagata in [11]. In other areas of mathematics they are
known under different names, e.g. one-point-extensions. The basic idea is to con-
struct a ring which contains a given module as an ideal. In this way computations
for the module become computations for that ideal. In our case we follow an idea
pioneered in [1] and [6]: we idealize not only the module under consideration but
also the graded free modules appearing in its minimal homogeneous presentation
or its minimal graded free resolution. Thus the computation of the minimal graded
free resolution becomes a Gröbner basis computation in a large polynomial ring.
Different strategies for computing resolutions turn out to be nothing but different
selection strategies for that Gröbner basis computation.

Besides being able to unify and explain several approaches we will also formulate
our own version of the “horizontal” (i.e. degree-by-degree) strategy for computing
minimal homogeneous presentations or minimal graded free resolutions. With this
algorithm we obtain a simplicity and compactness which is a good basis for efficient
implementations.
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Now we describe the contents of the paper in more detail. In the second sec-
tion we recall the construction of the idealization of a module and apply it to the
cases of graded free modules and their graded submodules. After finding an ex-
plicit description of the ideal representing the idealization of the module, we study
the connections between Gröbner bases and minimal systems of generators of the
module and its idealization ideal.

In Section 3 we proceeed to idealize the entire minimal homogeneous presentation
of the module. The ideal representing this idealization is shown to contain both the
minimal homogeneous system of generators of the module and (via an elimination
process) the module of its syzygies. Then we use this description in Section 4 to
compute minimal homogeneous presentations. We present two strategies for this
purpose: the vertical and the horizontal strategy. The vertical strategy proceeds
by first computing the minimal homogeneous system of generators of the module
and then the minimal homogeneous system of generators of its syzygy module. The
horizontal strategy computes both systems simultaneously and proceeds degree-by-
degree.

Both the vertical and the horizontal strategy can be generalized to compute the
minimal graded free resolution of the module. This is done in the last section where
we obtain algorithms which lend themselves well to further study and optimization.
To keep the paper uniform and accessible, we have adhered to the definitions and
notation in our book [7] and in the foundational paper [9]. Explicit computations
of examples for the algorithms introduced here are contained in [8].

2. Idealization of Graded Modules

Let us begin by defining the idealization of a module and collecting some basic
properties of this process.

Definition 2.1. Let R be a ring and M an R-module. We equip the product set
R×M with two operations. The addition + : (R×M)×(R×M) −→ R×M is given
by (r,m)+(r′,m′) = (r+r′,m+m′) and the multiplication · : (R×M)×(R×M) −→
R×M is given by (r,m) ·(r′,m′) = (rr′, rm′+r′m) for r, r′ ∈ R and m,m′ ∈M. In
this way, the set R ×M becomes a commutative ring with identity element (1, 0).
We call this ring the idealization of M and denote it by RnM .

The ring RnM is an R-algebra via the ring homomorphism R −→ RnM given
by r 7→ (r, 0). The canonical map ı : M −→ R n M defined by ı(m) = (0,m) is
injective and R-linear. Its image is an ideal in R nM . We shall denote this ideal
by ı(M) and identify the elements of M with their images under ı.

Remark 2.2. Let R be a ring and M an R-module.
a) The ideal ı(M) satisfies ı(M)2 = 0.
b) Given an R-submodule N ⊆ M , the inclusion R × N ⊆ R × M defines an

injective ring homomorphism RnN −→ RnM . The image of N in RnM is
an ideal which is contained in the ideal ı(M).

c) Let Γ be a monoid, let R be Γ-graded, and let M be a Γ-graded R-module.
Then RnM is a Γ-graded ring via (RnM)γ = Rγ×Mγ for all γ ∈ Γ, and ı(M)
is a homogeneous ideal in this ring.
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In the sequel we want to study the idealization of a graded submodule of a graded
free module. In the remainder of this paper we use the following setting. Let K
be a field, and let the polynomial ring P = K[x1, . . . , xn] be positively graded by a
matrix W ∈ Matm,n(Z). Thus P is equipped with a Zm grading such that 1 ∈ P0,
the indeterminate xi is homogeneous, and the degree of xi (given by the ith column
of W ) is lexicographically positive.

Furthermore, let d01, . . . , d0r ∈ Zm, let F0 = ⊕ri=1 P (−d0i), and let M be a
graded submodule of F0. The canonical basis vectors of F0 will be denoted by
e1, . . . , er. By considering e1, . . . , er as indeterminates, we form the polynomial
ring P = K[x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er] = P [e1, . . . , er]. We equip P with the grading
given byW = (W | d01 · · · d0r) ∈ Matm,n+r(Z). A vector v = f1e1+· · ·+frer ∈ F0

will be identified with the corresponding polynomial in P .
Moreover, we let e be the ideal generated by E = {eiej | 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ r} in P ,

and let E be the tuple

E = (e1e1, e1e2, . . . , e1er, e2e2, e2e3, . . . , e2er, . . . , erer) ∈ P
r(r+1)/2

In this situation we can represent the idealization of M as follows.

Proposition 2.3. (Idealization of a Graded Submodule)
Let V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a tuple of homogeneous vectors which generate M.

a) The map ϕ : P n F0 −→ P/e which sends (f, (g1, . . . , gr)) to the residue class
of f + g1e1 + · · ·+ grer is an isomorphism of graded rings.

b) Under the composition M
ı−→P n M ↪−→ P n F0

ϕ−→P/e, the module M is
identified with the residue class ideal of IM = (v1, . . . , vs) + e ⊆ P .

Proof. First we prove a). Since ϕ is obviously R-linear, we check that ϕ is compat-
ible with multiplication. Let (f, (g1, . . . , gr)) and (f ′, (g′1, . . . , g

′
r)) be two elements

of RnM . Computing modulo e, we get

ϕ((f, (g1, . . . , gr)) · (f ′, (g′1, . . . , g′r))) = ϕ((ff ′, (fg′1 + f ′g1, . . . , fg
′
r + f ′gr)))

= ff ′ + (fg′1 + f ′g1)e1 + · · ·+ (fg′r + f ′gr)er
= (f + g1e1 + · · ·+ grer) · (f ′ + g′1e1 + · · ·+ g′rer)
= ϕ((f, (g1, . . . , gr))) · ϕ((f ′, (g′1, . . . , g

′
r)))

Since ϕ is clearly both injective and surjective, it remains to show that ϕ is ho-
mogeneous. The monomial ideal e is homogeneous. Given a homogeneous element
(f, (g1, . . . , gr)) of RnM, the residue class of f + g1e1 + · · ·+ grer is homogeneous
of the same degree. Therefore ϕ is a homomorphism of graded rings.

