
PROOF OF THE CASAS-ALVERO CONJECTURE

SOHAM GHOSH

Abstract. The Casas-Alvero conjecture states that if f(X) is a monic univariate polynomial of
degree d over a characteristic 0 field K such that gcd(f, fi) is non-trivial for each i = 1, . . . , d − 1,
then f(X) = (X − α)d for some α ∈ K. In this paper, we prove the Casas-Alvero conjecture for
polynomials of any degree d ≥ 3 over any characteristic 0 field, by using Koszul homology. Along
the way we show existence of various “almost counterexamples” over C, satisfying mildly weaker
hypotheses, using Brouwer degree techniques.

1. Introduction

1.1. Aim and main results of the paper. Let K be a field and f(X) ∈ K[X] be a monic

polynomial of degree d > 1. Let f (i)(X) := dif(X)/dXi be the ith formal derivative of f(X) with
respect toX and let fi(X) be the ith Hasse–Schmidt derivative of f(X). Over fields of characteristic

0, the two derivatives are related via fi(X) = f (i)(X)/i!. This paper is concerned with the following
question posed by E. Casas-Alvero in connection with his work [CA01] on higher-order polar germs:

Conjecture CA (Casas-Alvero, 2001). Let f(X) be a monic univariate polynomial of degree d over
a field K. Then gcd(f, fi) is non-trivial for each i = 1, . . . , d − 1 if and only if f(X) = (X − α)d

for some α ∈ K.

Conjecture CA was originally posed over characteristic 0 fields using ordinary formal derivatives.
Using Hasse-Schmidt derivatives, the conjecture has been studied in the literature in the above
generalized form over any field irrespective of the characteristic. We review the existing literature
on this problem in Section 1.2 below. It is well-known that the conjecture is false in general in
any positive characteristic, leaving only the characteristic zero case open. The following theorem,
which is the main result of this paper, settles Conjecture CA over any characteristic zero field and
in all positive degrees (degrees 1 and 2 being trivially known).

Theorem A. Let f(X) be a monic univariate polynomial of degree d ≥ 3 over a characteristic
zero field K. Then gcd(f, fi) is non-trivial for each i = 1, . . . , d− 1 if and only if f(X) = (X −α)d

for some α ∈ K.

By Theorem A and the work of [BLSW07], we also obtain the following.

Corollary B. Let f(X) be a monic univariate polynomial of degree d over a field K. Then there
exists a finite set P(d) of primes such that if charK /∈ P(d), then gcd(f, fi) is non-trivial for each
i = 1, . . . , d− 1 if and only if f(X) = (X − α)d for some α ∈ K.

By [Gho25, Remark 5.9], we also obtain the following strengthening of Corollary B.

Corollary C. Let Xd ⊆ PZ(1, 2, . . . , d − 1) be the dth arithmetic Casas-Alvero scheme as defined
in [BLSW07]. Then dimXd = 0 for all d ≥ 3.
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1.1.1. Idea of the proof. We briefly sketch the idea of the proof of Theorem A. Without loss of
generality we will assume our fields to be algebraically closed. We build on the work done by the
present author in [Gho25], whereby Conjecture CA can be reformulated as a complete intersection
problem and further as a problem of demonstrating regular sequences of certain homogeneous
polynomials in multivariate polynomial rings (see [Gho25, Proposition 5.2]). We pursue a downward
induction argument on the degree d ≥ 3, namely by assuming the conjecture in degree d = n+ 1,
we prove the conjecture in degree d = n. This step assumes that the characteristic of the ground
field is 0.

To establish the downward induction we need two ingredients- both algebraic and topological.
First, we prove that the local and global minimal number of generators of the relevant ideals are
equal to the expected number- we reduce the local problem to the global problem and utilize Abel-
Gontcharoff polynomials and the topological theory of Brouwer degree to prove the global result.
We note that this step works only over C. For the second part, we complete the downward induction
by homological methods, in particular Koszul homology. We relate the relevant (truncated) Koszul
complexes in degrees d = n+ 1 and d = n by introducing a filtration. By using the local minimal
number of generators information we show that the induced map on 0th Koszul homology by the
filtration is injective. Furthermore, by depth sensitivity of Koszul homology and finiteness results
of [Gho25], we obtain the vanishing of second and higher homologies. By the long exact sequence
in homology obtained from the filtration, we conclude vanishing of the first Koszul homology for
the complex in degree d = n, completing the downward induction.

Finally, we invoke the results of [BLSW07] (or [DdJ11]) which verify the conjecture in infinitely
many degrees, and thereby along with our downward induction argument, prove Conjecture CA in
all degrees.

1.2. Existing results and methods. Conjecture CA was originally posed over characteristic 0
fields K. In general, the conjecture is false over positive characteristic (cf. [BLSW07] for counterex-
amples). The authors of [BLSW07] also show that the truth of Conjecture CA for algebraically
closed fields and in a particular degree d is independent of the choice of field, and only depends
on the characteristic of the field. The first progress over characteristic 0 was made for degree ≤ 7
polynomials via computational methods in [DTGV06]. Soon after, in [BLSW07] the authors related
the conjecture for a general polynomial P (X) of degree d over any field K to the absence of K-
rational points of a weighted projective Z-subscheme Xd of PZ(1, 2, . . . , d− 1) defined by vanishing
of resultants ResX(P, Pi) for all 1 ≤ i < degP = d. Their methods, utilizing reduction modulo
prime arguments, successfully proved the conjecture over fields of characteristic 0 for polynomials
of degree pk, 2pk for any prime p. Furthermore, by [BLSW07, Proposition 2.2], if Conjecture CA
holds for all polynomials of degree n over fields of characteristic p, for some p = 0 or p prime, then
Conjecture CA holds true for degree d polynomials over fields of any characteristic except finitely
many primes. The finitely many primes p for a given d such that the Conjecture does not hold
true in degree d and characteristic p are called bad primes for d. These methods were reformulated
and extended in [DdJ11] using p-adic valuations, where the authors also proved the Conjecture
over characteristic 0 for polynomials of degrees 3pk and 4pk for primes p greater than 3 and 4
respectively (except p = 5, 7 when d = 4).

In this spirit, further results for certain polynomials of degree 5pk were shown in [CS12]. There
have also been several computational studies, cf. [CLO14], where the authors verified the conjec-
ture for polynomials of degrees d = 5pk, 6pk and 7pk barring the bad primes in each case, which
were also completely classified. These are the only existing positive results towards Conjecture CA.
In addition to these, [CLO14] also studied obstructions to hypothetical counterexamples and have
verified the conjecture for degree 12. (which is missed by the cases considered above). Compu-
tational approaches involving Gröbner bases, even though theoretically possible, get practically
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infeasible for large degrees due to the complexity of resultants. Alternate approaches to the conjec-
ture have involved analytic tools via the Gauss–Lucas theorem and to a further extent, the theory
of Abel-Gontcharoff polynomials: see [Yak14], [Yak16] and [Mas23].

Recently, Daniel Schaub and Mark Spivakovsky have published a series of papers addressing the
conjecture. Their first paper [SS25] provides a partial result towards “independence” of the higher
resultants ResX(P, Pi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1. Their second paper [SS24(a)] attempts to extend the
reduction modulo prime techniques of existing positive results by obtaining a non-exhaustive list
of bad primes p for each d > 1. The conjecture over characteristic 0 fields follows for degree n
polynomials if and only if there are finitely many bad primes for p, which signifies the importance
of studying bad primes. However, the bad primes p for a given d can be very large as demonstrated
in [BLSW07]. This has seemed to hinder a purely algebraic approach to the conjecture so far.

More recently a new approach to Conjecture CA has been initiated by the present author in
[Gho25]. The basis of the main results of [Gho25] is the following reformulation of Conjecture CA
over any algebraically closed field K and degree d ≥ 3.

Proposition 1.4. (Proposition 5.2, [Gho25]) Conjecture CA is true for all monic degree d poly-

nomials over K if and only if for all choices of 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jd−1 ≤ d, the sequence Φ#
j1
(HD0

d−1xd−1)

, . . . , Φ#
jd−1

(HDd−2
d−1xd−1) forms a regular sequence of homogeneous polynomials in K[x1, . . . , xd−1].

We refer the reader to Section 4.1 for the relevant notation. Using this reformulation [Gho25]
proves that the set of K-rational points Xd(K) of the dth-arithmetic Casas-Alvero scheme Xd is
finite for all d ≥ 3 and fields K. Concretely, this implies that for any d ≥ 3 there are only finitely
many (up to affine transformations, i.e., those of the form f(X) → f(aX + b)) counterexamples to
Conjecture CA in degree d over any field K (irrespective of characteristic). Furthermore, utilizing
[Gho25, Proposition 5.2] Schaub and Spivakovsky provide a computable criterion for bad primes
for each d ≥ 3 in their most recent paper [SS24(b)]. This enables them to obtain an upper bound
([SS24(b), Corollary 3.2]) on the set of bad primes P(d) in Corollary B above for a given d assuming
that Conjecture CA holds true in degree d over characteristic 0.

1.3. Historical note. Besides being of independent interest, Conjecture CA originated in the
context of Casas-Alvero’s work [CA01] on higher-order polar germs of complex analytic plane curve
singularities. This problem has also been considered among a list of forty questions on singularities
of algebraic varieties ([HS11, Problem 14⋆⋆]) compiled by Hauser and Schicho. The following [CA24]
is the original context of the conjecture. The main result of [CA01] is a factorization theorem for
higher-order polars of an irreducible germ of a complex analytic plane curve, generalizing the known
one for first order polars. As a corollary, Casas-Alvero then computed the intersection multiplicity
of the rth polar and the original germs, which when viewed as a function in r is defined to be the
Plücker function of the germ. The Plücker function can be defined even for a non-irreducible germ.
The question that led Casas-Alvero to formulate Conjecture CA is that if the Plücker function of
a not necessarily irreducible germ is equal to the Plücker function of an irreducible germ, then
is the original germ irreducible to start with. If yes, then one would obtain an easy criterion for
irreducibility of complex power series in two variables involving the intersection multiplicities of
the germ and its polars.

Acknowledgment. The author would like to thank Mark Spivakovsky for carefully reading through
several drafts, suggesting improvements and for providing valuable feedback at various stages. The
author would also like to thank his advisors Max Lieblich and Farbod Shokrieh for their constant
encouragement and support. This work was partially supported by NSF CAREER DMS-2044564
and NSF FRG DMS-2151718 grants.
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2. Global notations and definitions

This paper builds up on the work done in [Gho25], which in some sense serves as a prequel to this.
We therefore follow the notation introduced in that paper, which we recall here for convenience.

(i) For a univariate polynomial f(x) = adx
d + ad−1x

d−1 + · · · + a0 ∈ K[x] over any field K, we
will denote the ith Hasse–Schmidt derivative (introduced in [SH37]) of f(x) by fi(x), which is
defined as

fi(x) =

(
d

i

)
adx

d−i +

(
d− 1

i

)
ad−1x

d−i−1 + · · ·+
(
i

i

)
ai.

(ii) We will denote the ith multivariate Hasse–Schmidt derivation on K[x1, . . . , xk] by HD
i
k, which

is defined as follows: for a monomial xα1
1 . . . xαk

k ∈ K[x1, . . . , xk] define

HDi
kx

α1
1 . . . xαk

k :=
∑

j1+···+jk=i

(
α1

j1

)(
α2

j2

)
. . .

(
αk

jk

)
xα1−j1
1 . . . xαk−jk

k . (2.1)

The derivation HDi
k : K[x1, . . . , xk] → K[x1, . . . , xk] is defined by extending (2.1) K-linearly.

