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CHARACTERIZING FINITE LENGTH LOCAL COHOMOLOGY IN TERMS
OF BOUNDS ON KOSZUL COHOMOLOGY

PATRICIA KLEIN

1. ABSTRACT

Let (R, m, k) be a local ring. We give a characterization of R-modules M whose local cohomol-
ogy is finite length up to some index in terms of asymptotic vanishing of Koszul cohomology on
parameter ideals up to the same index. In particular, we show that a quasi-unmixed module M is
asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay if and only if M is Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum

if and only if sup{€(H(f1,..., fa; M)) | V1,---, fa=m, i <d} < oo for d = dim(M) = dim(R).

2. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, all rings are assumed to be commutative rings with unity, and all modules
are assumed to be unital. We will use (R,m, k) to denote a local ring, by which we mean a
Noetherian ring with unique maximal ideal m and residue field k. The goal of this paper is to give
precise conditions under which lengths of Koszul cohomology of a finitely-generated R-module M
on all systems of parameters on M are bounded. These conditions will be whether or not certain
local cohomology of M on the maximal ideal have finite length. Looking to bound lengths of
Koszul cohomology on systems of parameters in this way is natural in light of theorems of Lech’s,
described below, together with their recent strengthings, and also timely in light of work on similar
asymptotics, also described below.

Recently, there has been a great deal of interest in the asymptotics of Koszul cohomology.
Bhatt, Hochster, and Ma have recently shown that several results, including positivity of Serre
intersection multiplicities, that would follow from the existence of small Cohen—Macaulay modules
over complete local domains would also follow from the existence of lim Cohen—Macaulay sequences
of modules, i.e. sequences of modules whose Koszul cohomology on a fixed system of parameters
is eventually “small enough” in a sense we will not make precise here [1, 5]. In this vein, one may
wonder if there are other environments in which Koszul cohomology vanishing may be replaced as
a condition by Koszul cohomology being asymptotically small. Some theorems of Lech’s, together
with more recent work in their wake, point to Koszul cohomology we would reasonably expect to
be asymptotically small in this way.

Lech’s inequality states that for any local ring (R, m, k) of dimension d and any m-primary ideal

, ;(iéfl)) < d!'-en(R) [8, Theorem 3]. Lech’s inequality is an invaluable tool in many areas of
commutative algebra, such as in the study of the minimal number of generators of ideals [2], of
first Hilbert coefficients [10], and of reduction numbers [13]. There has additionally been recent
work to improve Lech’s inequality, most notably in [4] and [6]. Most recently, Lech’s inequality
was generalized to the case of finitely generated modules in [7]. In the same paper, it is shown

M
that there also exists a nonzero lower bound depending only on M for the ratio % for all

m-primary ideals I whenever M is a finitely generated quasi-unmixed R-module, which is to say
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that the Stiickrad—Vogel Conjecture is settled in the affirmative. Furthermore, the authors show
that Z(Hl(xtl,,mfi,M))
At T/ @5,z M)

0 < i < dim(M) whenever M is quasi-unmixed, where H'(x1,...,xq; M) denotes the i"* Koszul
cohomology module of the elements x1,...,z4 on the module M. Returning to classical work due
to Lech, the Lech’s limit formula [8, Theorem 2], generalized can be generalized to modules (see
[9]), states that

converges to 0 uniformly over all systems of parameters x1,..., x4 for every

lim e(xrlllv--@zd)(M)

In light of these formulas, a natural question is whether Lech’s limit formula holds when the
sequence of parameter ideals given by powers of a fixed system of parameters is replaced by
any sequence of parameter ideals in increasingly high powers of the maximal ideal. Example
4.6 demonstrates that it does not in general. Moreover, Theorem 4.5 gives precise conditions on

. U(H" (10, Tgn, M))
when nh_)llolo (BT,
m™ and all i < dim(M) = dim(R). If Assh(M) = Assh(R), these same conditions also give
E(Hi(azln, oo s Tdn, M))

=1.

= 0 for all sequences of parameter ideals (z1y,...,2Z4,) = I, C

nh_)ngo (M /T, M) = 0 for all sequences of parameter ideals (1,,...,24,) = I, € m"
M
and all ¢ < dim(M ), which directly implies that nh_)rrolo % = 1 by Serre’s formula [11], which
states that
d
(2.1) er(R) =Y (-)"(H" ¥ (a1,...,24; R)).
i=0

For our convenience in studying these asymptotics, we make two definitions:

Definition 2.1. We say that M is i-effaceable if for every sequence of parameter ideals (z1,, ..., Z4,)
H (T1n, . Tan, M
Define Assh(M) = {P € Ass(M) | dim(R/P) = dim(M)}. If Assh(M) = Assh(R), we may
replace /(R/I,R) by ¢(M/I, M) in the definition above [7, Lemma 4.4].
Definition 2.2. The asymptotic depth of M, denoted asydepth (M), is k if M is i-effaceable for

all i < k and M is not k-effaceable. We say that M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay if asydepth
M =dim M.

We are now prepared to state the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 2.3. If M is a finitely generated module over the local ring (R, m, k) of with dim(M ) =
dim(R) = d, then the following three conditions are equivalent for each 0 < k < d:

(1) asydepth(M) > k,

(2) sup{l(H' (x1,...,x4; M)) | V[, fa=m, i <k} < oo,

(8) ¢(H.,(M)) < oo for all i < k.