To prove b), we combine the descriptions of the maps in Definition 2.1.b, Re-
mark 2.2.b, and part a). For i = 1, . . . , s, we see that vi is mapped to the residue
class vi + e by the composition. Hence the claim follows. ut

Definition 2.4. In the above setting, the ideal IM = (v1, . . . , vs) + e of P is called
the idealization ideal, or simply the ideal of M .

Gröbner bases of graded submodules and Gröbner bases of their ideals are related
as follows. A module term ordering σ on Tn〈e1, . . . , er〉 is called compatible with
a term ordering τ on Tn if t ≥τ t′ implies tei ≥σ t′ei for all t, t′ ∈ Tn and i ∈
{1, . . . , r}. We shall say that a term ordering σ on T(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er) extends
both σ and τ if the restriction of σ to Tn is τ and its restriction to Tn〈e1, . . . , er〉
is σ.
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Proposition 2.5. (Gröbner Bases and Idealization)
Let IM ⊆ P be the ideal of M. Furthermore, let τ be a term ordering on Tn, let σ
be a module term ordering on Tn〈e1, . . . , er〉 which is compatible with τ , and let σ
be a term ordering on T(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er) which extends both σ and τ .
a) Let G be a σ-Gröbner basis of M. Then G ∪ E is a σ-Gröbner basis of IM .
b) Let G be the reduced σ-Gröbner basis of M. Then the reduced σ-Gröbner basis

of IM is G ∪ {eiej ∈ E | ei, ej /∈ LTσ(M)}.

Proof. To prove a), we let G = {g1, . . . , gs′} and f ∈ IM . By subtracting suitable
multiples of polynomials eiej , we see that we may reduce f to the form h = h0 +
h1e1 + · · · + hrer with h0, . . . , hr ∈ P . Since IM is contained in (e1, . . . , er), we
have h0 = 0. The polynomial h = h1e1 + · · ·+ hrer ∈ I is linear in e1, . . . , er. The
only generators of IM which are linear in e1, . . . , er are v1, . . . , vs. Hence h is a
P -linear combination of those generators. Thus we have (h1, . . . , hr) ∈ 〈v1, . . . , vs〉
and LTσ((h1, . . . , hr)) = t LTσ(gi) for some t ∈ Tn and i ∈ {1, . . . , s′}. Since the
term ordering σ extends σ, we get LTσ(h) = t LTσ(gi). Therefore we can reduce h
by G. After several such reduction steps we eventually get zero, because G is a
σ-Gröbner basis of M . Altogether, the polynomial f reduces to zero using G ∪ E.

To show claim b), we let G be the reduced σ-Gröbner basis of IM . Since we have
eiej ∈ IM , we know eiej ∈ LTσ(IM ) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ r. Now it follows from the
additional condition ei, ej /∈ LTσ(M) that eiej is a minimal generator of LTσ(IM ),
and therefore eiej is contained in G. Thus G has the form G = G ∪ {eiei ∈ E |
ei, ej /∈ LTσ(I)} for some set of polynomials G ⊆ P . The fact that the polynomials
in G are irreducible with respect to E implies that they have degree ≤ 1 in the
indeterminates e1, . . . , er. Since we have IM ⊆ (e1, . . . , er), this shows that the
polynomials in G are linear forms in e1, . . . , er. Since the Buchberger Algorithm
preserves homogeneity, they are homogeneous with respect to the grading given
by W . Hence they are actually images of homogeneous vectors in M . Their leading
terms generate all elements in LTσ(IM ) of degree one in e1, . . . , er. Thus the leading
terms of the corresponding elements of M generate LTσ(M). Finally, since the
elements of G are fully reduced against each other, the corresponding elements
of M are fully reduced, too. Hence G is the image of the reduced σ-Gröbner basis
of M in P . ut

In particular, notice that the reduced σ-Gröbner basis of IM is G ∪ E if we
have M ⊆ (x1, . . . , xn)F0 and G is the reduced σ-Gröbner basis of M. Let us give
some typical examples of simultaneous extensions σ of σ and τ as required by this
proposition (for a classification, see [5]).

Remark 2.6. Let τ = Ord(V ) be a term ordering on Tn given by a non-singular
matrix V ∈ Matn(Z).
a) Let σ be the module term ordering τ − Pos on Tn〈e1, . . . , er〉 (see [7], 1.4.16).

Then σ = Ord
(
V 0
0 Ir

)
is a term ordering on Tn(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er) which

extends both τ and σ.
b) Let σ be the module term ordering Pos−τ on Tn〈e1, . . . , er〉. Then σ =

Ord
(

0 Ir

V 0

)
is a term ordering on Tn(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er) which extends both τ

and σ.
c) Suppose that τ is a degree compatible term ordering of the form τ = Ord

(
W
W ′

)
with W ′ ∈ Matn−m,n(Z) and that d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r. Then the module
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term ordering σ = Deg−τ−Pos is compatible with τ , and the term ordering

σ =

W d01 · · · d0r

W ′ 0 · · · 0
0 Ir

 on T(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er) extends both τ and σ.

Example 2.7. Let P = K[x, y, z] be standard graded, and let τ be the term
ordering DegRevLex on T3. Then σ = PosDegRevLex is a module term ordering
on T3〈e1, e2, e3〉 which is compatible with τ . Moreover, the term ordering σ =
Ord

(
0 I3
V 0

)
with V =

(
1 1 1
0 0−1
0−1 0

)
extends both σ and τ .

Now let M be the graded submodule of P (−1)3 generated by the set of vec-
tors {(x, y, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, z2, xy)}. Then the reduced σ-Gröbner basis of M is
{e2, xe1, xye3}. By applying the proposition, we see that the reduced σ-Gröbner
basis of the ideal IM is {e2, xe1, xye3, e21, e1e3, e23}.

After clarifying the behaviour of Gröbner bases with respect to idealization, we
turn to minimal homogeneous systems of generators.