(iii) For each d ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ d+ 1, define the K-algebra automorphisms Φ#
d,j of K[x1, . . . , xd]

following [Gho25, Remark 4.13]. If j = d + 1, define Φ#
d,d+1 to be the identity map on

K[x1, . . . , xd]. For 1 ≤ j ≤ d define:

Φ#
d,j : K[x1, . . . , xd] → K[x1, . . . , xd] by Φ#

d,j(xl) =

{
xl − xj , l ̸= j,

−xj , l = j.
(2.2)

When the polynomial ring K[x1, . . . , xd] is evident from context (i.e., d is evident), then we

will abbreviate Φ#
d,j as Φ#

j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d+ 1.

(iv) Let xd ∈ K[x1, . . . , xd] denote the monomial x1x2 · · ·xd. Then xd = ed(x1, . . . , xd) is the
elementary symmetric polynomial of degree d in d variables. Then one can check that for all
0 ≤ i ≤ d−1, HDi

dxd ∈ K[x1, . . . , xd] is the elementary symmetric polynomial ed−i(x1, . . . , xd)
of degree d− i in d variables.

(v) For any choice of indices 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jn ≤ n + 1, we will denote the ideal (Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) |

1 ≤ i ≤ n) ⊆ K[x1, . . . , xn] by In(j1, j2, . . . , jn).
(vi) For a ring R and any ideal I ⊆ R, the minimal number of generators of the ideal I will be

denoted by µR(I).
(vii) When needed, we will abbreviate the polynomial ring K[x1, . . . , xn] by Rn, when there is no

ambiguity about the base field K.

Thus, the polynomials Φ#
ji
(HDi−1

d−1xd−1) in Proposition 1.4 for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1 are by definition the

polynomials Φ#
d−1,ji

(HDi−1
d−1xd−1) following (iii)− (iv) above.

3. Minimal number of generators of In(j1, . . . , jn)

In this section, we determine the global and local minimal number of generators of the ideal

In(j1, . . . , jn) := (Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n) ⊆ Rn for any choice of 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jn ≤ n + 1.

The following lemma gives a formula for the polynomials Φ#
n,j(HD

i−1
n xn), which will be useful in

analyzing local minimal number of generators of In(j1, . . . , jn).

Lemma 3.1. For any 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1, in the ring K[x1, . . . , xn], we have

Φ#
n,j(HD

i−1
n xn) =

n+1−i∑
l=0

(
n+ 1− l

n+ 1− i− l

)
(−xj)n+1−i−lel(x1, . . . , xn) (3.1)

Here we use the convention that xn+1 = 0 in K[x1, . . . , xn].
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Proof. Note that Φ#
n,j(HD

i−1
n xn) = en+1−i(x1−xj , . . . , xj−1−xj ,−xj , xj+1−xj , . . . , xn−xj), where

en+1−i is the degree n+1− i elementary symmetric polynomial in n variables. Let zi := xi−xj for
all i ̸= j and zj = −xj . Then consider the generating function Ez(T ) :=

∑n
r=0 er(z1, . . . , zn)T

r =∏n
i=0(1 + ziT ) = (1 − xjT )

∏n
i=0,i̸=j(1 + (xi − xj)T ) = (1 − xjT )

n
∏n

i=0,i̸=j(1 + Uxi), where U =

T/(1− xjT ). Thus, Ez(T ) = (1− xjT )
n+1

∏n
i=0(1 + Uxi) = (1− xjT )

n+1
∑n

i=0 ei(x1, . . . , xn)U
i =∑n

i=0 ei(x1, . . . , xn)T
i(1−xjT )n+1−i. Expanding (1−xjT )n+1−i using binomial theorem, we obtain:

Ez(T ) =
n∑

r=0

er(z1, . . . , zn)T
r =

n∑
i=0

ei(x1, . . . , xn)T
i(1− xjT )

n+1−i

=

n∑
i=0

n+1−i∑
k=0

ei(x1, . . . , xn)T
i

(
n+ 1− i

k

)
(−xj)k.T k

Then comparing coefficients of T r, we see that er(z1, . . . , zn) =
∑r

l=0

(
n+1−l
r−l

)
el(x1, . . . , xn)(−xj)r−l.

Then Φ#
n,j(HD

i−1
n xn) = en+1−i(z1, . . . , zn) =

∑n+1−i
l=0

(
n+1−l

n+1−i−l

)
el(x1, . . . , xn)(−xj)n+1−i−l. □

Remark 3.2. Lemma 3.1 can be used to obtain a direct proof of Conjecture CA for degrees
n + 1 = pν for any prime p, and thereby recover [BLSW07][Theorem] partially. Fix a choice of
indices 1 ≤ j1, j2, . . . , jn ≤ n+ 1, with the convention that xn+1 = 0 in Z[x1, . . . , xn]. For brevity,
denote

F (i, ji, n) := Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) =

n+1−i∑
l=0

(
n+ 1− l

n+ 1− i− l

)
(−xji)n+1−i−lel(x1, . . . , xn).

If n + 1 = pν , then p |
(

n+1
n+1−i

)
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let Fp := Fp(j1, . . . , jn) := [p, F (n, jn, n), F (n −

1, jn−1, n), . . . , F (1, j1, n)]
T and let Ep := [p, e1, . . . , en]

T . Then Fp = ApEp, whereAp := Ap(j1, . . . , jn)
is the (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) matrix with entries (Ap)i,k for i ∈ {0, . . . , n} and k ∈ {0, . . . , n}:

(Ap)i,k =



1 if k = i = 0
(−1)i−k

p

(
n+1−k
i−k

)
xi−k
ji

if k = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n

(−1)i−k
(
n+1−k
i−k

)
xi−k
ji

if 0 < k ≤ i, 1 ≤ ji ≤ n

0 if 0 ≤ k < i, ji = n+ 1

1 if k = i, ji = n+ 1

0 if k > i.

Note that Ap is a lower triangular matrix with 1’s on the diagonal, and hence is invertible. Since
p, e1, . . . , en is a regular sequence in Z[x1, . . . , xn], so is the sequence p, F (n, jn, n), . . . , F (1, j1, n),
as Fp = ApEp. This proves Conjecture CA by Proposition 1.4, for all degrees n+ 1 = pν , where p
is any prime and ν is any positive integer.

By Proposition 1.4, Conjecture CA in degree n + 1 is controlled by the height of the ideals
In(j1, j2, . . . , jn) ⊆ K[x1, . . . , xn] for any choice of indices 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jn ≤ n+ 1. For any minimal
prime p ⊆ Rn over In(j1, . . . , jn), we have height p ≥ n−1 by [Gho25][Theorem A]. In a Noetherian
ring R, a proper ideal I is complete intersection if the minimal number of generators µR(I) of the
ideal is equal to height I. A proper ideal generated by a regular sequence is a complete intersec-
tion and the converse holds in Cohen-Macaulay rings. Thus, Conjecture CA is equivalent to the
ideals In(j1, . . . , jn) being complete intersection of height n for any choice of indices. A priori,
[Gho25][Theorem A] allows the possibility of In(j1, . . . , jn) being a complete intersection ideal of
height n−1 (see [Gho25][§5.2.1] for possible cases). To rule this out, we study the minimal number
of generators of In(j1, . . . , jn). The following proposition shows that the global minimal number of
generators of In(j1, . . . , jn) determines the local minimal number of generators and vice versa.
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Proposition 3.3. For every n ≥ 3, if characteristic of K does not divide
∏n

i=1

(
n

i−1

)
, then for any

minimal prime p ⊆ Rn over In(j1, . . . , jn), we have

µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)).

Proof. First, note that by Krull’s height theorem and [Gho25][Theorem A], µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) ≥
height In(j1, . . . , jn)) ≥ n − 1 and the same is true for the localizations at the minimal primes of
In(j1, . . . , jn). Thus, if µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n−1 then clearly µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = n−1. The
rest of the proof will be showing that if µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n then µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = n
as well, which is sufficient to prove the proposition.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that ji ̸= n + 1 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. This is because
there exists 1 ≤ l ≤ n + 1 such that ji ̸= l for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. If 1 ≤ l ≤ n, then applying the

automorphism Φ#
n,l to the ideal In(j1, . . . , jn) yields In(j′1, . . . , j′n), where j′i = ji if ji ̸= n+ 1 and

j′i = l if ji = n+ 1. Let p ⊆ Rn be a minimal prime over In(j1, . . . , jn). Then we know,

µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = dim (Rn)p
p(Rn)p

In(j1, . . . , jn)p
pIn(j1, . . . , jn)p

(3.2)

Since the only height n homogeneous prime ideal in K[x1, . . . , xn] is the irrelevant maximal ideal
(x1, . . . , xn), if a minimal prime p over In(j1, . . . , jn) has height n, then p = (x1, . . . , xn). In particu-
lar, this would be the only minimal prime over In(j1, . . . , jn), implying height In(j1, . . . , jn) = n and
thus, µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = n, as µ(−) is lower bounded by height(−). Thus, we will assume that
there exists at least one minimal prime over In(j1, . . . , jn) which has height n−1, which is equivalent
to assuming that all minimal primes over In(j1, . . . , jn) have height n−1. Let p ⊆ Rn be a minimal
prime over In(j1, . . . , jn) of height n− 1. Since In(j1, . . . , jn) is homogeneous, p is homogeneous of
height n − 1 in Rn and corresponds to a line through origin in An

K. Thus, there exists a non-zero
a := (a1, a2, . . . , an) ∈ An

K such that p = (xiaj − xjai | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n) ⊆ Rn. Furthermore, we can
assume that not all of the ai’s are equal. This is because In(j1, . . . , jn) ̸⊆ (xi − xj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n)

as Φ#
jn
HDn−1

n xn(a, a, . . . , a) = e1(a, a, . . . , a) − (n + 1)a = −a ̸= 0 if a ̸= 0. Note that there
exists 1 ≤ r ≤ n, r ̸= j1 such that ar ̸= 0. This is justified since if ai = 0 for all i ̸= j1, then

Φ#
n,j1

(HD0
nxn)(a) = (−1)nanj1 = 0 would force aj1 = 0 as well.

Consider the change of coordinates of Rn = K[x1, . . . , xn] as follows: let t = xr/ar and yi =
arxi − aixr. Since ar ̸= 0, clearly Rn

∼= K[t][yi | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, i ̸= r] and under this change
of coordinates, p = (yi | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, i ̸= r). Thus, the localization (Rn)p is isomorphic to

K(t)[y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn](y1,...,ŷr,...,yn), and the residue field at p is isomorphic toK(t). Let Θ : (Rn)p
∼−→

K(t)[y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn](y1,...,ŷr,...,yn) be the isomorphism and let G(i, ji) = Θ(F (i, ji)) ∈ Rn−1(t) :=
K(t)[y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let In(j1, . . . , jn) ⊆ Rn−1(t) be the ideal generated by
the G(i, ji)’s for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We will denote the prime ideal Θ(p) = (y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn) by m, the
irrelevant homogeneous ideal in Rn−1(t). Since the residue field of Rn−1(t) at m is K(t), we obtain:

µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = µ(Rn−1(t))m(In(j1, . . . , jn)m)

= dimK(t) In(j1, . . . , jn)m/mIn(j1, . . . , jn)m

= dimK(t) In(j1, . . . , jn)/mIn(j1, . . . , jn).