We will give two proofs of Theorem 2.3, one as Theorem 4.5 in Section 4 and one as Corollary 5.7
in Section 5. Recall that whenever M is quasi-unmixed, i.e. if M is an equidimensional ]A%—module,
condition (3) is equivalent to depthp Mp > height(P) + k — d for all prime ideals P # m. Note
that when k = d, this is saying that M is Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum. It is
surprising that requiring that certain Koszul cohomology modules grow slowly, as in the definition
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of aymptotic depth, actually forces the lengths of all Koszul cohomology modules on all systems of
parameters to share a global bound. That is to say that condition 2, which requires an absolute
bound on the lengths of Koszul homology modules, is prima facie much stronger than condition 1,
which merely requires that these lengths grow somewhat slowly.

One key ingredient in the major proofs of this paper is the result that one can find prime ideals
P and sequences of parameter ideals I, such that ¢(R/I,) and ¢(R/(I, + P)) have approximately
the same length even when dim(R/P) = 1. The precise statements of these surprising results,
together with their proofs, which are computational in nature, can be found in Section 6. We give
one example of such a sequence of parameter ideals here.

Ezample 2.4. Let R = k[[x,y, z]| where k is any field, let P = (x,y) and let
I, = (2"4 A AT x4 yz").
Then ¢(R/(I, + (z,y))) = n* while n* < (R/I,) < (n* 4+ 2n) + (2n + 1)%(3n), and so

i L)
n=roo ((R/(In + P))

Details of the computation appear in Section 6 as part of Proposition 6.1.

We will use such parameter ideals together with one key spectral sequence argument to give a
proof of the main result. In Section 5, we will give an alternative proof that M asymptotically
Cohen—Macaulay implies M Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum. This alternative proof
shows directly that M asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay implies M/HY, (M) torsion-free (Lemma
5.2) and that the quotient of an asymptotically Cohen—Macaualy module by a non-zerodivisor is
asymptotically Cohen—-Macaulay (Lemma 5.3), which gives intuition for asymptotic depth behaving
as a depth theory. This approach also allows us to give a rigidity result on asymptotic depth
(Corollary 5.6). This argument gives more information than the Section 4 argument on where,
meaning in which cohomology module, the obstruction to asymptotic Cohen—Macaulayness can
be found. In Corollary 5.7, we see how the equivalence of asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay with
Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum and quasi-unmixed, together with the torsion-free
result, implies directly the entirety of the main result.

It is worth noting that the quasi-unmixed assumption is genuinely necessary for M Cohen—
Macaulay on the punctured spectrum to imply asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay (Theorem 5.8).
The example below gives intuition for that result. Roughly speaking, what goes wrong in the
example below is that the ratio of the length of the first Koszul cohomology module to the length
of R/I, cannot be bounded away from 1. If it could be, given that R is not quasi-unmixed, we
would have a counterexample to [12, Theorem 1].

H[[m,y,Z]] _ n __ n3 n _ A2 :
o) Let I, = (2" — 2" ,y"). Then ey, (R) = e(gn yn)(R/(2)) = n* while

UR/L,) = ¢ <( I{[[JE,y;ZH )> = n3 + n(n + 1), where the n counts monomials with a
ynat — 2" xz,yz

positive power of z whose image is nonzero in R/I,, noting that 27+ = 2(z™) = 0 € R/I,, and
n(n+1) counts monomials y'z? with 0 < i < n and 0 < j < n+1 whose images are nonzero in R/I,,
noting that z"' = z2"" = 0 € R/I,. Using Serre’s formula, n® = e; (R) = {(R/I,) — {(H' (2™ —
2y R)) =nd +n(n+1) — ((H (2" — 2", y™ R)), and so {(H'(z" — 2" ,y™ R)) = n3 + n. In
(H (" — 27 y™ R)) n3+n

particular, nh_)n;o TR/ = nli)ngo m =1#£0.

Ezample 2.5. R =
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3. STATEMENTS OF RESULTS FROM SECTION 6 AND SOME SIMPLIFICATIONS

We summarize below in one statement the results whose proofs appear in Section 6. We will
need only Theorem 3.1 in Section 4 to show the main result.

Theorem 3.1. If R = k[[x1,...,24]] or R =V|[[z1,22,...,24-1]] or R =V[[z1,22,...,24]]/(p°x1)
with s > 1, d > 2, and V = (V,pV, k) a discrete valuation ring, then neither R/(x1,...,z)) nor
R/(p,x1,...,x) nor R/(p,xa,...,xx) with 1 <k <d—1 are d-effaceable.

This result is proved as Propositions 6.9 and 6.10 in Section 6. We will need the full strength
of Theorem 3.2 in addition to Theorem 3.1 in Section 5 to show that M asymptotically Cohen—
Macaulay implies M/HY (M) torsion-free.

Theorem 3.2. Letd > 3, k > 1, s > 1, d—2 > h > 1, k a field, and V = (V,pV,K) a
discrete valuation ring. If R = k[[x1,...,24]], then M = (x1,...,x4-p)R is not h + 1-effaceable.
If R = V][x1,x9,...,24-1]], then neither M = (pk,xl,...,a:d_(hﬂ))R nor M = (x1,...,24-p)R
is h + 1-effaceable. If R = V[[x1,x0,...,24]]/(p°x1), then none of M = (pF,x1,...,24_1)R nor
M = (pF,zs,... s Td—(h—1)) R mor M = (x1,...,0q_—1))R is h + 1-effaceable. In all cases above
and also when h =d —1, N = R/M ‘s not h-effaceable.

Theorem 3.2 combines the results of Theorem 6.5, Corollary 6.6, Corollary 6.8, Proposition, 6.9
and Proposition 6.10.

Definition 3.3. If M is a finitely generated module over the local ring (R, m, k), let H'(I; M)
denote any one of the " Koszul cohomology modules of (fi,...,f,) on the module M when
(f1,..., fr) minimally generate I.