Proposition 2.8. (Minimal Generators and Idealization)
Let M be a graded submodule of a graded free P -module F0 = ⊕ri=1 P (−d0i) such
that M ⊆ (x1, . . . , xn)F0 and where d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r Furthermore, let
V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a tuple of non-zero homogeneous vectors which generate M .
a) Assume that V is a minimal homogeneous system of generators of M. Then the

set {v1, . . . , vs} ∪ E is a minimal homogeneous system of generators of IM .
Let τ be a term ordering on Tn, let σ be a module term ordering on Tn〈e1, . . . , er〉
which is compatible with τ , and let σ be a term ordering on T(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er)
which extends both σ and τ .
b) If we apply Buchberger’s Algorithm with Minimalization (see [8], 4.6.3 or [9],

Cor. 13) to the tuple (V | E), it computes a minimal system of generators of
the ideal IM ⊆ P of the form (Vmin | E), where Vmin is a minimal homogeneous
system of generators of M .

c) If we apply the variant of Buchberger’s Algorithm with Minimalization (see [8],
4.6.5 or [9], Rem. 14.b) to the tuple (V | E), it computes a homogeneous σ-
Gröbner basis of IM of the form (G | E) and a minimal system of generators of
the form (Gmin | E), where G is a σ-Gröbner basis of M and Gmin is a minimal
homogeneous system of generators of M which is contained in G.

Proof. First we show a). By definition, the set {v1, . . . , vs} ∪ E generates IM.
Consider the grading on P defined by deg(xi) = 0 and deg(ej) = 1 for i = 1, . . . , n
and j = 1, . . . , r. Then IM is a homogeneous ideal with respect to this grading.
Its homogeneous component of degree one is Pv1 + · · ·+ Pvs, so that it follows
from the minimality of V that we cannot drop any of these generators in (V | E).
Next we consider the image of IM under the substitution xi 7→ 0 for i = 1, . . . , n.
Since M ⊆ (x1, . . . , xn)F0, we have vi 7→ 0 for i = 1, . . . , s. The images of the
elements eiej are minimal generators. Therefore the elements eiej are minimal
generators of IM .

Now we prove b). The hypothesis d0i >Lex 0 implies that P is positively graded.
Hence we can apply Buchberger’s Algorithm with Minimalization. Since (V | E)
generates IM , the algorithm computes a minimal system of generators of IM which
is contained in (V | E). By considering the grading deg(xi) = 0, deg(ej) = 1 again,
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we see that the vectors in V chosen by the algorithm correspond to a minimal
system of generators of M . Moreover, the algorithm has to choose all polynomials
eiej because they are all minimal generators of IM .

To show c), we claim that the σ-Gröbner basis of IM computed by the algorithm
has the form (G | E). Clearly, a critical pair (i, j) such that LTσ(vi) = citieγi

and LTσ(vj) = cjtjeγj
satisfy γi = γj corresponds to a critical pair of the vectors

v1, . . . , vs in M. However, if we have γi 6= γj , then the corresponding S-vector
has degree two in the indeterminates e1, . . . , er. It reduces to zero, because the
terms in its support are of the form teke` where eke` has a smaller degree and has
been appended to the Gröbner basis already. Moreover, every time the algorithm
encounters a term eke`, that term is irreducible with respect to the part of the
Gröbner basis computed so far and is appended to the Gröbner basis and to the
minimal system of generators. Altogether, we see that the algorithm computes a
Gröbner basis of the form (G | E). As above, it follows that the minimal set of
generators it finds is of the form (Gmin | E). ut

Let us briefly discuss the hypotheses of this proposition.

Remark 2.9. Suppose we are in the setting of the proposition.
a) The assumption M ⊆ (x1, . . . , xn)F0 is essential for the proposition to be true.

Otherwise, S-vectors of the form eγi
vj−eγj

vi could be appended to the Gröbner
basis, because they contain terms of the form c eke` with c ∈ K which have not
yet been treated, i.e. which are not yet in the Gröbner basis.

b) The assumption d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r is used to conclude that the grading
on P given by W is positive, but it is not essential for the correctness of the
algorithm (see also the discussion below).

3. Idealization of Homogeneous Presentations

In this section we want to idealize not only a graded submodule, but a whole
homogeneous presentation. We continue to assume that M is a graded submodule
of a graded free P -module F0 = ⊕ri=1 P (−d0i), where d01, . . . , d0r ∈ Zm, and that
V = (v1, . . . , vs) is a tuple of non-zero homogeneous elements which generate M.
Moreover, it will be convenient to assume that V is deg-ordered, i.e. that we have
degW (v1) ≤Lex · · · ≤Lex degW (vs).

Then we form the graded free P -module F1 = ⊕sj=1 P (−d1j) where d1j =
degW (vj) for j = 1, . . . , s. We let {ε1, . . . , εs} be the canonical basis of F1 and
consider a homogeneous presentation

F2
ψ−→ F1

ϕ−→ M −→ 0

of M where ϕ(εj) = vj for j = 1, . . . , s and where F2 is a another graded free
P -module.

Remark 3.1. For every d ∈ Zm, a homogeneous presentation of the shifted mod-
ule M(d) is given by

F2(d)
ψ̃−→ F1(d)

ϕ̃−→ M(d) −→ 0

where F1(d) and F2(d) are graded free P -modules, and where the homogeneous
P -linear maps ϕ̃ and ψ̃ are given by the same homogeneous matrices as ϕ and ψ,
respectively. Therefore the computation of a minimal homogeneous presentation
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of M is equivalent to the computation of a minimal homogeneous presentation
of M(d).

In view of this remark, we shall from now on assume that d0i >Lex 0 for i =
1, . . . , r. Notice that this implies d1j >Lex 0 for j = 1, . . . , s. This assumption will
prove useful in our theoretical discussion below. In an actual implementation it is
not really necessary, because shifting the entire computation by a fixed degree does
not change its correctness.

In order to idealize the above presentation of M , we introduce the polynomial
ring P̃ = P [e1, . . . , er, ε1, . . . , εs] = K[x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, ε1, . . . , εs] and equip it
with the grading given by W̃ = (W | d01 · · · d0r | d11 · · · d1s). Notice that, because
of our assumption, this grading is positive. By Proposition 2.3.a, the idealization
of the module F0 ⊕F1 is the ring P̃ /ẽ, where ẽ is the homogeneous ideal generated
by the union of {eiej | i, j = 1, . . . , r}, {eiεj | i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, j ∈ {1, . . . , s}}, and
{εiεj | i, j = 1, . . . , s}.

Let ı0 : F0 −→ P̃ /ẽ be the homogeneous injective P -linear map given by
ı0((f1, . . . , fr)) = f1e1 + · · · frer + ẽ, and let ı1 : F1 −→ P̃ /ẽ be the homogeneous
injective P -linear map given by ı1((f1, . . . , fs)) = f1ε1 + · · · fsεs + ẽ. By [7], 3.6.1,
if (f1, . . . , fs) ∈ SyzP (V) is a homogeneous syzygy of V, then the corresponding
element f1ε1 + · · ·+ fsεs of P̃ is contained in the ideal (v1 − ε1, . . . , vs − εs).