To start, let us write down explicit formulae for G(i, ji)’s. We begin with some notational
conventions: let ϵi = yi/ar if i ̸= r and ϵr = 0, whereby xi = ait+ ϵi. Then we have:

ek(x) =

k∑
q=0

∑
T⊆[n]\{r}

|T |=q

tk−qek−q

(
a[n]\T

)yT
aqr
, and (−xj)m = (−1)m

m∑
s=0

(
m

s

)
am−s
j tm−sϵsj , (3.3)
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where yT :=
∏

i∈T yi and a[n]\T := (ai)i∈[n]\T . Plugging in (3.3) in (3.1), we have:

G(i, ji) =

Ni∑
q=0

Ni−q∑
s=0

tNi−q−s

aq+s
r

∑
T⊆[n]\{r}

|T |=q

[
Ni−q∑
m=s

(−1)m
(
i+m

m

)(
m

s

)
am−s
ji

eNi−m−q

(
a[n]\T

)]
yT y

s
ji ,

(3.4)
where Ni := n+ 1− i. When ji = r we have ϵr = 0, so s ≥ 1 terms vanish and (3.4) simplifies to

G(i, ji = r) =

Ni∑
q=0

tNi−q

aqr

∑
T⊆[n]\{r}

|T |=q

[
Ni−q∑
m=0

(−1)m
(
i+m

m

)
amr eNi−m−q

(
a[n]\T

)]
yT . (3.5)

Since by our choice p ⊆ Rn was a minimal prime over In(j1, . . . , jn) generated by homogeneous
polynomials F (i, ji)’s, we obtain G(i, ji)(0, 0, . . . , 0) = F (i, ji)(a1, a2, . . . , an) = 0, implying that
the constant terms of G(i, ji)’s in (3.4) and (3.5) are zero. Hence G(i, ji) ∈ m = (y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn)
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We have degyji

G(i, ji) = Ni if ji ̸= r. Furthermore, for l ̸= ji, r, degyl G(i, ji) = 1

and degyr G(i, ji) = 0 for all i. Now let,

H(i, ji) =

Ni∑
q=0

Ni−q∑
s=0

tNi−q−s

aq+s
r

∑
T⊆[n]
|T |=q

[
Ni−q∑
m=s

(−1)m
(
i+m

m

)(
m

s

)
am−s
ji

eNi−m−q

(
a[n]\T

)]
yT y

s
ji , (3.6)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jn ≤ n (including ji = r). Note that the only difference be-
tween H(i, ji) and G(i, ji) is that the T -sum in H(i, ji) varies over all subsets of [n] (including
r) and thus, H(i, ji) ∈ K(t)[y1, . . . , yn] as opposed to G(i, ji) ∈ K(t)[y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn]. In other
words, if q : K(t)[y1, . . . , yn] → K(t)[y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn] is the natural quotient map modulo yr,
then q(H(i, ji)) = G(i, ji) for all 1 ≤ i, ji ≤ n. Let Jn(j1, . . . , jn) := (H(i, ji) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n) ⊆
K(t)[y1, . . . , yn] and J+n (j1, . . . , jn) := (Jn(j1, . . . , jn), yr). If m

+ := (y1, . . . , yn) ⊆ K(t)[y1, . . . , yn] is
the irrelevant maximal ideal in the polynomial ring including yr, then the quotient map q induces an

isomorphism K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]m+/(yr)m+
∼= K(t)[y1, . . . , ŷr, . . . , yn]m, under which J+n (j1, . . . , jn)m+ ⊆

K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]m+/(yr)m+ gets identified with In(j1, . . . , jn)m, the ideal generated by the G(i, ji)’s.
Thus, we have the equality

µ(In(j1, . . . , jn)m) = µ(J+n (j1, . . . , jn)m+),

which implies that µ(In(j1, . . . , jn)m) = n if and only if dimK(t) J
+
n (j1, . . . , jn)/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) =
n + 1. At this point, we can make one more assumption without loss of generality. The marked
variable yr comes from our choice of the non-zero scalar ar in the vector a = (a1, . . . , an) determining
the minimal prime p over In(j1, . . . , jn). We had earlier shown it is justified to assume r ̸= j1. We
will now also additionally assume r ̸= jn. This is because if ai = 0 for all i ̸= j1, jn, then

Φ#
n,j1

(HD0
nxn)(a) = (−aj1)n−1(ajn − aj1) = 0 and Φ#

n,j1
(HDn−1

n xn)(a) = aj1 − najn = 0 which
would together imply aj1 = ajn = 0 and thus a = 0. Thus, we can assume that the choice of our
non-zero ar is such that r ̸= j1, jn. With this, we will now prove that if the global minimal number
of generators µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n, then dimK(t) J

+
n (j1, . . . , jn)/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) = n+ 1 giving
the desired implication.

Definition 3.4. Let Nl = n+ 1− l, and define ∆l :=
1
Nl!

∂Nl

∂y
Nl
jl

|y1=···=yn=0: K(t)[y1, . . . , yn] → K(t)

be the N th
l partial derivative operator with respect to yjl evaluated at y1 = · · · = yn = 0.

Note that ∆l is K(t)-linear and ∆l(f) computes the coefficient of the pure monomial yNl
jl

in

f ∈ K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]. The following lemma computes these coefficients for H(i, ji) multiplied with
any monomial, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n.



8 SOHAM GHOSH

Lemma 3.5. Let β = (β1, . . . , βn) ∈ Zn
≥0 and u(β) :=

∏n
i=1 y

βi
i be the corresponding monomial in

K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]. Then ∆l(u(β).H(i, ji)) equals:

(1) 0 if β = 0 and l < i,
(2) 0 if l < n, β = 0 and ji ̸= jl,

(3) tl−ia−Nl
r

(
C

(1)
i,l,ji

+ C
(2)
i,l,ji

)
, if β = 0, i ≤ l < n, and jl = ji ̸= r, where

C
(1)
i,l,ji

=

Ni∑
m=Nl

(−1)m
(
i+m

m

)(
m

Nl

)
am−Nl
j eNi−m(a[n]), and

C
(2)
i,l,ji

:=

Ni−1∑
m=Nl−1

(−1)m
(
i+m

m

)(
m

Nl − 1

)
am−Nl+1
j eNi−m−1(a[n]\{ajl}

), .

In particular, if i = l, then ∆i(H(i, ji)) = (−ar)Ni
(

n
i−1

)
,

(4) 0 if β :=
∑n

i=1 βi ≥ 1 and u(β) ̸= ybjl for 1 ≤ b < Nl = n+ 1− l

(5) coeff
y
Nl−b

jl

H(i, ji) if u(β) = ybjl for 1 ≤ b < Nl = n + 1 − l. Thus, if ji ̸= jl, then

coeff
y
Nl−b

jl

H(i, ji) = 0 if 1 ≤ b ≤ Nl−2. If ji = jl then coeff
y
Nl−b

jl

H(i, ji) = 0 if Nl− b > Ni

or equivalently, 1 ≤ b < i− l.

Proof. Since ∆l(H(i, ji)) is the coefficient of the pure monomial yNl
jl

in H(i, ji), if l < i then Ni < Nl

and degyji
H(i, ji) = Ni and degyk H(i, ji) = 1 if k ̸= ji. Thus if l < i ≤ n, clearly ∆l(H(i, ji)) = 0

which gives us (1).
For (2) note that by (3.6), the monomials occuring in H(i, ji) are of the form yT .y

s
ji
for T ⊆ [n],

0 ≤ |T | = q ≤ Ni and 0 ≤ s ≤ Ni− q. Thus, if l < n, then Nl > 1 and if ji ̸= jl, then clearly there’s

no yNl
jl

term.

For (3), by (3.6) the monomials yT .y
s
ji
can equal yNl

jl
in two ways: first if T = ∅ (q = 0), s = Nl

and second if T = {jl} (q = 1), s = Nl − 1. Up to a factor of tl−i.a−Nl
r , the first coefficient contri-

bution is C
(1)
i,l,ji

=
∑Ni

m=Nl
(−1)m

(
i+m
m

)(
m
Nl

)
am−Nl
j eNi−m(a[n]) and the second coefficient contribution

is C
(2)
i,l,ji

:=
∑Ni−1

m=Nl−1(−1)m
(
i+m
m

)(
m

Nl−1

)
am−Nl+1
j eNi−m−1(a[n]\{ajl}

). Thus, in this case,

∆l(H(i, ji)) = tl−ia−Nl
r

(
C

(1)
i,l,ji

+ C
(2)
i,l,ji

)
In particular, if i = l, then we obtain ∆i(H(i, ji)) = (−ar)−Ni

((
n+1

n+1−i

)
−
(

n
n−i

))
= (−ar)Ni

(
n

i−1

)
.

For (4), if u(β) has βk > 0 for some k ̸= jl, then clearly, ∆l(u(β)H(i, ji)) = 0, since yk survives

the differentiation, but is annihilated when evaluated at y1 = · · · = yn = 0. If u(β) = ybjl for b > Nl,

then a power of yjl always survives the differentiation which annihilates ∆l(H(i, ji)), after setting

yjl = 0. If u(β) = yNl
jl
, then ∆l(y

Nl
jl
H(i, ji)) = coeffy0jl

(H(i, ji)) = 0, sinceH(i, ji)(0, 0, . . . , 0) = 0 by

choice of (a1, . . . , an). (5) follows from coefficient interpretation of ∆l operator, and the vanishing
for ∆l(y

b
jl
H(i, ji)) for ji ̸= jl and 1 ≤ b ≤ Nl − 2 follows from (3.6) via similar arguments as

above. □

Thus, ∆l is 0 on all of m+Jn(j1, . . . , jn) except on y
b
jl
H(i, ji) for i such that ji = jl and i − l ≤

b ≤ Nl − 1 and yNl−1
jl

H(i, ji) for i such that ji ̸= jl. We will now show that SpanK(t){H(i, ji) |
1 ≤ i ≤ n} and m+Jn(j1, . . . , jn) are K(t)-linearly independent, whereby one can construct any
K(t)-linear functional on Jn(j1, . . . , jn) by specifying its values on SpanK(t){H(i, ji) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}
and m+Jn(j1, . . . , jn) separately. Thus, assume that we have a relation of the following form in
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K(t)[y1, . . . , yn], where ci, di,u ∈ K(t) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and monomials u of positive degree:

n∑
i=1

ciH(i, ji) =
n∑

u monomial,1≤i≤n
deg u≥1

di,uu.H(i, ji) (3.7)

We claim in (3.7), we must have ci = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Clearing the denominator by
multiplying with appropriate polynomial in K[t] we can assume that (3.7) holds in K[t, y1, . . . , yn],
i.e., ci, di,u ∈ K[t]. Let HNi(i, ji) denote the degree Ni homogeneous part of H(i, ji) in the variables
y1, . . . , yn. Then from (3.6) we see that HNi(i, ji) corresponds to the terms coming from q+ s = Ni

and hence the innermost sum indexed by m collapses to (−1)Ni−q
(

n+1−q
n+1−i−q

)
. Thus,

HNi(i, ji) = a−Ni
r

Ni∑
q=0

∑
T⊆[n]
|T |=q

(−1)Ni−q

(
n+ 1− q

n+ 1− i− q

)
yT y

Ni−q
ji

= a−Ni
r

Ni∑
q=0

(
n+ 1− q

n+ 1− i− q

)
eq(y1, . . . , yn)(−yji)Ni−q = a−Ni

r Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n yn) ∈ K[y1, . . . , yn],

where the last equality follows from Lemma 3.1. Assume ci =
∑

i′ ci,i′t
i′ and di,u =

∑
i′ di,u,i′t

i′ .
Thus, the equation obtained from the constant terms with respect to t of (3.7) is

n∑
i=1

ci,0HNi(i, ji) =
n∑

u monomial,1≤i≤n
deg u≥1

di,u,0u.HNi(i, ji)

n∑
i=1

ci,0a
−Ni
r Φ#

n,ji
(HDi−1

n yn) =
n∑

u monomial,1≤i≤n
deg u≥1

di,u,0u.a
−Ni
r Φ#

n,ji
(HDi−1

n yn), (3.8)

where ci,0, di,u,0 ∈ K and ar ̸= 0 is a scalar which can be absorbed into the scalars ci,0, di,u,0’s.
Note that (3.8) holds in K[y1, . . . , yn] and since we are assuming that the global minimal number of
generators µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n, we have ci,0 = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n in (3.8).