Recall that if fi,...,f. and g1,...,g, both minimally generate I, then H®(f,..., fr; M) =
Hi(g1,...,9-; M) for all i € Z. We will only use this notation when we are interested in the module
Hi(f1,..., fr; M) up to isomorphism, for example when we are interested in its length, as we will
frequently be.

We now make a reduction relevant to both Section 4 and Section 5. We will reduce to the
complete case. Denote by R the m-adic completion of the local ring (R, m, k) and by M the m-adic
completion of the R-module M. Using the fact we recalled just above, it is sufficient to show that
expansion and contraction give a leeCtIOD between ideals of R generated by parameters on M and
those of R generated by parameters on M.

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a d-dimensional module over the local ring (R, m, k). Then expansion and
contraction give a bijection between ideals of R generated by parameters on M and ideals of R
generated by parameters on M.

Proof. By replacing R by R/ Ann(M), we may assume that M is faithful and that dim(R) = d.
Let z1,...,x4 be parameters on M, and denote by #1,...,Z4 their images in R = (I%,m, K).
Because M /(x1,...,xq)M = M/(xl, ..., @q)M, it is immediate that #1,...,%, are parameters on
M. Suppose that 4, ...,74 € R are parameters on M, and let I = (41, --,94)- Choose N > 0 so
that mY C ml. We claim that for any gemNforl<i<d I= (1 + €1, - ..,gjd + €4). The

containment (Y + €1,...,9Yq + €4) C I is clear because each ;i € I and each g eml C ml - I.
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The other containment follows from Nakayama’s Lemma together with the fact that images of the
Ui + €; generate I/ml because the &; € mI and the y; generate I. Now choose the &; so that each

Ui + £; is the image of some y; € R, and set I = (y1,...,yq). Because I/mI = f/mf, we have, as
the notation suggests, I = I R, and, using the well-known bijection between m-primary ideals of R
and of m-primary ideals of R, I = 1N R. O

4. THE SPECTRAL SEQUENCE ARGUMENT IN ALL CHARACTERISTICS
The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 2.3. Let (__)Y denote the Matlis dual.

Lemma 4.1. Let (R, m, k) be a complete local ring, and let M be a finitely generated R-module of
dimension d. Then for each 0 < i < d and every ideal I = (f1,..., fq) of R generated by parameters
on M,

CCH (froo o s M)) < UHTH(fy, o fas HY (M)Y)).
j=0
Proof. The argument is similar to Theorem 3.16 in [3], and an explanation of how this result follows
directly from the that result can be found in [7]. We consider the spectral sequence of the double
complex coming from applying Hom(__,.4°®), where A® is the dualizing complex of R, with the
homological Koszul complex of (fi,..., f4) on M. The inequality in the statement of the theorem
can be read off from the Ey page. O

Theorem 4.2. Let (R, m, k) be a local ring, let M be a finitely generated R-module of dimension

d, and fixr 0 < k < d. If {(Hj,(M)) < oo for all j < k, then
sup{l(H'((f1,---, f2); M) | f1,-- -, fa parameters on M,0 < i < k} < oo.
Moreover, if R is complete, then for each 0 <1i < k,

7

sup{l(H'((f1,---,fa); M)) | f1,--., fa parameters on M} < Z (z ij)f(Hﬂn(M)V)

j=0
Proof. Using Lemma 3.4, we may assume that R and M are complete. Therefore, it suffices to
show only the last statement of the theorem, which follows from Lemma 4.1. More precisely, by
examining the Koszul cohomology modules H¥="7(fy, ..., f4: Hj,(M)V) on the right-hand side of
the inequality in Lemma 4.1, using the facts that each ¢(Hj,(M)) < oo for 0 < j < d — 1 and that
(f1,---, fa) € m, we see that for each parameter ideal I = (fi,..., fq) and each 0 <i < d,

CH (fry - fa M) <> (Z iij>€(H£;1(M)V).
j=0

0

We now aim to prove that asymptotically small Koszul cohomology implies finite length local
cohomology. We begin by reducing to the case of a ring that is either regular or Gorenstein of a
certain form.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that for all finitely generated modules M over a complete local ring (S,n)
V[[a:l, v ,xd]]
(p°z1)

p generates the maximal ideal of the complete discrete valuation ring V and s > 1, if asydepth

(M) >k, then H (M) < oo for all i < k. Then the same holds over any local ring (R, m).

with dim(M) = dim(S) where S is either reqular or Gorenstein of the form , where
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Proof. Using Lemma 3.4, we may assume that R and M are complete. Suppose asydepth (M) > k
over the complete local ring R. By Cohen’s structure theorem, R is a module-finite extension
V[[:Elv cee 7$d]]

(p°w1)
maximal ideal of the complete discrete valuation ring V and s > 1. Every parameter ideal I,
of S is a parameter ideal of R, every finitely generated R-module is also a finitely generated S-
module, and H(I,; M) = H(I,; M) for all i € Z. Because {(R/I,R) < vg(R) - ¢(S/I,) for each
n > 1, where vg(R) denotes the minimal number of generators of R as an S-module, we have
((H(I,; M) ((HY(I; M) nooo
e— < Vs(R) .