Definition 3.2. The ideal ĨM = (v1 − ε1, . . . , vs − εs) + ẽ in P̃ is called the ideal
of the presentation of M given above.

Our next proposition serves to justify this name.

Proposition 3.3. (Idealization of a Homogeneous Presentation)
Let ĨM ⊆ P̃ be the ideal of the presentation of M .
a) There exists a unique P -algebra homomorphism

Φ : P [ε1, . . . , εs]/(εiεj)i,j=1,...,s −→ P/e

which maps the residue class of εi to vi + e for i = 1, . . . , s.
b) The image of Φ is the residue class ideal of the ideal of M .
c) The kernel of Φ is the residue class ideal of the ideal of SyzP (V).
d) The ideal of SyzP (V) is given by ĨM ∩ P [ε1, . . . , εs].

Proof. To prove a), it suffices to note that Φ is well-defined, because we have vivj ∈ e
for i, j = 1, . . . , s. Claim b) follows from Proposition 2.3.b.

To show c), we note that Φ is induced by the substitution homomorphism Ψ :
P [ε1, . . . , εs] −→ P/e with εk 7→ vk + e for k = 1, . . . , s. The ideal (εkε`)k,`=1,...,s is
contained in ker(Ψ). Since v1, . . . , vs ∈ (e1, . . . , er), the kernel of the composition
of Ψ with the canonical surjection P/e −→ P is (ε1, . . . , εs), and therefore we have
ker(Ψ) ⊆ (ε1, . . . , εs). Furthermore, we have f1ε1 + · · ·+ fsεs ∈ ker(Ψ) if and only
if f1v1 + · · ·+ fsvs = 0. Hence {f1ε1 + · · ·+ fsεs | (f1, . . . , fs) ∈ SyzP (V)}∪ {εkε` |
k, ` = 1, . . . , s} generates ker(Ψ), and the claim follows from Proposition 2.3.b.

Finally, part d) follows from c) by a slight generalization of [7], 3.6.2, but the
proof of that proposition still applies without modifications. ut
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4. Computation of Minimal Homogeneous Presentations

As above, we assume that M is a submodule of a graded free module F0 =
⊕ri=1 P (−d0i) and that it is given by a deg-ordered homogeneous system of gener-
ators V = (v1, . . . , vs). We want to compute a minimal homogeneous presentation
of M . The graded version of Nakayama’s lemma implies that we may assume
M ⊆ (x1, . . . , xn)F0. There is an obvious method to solve our task.

Remark 4.1. Consider the following instructions.
1) Using the Buchberger Algorithm with Minimalization (see [8], 4.6.3), compute

a subtuple Vmin of V of homogeneous vectors which generate M minimally.
2) Using the lifting of syzygies (see [7], 3.1.8), compute a matrix S whose columns

generate the module SyzP (Vmin). (Notice that all computations involved here
keep the homogeneity of the input. Thus S is a homogeneous matrix.)

3) Using the Buchberger Algorithm with Minimalization, compute a subtuple Smin

of S of homogeneous vectors which generate SyzP (Smin) minimally.
4) Return Vmin and Smin and stop.
This is an algorithm which computes two tuples Vmin and Smin of homogeneous
vectors such that Vmin generates M minimally and Smin generates SyzP (Vmin) min-
imally. In particular, we have a minimal homogeneous presentation

F2
ψ−→ F1

ϕ−→ M −→ 0

where F1 and F2 are graded free P -modules, where ψ is given by Smin and where ϕ
is given by Vmin.

This algorithm is rather wasteful, because the reduction steps involved in com-
puting the Gröbner basis of M in step 1) have to be done again in step 2). Using
the idealization of the presentation discussed in the previous subsection, we can
proceed in a more efficient way. The method we use in the next theorem is called
the vertical strategy. The reason is that we compute first a minimal system of
generators Gmin of M by looping through all necessary degrees (which we think of as
being on top of each other) and then a minimal system of generators of SyzP (Gmin)
by a similar loop.

To ease the notation, we shall resort to the following convention. Given a tuple
G = (g1, . . . , gs′), we write LTσ(gi) = ti eγi

with ti ∈ Tn and γi ∈ {1, . . . , r} for
i = 1, . . . , s′. Moreover, we identify the elements of the graded free P -module F0 =
⊕ri=1 P (−d0i) with their canonical images in the polynomial ring P = P [e1, . . . , er]
and equip P with the grading given by W = (W | d01 · · · d0r).

Theorem 4.2. (Computing Minimal Presentations Vertically)
Let M be a graded submodule of a graded free P -module F0 = ⊕ri=1 P (−d0i) where
d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r. Let V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a deg-ordered tuple of non-zero
homogeneous vectors which generate M . Consider the following instructions.
1) Choose a term ordering σ on Tn(e1, . . . , er). Let B = ∅, W = V, G = ∅, s′ = 0,

Gmin = ∅, µ = 0, and S = ∅.
2) Let d be the smallest degree with respect to Lex of an element in B or in W.

Form the subset Bd and the subtuple Wd, and delete their entries from B
and W, respectively.

3) If Bd = ∅, continue with step 6). Otherwise, chose a pair (i, j) ∈ Bd and
remove it from Bd.
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4) Compute the S-vector Sij of gi and gj. Then compute S′ij = NRσ,G(Sij).
If S′ij = 0 continue with step 3). If S′ij 6= 0 and it does not involve the in-
determinates e1, . . . , er, append it to S and continue with step 3).

5) Increase s′ by one, append gs′ = S′ij to the tuple G, and append the set {(i, s′) |
1 ≤ i < s′, γi = γs′} to B. Then continue with step 3).

6) If Wd = ∅, continue with step 9). Otherwise, choose a vector v ∈ Wd and
remove it from Wd.

7) Compute v′ = NRσ,G(v) and v̄ = v′(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, 0, . . . , 0). If v̄ = 0,
continue with step 6).

8) Increase s′ and µ by one. Adjoin a new indeterminate εµ to P and extend the
grading to this new ring by defining degW (εµ) = degW (v̄). Extend the term
ordering σ to the new ring in such a way that the extension is an elimination
ordering for {e1, . . . , er}. Append gs′ = v̄− εµ to G and v̄ to Gmin. Append the
set {(i, s′) | 1 ≤ i < s′, γi = γs′} to B. Continue with step 6).

9) If B 6= ∅ or W 6= ∅, continue with step 2).
10) Apply the Buchberger Algorithm with Minimalization to the module generated

by S and obtain a subtuple Smin of S which minimally generates that module.
Return the pair (Gmin,Smin) and stop.