Thus for all ci’s in (3.7), which holds in K[t, y1, . . . , yn], t must divide ci. We now claim that t
is a non-zero divisor in K[t, y1, . . . , yn]/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn). This is because if t were a zero-divisor,
then K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) = 0 (since we are inverting a zero-divisor) and thus, when
we take its further localization, we obtain K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]m+/m+J+n (j1, . . . , jn)

+
m = 0. But this ring

is isomorphic to (Rn)p/(pIn(j1, . . . , jn))p, via the change of coordinates Θ, which we know is not
zero. Thus, t is a non-zerodivisor in K[t, y1, . . . , yn]/m

+Jn(j1, . . . , jn). Thus, if t divides ci for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n in (3.7) (considered in K[t, y1, . . . , yn] after clearing denominators), then we can cancel
t and obtain an equation analogous to (3.7) but now with the t-degrees of all the new ci’s strictly
lower than that of the initial ci’s. Repeating this process, we obtain ci = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n in (3.7)
by reducing t-degrees of the ci’s, which ends in finitely many steps.

We now let Dl : J
+
n (j1, . . . , jn) → K(t) be the K(t)-linear functional which is 0 on the sub-ideal

m+.J+n (j1, . . . , jn) and equals ∆l on SpanK(t){H(i.ji) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, yr}. Note that ∆l(yr) = 0 for all

1 ≤ l ≤ n (in particular, for l = n, for which we need our assumption r ̸= jn). Thus,Dl descends to a

functional Dl : J
+
n (j1, . . . , jn)/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) → K(t) defined by Dl(H(i, ji)) = ∆l(H(i, ji) for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n and Dl(yr) = ∆l(yr) = 0. For l = n, ∆n is automatically zero on all of m+.J+n (j1, . . . , jn),
so it naturally descends to a Dn = ∆n : J+n (j1, . . . , jn)/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) → K(t).
Furthermore, let ∆n+1 : K(t)[y1, . . . , yn] → K(t) be the K(t)-linear map ∂/∂yr |y1=···=yn=0. Then

∆n+1 automatically vanishes on m+J+n (j1, . . . , jn), and descends to a K(t)-linear map Dn+1 :=
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∆n+1 : J
+
n (j1, . . . , jn)/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) → K(t). As above, we see ∆n+1(H(i, ji)) = Coeffyr H(i, ji)
and ∆n+1(yr) = 1. Now consider the following (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) matrix over K(t):

A+
n (j1, . . . , jn) := (Al,i)1≤l,i≤n+1, where Al,i := Dl(H(i, ji)) for 1 ≤ l, i ≤ n+ 1.

Here we use the convention H(n + 1, jn+1) := yr when the ambient ring is K(t)[y1, . . . , yn]. Then
Al,i = 0 for i > l by Lemma 3.5 and Ai,i = (−ar)n+1−i

(
n

i−1

)
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and A0,0 = 1. This makes

A+
n (j1, . . . , jn) lower triangular, and invertible as long as

∏n
i=1

(
n

i−1

)
∈ K×. This implies thatH(i, ji)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and yr are all K(t)-linearly independent in J+n (j1, . . . , jn)/m
+J+n (j1, . . . , jn). This is

because if c0yr+
∑n

i=1 ciH(i, ji) = 0 is aK(t)-linear relation in J+n (j1, . . . , jn)/m
+J+n (j1, . . . , jn), then

applying Dl to this equation for all 0 ≤ l ≤ n we obtain the matrix equation A+
n (j1, . . . , jn).c = 0,

where c = (c0, c1, . . . , cn)
T . By invertibility of A+

n (j1, . . . , jn) we obtain c = 0. This proves:

dimK(t) J
+
n (j1, . . . , jn)/m

+J+n (j1, . . . , jn) = n+ 1,

and thus, µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = n, when
∏n

i=1

(
n

i−1

)
∈ K×. This proves the proposition as p is

an arbitrary minimal prime over In(j1, . . . , jn) in Rn. □

We will now prove that the global minimal number of generators µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) is equal to
n over fields of all but finitely many prime characteristics.

Theorem 3.6. For every n ≥ 3, there exists a finite set of primes P(n) such that the minimal
number of generators µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n over fields of characteristic p /∈ P(n).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.3, we can assume that all the indices ji’s lie between

1 and n. It suffices to show that if
∑n

i=1 ciΦ
#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) ∈ mIn(j1, . . . , jn) where ci ∈ K and

m = (x1, . . . , xn) ⊆ Rn, then ci = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. This is because then SpanK{Φ
#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) |

1 ≤ i ≤ n} ∩mIn(j1, . . . , jn) = 0 in In(j1, . . . , jn) and so one can use the linear functionals used in
the proof of Proposition 3.3 above to similarly obtain µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n when

∏n
i=1

(
n
i

)
∈ K×.

In particular, p ∈ P(n) for every prime p dividing
∏n

i=1

(
n
i

)
.

Given a relation of the form
∑n

i=1 ciΦ
#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) ∈ mIn(j1, . . . , jn) with ci ∈ K, we can

further break this up into n equations obtained by looking at the degree n+1− l homogeneous part

of the relation for all 1 ≤ l ≤ n. This immediately gives cn = 0 since degΦ#
n,jn

(HDn−1
n xn) = 1,

whereas every element in mIn(j1, . . . , jn) has degree at least 2. Now consider the following equation
coming from homogeneous degree n+ 1− l part of the relation for 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1:

clΦ
#
n,jl

(HDl−1
n xn)−

n∑
i=l+1

uiΦ
#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) = 0, (3.9)

where cl ∈ K and ui are homogeneous of degree i− l for all l+1 ≤ i ≤ n. Note that if cl ̸= 0, then

Φ#
n,jl

(HDl−1
n xn) ∈ (Φ#

n,ji
(HDi−1

n xn) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, i ̸= l) and therefore µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n− 1 =

height(In(j1, . . . , jn)), where equality follows from Krull’s height theorem and [Gho25][Theorem A].

This implies that {Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, i ̸= l} is a regular sequence in Rn := K[x1, . . . , xn].

Let j := (j1, . . . , jn) and let Mn,l+1,j[n+ 1− l] denote the degree n+ 1− l Macaulay matrix of the

ideal (Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) | l + 1 ≤ i ≤ n) (see [Mac94] or [CLO05][Chapter 3, §4] for definition of

Macaulay matrices). The regular sequence property implies that rankMn,l+1,j[n+ 1− l], which by
definition is the K-vector space dimension of the homogeneous degree n + 1 − l part of the ideal

(Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) | l + 1 ≤ i ≤ n), equals

rn,l+1[n+ 1− l] := dimKK[x1, . . . , xn](n+1−l) − h[1,2,...,n−l](n+ 1− l), (3.10)

where h[1,2,...,n−l](n+1− l) is the coefficient of tn+1−l in the Hilbert series of a complete intersection
generated by homogeneous forms of degrees 1, 2, . . . , n−l in Rn, given by the formula HSn,n−l(t) :=
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(1 − t)−n
∏n−l

k=1(1 − tk). Let Mn,l,j[n + 1 − l] denotes the degree n + 1 − l Macaulay matrix of the

ideal (Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) | l ≤ i ≤ n), and let vl denote the column corresponding to Φ#

n,jl
(HDl−1

n xn)

in Mn,l,j[n+ 1− l]. Then in block matrix form, we can write

Mn,l,j[n+ 1− l] =
[
vl

∣∣∣ Mn,l+1,j[n+ 1− l]
]
.

Consequently, cl ̸= 0 in (3.9) if and only if rankMn,l,j[n+ 1− l] = rankMn,l+1,j[n+ 1− l]. This is
because cl ̸= 0 in (3.9) can hold if and only if the column vl is in the column space of Mn,l+1,j[n+
1− l]. Let D(n, l, j) be the greatest common divisor of all r × r minors of Mn,l,j[n+ 1− l], where
r = rn,l+1[n+ 1− l] + 1. It follows that cl = 0 in (3.9) if and only if D(n, l, j) ̸= 0. If this holds for
all 1 ≤ l ≤ n − 1, then P(n) := {p prime : p |

∏n
i=1

(
n
i

)
, or p | D(n, l, j) for some 1 ≤ l ≤ n − 1}

is the set of prime characteristics that one needs to avoid to obtain µRn(In(j1, . . . , jn)) = n. To
prove D(n, l, j) ̸= 0 for all 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1, we will now work over C.

Fix some 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1. By the correspondence between the sequence of {Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) | 1 ≤

i ≤ n} and the derivative conditions of Conjecture CA (in particular, [Gho25][Lemma 4.8]), the

condition Φ#
n,jl

(HDl−1
n xn) ∈ (Φ#

n,ji
(HDi−1

n xn) | l + 1 ≤ i ≤ n) is equivalent to the claim that for

any degree n+1 monic polynomial f(X) = X
∏n

i=1(X −αi) if f
(i)(αji) = 0 for all i = l+1, . . . , n,

then we must have f (l)(αjl) = 0 automatically. Thus, to prove cl = 0 in (3.9), it suffices to show
the existence of a degree n + 1 monic polynomial f(X) = X

∏n
i=1(X − αi) ∈ C[X] such that

f (i)(αji) = 0 for all i = l + 1, . . . , n, but f (l)(αjl) ̸= 0. In fact, we now prove the following.

Lemma 3.7. For any choice of indices 1 ≤ j1, j2, . . . , jn ≤ n, there exists a degree n + 1 monic
polynomial f(X) = X

∏n
i=1(X − αi) ∈ C[X] such that f (i)(αji) = 0 for all l + 1 ≤ i ≤ n, but

f (l)(αjl) ̸= 0.

Proof of Lemma. We will make use of Abel-Gontcharoff polynomials, which are related to the
following interpolation problem. Fix m ≥ 0 and elements z1, . . . , zm ∈ C. The Abel–Gontcharoff
polynomial Gm(z ; z1, . . . , zm) is the unique monic polynomial in the variable z of degree m such

that G
(k)
m (zk+1) = 0 for all k = 0, 1, . . . ,m − 1, with the convention G0 ≡ 1. These polynomials

admit iterated integral representions over the complex plane (see [Gon30], [Lev44], [Evg54] for
detailed study of these polynomials). These polynomials have been studied by several authors in
relation to Conjecture CA, see for example, [Yak14], [Yak16] and [Mas23].