(S/1n) ((R/I,R)
over S. By assumption, then, £(H:(M)) < oo for all i < k. But H.(M) = HE (M) for all 0 < i < d,
and so ¢(H:,(M)) < oo for all i < k. O

of a ring (5,n) that is either regular or of the form S = , where p generates the

» 0 for all « < k, which is to say that asydepth (M) > k

Theorem 4.4. Let (R, m, k) be a complete d-dimensional ring with that is either reqular or Goren-
V[[:Elv s 7$dH
(p°z1)

(p) and s > 1. Let M be a finitely generated R-module. Then for all 0 < k < d, asydepth(M ) > k

implies ((H.,(M)) < oo for all i < k.

stein of the form where V' is a complete discrete valuation ring with mazximal ideal

Proof. Suppose that asydepth(M) > k but that ¢(H.,(M)) = oo for some 0 < k < d, and as-
sume that k£ is minimal with respect to this property. Notice that for each parameter ideal I,
H™(I;syz (M) = HY(I; M) and H Y (syz'(M)) = H: (M) for each 0 < i < d — 1, and so by
replacing M by syz?=¥~1(M), we have a counterexample when k = d — 1 and ¢(H},(M)) < oo for
all 0 <1i < d—1. We now return to the spectral sequence from Lemma 4.1 in order to improve the
inequality. Below is the possibly nonzero component of the Fy page of the spectral sequence run
by taking homology of columns first. We omit maps, which will not be of interest to us.

HO(LHG(M)Y)  HOLHGTHM)Y) = o HOLHY(M)Y)
HYLHG(M)Y)  HY(LHTH(M)Y) = o HYTHR(M)Y)
HY(LHL(M)Y)  HY(LHZ'(M)Y) - H(GHJ'(M)Y) - HY(LH(M)Y)
HYLHA(M)Y)  HYTHITM)Y) - o HYIH(M)Y)

We may from here improve the result of Lemma 4.1 in the case of ¢ = d — 1. Note that
((HT1(I; M)) is computed as the sum of the lengths of modules on the E,, page currently occupied

in the grid above by the modules H (I; H}, ' (M)) for 0 < j < d. The appropriate diagonal is shown
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in bold above. For j < d, we already have ¢(Hj;, '(M)) < co. It follows that H%(I; H%Y(M)) only
maps to and from modules of finite length on pages E; for i > 2. Therefore, controlling the lengths of
the H?=1(I; M) is the same task as controlling the lengths of the H?(I; HE=1(M)). More precisely,
the task remaining to us is to show that if dim(H% '(M)) > 0, then there exists a sequence of
d—1 d—1
H(Ho, (i{(g/[}‘gm (M) £ 0as I, — oo. If dim(HZY(M)) > 0,
then there is a map H% (M) — R/P for some prime ideal P with dim(R/P) > 0. It is, therefore,
UR/(P+1n))
U(R/ 1)

parameter ideals I,, such that

sufficient to find a sequence of parameter ideals I,, such that # 0 as I, — oo for

every prime ideal P with dim(R/P) > 0.
We now seek to reduce to the special cases of the above limits studied in Section 6. Suppose

that P is height h. Choose yi,...,y, € R such that 4, ... % form a system of parameters in
Rp, and, using prime avoidance, extend to a system of parameters yi,...,yq in R. In the mixed

characteristic case in which p is a parameter in R, choose y; = pifp € Poryg=pifp ¢ P. (When
extending to a full system of parameters, choose y,4 before choosing y; for h < j < d.) Form the ring
S = K[[y1,...,yd]] in the equal characteristic case, S = V|[[y2,...,yq]] in the mixed characteristic
case with p € P and p a parameter, and S = V{[y1,...,yq—1]] if p ¢ P and p a parameter. If p
V[[gjl)y%"')yd“ If
(p*x1) '

. (Again, choose yg before the

is not a parameter in R and (z1,p) C P, take y; = z; — p, and form S =

V[[xlu Yi,Y2,--- 7yd—1]]
(p°x1)

(z1,p) € P, take yg = x1 — p, and form S =

y;j for h < j < d when necessary.)
In all cases we have the short exact sequence 0 - S — R — C — 0 with {(C) < co. Now for
any parameter ideal I of S, we have from the long exact sequence of Koszul homology,

0— HY(I;C) —» S/T - R/IR — C/IC — 0.

Note that (HY(I;C)) < (g)E(C) and ¢(C/IC) < £(C) independent of I. It follows that
_ U(R/IR)
lim ————=

In—oo (S/1,)

Now if S is regular, set Q = (y1,...,yn) € S. In the Gorenstein case, set Q = (p,y1,...,Yp) Or

Q= (p,x1,Y1,.-.,yn) or Q = (x1,y1,...,yn) depending on whether p € P but z1 ¢ P, p € P and

x1 € P,or p ¢ P but 7 € P, respectively. Using the short exact sequence 0 — S/Q — R/P —

C — 0, where C is a quotient of C' completing the short exact sequence, and the argument from the

proceeding paragraph, we have lim UR/(In + P)R)

’ In—oo L(S/(I, + Q))

I, € m"™. We may, therefore, assume that R is either regular or Gorenstein of the form described.
The result now follows from Propositions 6.9 and 6.10. O

— 1 for every sequence of parameter ideals I, C m™.

— 1 for every sequence of parameter ideals

We are now prepared to prove the desired theorem.

Theorem 4.5. If M is a finitely generated module over the local ring (R, m, k) of with dim(M) =
dim(R) = d, then the following three conditions are equivalent for each 0 < k < d:

(1) asydepth(M) > k,

(2) sup{l(H'(f1,..., fas M) | VJi, - fa=m, i <k} < oo,
(3) L(H!,(M)) < oo for all i < k.