This is an algorithm which computes a pair (Gmin,Smin) where Gmin is a deg-ordered
tuple of homogeneous vectors in F0 which generate M minimally, and Smin is a deg-
ordered tuple of homogeneous vectors in ⊕µi=1 P (−d1i) which generate SyzP (Gmin)
minimally. Here µ is the number of elements in Gmin and d1i is the degree of the
ith element in Gmin for i = 1, . . . , µ.

Proof. To prove the finiteness of this procedure, we note that elements are appended
to G and B only in steps 5) and 8). By induction on s′, we see that all elements of G
are of the form a1e1 + · · ·+ arer + b1ε1 + · · ·+ bµεµ with ai, bj ∈ P . Moreover, the
checks in step 4) and step 7) make sure that at least one polynomial ai is non-zero.
Since B is enlarged only when an element is appended to G which has a new leading
term, and since this can happen only finitely many times, the procedure terminates
after finitely many steps.

Now we prove correctness. If we substitute ε1 7→ 0, . . . , εµ 7→ 0 everywhere,
the algorithm reduces to the Buchberger Algorithm with Minimalization. Thus the
resulting tuple Gmin is a minimal homogeneous set of generators of M . To show
that Smin is correct, we use Proposition 3.3. Notice that the elements gs′ = v̄ − εµ
appended to G in step 8) are exactly the generators of ĨM corresponding to the min-
imal system of generators Gmin of M. Thus Proposition 3.3.e says that SyzP (Gmin)
corresponds to the residue class ideal of ĨM ∩ P [ε1, . . . , εµ] in P [ε1, . . . , εµ]/(ε1εj |
i, j = 1, . . . , µ). Since all extensions of σ are elimination orderings for {e1, . . . , er},
the σ-Gröbner basis of ĨM contains a system of generators of SyzP (Gmin).

In fact, we claim that the elements of S are a σ-Gröbner basis of SyzP (Gmin)
when the algorithm stops. This follows by inspecting the effect of step 4): a σ-
Gröbner basis element S′ij of ĨM corresponds to a syzygy of Gmin if and only if
it is contained in P [ε1, . . . , εµ]. Finally, we note that Smin is indeed a minimal
system of generators of SyzP (Gmin) because we apply Buchberger’s Algorithm with
Minimalization in step 10). ut
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Unlike Remark 4.1, the algorithm described in this theorem returns a minimal
system of generators which is not necessarily contained in the given set of genera-
tors. Our next remark shows how we can modify the theorem to get this property
as well.

Remark 4.3. In the algorithm of the theorem, the elements v of the tuple V for
which the corresponding v′ does not involve the indeterminates e1, . . . , er form a
subtuple Vmin of V which minimally generates M . By keeping track of the represen-
tations of new Gröbner basis elements in terms of the elements in Vmin, we compute
a homogeneous matrix A such that G = VminA. Since Gmin is a subtuple of G, the
columns corresponding to the elements of Gmin in this matrix equality yield a ma-

trix B such that Gmin = Vmin B. Then the exact sequence F2
ψ′−→F1

ϕ′−→M −→ 0,
where ψ′ is given by the matrix B Smin and where ϕ′ is given by Vmin, is a minimal
homogeneous presentation of M .

Sometimes the vertical strategy is not the most efficient way to compute a min-
imal homogeneous presentation. For instance, suppose that we have some infor-
mation about the highest degrees occurring in the minimal presentation of M . In
this case, it is desirable to compute the minimal generators and their minimal
syzygies degree by degree, and to truncate the computation at the appropriate de-
gree. A method which proceeds degree by degree and determines both the minimal
generators and their minimal syzygies simultaneously for each degree is called a
horizontal strategy. Our next theorem shows how we can implement it effec-
tively.

To ease the notation, we shall again resort to the convention LTσ(gi) = tieγi

with ti ∈ Tn and γi ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Moreover, we let LTσ(hj) = t̃jeηj with t̃j ∈ Tn
and ηj ∈ {1, . . . , µ}.

Theorem 4.4. (Computing Minimal Presentations Horizontally)
Let M be a graded submodule of a graded free P -module F0 = ⊕ri=1 P (−d0i), where
d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r, and let V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a deg-ordered tuple of non-
zero homogeneous vectors which generate M . Consider the following instructions.
1) Choose a term ordering σ on the monoid Tn(e1, . . . , er). Let B = ∅, B′ = ∅,

W = V, G = ∅, s′ = 0, Gmin = ∅, µ = 0, S = ∅, s′′ = 0, and Smin = ∅.
2) Let d be the smallest degree with respect to Lex of an element in B ∪ B′ or

in W. Form the subset Bd of B, the subset B′
d of B′, the subtuple Wd of W,

and delete their entries from B, B′, and W, respectively.
3) If B′

d = ∅, continue with step 6). Otherwise, choose a pair (i, j) ∈ B′
d and

remove it from B′
d.

4) Compute the S-vector of hi and hj and call it Sij. Then compute the normal
remainder S′ij = NRσ,S(Sij). If S′ij = 0, continue with step 3).

5) Increase s′′ by one, append hs′′ = S′ij to the tuple S, append the set {(i, s′′) |
1 ≤ i < s′′, ηi = ηs′′} to B′, and continue with step 3).

6) If Bd = ∅, continue with step 10). Otherwise, choose a pair (i, j) ∈ Bd and
remove it from Bd.

7) Compute the S-vector of gi and gj and call it Sij. Then compute the normal re-
mainder S′ij = NRσ,G(Sij). If S′ij involves one of the indeterminates e1, . . . , er
then increase s′ by one, append gs′ = S′ij to G, append {(i, s′) | 1 ≤ i < s′, γi =
γs′} to B, and continue with step 6).



Idealization of Modules in Computer Algebra 11

8) Compute the normal remainder S′′ij = NRσ,S(S′ij). If S′′ij = 0, continue with
step 6).

9) Increase s′′ by one. Append hs′′ = S′′ij to the tuples S and Smin. Append
{(i, s′′) | 1 ≤ i < s′′, ηi = ηs′′} to B′. Continue with step 6).

10) If Wd = ∅, continue with step 13). Otherwise, choose a vector v ∈ Wd and
remove it from Wd.

11) Compute v′ = NRσ,G(v) and v̄ = v′(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, 0, . . . , 0). If v̄ = 0,
continue with step 10).

12) Increase s′ and µ by one. Adjoin a new indeterminate εµ to P and extend the
grading to this new ring by defining degW (εµ) = degW (v′). Extend the term
ordering σ to the new ring in such a way that the extension is an elimination
ordering for {e1, . . . , er}. Append gs′ = v̄ − εµ to the tuple G and v̄ to Gmin.
Append {(i, s′) | 1 ≤ i < s′, γi = γs′} to B. Continue with step 10).