Let a := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Cn be the root tuple and let α0 := 0. We will treat a as n variables.
Define γi(a) := αji for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let Fn+1,a := (n+ 1)! and define

Fi,a(X) :=

∫ X

γi(a)
Fi+1,a(t)dt for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n

Then Fa(X) := F0,a(X) is a monic degree n + 1 polynomial satisfying the Abel-Gontcharoff

property F
(i)
a (γi(a)) = 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. If Pa(X) := X

∏n
i=1(X−αi) is a Casas-Alvero polynomial

satisfying P (i)(αji) = 0, then Fa(X) = Pa(X) = X
∏n

i=1(X − αi), i.e., in particular the elements

γi(a) are roots of Fa(X). Let F̃a(X) := Fa(X)/X, since Fa(0) = 0 and let ra(X) := F̃a(X)−pa(X),

where pa(X) := Pa(X)/X. Then deg ra(X) ≤ n − 1 and write ra(X) =
∑n−1

i=0 ra,iX
i. Note that

the coefficients ra,i are all polynomials in the variables a = (α1, . . . , αn). Define the polynomial
map Θ(−) : Cn → Cn given by

Θ(a) = (ra,0, ra,1, . . . , ra,n−1).

Since ra,i are homogeneous polynomials in C[a] for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, the map Θ(−) is homoge-

neous. We dehomogenize, by setting αj1 = 1. Thus, consider the polynomial map Θ̂(−) : Cn−1 →
Cn defined by mapping b = (β1, . . . , β̂j1 , . . . , βn) ∈ Cn−1 to

Θ̂(b) = (ra,0, ra,1, . . . , ra,n−1), where a = (β1, . . . , βj1−1, 1, βj1+1, . . . , βn) ∈ Cn.



12 SOHAM GHOSH

For 0 ≤ q ≤ n − 1, let πq : Cn → Cn−1 be the projection away from the qth coordinate, i.e.,

πq(z0, . . . , zn−1) = (z0, . . . , zq−1, zq+1, . . . , zn−1). Let Θ̂q(−) : Cn−1 → Cn−1 be the composition

πq ◦ Θ̂(−). First of all note that a zero b∗ ∈ Cn−1 of Θ̂(−), i.e., Θ̂(b∗) = 0, produces a degree n+1

monic polynomial f(X) := X(X− 1)pb∗(X) = X(X− 1)
∏

i̸=j1
(X−β∗i ), satisfying gcd(f, f (i)) ̸= 1

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Such zeroes, exist by hypothesis, since we are assuming that Conjecture CA

is false (as else, there is nothing to prove). Thus, zeroes of Θ̂q(−) : Cn−1 → Cn−1 exist for all
0 ≤ q ≤ n− 1.

For any 1 ≤ l ≤ n, choose q = l − 1 and let b∗ := (β∗1 , . . . , β̂
∗
j1
, . . . , β∗n) ∈ Cn−1 be a zero of

Θ̂q(−). Then letting a∗ := (β∗1 , . . . , β
∗
j1−1, 1, β

∗
j1+1, . . . , β

∗
n), the equation Θ̂q(b

∗) = 0 is equivalent
to

Fa∗(X) = X(X − 1)
n−1∏
i=1

(X − β∗i ) + r∗lX
l (3.11)

for some r∗l ∈ C. If Pb∗(X) := X(X − 1)
∏n−1

i=1 (X − β∗i ), then by definition of Fa∗(X), we have

P
(i)
b∗ (β∗ji) = F

(i)
a∗ (γi(a

∗)) = 0 for all i > l, and P
(l)
b∗ (β∗jl)+r

∗
l .l! = F

(l)
a∗ (γl(a

∗)) = 0 implying P
(l)
b∗ (β∗jl) =

−r∗l .l!. If r∗l ̸= 0, then Pb∗(X) is the desired polynomial degree n + 1 monic polynomial f(X) =

X
∏n

i=1(X − αi) ∈ C[X] such that f (i)(αji) = 0 for all i = l + 1, . . . , n, but f (l)(αjl) ̸= 0. Thus in
the following, we may assume:

Assumption: For any b∗ ∈ Cn−1 such that Θ̂l−1(b
∗) = 0, we have r∗l = 0 in (3.11).

Then any such b∗ ∈ Cn−1 produces a polynomial Pb∗(X) with 0 and 1 as roots and satisfying

gcd(Pb∗ , P
(i)
b∗ ) ̸= 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, since Pb∗(X) = Fa∗(X). By [Gho25][Proposition 4.14],

such polynomials are in one-to-one correspondence with the C-rational points of the degree n + 1
arithmetic Casas-Alvero scheme Xn+1(C) ⊆ Pn

C(1, 2, . . . , n). By [Gho25][Theorem B], Xn+1(C) is a
finite set, whereby it follows that there are finitely many zeroes of the map Θ̂q(−) : Cn−1 → Cn−1

and hence they are isolated.
Let L be the space of linear surjections Cn → Cn−1. Up to scalar multiplication, these are

parametrized by their kernels which are lines in Cn, and therefore P(L) ∼= Pn−1. For K ∈ Pn−1,
let LK : Cn → Cn−1 be the associated linear surjection (unique upto scalar multiple) with kernel

equal to K and Θ̂K := LK ◦ Θ̂ : Cn−1 → Cn−1. Thus, Θ̂l−1 = Θ̂⟨el−1⟩, where ⟨el−1⟩ ⊆ Cn is the line

defined by the (l − 1)th standard coordinate vector el−1 ∈ Cn. Clearly, Θ̂K(b) = 0 if and only if

Θ̂(b) ∈ K ⊆ Cn.

For K ∈ P(L), let VK := {b ∈ Cn−1 | Θ̂(b) ∈ K} ⊆ Cn−1. Furthermore, b ∈ VK is a Casas-

Alvero point if Θ̂(b) = 0 ∈ K. Let the set of all Casas-Alvero points in VK be ZK . Then we know
that

⋃
K∈P(L) ZK is finite. Let k = [k1 : · · · : kn] ∈ P(L) and Cn−1

b denote the affine space with

coordinates b = (β1, . . . , βn−1). Consider the following incidence variety:

V = {(b,k) ∈ Cn−1
b × P(L) | kiΘ̂(b)j − kjΘ̂(b)i = 0} ⊂ Cn−1

b × P(L).

If p2 : Cn−1
b ×P(L) → P(L) is the projection, then the fiber p−1

2 (k) is equal to V⟨k⟩, where ⟨k⟩ ⊆ Cn

is the line spanned by k. Let ι : Cn−1
b ↪→ Pn−1

b be the natural inclusion via b 7→ [1 : b] and let V ⊆
Pn−1
b ×P(L) be the projective closure of V. If π2 : Pn−1

b ×P(L) → P(L) is the natural projection, then
the fiber π−1

2 (k) is the projective closure p−1
2 (k) = V⟨k⟩ in Pn−1

b . Let H∞ := Pn−1
b \ ι(Cn−1

b ) be the

hyperplane at infinity. Then V⟨k⟩∩H∞ ̸= ∅ if and only if V⟨k⟩ ⊆ Cn−1
b is unbounded, or equivalently,

not finite. Therefore, by assumption, V⟨el−1⟩ ∩H∞ = ∅. Let ∆∞ := π2(V ∩ (H∞ × P(L))) ⊆ P(L),
which is Zariski-closed since π2 is proper. Furthermore, ∆∞ ⊂ P(L) is a proper Zariski-closed
subset since ⟨el−1⟩ /∈ ∆∞. Let U∞ := P(L) \∆∞.

Let Z = {z1, . . . , zk} = Θ̂−1(0). For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, choose ϵi > 0 such that ϵi < min1≤j ̸=i≤k ∥zi −
zj∥/2, where ∥.∥ is the standard Euclidean norm on Cn−1

b and let Sϵi(zi) be the sphere of radius
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ϵi around zi. One can check that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, Di := {K ∈ P(L) | VK ∩ Sϵi(zi) ̸= ∅} ⊆ P(L)
is a closed subset in the Euclidean topology. Furthermore, each Di is a proper closed subset since

⟨el−1⟩ /∈ Di for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k as V⟨el−1⟩ = Θ̂−1
l−1(0) = Z by hypothesis. Let Ui := P(L) \Di for all

1 ≤ i ≤ k and U := U∞ ∩
⋂k

i=1 Ui, which is an Euclidean open subset of P(L). Let U ′ ⊆ U be the
connected component containing ⟨el−1⟩.

Let b0 ∈ Cn−1
b \ Z such that the line ⟨Θ̂(b0)⟩ ∈ U ′. Such a b0 exists since Z is finite and U ′

is open. Recall that V⟨Θ̂(b0)⟩ ⊆ Cn−1
b is finite since U ′ ⊆ U∞ and has non Casas-Alvero points

by construction, since b0 ∈ V⟨Θ̂(b0)⟩ but Θ̂(b0) ̸= 0. Let A0 := Θ̂⟨Θ̂(b0)⟩ : Cn−1
b → Cn−1

b and

A1 := Θ̂⟨el−1⟩ : C
n−1
b → Cn−1

b . Since ⟨Θ̂(b0)⟩, ⟨el−1⟩ ∈ U ′, which is path connected, there exists a

continuous path γ : [0, 1] → U ′ such that γ(0) = ⟨Θ̂(b0)⟩ and γ(1) = ⟨el−1⟩. Since γ(t) ∈ U ′, we
know that |Vγ(t)| <∞ for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Furthermore, γ([0, 1]) is compact in the Euclidean topology

of P(L), whereby there exists R > 0 such that Vγ(t) ⊆ BR(0) ⊆ Cn−1
b for all t ∈ [0, 1], where BR(0)

is the open ball of radius R centered at the origin in R2n−2 ∼= Cn−1
b .

Let Ω := BR(0) \
⊔k

i=1Bϵi(zi) ⊆ Cn−1
b , where ϵi > 0 were as chosen above while defining Di’s.

By definition of U ′ ⊆ P(L), for all t ∈ [0, 1], we have Vγ(t) ∩ ∂Ω = ∅. Let dB(Θ̂γ(t),Ω,0) denote the

Brouwer degree of Θ̂γ(t) : Ω ⊆ Cn−1
b → Cn−1

b , as defined in [DM21][§1.2.2]. We first consider the

Brouwer degree of Θ̂γ(0) in Ω. By [DM21][Propositon 1.2.8],

dB(Θ̂γ(0),Ω,0) =
∑

z∈Vγ(0)\Z

iB(Θ̂γ(0), z), (3.12)

where iB(Θ̂γ(0), z) is the local Brouwer index (see [DM21][Definition 1.2.9]) of Θ̂γ(0) at z ∈ Vγ(0) \
Z = Vγ(0) ∩ Ω (which is non-empty by choice of b0). By [DM21][Definition 1.2.5] and homotopy

invariance, the local Brouwer degree iB(Θ̂γ(0), z) can be expressed in terms of Brouwer degree of

maps of spheres obtained from boundary of a small ball around z. Since Θ̂γ(0) : Cn−1
b → Cn−1

b is

a polynomial map, it is holomorphic, and therefore iB(Θ̂γ(0), z) is equal to the holomorphic index

indz(Θ̂γ(0)) (see [AGZV12][Part I, §5.2, Definition]), which is a positive integer by [AGZV12][Part

I, §5.4, Proposition 2]. By (3.12), it follows that dB(Θ̂γ(0),Ω,0) is a positive integer. By homotopy

invariance of Brouwer degree [DM21][Theorem 1.2.2], the number dB(Θ̂γ(t),Ω,0) is independent

of the value of t ∈ [0, 1] and therefore dB(Θ̂γ(1),Ω,0) = dB(Θ̂γ(0),Ω,0) is a positive integer. In

particular, we obtain the existence of b1 ∈ Ω such that Θ̂γ(1)(b1) = Θ̂l−1(b1) = 0, which contradicts
our assumption. This proves the existence of solution a∗ = (β∗1 , . . . , β

∗
j1−1, 1, β

∗
j1+1, . . . , β

∗
n) of (3.11)

with r∗l ̸= 0, where b1 = (β∗1 , . . . , β̂
∗
j1
, . . . , β∗n). □

Therefore, by Lemma 3.7, for every 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1, we have shown the existence of a degree n+1
monic polynomial f(X) = X

∏n
i=1(X − αi) ∈ C[X] such that f (i)(αji) = 0 for all i = l + 1, . . . , n,

but f (l)(αjl) ̸= 0. Thus, for every 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1, cl = 0 in (3.9). □

Remark 3.8. In certain cases, Lemma 3.7 admits simpler alternative proofs, which we note below.