Proof. 1t is obvious that (2) implies (1). Using Lemma 3.4, we may assume that R and M are
complete. Using Lemma 4.3, we may assume that R is a complete ring with that is either regular or
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Vv e

Gorenstein of the form Hml’s—)’xd“ where V' is a complete discrete valuation ring with maximal
p

ideal (p) and s > 1. The result now follows from Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.4. O

Example 4.6. We now give an application of Theorem 4.5. In particular, we give an example of
((R/1)

. (R)
parameter ideals I,, € m™. This example shows that Lech’s limit formula does not generalize to
the case of all parameter ideals in increasingly high powers of the maximal ideal. Let (R, m) be the
localization of (xffyé’ ;3 ®k[u,v])[w] at the homogeneous maximal ideal, where « is a field, and ©
denotes Segre product. Because R is normal, it is in particular S5, and so its only nonvanishing
Koszul cohomology modules are ¢ = 3,4. It is not Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum,

and so £(H (R)) = oo for some i < d, and so R is not asymptotically Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem

a local ring (R, m) showing that need not approach 1 as n — oo for every sequence of

H3(I,
4.5. Therefore, we may pick a sequence of parameter ideals I,, such that Q 4 0. It follows

U(R/Iy)
er, (R) . H4(In§ R) — Hg(lm R)
UR/I) HY(In; R)
Because we do an explicit computation of the only non-zero homology modules below, we do not

exactly think of this example as an application of the theorem. But the computation is certainly part

of our understanding of the theorem, and it is a particularly interesting example of the computation
er, (M)

UM /I, M)

Ezample 4.7. Let R = k[[z,y, 2]] and M = (z,y)R. Note that depth,, (M) = 2, and so H'(I; M) =0

for i = 0,1 for every parameter ideal I. Because M is generated by 2 elements, ¢(M/IM) <

2. ¢(R/I) for every m-primary ideal I. Let I,, = (2" — 2"a™, y" — 2"z, z" — 227" =" 4 y2"), as

in Proposition 6.1. Using the computation in Proposition 6.1, we compute

A1

that for that sequence

of the ratio

0< lim er (M) ((M/I,M) — ¢(H*(I,,; M)) 1 bm ((H*(I,,; M)
n—oo {(M /I, M) — n—oo (M), M) n—oo ((M/I, M)
1oy (UMDY nt _!

n—oo 2-U(R/I,) n—o0 2(nt + 2n + (2n + 1)2(3n)) 2’

We pose two questions for further study about possible generalizations of Lech’s limit formula
and related asymptotic vanishing of Koszul cohomology.

Question 1. For a fized local ring (R, m, k) and finitely generated R-module M, which sequences

(er, (M)
UML)

Question 2. For a fized local ring (R, m,k) and finitely generated R-module M with dim(R) =
((H (I,; M

dim(M), which sequences of parameter ideals I, T m" satisfy li_)m W = 0 for all

0<i< dim(M)?

of parameter ideals I, C m™ satisfy hm

5. AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH

We will begin by showing that if a module M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay, then M is
Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum. Our first step will be to show that if M is asymp-
totically Cohen-Macaulay, then M/HY, (M) must be torsion-free. Once we have that M/HY, (M) is
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torsion-free, we show that we may quotient by a non-unit non-zerodivisor and preserve the asymp-
totically Cohen—Macaulay property, at which point we are prepared to show that M is Cohen—
Macaulay on the punctured spectrum by induction. Lastly, we will show by taking syzygies over
an appropriately chosen Cohen—Macaulay ring that this equivalence gives all of Theorem 2.3.

Definition 5.1. Let R be a ring and M an R-module. We call M torsion-free if, for each m € M
and r € R, whenever rm =0, m = 0 or r € P for some P € Ass(R).

Lemma 5.2. Suppose (R, m, k) is a complete reqular local ring of dimension d > 2 or a Gorenstein
ring of the form V[z1,...,z4)]/(p°x1) with d > 2 and s > 1 where V = (V,pV, k) is a complete
discrete valuation ring. If M is dimension d and asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay, then M /HO (M)
18 torsion-free.

Proof. Because HY (M) is finite length, either M and M/H? (M) are both asymptotically Cohen—
Macaulay or neither is because the difference between any ¢(H'(I,,; M)) and ¢(H'(I,,; M/HY,(M)))
is bounded by ((f) + (Zill)) - ¢(H?Y (M)) from the long exact sequence of Koszul cohomology while
¢(R/I,) — oo. We may, therefore, replace M by M/H? (M). Suppose T # 0 is the torsion
submodule of M. T cannot be supported only at the maximal ideal because then T C HY (M) = 0.
Let P C R, a prime ideal of height h < d, be minimal in Supp(7’). We will show that M is not
(d — h)-effaceable.

First suppose that R is regular, in which case R = k[[z1,...,24]] or R = V][xa, ..., x4]] where
V = (V,p,k) is a complete discrete valuation ring. Let (y1,...,yn) or (p,y1,...,yn—1) be local
generators of P that extend to a system of parameters yi,...,%q Or p,y2,...,yq of R, and form

the regular ring S = kl[[y1,...,yq]] if R is equal characteristic or S = V{[yz,...,yq]] if R is mixed
characteristic. (By clearing denominators, we may without loss of generality assume that the local
generators of P are elements of R.) This can be done in equal characteristic by prime avoidance
by choosing ¥; a minimal generator of P and each y; for 2 < ¢ < h a minimal generator of P not in
the minimal primes of (yi,...,¥y;—1). In the mixed characteristic regular ring case, we choose each
y; to avoid (p,y2,...,yi—1) and the minimal primes of ((p,¥y2,...,yi—1) + P2 ) RpNRfor2<i<h
so that p will also be a parameter in S. In the Gorenstein case, as in Theorem 4.4, we will find
appropriate yi,...,ys to be a system of parameters of Rp. If (x1,p) C P, take y; = 1 — p, choose

Vilz1,y2,. .. ’yd]], If (x1,p) € P, take
(pz1)

Yqa = T1 — p, choose the remaining y; by prime avoidance, and form S =

the remaining y; by prime avoidance as above, and form S =

Vi, y1, 92, -+, Ya—1]]

(p*w1) '
Because P was a minimal prime of 7', we have S/(PNS) < R/P < T < M. More concretely, we
have S = S/(PNS) = &[[yns1,---,ya]] = M or S = S/(PNS) = V|[[ynt1s--->vi_1]]- Note that
in the Gorensein case, we must have 1 € P or p € P so that, by our construction, S/(P N S) will
always be regular.