13) If B = B′ = ∅ and W = ∅, return the pair (Gmin,Smin) and stop. Otherwise,
continue with step 2).

This is an algorithm which computes a pair (Gmin,Smin) where Gmin is a deg-
ordered tuple of homogeneous vectors in F0 which generate M minimally, and where
Smin is a deg-ordered tuple of homogeneous vectors in ⊕µi=1 P (−d1i) which generate
SyzP (Gmin) minimally. Here µ is the number of elements in Gmin and d1i is the
degree of the ith element in Gmin for i = 1, . . . , µ.

Proof. First we show finiteness. The procedure terminates when B, B′, and W are
empty. Only B and B′ are enlarged during the computation. Each time the loop in
steps 3)–5) is executed, one pair is removed from Bd (and thus from B). Similarly,
performing the loops in steps 6)–9) and 10)–12) removes one element from Bd and
Wd, respectively. Hence it suffices to show that B and B′ are enlarged only finitely
many times.

The set B is enlarged in steps 7) and 12) only if an element gs′ is appended
to G whose normal remainder with respect to the previous elements of G is non-
zero. In this case, 〈LTσ(G)〉 is enlarged, and this can happen only finitely many
times. Similarly, the set B′ is enlarged in steps 5) and 9) only if an element hs′′ is
appended to S which has a new leading term. Again this can happen only finitely
many times.

Now we prove correctness. We consider the entire computation as a computation
in P̃ = K[x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, ε1, . . . , εµ]. We claim that the elements of W, G,
Gmin, S, and Smin are always of the form f1e1 + · · · + frer + f̃1ε1 + · · · + f̃µεµ
with fi, f̃j ∈ P . This is clearly true at the outset. By the manner in which B
and B′ are enlarged in steps 5), 7), 9), and 12), the new S-vectors continue to have
this shape. Furthermore, reducing one such vector using another one preserves
the shape. Hence the elements of G and S have the desired form. Clearly the
construction of Gmin in step 12) and Smin in step 9) also preserves the given shape.

By induction on s′′ it follows that elements hs′′ which are appended to S in
step 5) and 9) do not involve the indeterminates {e1, . . . , er}. In particular, their
leading position is an element ηj ∈ {1, . . . , µ}.

If we set ε1 7→ 0, . . . , εµ 7→ 0 in the entire algorithm and ignore the instructions
concerning S and Smin, we see that we are applying Buchberger’s Algorithm with
Minimalization to the tuple V. Therefore the tuple G = (ḡ1, . . . , ḡs′) where ḡi =
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gi(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, 0, . . . , 0) is a σ-Gröbner basis of M and Gmin is a subtuple
of G whose elements are a minimal system of generators of M .

Next we let Gmin = (g̃1, . . . , g̃µ). We claim that the elements of G map to zero
under the homomorphism defined by ε1 7→ g̃1, . . . , εµ 7→ g̃µ. This follows by
induction on s′ because in step 5) an element of 〈g1, . . . , gs′−1〉 is appended to G
and in step 8) we have

gs′(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, g̃1, . . . , g̃µ−1) = v̄ − gµ = 0

Hence the elements of G are contained in the ideal (g̃1−ε1, . . . , g̃µ−εµ) of P . Since
we know already that Gmin is a minimal system of generators of M , it follows that
ĨM = (g̃1 − ε1, . . . , g̃µ − εµ) + Ẽ is the ideal of a homogeneous presentation of M .
Therefore, by Proposition 3.3, it suffices to prove that S ∪ {εiεj | i, j = 1, . . . , µ}
is a σ-Gröbner basis of ĨM ∩ P [ε1, . . . , εµ] and Smin ∪ {εiεj | i, j = 1, . . . , µ} is a
minimal set of generators of this ideal.

Since σ is an elimination ordering for {e1, . . . , er}, steps 3), 4), 5), 8), and 9)
correspond to the application of Buchberger’s Algorithm with Minimalization to
this ideal. Hence the claim follows from Propositions 2.5.a and 2.8.a,b. Altogether,
we have shown that Gmin is a minimal system of generators of M and Smin is a
minimal system of generators of SyzP (Gmin). ut

Let us add a few remarks about the inner workings of this algorithm.

Remark 4.5. Assume that we are in the setting of Theorems 4.2 and 4.4.
a) If we view the vertical and the horizontal strategy for computing a minimal

homogeneous presentation as algorithms in P, they are nothing but two concrete
versions of the same general algorithm, namely the Homogeneous Buchberger
Algorithm. The difference lies in the particular strategies for choosing the next
pair to work on, and that we do not have to consider critical pairs (i, s′) with
γi 6= γs′ because ei es′ maps to zero in the idealization of M .

b) The proof of Theorem 4.4 shows that when the algorithm stops the tuple G =
(ḡ1, . . . , ḡs′) where ḡi = gi(x1, . . . , xn, e1, . . . , er, 0, . . . , 0) is a σ-Gröbner basis
of M , and the tuple S is a σ-Gröbner basis of SyzP (Gmin)

c) Note that one can choose the term ordering on Tn〈ε1, . . . , εµ〉 freely, as long as
it extends σ. Hence the algorithm can be used to compute a Gröbner basis of
the syzygy module Syz(Gmin) with respect to an arbitrary term ordering.

5. Computation of Minimal Graded Free Resolutions

As in the preceding sections, let K be a field, let P = K[x1, . . . , xn] be posi-
tively graded by W ∈ Matm,n(Z), let M be a graded P -submodule of a graded free
P -module F0 = ⊕r0i=1(−d0i), and let V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a tuple of non-zero homo-
geneous vectors which generate M. For d ∈ Zm, the minimal graded free resolutions
of M and M(d) differ only by the shift d. Therefore we shall henceforth assume
that we have d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r0. In order to facilitate the formulation of
our algorithms, we introduce a number of conventions.

The ith graded free module Fi is always of the form Fi = ⊕ri
j=0(−dij). Its

canonical basis is denoted by {ε(i)1 , . . . , ε
(i)
ri } and is always kept deg-ordered. The

idealization of the module F0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fn is a residue class ring of the ring P̃ =
P [{ε(i)j | i ∈ {0, . . . , n}, j ∈ {1, . . . , ri}}]. As in the previous section, the entire
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computation can be viewed as a computation in P̃ . In particular, the elements of
each Fi are identified with their images in this ring.