(1) If |{jl+1, . . . , jn}| ≤ l, a polynomial satisfying Lemma 3.7 can be written explicitly. Namely,
consider the function f(X) = Xn+1 − X l. Then l out of the n + 1 roots of f(X) are
equal to 0. Since |{jl+1, . . . , jn}| ≤ l, up to relabelling, we can assume that the roots

αjl+1
, . . . , αjn of f(X) are all 0. Then clearly f (i)(αji) = 0 for all i ≥ l + 1. But f (l)(X) =

(n+1)n . . . (n+1−(l−1))Xn+1−l−l!. Clearly f (l)(0) ̸= 0 if charK ∤ l!. Furthermore, any non-

zero root α of f(X) satisfies αn+1−l = 1 and so f (l)(α) = (n+1).n . . . (n+1−(l−1))−l! ̸= 0
in C.
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(2) If |{j1, . . . , jn}| = n, then a polynomial f(X) satisfying Lemma 3.7 exists with all real
roots. In this case σ : i 7→ ji is a permutation of {1, 2, . . . , n}. We will show existence
of polynomial f(X) = X

∏n
i=1(X − αi) ∈ R[X] such that α1, . . . , αn ∈ [0, 1], αjl = 1 and

f (i)(αji) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n and f (l)(αjl) = f (l)(1) ̸= 0. This is a mild strengthening of
[DdJ11][Theorem 5] on almost counterexamples, and the proof is essentially the same. By
applying the permutation σ−1 on the roots, we will assume ji = i without loss of generality.
Let αk,m(f) ∈ [0, 1] denote the mth root of f (k) when arranged in weakly increasing order.
Now let fβ := X(X − 1)

∏
1≤i̸=l≤n(X − βi) and consider the map Φl : [0, 1]

n−1 → [0, 1]n−1

defined by Φl(β)i = αi,1(fβ), for all 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n where β = (β1, . . . , β̂l, . . . , βn). Here

αi,1(fβ) is the smallest root of f
(i)
β (X) in [0, 1]. Then as noted in [DdJ11], Φl is continuous,

and therefore by Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, has a fixed point β∗ ∈ [0, 1]n−1. Let
f(X) := fβ∗(X) = X(X − 1)

∏
1≤i̸=l≤n(X − β∗i ) be the polynomial corresponding to the

fixed point. By definition, β∗i = αi,1(f), so f
(i)(βi) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n. Furthermore,

we claim that β∗i ̸= 1 or equivalently αi,1(fβ∗) ̸= 1 for all 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n. We prove this

by induction on i. For i = 1, note that since f(0) = f(1) = 0, by Rolle’s theorem f (1)(X)
has a root in (0, 1) and thus, β∗1 = α1,1(fβ∗) < 1. Assume that for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1,

αk,1(fβ∗) < 1. Then fk+1
β∗ has a root in (αk,1(fβ∗), αk,2(fβ∗)) ⊆ (αk,1(fβ∗), 1) thereby

proving αk+1,1(fβ∗) < 1. This proves that β∗i < 1 for all 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n. Thus, the
largest root of fβ∗(X) is a simple root at 1, and all other roots are in [0, 1). By repeated

applications of Rolle’s theorem, it then follows that the roots of f
(i)
β∗ (X) are contained in

[0, 1) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. This implies that f
(i)
β∗ (1) ̸= 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and for i = l in

particular. Thus fβ∗(X) is the desired polynomial satisfying Lemma 3.7.

We obtain the following direct corollary of Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 3.6.

Corollary 3.9. For any n ≥ 3, let K be a field of characteristic p /∈ P(n), given by Theorem 3.6.
Then for any minimal prime p ⊆ Rn over In(j1, . . . , jn), we have µ(Rn)p(In(j1, . . . , jn)p) = n.

4. Proof of Theorem A

4.1. Setup of the proof of Theorem A. We now describe the setup of our proof of Theorem A.
By Proposition 1.4, to prove Theorem A it suffices to prove that when K is characteristic 0, then
for all d ≥ 3 and for all choices of indices 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jd−1 ≤ d, the sequences

Sd−1(j1, . . . , jd−1) := Φ#
j1
(HD0

d−1xd−1), Φ
#
j2
(HD1

d−1xd−1), . . . , Φ
#
jd−1

(HDd−2
d−1xd−1) (4.1)

form regular sequences in the polynomials ring K[x1, . . . , xd−1]. We will prove this by inducting
downwards on d. Henceforth we will denote the polynomial ring K[x1, . . . , xn] by Rn.

4.1.1. The hypothesis. Assume for some n ≥ 3, Theorem A is true in degree d = n + 1. By
Proposition 1.4, we are assuming that the sequences

Sn(j1, . . . , jn) := Φ#
j1
(HD0

nxn), . . . , Φ
#
jn
(HDn−1

n xn) (4.2)

are regular in Rn for all choices of indices 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jn ≤ n + 1. Here Φ#
ji

denotes Φ#
n,ji

for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n, i.e., these are automorphisms of Rn.

4.1.2. The downward inductive step. We want to show that when characteristic of K is 0, then
hypothesis 4.1.1 implies that the sequences

Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) := Φ#
j1
(HD0

n−1xn−1), . . . , Φ
#
jn−1

(HDn−2
n−1xn−1) (4.3)

are regular in Rn−1 for all choice of indices 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jn−1 ≤ n. Here Φ#
ji

denotes Φ#
n−1,ji

for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, i.e., these are automorphisms of Rn−1.
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Now fix a choice of indices 1 ≤ j1, j2, . . . , jn−1 ≤ n for which we want to show that the sequence

Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) in (4.3) is regular in Rn−1. Consider the truncated sequence Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) in

Rn obtained from the sequence (4.2) by removing the last term Φ#
jn
(HDn−1

n xn), for the same chosen

indices j1, . . . , jn−1 but with one modification: if jl = n for some 1 ≤ l ≤ n−1 in Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1),

then let jl = n+1 in the obtained sequence Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) in Rn. This is because Φ
#
n−1,n : Rn−1 →

Rn−1 is identity by definition, while the corresponding identity map on Rn is defined to be Φ#
n,n+1.

4.2. Proof of Theorem A. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have the following equation in Rn.

Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) = Φ#

n,ji
(xn)Φ

#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n−1xn−1) + Φ#

n,ji
(HDi−2

n−1xn−1), (4.4)

But HDi−1
n−1xn−1 and HDi−2

n−1xn−1 belong in Rn−1 ⊂ Rn. We see that if 1 ≤ ji ≤ n− 1, then (4.4)
can be rewritten as:

Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) = (xn − xji)Φ

#
n−1,ji

(HDi−1
n−1xn−1) + Φ#

n−1,ji
(HDi−2

n−1xn−1), (4.5)

If ji = n+ 1, then Φ#
n,n+1 is identity, so we can rewrite (4.4) as:

Φ#
n,n+1(HD

i−1
n xn) = xnΦ

#
n−1,n(HD

i−1
n−1xn−1) + Φ#

n−1,n(HD
i−2
n−1xn−1), (4.6)

Thus by (4.5), for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 such that ji ̸= n, it follows that Φ#
ji
(HDi−1

n xn) is a

linear polynomial in Rn = Rn−1[xn] with leading coefficient equal to Φ#
ji
(HDi−1

n−1xn−1) ∈ Rn−1.

Similarly, by (4.6) Φ#
n+1(HD

i−1
n xn) is a linear polynomial in Rn = Rn−1[xn] with leading coeffi-

cient equal to Φ#
n (HD

i−1
n−1xn−1) ∈ Rn−1. Hence, the sequence Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) ⊆ Rn−1 in the

downward inductive step 4.1.2 is the sequence of leading coefficients (with respect to xn) of the

sequence Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) in Rn that we constructed above. To express this formally, let λn : Rn =
Rn−1[xn] → Rn−1 be the leading coefficient function (not a homomorphism!) with respect to xn.

Then for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1 and index 1 ≤ ji ≤ n−1, we have λn(Φ
#
ji
(HDi−1

n xn)) = Φ#
ji
(HDi−1

n−1xn−1)

and λn(Φ
#
n+1(HD

i−1
n xn)) = Φ#

n (HD
i−1
n−1xn−1).

Since, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1, the polynomials Φ#
ji
(HDi−1

n xn) are homogeneous elements of positive
degree in the Noetherian graded homogeneous ring Rn, being a regular sequence is equivalent
to being H1-regular or equivalently, Koszul regular ([SP24, Definition 15.30.1]). Let the Koszul

complex of the sequence Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) in Rn be:

. . .
∧3R⊕n−1

n

∧2R⊕n−1
n R⊕n−1

n Rn 0
dn,4 dn,3 dn,2 dn,1

(4.7)

We know, by hypothesis 4.1.1, that Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) is a regular sequence in Rn. Thus, the Koszul
complex (4.7) is exact everywhere except at Rn, and all its higher homologies vanish. Furthermore,

H0 of the above complex is the quotient ring Rn/(Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1)), where (Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) ⊆ Rn

is the ideal generated by Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1). Instead of considering the entire complex (4.7), we will
focus on the following truncated versions.

Definition 4.1. (1) Define K̂
n
(j1, . . . , jn−1)• to be the following chain complex formed by the

first three elements of the Koszul complex (4.7) of Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) in Rn = Rn−1[xn].

0
∧3Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
∧2Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1 Rn−1[xn]
⊕n−1 Rn−1[xn] 0

dn,3 dn,2 dn,1
.

(2) Define Kn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• to be the following chain complex formed by the first three
elements of the Koszul complex of the sequence Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) in Rn−1.

Kn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• : 0
∧3R⊕n−1

n−1

∧2R⊕n−1
n−1 R⊕n−1

n−1 Rn−1 0
dn−1,3 dn−1,2 dn−1,1

.
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We will now consider the truncated complex K̂
n
(j1, . . . , jn−1)• as a complex of Rn−1-modules (via

the natural embedding Rn−1 ↪→ Rn) and construct a filtration by sub-complexes of Rn−1-modules.

4.2.1. Filtration of the truncated Koszul complex K̂
n
(j1, . . . , jn−1)•. For any k ≥ 0, let Rn−1[xn]k

be the Rn−1-submodule of Rn consisting of polynomials of degree at most k in xn. Let e1, . . . , en−1

be the basis elements of R⊕n−1
n , i.e, R⊕n−1

n =
⊕n

i=1Rnei. For any l, k ≥ 0, let
∧lRn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k be

the Rn−1-submodule of
∧lR⊕n−1

n consisting of Rn−1[xn]k-linear combinations of the basis elements
ei1 ∧ ei2 ∧ · · · ∧ eil for 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < il ≤ n− 1.

Since ji ̸= n for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1 in the sequence Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1), the polynomials Φ#
ji
(HDi−1

n xn)
are linear in xn for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. We therefore obtain the following induced chain complex

K̂
n

k(j1, . . . , jn−1)• of Rn−1-modules for any k ≥ 1 from the definition of the Koszul differentials dn,1
and dn,2.

Definition 4.2. (1) For k ≥ 1, define K̂
n

k(j1, . . . , jn−1)• to be the following chain complex:

0
∧3Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k−3

∧2Rn−1[xn]
⊕n−1
k−2 Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k−1 Rn−1[xn]k 0

dn,3 dn,2 dn,1
.