We aim to use these injections to split off, as a direct summand of M over a smaller regular
or Gorenstein ring, a torsion module of the form studied in Section 6. Let M’ be a maximal S-
submodule of M disjoint from S and N = M/M’. Then S < N is an essential extension, and a
retraction of the inclusion of S into N lifts to a retraction of the map to M.

We begin with the equal characteristic case. For each ¢ < h, there exists £k > 1 such that
() "N N E[Yynat, - vdl] = )" *(EN O K[[yna1, - - -, val]) = 0 by the Artin-Rees Lemma. But
(Y)* N O E[[Yntt, - -, ya]] = 0 implies that (y;)*N = 0 because the extension is essential. Therefore,
after replacing each y; with yf ‘. we may assume without loss of generality that y; N = 0 for
all i < h and view N as a module over k[[yn11,...,94]]. Now because Frac(k[[ypi1,---,yd]]) is a
maximal essential extension of k[[yp41,- - ., yq]], we may view N as a finitely generated submodule of
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Frac(/{[[yh-i-l) ce 7de)7 Le. N = I{[[yh-i-lv s 7yd]][%] for some f € I{[[yh-i-l) ce 7yd]]' Equivalently, the

essential extension we have been studying may be described as k[[yp11,- - -, Ydl] EN KllYna1,-- -, ydl]-
Choosing ¢ > 0, we may take f to be part of a basis of &[[ynt1,...,5all over &[[y} 1, ..,y
which means that our map splits as a map of s[[y}, NP ,y4]]-modules and so as a map of A =
Kl[Yy1s .- Yn, nyH, -,y y4]-modules.

In mixed characteristic, we consider the case of p € P and p ¢ P separately. We first assume
p ¢ P. Call A= V|[yns1,...,ya—1]]. Because A injects into M, fl(p) injects into M,). Because
A(p) 1s a discrete valuation ring, Mp must be free over A, and so we may choose an element u
of a free basis of M(,) over A, and note that u ¢ pMp). Then Ag,) < M, given by 1+ u is a
splitting. Now because Hom(M,, A(,)) = Hom(M, A),), the retraction M, — A,y with u — 1
gives a map a : M — A with a(u) ¢ (p)A. Therefore, there exists a map 6 : M — F where F' is
a free A module and 0(u) ¢ (p)F. Now because (,(p, ¥} 1,---,y5_1)F = (p)F and 0(u) ¢ (p)F,
we may choose t sufficiently large that 6(u) ¢ (p,y}, 1, .-,y 1)F, which is to say that f(u) is not
in the maximal ideal of B = V([[y} 1, ...,%4_;]] expanded to F. Because F is free over A and A is
free over B, F'is free over B. It follows that there is a retraction F' — A as B modules. Composing
with a retraction A — B and restriction to M, we obtain a splitting of B < M as B-modules,
Ve, vy, yn, y;H_lv . 793_1]]

(p*z1)

Lastly, we suppose p € P, in which case A = K[[yp+1,---,¥4]], thinking of y; = 21 — p when
x1 ¢ P. Fix k so that p*M = 0 but p"~'M # 0. As in the previous cases, we replace each y;
with some yf “ for 2 <4 < h so that for each such i, y;M = 0, and think of M as a module over

-modules.

which gives a splitting as A =

V[[‘Tluyh-l-lu"wyd—l]] . . . Vv .
B = ok o) in the Gorenstein case if 1 ¢ P or over B = @[[yhﬂ, ...,yq)] in the
V
regular case or in the Gorenstein case if ; € P. For each ¢t > 0, set B; = ) Whirs---yh]l or
Vi, gt .yt
By = ot (y h,:rl s20) Y] as is appropriate to the case. We aim to find a ¢ such that a copy of B;
pr,p°ry

splits from M as a Bi-module. Because By is a O-dimensional Gorenstein ring, it splits from M.
As in the previous case, this gives a map o : M — B with an element u € M such that a(u) ¢ (p)B.
Again, choose t sufficiently large that a(u) ¢ (p, v}, ..., y5)B or a(u) & (p, =4y} q,---,¥4_1)B
as is appropriate to the case. Now B is free over By and a(u) is not in the expansion of the
maximal ideal of B; to B, so there is a B; module map B — B; such that a(u) — 1, and
so the composite map M — B — B; sends u to 1, which gives a splitting of B; from M as

a By-module. This map is also a splitting over A = V{[ya,...,yn, V) +1,...,yﬁl]] in the regular
Vilx s Yn ¢ N t
case, over A = llzs, 2, (’Z ’Z)/hﬂ’ +Yall in the Gorenstein case when x1 € P, and over
b~
VIt yo, syl syt
A= 1,2 Yh ?ihﬂ Y- in the Gorenstein case when x; ¢ P.