The first algorithm we present is a straightforward generalization of the vertical
strategy for computing minimal presentations (see Theorem 4.2).

Theorem 5.1. (Computing Minimal Resolutions Vertically)
Let M be a graded submodule of a graded free P -module F0 = ⊕r0i=1 P (−d0i), where
d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r0. Let V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a deg-ordered tuple of non-
zero homogeneous vectors which generate M . Consider the following sequence of
instructions.
1) Let i = 0. Equip P = P [ε(i)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri ] with the grading defined by W = (W |

di1 · · · diri
). Choose a term ordering σ on Tn(ε(i)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri ). Let B = ∅,

W = V, G = ∅, s′ = 0, G(i)
min = ∅, ri+1 = 0, and S = ∅.

2) Let d be the smallest degree with respect to Lex of an element in B or in W.
Form the subset Bd and the subtuple Wd, and delete their entries from B
and W, respectively.

3) If Bd = ∅, continue with step 6). Otherwise, chose a pair (j, k) ∈ Bd and
remove it from Bd.

4) Form the S-vector Sjk of gj and gk. Then compute S′jk = NRσ,G(Sjk). If S′jk =
0 continue with step 3). If S′jk 6= 0 and it does not involve the indetermi-

nates ε(i)1 , . . . , ε
(i)
ri , then append it to S and continue with step 3).

5) Increase s′ by one, append gs′ = S′jk to the tuple G, and append the set {(j, s′) |
1 ≤ j < s′, γj = γs′} to B. Then continue with step 3).

6) If Wd = ∅, continue with step 9). Otherwise, choose a vector v ∈ Wd and
remove it from Wd.

7) Compute v′ = NRσ,G(v) and v̄ = v′(x1, . . . , xn, ε
(i)
1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri , 0, . . . , 0). If v̄ = 0,

continue with step 6).
8) Increase s′ and ri+1 by one. Adjoin a new indeterminate ε(i+1)

ri+1 to P and extend
the grading to this new ring by defining degW (ε(i+1)

ri+1 ) = degW (v̄). Extend
the term ordering σ to the new ring in such a way that the extension is an
elimination ordering for {ε(i)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri }. Append the element gs′ = v̄ − ε

(i+1)
ri+1

to G and the element v̄ to G(i)
min. Append the set {(j, s′) | 1 ≤ j < s′, γj = γs′}

to B. Continue with step 6).
9) If B 6= ∅ or W 6= ∅, continue with step 2).

10) If S 6= 0, then increase i by one and equip P = P [ε(i)1 , . . . , ε
(i)
ri ] with the

grading defined by W = (W | di1 · · · diri
). Restrict the term ordering σ

to Tn(ε(i)1 , . . . , ε
(i)
ri ). Let B = ∅, W = S, G = ∅, s′ = 0, G(i)

min = ∅, ri+1 = 0,
and S = ∅. Then continue with step 2).

11) Let ` = i+ 1. Return the list (G(0)
min, . . . ,G

(`−1)
min ) and stop.

This is an algorithm which computes a list of deg-ordered homogeneous matrices
(G(0)

min, . . . ,G
(`−1)
min ) such that the P -linear maps ϕj : Fj −→ Fj−1 given by G(j−1)

min for
j = 1, . . . , ` yield a minimal graded free resolution

0 −→ F`
ϕ`−→ F`−1

ϕ`−1−→ · · · ϕ3−→ F2
ϕ2−→ F1

ϕ1−→ M −→ 0

Proof. The loop defined by steps 2)–9) agrees with the main loop used in Theo-
rem 4.2 to compute a minimal homogeneous presentation of M vertically. In the
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proof of this theorem we saw that, after this loop is finished for some particular
value of i, the tuple G(i)

min contains a minimal set of generators of the module gen-
erated by W and the tuple S contains a σ-Gröbner basis of SyzP (G(i)

min). Thus, if
we feed S as the new input tuple W into the next iteration of the loop, we com-
pute a minimal system of generators G(i+1)

min of SyzP (G(i)
min) and a Gröbner basis of

SyzP (G(i+1)
min ). By Hilbert’s Syzygy Theorem, this process stops after at most n− 1

steps, i.e. after at most n− 1 steps we have S = ∅ and the algorithm stops. ut
Although the vertical strategy for computing minimal graded free resolutions is

in general rather crude, it has some merits.

Remark 5.2. Suppose we are in the setting of the theorem.
a) If we do not want to know the whole minimal graded free resolution of M , or

if we discover during the computation that the going is getting too tough, we
can stop the execution of the algorithm after the loop of steps 2)–9) is finished
for a particular value of i and get the correct first i + 1 graded free modules
and maps.

b) When i ≥ 1, we can save some applications of step 4), since we know that S
is a Gröbner basis after the loop 2)–9) for i− 1 is finished and this is the new
input tuple W.

c) In step 10) we can choose σ freely. Then we do not know that W is a Gröbner
basis, i.e. the optimization of b) cannot be used, but we get in G a σ-Gröbner
basis of SyzP (G(i−1)

min ) for the chosen term ordering σ.

Our second algorithm for computing minimal graded free resolutions general-
izes the horizontal strategy for computing minimal homogeneous presentations (see
Theorem 4.4). As before, we consider the entire computation as a computation in
a large polynomial ring P̃ = P [ε(0)1 , . . . , ε

(n)
rn ] a residue class ring of which is the

idealization of F0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fn, and we identify all vectors with their images in P̃ .
For the purposes of this theorem it will be convenient to replace the Division Al-
gorithm (see for instance [7], 1.6.4) with a procedure that merely head reduces a
given polynomial f with respect to a list of polynomials G. We shall denote the
result of such a reduction procedure by HRσ,G(f) and call it a head reduction
remainder of f .

Theorem 5.3. (Computing Minimal Resolutions Horizontally)
Let M be a graded submodule of a graded free P -module F0 = ⊕r0i=1 P (−d0i), where
d0i >Lex 0 for i = 1, . . . , r0. Let V = (v1, . . . , vs) be a deg-ordered tuple of non-
zero homogeneous vectors which generate M . Consider the following sequence of
instructions.
1) Let σ be a term ordering on Tn(ε(0)1 , . . . , ε

(0)
r0 ), let P = P [ε(0)1 , . . . , ε

(0)
r0 ] be graded

by W = (W | d01 · · · d0r0), let r1 = · · · = rn = 0, let B = {v1, . . . , vs}, let
G = ∅, and let Gmin = ∅.

2) Let d be the smallest degree with respect to Lex of an element of B. Form the
subset Bd of B and remove it from B.