Here, we use the convention that
∧3Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
m or

∧2Rn−1[xn]
⊕n−1
m are 0 if m < 0.

(2) Let M ⊆ R⊕n−1
n−1 be the image of the map dn−1,2 :

∧2R⊕n−1
n−1 → R⊕n−1

n−1 that occurs in

the complex Kn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• in Definition 4.1(2). Define K̂
n

0 (j1, . . . , jn−1)• to be the
following complex

K̂
n

0 (j1, . . . , jn−1)• : 0 0 0 M Rn−1[xn]0 0,
dn,1

where dn,1 is the restriction of the map R⊕n−1
n → Rn in the complex K̂

n
(j1, . . . , jn−1)•.

We have a natural inclusion chain map ιk,• : K̂
n

k−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• ↪→ K̂
n

k(j1, . . . , jn−1)• of com-
plexes of Rn−1-modules for all k ≥ 1. While the leading coefficient function λn : Rn−1[xn] → Rn−1

is not a homomorphism, the morphism λn,k : Rn−1[xn]k → Rn−1 mapping an element of Rn−1[xn]k
to its coefficient of xkn is a Rn−1-linear homomorphism for each k ≥ 0. This homomorphism induces
natural Rn−1-linear homomorphisms

λ⊕n−1
n,k : Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k → R⊕n−1

n−1 and Λiλ⊕n−1
n,k : ΛiRn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k → ΛiR⊕n−1

n−1 . (4.8)

Explicitly, the homomorphism λ⊕n−1
n,k maps any (f1, . . . , fn−1) =

∑n−1
i=1 fiei ∈ Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k to the

element (λn,k(f1), . . . , λn,k(fn−1)) =
∑n−1

i=1 λn,k(fi)ei ∈ R⊕n−1
n−1 and Λ2λ⊕n−1

n,k maps any
∑
fijei∧ej ∈

Λ2Rn−1[xn]
⊕n−1
k to

∑
λn,k(fij)ei∧ej and so on. One checks that these Rn−1-linear homomorphisms

induce the following surjective chain map Λn,k,• : K̂
n

k(j1, . . . , jn−1)• → Kn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• of Rn−1-
chain complexes for k ≥ 3:

0
∧3Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k−3

∧2Rn−1[xn]
⊕n−1
k−2 Rn−1[xn]

⊕n−1
k−1 Rn−1[xn]k 0

0
∧3R⊕n−1

n−1

∧2R⊕n−1
n−1 R⊕n−1

n−1 Rn−1 0

dn,3

Λ3λ⊕n−1
n,k−3

dn,2

Λ2λ⊕n−1
n,k−2

dn,1

λ⊕n−1
n,k−1 λn,k

dn−1,3 dn−1,2 dn−1,1

(4.9)

The kernel of the chain map Λn,k,• is the sub-complex ιk,• : K̂
n

k−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• ↪→ K̂
n

k(j1, . . . , jn−1)•,
whence we obtain the following short exact sequence of Rn−1-chain complexes for k ≥ 3:

0 K̂
n

k−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• K̂
n

k(j1, . . . , jn−1)• Kn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1)• 0
Λn,k,•

(4.10)
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Consequently, we have obtained the following filtration of K̂
n
(j1, . . . , jn−1)• by subcomplexes of

Rn−1-modules along with the cokernels of successive inclusions. For brevity, we will henceforth
suppress the indices (j1, . . . , jn−1) when refering to the complexes in Definitions 4.1 and 4.2, when
it is clear from context.

K̂
n

0,• K̂
n

1,• K̂
n

2,• K̂
n

3,• . . . K̂
n

k,• . . . K̂
n

•

Coker ι1,• Coker ι2,• Kn−1
• Kn−1

•

ι1,• ι2,• ι3,•

(4.11)

We can write the complex K̂
n

• as the direct limit lim−→l≥k
K̂

n

l,• corresponding to the natural directed

system, for any k ≥ 0. Since homology commutes with direct limits, we have for all k ≥ 0:

H⋆(K̂
n

• ) = lim−→
l≥k

H⋆(K̂
n

l,•). (4.12)

Proposition 4.3. The induced maps ιk,⋆ : H0(K̂
n
k−1,•) → H0(K̂

n
k,•) are injective for all k ≥ 1,

when characteristic of the base field K is 0.

.

Proof. We will first show that the natural map j0 : H0(K̂
n
0,•) → H0(K̂

n
• ) is injective. Then since

this map factors as j0 : H0(K̂
n
0,•)

ι1,⋆−−→ H0(K̂
n
1,•)

j1−→ H0(K̂
n
• ), it would imply that ι1,⋆ is injective,

from which we will obtain the injectivity of all ιk,⋆ for k ≥ 1. Since Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) are linear in

xn, we can write them as

F (i, ji, n) := Φ#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn) = xnf(i, ji, n) + g(i, ji, n),

where f(i, ji, n) and g(i, ji, n) belong in Rn−1. Recall that f(i, ji, n) := λn(Φ
#
n,ji

(HDi−1
n xn)) =

Φ#
n−1,ji

(HDi−1
n−1xn−1) if ji ̸= n+ 1 and Φ#

n−1,n(HD
i−1
n−1xn−1) if ji = n+ 1. Then we have

H0(K̂
n
• ) = Rn/(Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1)), and H0(K̂

n
0,•) = Rn−1/I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)), (4.13)

where I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) is the ideal generated by the 2× 2 minors of the following matrix

Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1) :=

[
f(1, j1, n) f(2, j2, n) · · · f(n− 1, jn−1, n)
g(1, j1, n) g(2, j2, n) · · · g(n− 1, jn−1, n)

]
∈ R2×n−1

n−1 . (4.14)

By hypothesis, H0(K̂
n
• ) is a 1-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay ring. We claim that the same is true

for H0(K̂
n
0,•). Let p be a minimal prime of H0(K̂

n
0,•), corresponding to a minimal prime p over

I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) in Rn−1. If f(i, ji, n) ∈ p for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, then by [Gho25][Theorem 5.6],
height p ≥ n− 2. If there exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, such that f(i, ji, n) /∈ p, then consider the map
between localized rings ψi : (Rn−1)p[xn] → (Rn−1)p defined by sending xn 7→ −g(i, ji, n)/f(i, ji, n).
This induces the isomorphism (Rn−1)p[xn]/(F (i, ji, n)) ∼= (Rn−1)p. Furthermore, the image of
F (l, jl, n) ∈ (Rn−1)p[xn] under ψi is ∆il/f(i, ji, n), where ∆il is the 2× 2 minor formed by the ith

and lth columns of Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1). So we obtain the isomorphism:

(Rn−1)p[xn]

(F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n))
∼=

(Rn−1)p
(∆il | 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1, l ̸= i)

∼=
(Rn−1)p

I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))
, (4.15)

where the second isomorphism follows from the Plücker relations f(i, ji, n)∆pq = f(p, jp, n)∆iq −
f(q, jq, n)∆ip for all 1 ≤ p < q ≤ n − 1, p, q ̸= i. Now, since p ⊂ Rn−1 is a minimal prime over
I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)), it follows from (4.15) that (Rn−1)p[xn]/(F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n − 1, jn−1, n)) is
0-dimensional. Since localization is flat, by hypothesis 4.1.1, it follows that F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n −
1, jn−1, n) is also a regular sequence (of length n − 1) in (Rn−1)p[xn]. Thus, dim(Rn−1)p[xn] =
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n − 1, which implies that height p = n − 2. Hence, for all minimal primes p ⊂ Rn−1 over
I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) we have height p ≥ n − 2. Furthermore, by [EN62, Theorem 3] height
of any minimal prime over I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) is at most n − 2. Consequently, the height of

I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) is equal to n − 2 and therefore H0(K̂
n

0,•) is 1-dimensional, and also Cohen-
Macaulay by [BV88, Theorem 2.7].

We now claim that the ideal Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) ⊂ Rn contracts to I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) ⊂ Rn−1

under the natural inclusion Rn−1 ↪→ Rn. Clearly, I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) ⊂ Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) ∩ Rn−1

since ∆il = f(i, ji, n)F (l, jl, n)− f(l, jl, n)F (i, ji, n) for all 1 ≤ i < l ≤ n− 1.
Before proving the reverse inclusion, we will state a quick lemma which will be useful.

Lemma 4.4. Let R be a Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay ring and f : R→ S be a ring homomorphism.
Then f is injective if and only if the induced maps fp : Rp → Sp at localizations at the minimal
primes p of R, are injective. Here we consider S as an R-module by the map f .

Proof of Lemma. Since injectivity is a local property, the forward direction is clear. Let K := ker f .

By flatness of localization, the exact sequence 0 → K → R
f−→ S yields the exact sequence 0 →

Kp → Rp
fp−→ Sp. Thus, Kp = ker fp, whereby the hypothesis implies Kp = 0 for all minimal primes

p of R. Since R is Noetherian, K is finitely generated, implying that for each p ∈ MinR, we obtain
rp ∈ R \ p such that rp.K = 0. Therefore, AnnK ̸⊆ p for any minimal prime p ∈ MinR, and
since there are finitely many minimal primes of R, we obtain AnnK ̸⊆

⋃
p∈MinR p by the prime

avoidance lemma. Since R is Cohen-Macaulay, MinR = Ass p and the union of all minimal primes
is equal to the set of zero divisors. Thus, we see that there exists a regular element r ∈ AnnK,
implying K = 0. This proves the injectivity of f . □

Since we provedH0(K̂
n

0,•) is Cohen-Macaulay above, to prove the reverse inclusion Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1)∩
Rn−1 ⊆ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)), it suffices to do so locally at each minimal prime of I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))
by Lemma 4.4. If p ⊂ Rn−1 is a minimal prime over I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) such that there exists
f(l, jl, n) /∈ p for some 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1, then f(l, jl, n) is a unit in (Rn−1)p. Hence, we see that

xn +
g(l, jl, n)

f(l, jl, n)
=
F (l, jl, n)

f(l, jl, n)
∈ (F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n))(Rn−1)p[xn] (4.16)

By (4.16), F (i, ji, n) = f(i, ji, n)xn+g(i, ji, n) =
∆li

f(l,jl,n)
+ f(i,ji,n)

f(l,jl,n)
F (l, jl, n), whereby we obtain the

following equality of ideals in (Rn−1)p[xn]:

(F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n)) = (F (l, jl, n), ∆li | 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n− 1) (4.17)

From (4.17) it follows that (F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n)) ∩ (Rn−1)p equals

(F (l, jl, n), ∆li | 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n−1)∩ (Rn−1)p = (∆li | 1 ≤ i ̸= l ≤ n−1) = I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p,

where the second equality follows from the Plücker relations f(l, jl, n)∆pq = f(p, jp, n)∆lq −
f(q, jq, n)∆lp for all 1 ≤ p < q ≤ n − 1, p, q ̸= l and the invertibility of f(l, jl, n). This proves

the local injectivity of the map j0 : H0(K̂
n
0,•) → H0(K̂

n
• ), when localized at a minimal prime p of

H0(K̂
n
0,•) not containing f(l, jl, n) for some 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1.