(p*z1)

We now have a module of the form of of Theorem 6.5 or Proposition 6.9 as a direct summand of
M over a Gorenstein ring, which have named A in each case. Because R is module finite over A,
(1,3 M)

it is sufficient to find a sequence of parameter ideals I,, in A such that nh_}n;o N0 = 0.
C(HM(T1,: M
Because ((R/I,R) < va(R) - ¢(A/I,), it is sufficient to show that lim ( (In; M)) £ 0.

n—oo  ((A/I,A)



FINITE LENGTH LOCAL COHOMOLOGY AND BOUNDS ON KOSZUL COHOMOLOGY 11

But M =2 A®a N or M = B, ®4 N for some A-module N, as is appropriate to the case, and
((HMT1 M ((HMI, A
Koszul homology splits over direct sums, so, for each n > 1, ( (In; M) > ( (In; 4)) or

A/ L)~ UA]L)
C(H (I, M ((H*MI,;B
( 7 A(/ L;) ) > ( 7 A(/ In’) 1)) , as is appropriate to the case. But by Theorem 6.5 and Proposi-
, L A(HT (15 A)) . A(HTM (1 By)) L A(HM (L M)
tion 6.9, nh_)n(f)lo AL, # 0 and nh_)ngo (AT, # 0, and so nh_)n(f)lo (AT, # 0.
That is to say that M is not (d — h)-effaceable and, in particular, is not asymptotically Cohen—
Macaulay, a contradiction.

0

Lemma 5.3. Let (R, m, k) be a Cohen—Macaulay local ring, M a finitely generated R-module with
dim(M) = dim(R), and x a non-unit of R not a zerodivisor on M. If M is asymptotically Cohen—
Macaulay over R, then M/xM is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay over (R/(z), j1, k).

Proof. Fix R, M and z as in the theorem statement. By 3.4, we may assume that R and M
are complete. Using the long exact sequence for Koszul cohomology coming from the short exact
sequence 0 — syz' (M) — R" — M — 0, we have 0 — H'(I; M) — H™(I;syz'(M)) — 0 for
every i < d—1 and every parameter idea 11 of R. It follows that syz!(M) is asymptotically Cohen—
Macaulay whenever M is. Similarly, from 0 — syz!(M/zM) — (R/(z))? — M/xM — 0 with
g < h, we have 0 — H'(J;M/xM) — H'(J;syz'(M/xM)) — 0 for all i < d — 2 and every
parameter ideal J of R/(z). It follows that if M/xM is not i-effaceable for some i < d — 2, then
syz (M /xM) = syz' (M) /x - syz' (M) is not i + 1-effaceable. But syz!(M) must be asymptotically
Cohen—Macaulay because M is. Therefore, we may assume by induction that i = d — 2.

Let € > 0. We aim to show that there exists N’ € N such that for all parameter ideals I’ C v .
((H2(I'; M /2 M))
U(R/(z))/T'(R/(x)))

fix ring A that is either regular or Gorenstein of the form

< e. We claim that syz' (M) is equidimensional. Fix P € min(syz'(M)) and

V[[:Elv s ,ﬂj‘dH
piry)
a complete discrete valuation ring with maximal ideal (p) over which R is module finite. By Lemma
4.3, syz' (M) is also asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay over A and so by Lemma 5.2 torsion-free over
A. Hence, AN P must also be an associated prime of A, but then d = dim(A) = dim(A/(ANP)) =
dim(R/P), as desired, because A is Gorenstein. It, therefore, follows from [7, Theorem 2.4] that
there exists a constant cgy,1(5) such that ((syz (M) /I syz"(M)) < Coyz (M) * er(syz' (M)) for every
m-primary ideal I of R. Now because M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay over R, we may fix
(HTNIM)) € Cyatan)
U(R/I) 2
arbitrary parameter ideal J C p/V and fix a (d — 1)-generator lift J of J to R with J C m!V. Note
that for every t > 1, J + (x!) is a parameter ideal of R. For each t > N, we observe

for some s > 1, where V is

N € N such that for all parameter ideals I C m”, we have . Fix an
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((H2(T; M/aM)) - (HH(T + (z); M))
(R/(J+(x) — t-LR/(J+ (x)))

t-O(HZN(T + (z); M))
- UR/(J + (21)))

t-O(HTYT + (x); M

C(H(T + (t); M)

t-L(HYT + (z); M

C(HT(J + (z); M)

) LHTMHT + (21); M)
U(R/(J + (1))
) € Csyal (M)
2

~— | — —[~~—

Hence, it suffices to show that there exists ¢ > N such that

(T + (@) M) 2
THEIT+ @) MD)JE ™~

We will separately bound the numerator from above and the denominator from below. From
0 — syz' (M) — R" — M — 0 and the fact that R is Cohen-Macaulay, the long exact sequence of
Koszul cohomology gives

syz!(M)
(J + () syz"' (M)

0— H7YWJ + (z); M) —

from which it follows that
(%) CHT(T + (2); M) < vg(syz' (M) - 4R/(J + (2))).

We now consider for each ¢ > 1 the short exact sequence

d—2( 7.
0— xfIHd—(zJ(?}\Q@ — H¥72(J; M/ (2 M) — AnnM/JM(a:t) — 0,
from which we see that
d—2( 7.
(o) B+ (2 00) = (200 0) 2 ¢ ().

Because H%2(J; M) is a one-dimensional R/J module, there exists some T' € N such that for all
t>T,

HY2(J; M) e (H2(J; M)
> .
©) ! <xt THT(, M)> ft= 2
Now HO2(J: M) = Ho-(J;syz (1)) = 20D R is Cohen-Macaulay and J i
oW 3 = 1SYZ = szzl(M) ecause 1s Lonen acaulay an 1S gen-

erated by (d — 1) elements. It follows that

(W) X
ey (HT2 (T M) = ey syz (M)

W > e(J-i—(x))(SyZl(M)) > Coya (M) A(syz (M) /(J + (z)) syz' (M)).
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Combining Equations (), (©), and (#), we obtain a lower bound on the denominator for all t > T,
(HTH(T + (21); M)) H(J; M)
> ( /t
t T HI2(J; M)
o e@HTAIM)) ey 0 syz' (M)
- 2 -2 (J + (x)) syz' (M)

Combining this lower bound with the upper bound on the denominator from (&), we have for
allt > T,