3) If Bd = ∅, continue with step 7). Otherwise, let i be the largest upper index
of an indeterminate ε

(j)
k occurring in a polynomial of Bd. Let f ∈ Bd be a

polynomial which involves that indeterminate. Remove f from Bd.
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4) Compute f ′ = HRσ,G(f). If one of the indeterminates ε(i−1)
1 , . . . , ε

(i−1)
ri−1 occurs

in f ′, append f ′ to G, append to B all S-polynomials of f ′ and a polynomial g
in G such that LTσ(f ′) and LTσ(g) involve the same indeterminate ε(i−1)

j , and
continue with step 3).

5) If none of the indeterminates {ε(i)1 , . . . , ε
(i)
ri } occurs in f ′, continue with step 3).

6) Increase ri+1 by one. Adjoin a new indeterminate ε
(i+1)
ri+1 to P and extend

the grading to this new ring by defining degW (ε(i+1)
ri+1 ) = d. Extend the term

ordering σ to the new ring in such a way that the extension is an elimination
ordering for {ε(0)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri }. Compute the polynomial

f = f ′(x1, . . . , xn, ε
(i)
1 , . . . , ε(i)ri

, 0, . . . , 0)

Append g = f − ε
(i+1)
ri+1 to G and f to Gmin. For all h ∈ B such that LTσ(g)

and LTσ(h) involve the same indeterminate ε(i)j , compute the S-polynomial of g
and h and append it to B. Then continue with step 3).

7) If B = ∅, return the tuple Gmin and stop. Otherwise, continue with step 2).
This is an algorithm which computes a deg-ordered tuple Gmin of homogeneous
polynomials in P = P [ε(0)1 , . . . , ε

(0)
r0 , . . . , ε

(`)
1 , . . . , ε

(`)
r` ] such that the homogeneous

maps of graded free P -modules ϕi : Fi −→ Fi−1 defined by the elements of G ∩
P [ε(i)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri ] yield a minimal graded free resolution

0 −→ F`
ϕ`−→ F`−1

ϕ`−1−→ · · · ϕ3−→ F2
ϕ2−→ F1

ϕ1−→ M −→ 0

Proof. First we prove that the procedure is well-defined, i.e. that all instructions
can be executed. For this purpose it suffices to show the following claim: For a
polynomial f which is contained in B or in G at some point during the computation,
there exists a number i ≥ 0 such that f is of the shape

f = a1ε
(i)
1 + · · ·+ ariε

(i)
ri

+ b1ε
(i+1)
1 + · · ·+ bri+1ε

(i+1)
ri+1

with aj , bk ∈ P . This is clearly the case at the outset when v1, . . . , vs involve only
the indeterminates ε(0)1 , . . . , ε

(0)
r0 . Later B and G are enlarged only in steps 4) and 6).

When f ′ = HRσ,G(f) is appended to G in step 4), the element f ∈ B has been
head reduced using only elements of the shape shown above. Thus also f ′ has
this shape. When g = f ′ − ε

(i+1)
ri+1 is appended to G in step 6), the element f ′

involves only indeterminates ε(j)k with upper index j ∈ {i, i+1}. Consequently, the
polynomial f ′ = f ′(x1, . . . , xn, ε

(i)
1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri , 0, . . . , 0) involves only indeterminates

ε
(j)
k with upper index j = i, and so g has the claimed shape. When B is enlarged

in step 4) or 6), the new elements are S-polynomials of polynomials of the claimed
shape. By the construction of σ, the leading term of a polynomial involves one
of the indeterminates ε(j)k with the smaller of the two upper indices. Since both
leading terms are required to involve the same indeterminate ε(j)k , it follows that
the S-polynomials appended to B have the claimed shape, and the claim is proved.

Now we turn to proving finiteness and correctness of the procedure. The pro-
cedure stops when B becomes empty. New S-polynomials are appended to B in
step 4) or 6) only if a new element is appended to G in the same step. The new
element of G has a leading term which is not contained in the ideal generated
by LTσ(G). Hence finiteness will follow if we can show that only finitely many new
indeterminates ε(i+1)

ri+1 are introduced in step 6).
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To prove this and the correctness of the algorithm, it is sufficient to prove the
following claim by induction on i: After finitely many steps, all elements f ∈ B

involving indeterminates ε(i)k with upper index i have been treated, and at that
point the tuple Gi = Gmin ∩ P [ε(i)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri ] is a minimal system of generators

of Syz(Gi−1). To this end, we set ε(j)k 7→ 0 for j > i everywhere and show that
the resulting algorithm reduced to the horizontal strategy for computing minimal
homogeneous presentations (see Theorem 4.4). The choice of f in step 3) ensures
that S-polynomials involving only the indeterminates ε(i)1 , . . . , ε

(i)
ri are treated first.

This corresponds to doing the loop in steps 3) – 5) before the loops in steps 6) – 9)
and 10) – 12) in Theorem 4.4. The fact that we replaced the normal remainder
computation by a head reduction remainder does not affect the correctness of the
algorithm by Remark 2.5.6.a. The elements f ∈ B which produce an f ′ appended
to G in step 4) correspond to the pairs treated in steps 6) – 9) in Theorem 4.4.
The elements f ′ discarded by step 5) correspond to the vectors v′ discarded in
step 11) in Theorem 4.4. Finally, step 6) corresponds to step 12) in Theorem 4.4.
Altogether, it follows inductively from Theorem 4.4 that the algorithm is correct.
By Hilbert’s Syzygy Theorem, the tuple Gmin is finite and the computation stops
after finitely many steps. ut

The preceding algorithm admits several further optimizations.

Remark 5.4. Suppose that we are in the setting of the theorem.
a) In view of the checks preformed in steps 4) and 5), it suffices that the procedure

HRσ,G(f) stops when all indeterminates ε(i−1)
k , ε

(i)
` are eliminated from f .

b) Let W be a matrix of non-negative integers. Then the head reduction procedure
can be further optimized by noting that a polynomial f can be head reduced
by g ∈ G only if degW (f) is componentwise larger than or equal to degW . For
instance, a homogeneous polynomial f of degree

(
4
3

)
cannot be reduced by a

homogeneous polynomial of degree
(
3
4

)
. This observation restricts the set of

possible reductors in G.

Aside from the simplicity of the formulation of the algorithm described in Theo-
rem 4.4 (it requires merely seven steps!), it offers ample possibilities for introducing
optimizations. For instance, the optimizations provided by M. Caboara and the
authors in [4] can be used without difficulty. Although extensive practical tests are
still lacking, the authors expect that this algorithm will provide a valuable tool for
actual implementations.
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