We now claim that for any minimal prime p of H0(K̂
n
0,•) there exists some 1 ≤ l ≤ n−1 such that

f(l, jl, n) /∈ p, so that the above proof would give us local injectivity of j0 : H0(K̂
n
0,•) → H0(K̂

n
• )

at all minimal primes of H0(K̂
n
0,•). First recall that F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n − 1, jn−1, n), F (n, jn, n)

is a regular sequence in Rn for any choice of jn, by hypothesis 4.1.1. We can write F (n, jn, n) =
f(n, jn, n)xn+g(n, jn, n) where f(n, jn, n) = 1 if jn ̸= n and −n if jn = n. Thus, if the characteristic
of the base field does not divide n, we have:

Rn

(F (1, j1n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n), F (n, jn, n))
∼=

Rn−1

(∆1n,∆2n, . . . ,∆n−1n)
, (4.18)
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where ∆in := f(i, ji, n)g(n, jn, n)−f(n, jn, n)g(i, ji, n) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1. From (4.18), we see that
∆1n,∆2n, . . . ,∆n−1n is a regular sequence in Rn−1 and by the Plücker relations f(n, jn, n)∆pq =
−f(p, jp, n)∆qn + f(q, jq, n)∆pn, it follows that I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) ⊆ (∆1n,∆2n, . . . ,∆n−1n).
Since for any minimal prime p ⊂ Rn−1 over I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)), we have height p = n − 2, it
follows that there exists 1 ≤ l ≤ n− 1, such that ∆ln /∈ p. The following lemma shows that this is
sufficient to conclude f(l, jl, n) /∈ p.

Lemma 4.5. If ∆ln /∈ p, then f(l, jl, n) /∈ p.

Proof of Lemma. We prove by contradiction. So let us assume that ∆ln /∈ p and f(l, jl, n) ∈ p.

Let κ(p) := (Rn−1)p/p(Rn−1)p be the residue field at p. By assumption, f(l, jl, n) = 0 and since

∆ln /∈ p, we have g(l, jl, n) ̸= 0 in κ(p). Thus, F (l, jl, n) ∈ κ(p) is a unit and we obtain:

(F (1, j1, n), F (2, j2, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n))p + p(Rn−1)p[xn] = (Rn−1)p[xn] (4.19)

Quotienting out by I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))[xn] ⊆ (Rn−1)p[xn], we obtain

(F (1, j1, n), F (2, j2, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n))p+
p(Rn−1)p

I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))
[xn] =

(Rn−1)p
I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))

[xn]

(4.20)
Since A := (Rn−1)p/I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p is a 0-dimensional Noetherian local ring, it follows that
it is Artinian and then by applying Nakayama for Artinian local rings to (4.20) we see that

(F (1, j1, n), F (2, j2, n), . . . , F (n− 1, jn−1, n))p =
(Rn−1)p

I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p
[xn] (4.21)

Since ∆il ∈ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) for all 1 ≤ i < l ≤ n − 1, it follows that the vectors vi :=

(f(i, ji, n), g(i, ji, n)) ∈ A2 are proportional for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Concretely, vi = (∆in/∆ln)vl for

all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and thus, F (i, ji, n) = (∆in/∆ln)F (l, jl, n) in A[xn]. Consequently, the ideal on

the left hand side of (4.21) is the principal ideal (F (l, jl, n))p ⊆ A[xn]. Then (4.21) gives us:

(F (l, jl, n), I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p = (Rn−1))p[xn] (4.22)

We claim that this implies that f(i, ji, n) ∈ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Assuming
not, we have f(l, jl, n) /∈ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p. Then by (4.22), the following equation holds in
(Rn−1)p[xn]:

c.F (l, jl, n) +
∑

2≤i<j≤n

cij∆ij = 1 (4.23)

Let c =
∑m

l=0 clx
l
n and cij =

∑mij

l=0 cijlx
l
n, where m := degxn

c and mij = degxn
cij . Then m+ 1 =

max{mij | 2 ≤ i < j ≤ n}. By convention, set cijl = 0 for l > mij . Comparing coefficients of xm+1
n

in (4.23) we have cmf(l, jl, n) +
∑

i,j cij,m+1∆ij = 0. Since f(l, jl, n) /∈ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p, we

must have cm ∈ p, as else cm would be a unit in (Rn−1)p[xn]. Similarly, comparing coefficient of
xmn , we have cm−1f(l, jl, n) + cmg(l, jl, n) +

∑
i,j cij,m∆ij = 0 and since cm ∈ p, a similar reasoning

gives cm−1 ∈ p. Proceeding this way, we obtain that ci ∈ p for all i ≥ 0. But then c ∈ p(Rn−1)p[xn],
whereby (4.23) would imply that 1 ∈ p(Rn−1)p[xn], which is contradiction.

Thus, f(l, jl, n) ∈ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p, implying f(l, jl, n) = 0 in A, and by the proportionality

relation f(i, ji, n) = (∆in/∆ln)f(l, jl, n) in A, we obtain that all f(i, ji, n) = 0 in A, and thus,
f(i, ji, n) ∈ I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. This yields the following equality of ideals
in (Rn−1)p:

(f(1, j1, n), . . . , f(n− 1, jn−1, n))p = I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p (4.24)

But since g(l, jl, n) ̸= 0 ∈ κ(p), we have g(l, jl, n) is a unit in (Rn−1)p, and thus using the Plücker
relations g(l, jl, n)∆pq = g(p, jp, n)∆lq−g(q, jq, n)∆lp for all 1 ≤ p, q ≤ n−1 such that p, q ̸= l, it fol-
lows that I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1))p = (∆li | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, i ̸= l)p. Furthermore since we are assuming
that the conjecture CA is false in deg n (i.e., the sequence Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) = (f(1, j1, n), . . . , f(n−
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1, jn−1, n) in (4.3) is not a regular sequence in Rn−1), then if (f(1, j1, n), . . . , f(n− 1, jn−1, n))p ̸=
(Rn−1)p, it follows that p is minimal over (f(1, j1, n), . . . , f(n−1, jn−1, n)) ⊆ Rn−1, since height p =
n−2. But then (4.24) would imply that µ(Rn−1)p((f(1, j1, n), . . . , f(n−1, jn−1, n))p) ≤ n−2, which
contradicts Corollary 3.9 in characteristic zero. Hence, we must have f(l, jl, n) /∈ p. □

Thus, we have proved that the ideal Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1) ⊂ Rn contracts to I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1)) ⊂
Rn−1 under the natural inclusion Rn−1 ↪→ Rn in characteristic 0, implying that the natural map

j0 : H0(K̂
n
0,•) → H0(K̂

n
• ) is injective and thus so is ι1,⋆ : H0(K̂

n
0,•) → H0(K̂

n
1,•). Finally, we will

now show that this implies ιk,⋆ : H0(K̂
n
k−1,•) → H0(K̂

n
k,•) is injective for all k ≥ 1.

Note that H0(K̂
n
k,•) = Rn−1[xn]k/În(j1, . . . , jn)≤k, where În(j1, . . . , jn)≤k = {

∑n−1
i=1 riF (i, ji, n) |

ri ∈ Rn−1[xn]k−1, F (i, ji, n) ∈ Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1)}. Clearly ιk,⋆ : H0(K̂
n
k−1,•) → H0(K̂

n
k,•) is injective

if and only if for all r =
∑n−1

i=1 riF (i, ji, n) ∈ Rn−1[xn]k−1 with ri ∈ Rn−1[xn]k−1, we have r =∑n−1
i=1 r

′
iF (i, ji, n), where r′i ∈ Rn−1[xn]k−2 for all i. Let ri =

∑k−1
l=0 ri,lx

l
n for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Then
∑n−1

i=1 ri,k−1f(i, ji, n) = 0 and thus,
∑n−1

i=1 ri,k−1F (i, ji, n) ∈ Rn−1. Since we proved that

(F (1, j1, n), . . . , F (n, jn, n)) ∩ Rn−1 = I2(Mn(j1, . . . , jn−1), it follows that
∑n−1

i=1 ri,k−1F (i, ji, n) =∑n−1
i=1 ri,k−1g(i, ji, n) =

∑
1≤i<l≤n−1 qil∆il. Thus, coefficient of xk−1

n in r is (where qli = −qil, ∀1 ≤
i ≤ l ≤ n− 1):

n−1∑
i=1

(ri,k−1g(i, ji, n) + ri,k−2f(i, ji, n)) =
n−1∑
i=1

(
n−1∑
l=1

qilg(l, jl, n) + ri,k−2)f(i, ji, n).

Thus, defining r′i,k−2 =
∑n−1

l=1 qilg(l, jl, n) + ri,k−2 and r′i,l = ri,l for all l < k − 2, we have r =∑n−1
i=1 r

′
iF (i, ji, n) where r′i ∈ Rn−1[xn]k−2. This completes the proof of the injectivity of ιk,⋆ :

H0(K̂
n
k−1,•) → H0(K̂

n
k,•) for all k ≥ 1, when the base field has characteristic 0. □

4.2.2. Homology computations. Applying the homology long exact sequence to (4.10), we obtain
the following long exact sequence of Koszul homology for all k ≥ 3:

. . . H2(K
n−1
• ) H1(K̂

n

k−1,•) H1(K̂
n

k,•) H1(K
n−1
• )

H0(K̂
n

k−1,•) H0(K̂
n

k,•) H0(K
n−1
• ) → 0

ιk,⋆ Λn,k,⋆

ιk,⋆ Λn,k,⋆

(4.25)

Since we are in graded homogeneous setup, our goal of showing that Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) :=

Φ#
j1
(HD0

n−1xn−1), . . . , Φ#
jn−1

(HDn−2
n−1xn−1) in (4.3) is a regular sequence in Rn−1 is equivalent to

showing that the Koszul homology group H1(K
n−1
• ) is zero.

By Proposition 4.3, the maps ιk,⋆ : H0(K̂
n
k−1,•) → H0(K̂

n
k,•) are injective for all k ≥ 2, and thus,

the image of the boundary map H1(K
n−1
• ) → H0(K̂

n

k−1,•) in (4.25) is 0. Let In(j1, . . . , jn−1) ⊆ Rn−1

denote the ideal generated by the sequence Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) ⊆ Rn−1. Since Rn−1 is Cohen-
Macaulay, grade In−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) = height In−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) ≥ n−2, where the inequality follows
from [Gho25, Theorem A]. Then by depth sensitivity of Koszul homology [BH93, Theorem 1.6.17],
the ith Koszul homology of In−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) vanishes for i > (n− 1)− (n− 2) = 1. In particular,
since Kn−1

• is the truncation of the Koszul complex of In−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) upto the fourth term, we

have H2(K
n−1
• ) = 0. Thus, the maps ιk,⋆ : H1(K̂

n
k−1,•) → H1(K̂

n
k,•) in (4.25) are injective for all k ≥

3. This along with (4.12) and [Nee02][Introduction] implies that H1(K̂
n

k,•) → H1(K̂
n

• ) is injective

for all k ≥ 2. But H1(K̂
n

• ) = 0 by Koszul regularity and our hypothesis that Ŝn(j1, . . . , jn−1)

is a regular sequence in Rn. Thus, H1(K̂
n

k,•) = 0 for all k ≥ 2. But then the boundary map
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H1(K
n−1
• ) → H0(K̂

n

k−1,•) in (4.25) is injective and has image equal to 0, implying H1(K
n−1
• ) = 0.

This completes the proof that Sn−1(j1, . . . , jn−1) is a regular sequence in Rn−1 and concludes the
downward inductive step.

4.2.3. Completion of the proof of Theorem A. In§ 4.1.2 above, we proved that over characteristic
0 fields, the Conjecture CA in degree n + 1 implies the conjecture in degree n. This completes
the proof of Conjecture CA over characteristic 0 by [BLSW07][Theorem], which states that the
conjecture holds in infinitely many degrees (particularly degrees pk, 2pk for primes p and k ≥ 1)
over characteristic 0.
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