(HTHT + (2); M) 2-Usyz' (M)/(J + () syz" (M) 2
ECHTTT + @) M) copqany - Qv (/T + @) syal (1) Gy ar)

Finally, by choosing N’ > max{N, T}, we ensure that for all parameter ideals I’ C uN /, we have
C(H=2(I'; M2 M))

7 <E. ]
U(R/(x))/T'(R/(x)))

Theorem 5.4. Let (R, m, k) be any local ring and M a finitely-generated R-module with dim(M ) =
dim(R). If M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay, then M is Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured
spectrum.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.4, we may assume that R is complete. By Lemma 4.3, we may assume
that R is either regular or Gorenstein of the form V{[z1,...,z4]]/(p°x1) with d > 2 and s > 1,
where V' = (V,pV, k) is a complete discrete valuation ring. We assume that M is asymptotically
Cohen-Macaulay. After replacing M by M/H? (M), we may assume that M is torsion-free by
Lemma 5.2. Because all torsion-free modules of dimension 1 are Cohen—Macaulay, we may assume
that d — 1 > 0. Fix a prime P of R of height d — 1. We aim to show that some system of
parameters on Mp is a regular sequence on Mp. We claim that depthMp > 0. If Mp has depth
0, then P is an associated prime of M (equivalently, of Mp). Then because M is torsion-free, P
must be an associated prime of R, but then P has height 0, contradicting the assumption that P
has height d — 1 > 0. Therefore, we may fix x1,...,24_1 a system of parameters of Mp with x
not a zerodivisor. By 5.3, M /x1 M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay, and so M /x1 M is Cohen—
Macaulay on the punctured spectrum of R/(z1) by induction. Hence (M /z1M)p = Mp/x1Mp is
Cohen—Macaulay. Now because o, ...,x4_1 is a system of parameters on Rp/z1Rp, it must also
be a regular sequence. It follows that x1,...,z4_1 is a regular sequence on Mp.

O

Theorem 5.5. If M is a finitely generated module over the local ring (R, m, k) of with dim(M ) =
dim(R) = d, then the following three conditions are equivalent:

(1) M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay,
(2) Sup{e(HZ(flv’-’afd;M)) ‘ \/fla"'af =m, i< d} < 00,

(3) M is equidimensional and Cohen—Macaulay on the punctured spectrum.

Proof. 1t is obvious that (2) implies (1). Using Lemma 3.4, we may assume that R and M are
complete, and using Lemma 4.3 we may assume that R satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4. The
implication (1) implies (3) follows from Lemma 5.2 together with Theorem 5.4. Lastly, (3) implies
(2) is the case k = d of Theorem 4.2. O

Using the same technique, we give a result on rigidity of asymptotic depth under the assumption
that M is quasi-unmixed.
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Corollary 5.6. Let M be a finitely generated quasi-unmized module over the local ring (R, m, k)
with dim(M) = dim(R) =d > 1. Fiz 0 < i < d. If M is i-effaceable, then M is j-effaceable for
every 0 < 5 < 1.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.4, we may assume that R is complete and, by Lemma 4.3, Gorenstein. Fix
a module M of minimal dimension giving a counterexample to the theorem. We may replace M
by M/HY (M) without changin the problem and fix z € M a non-unit in R and non-zerodivisor
on M. This proof will precede by describing appropriate modifications to Lemma 5.3. By taking
syzygies as in Lemma 5.3, we may assume that M is (d — 1)-effaceable and aim to show that it
is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. Because M is equidimensional, so are all of its modules of
syzygies, and so we have a constant Cgy,1(7) as described in Lemma 5.3. We may now follow the
computations in Lemma 5.3 identically to conclude that M/xzM is (d — 2)-effaceable. By induction,
asydepth(M/xM) > d — 1, which is to say that M is asymptotically Cohen—-Macaulay. But then
M/xM is Cohen-Macaulay on the punctured spectrum by Theorem 5.5 and so M is, following
the argument of Theorem 5.4. Then M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay by Theorem 5.5, as
desired. g

Corollary 5.7. If M is a finitely generated module over the local ring (R, m, k) of with dim(M) =
dim(R) = d, then the following three conditions are equivalent for every 0 < k < d:

(1) asydepth(M) > k,

(’Q) Sup{é(HZ(fhvfchM)) | \/flv"'vfd =m, i< k} < 00,
(3) ¢(H!,(M)) < oo foralli < k.

Proof. As above, it is clear that condition (2) implies condition (1). To see that (1) implies (3), fix
a local Gorenstein ring (A, n) over which (R, m) is module finite, and take

0 — syzy (M) = AY - M — 0

for v = v4o(M). We first establish the result over A. If k < d — 1, then for any parameter ideal [
of A, HE(I; M) = H*Y(I;syzY (M), and HE(M) = HiF(syzY (M)). We may, then, without loss
of generality assume k = d — 1, which is the result of Theorem 5.5. If condition (1) is satisfied
over R, then it is certainly satisfied over A because every system of parameters in A is a system of
parameters in R. It then follows that ¢(H. (M)) = ¢(H.(M)) < oo for all i < k, which is to say
that condition (3) is satisfied over R. Lastly, (3) implies (2) is Theorem 4.2. O

To finish the section, we give a direct proof that an asmptotically Cohen—Macaualy ring must
always be quasi-unmixed using a result of Stiickrad and Vogel on the relationship between mul-
tiplicity and colength when M is not quasi-unmixed. Their result is that, over a ring with an
e . . er(M)
infinite residue field, if the set ¢ ———

’ {K(M J/1M)
be quasi-unmixed [12, Theorem 1].

| I parameter} is bounded away from 0, then M must

Theorem 5.8. Let (R, m, k) be a local ring of dimension d. If R is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay,
then R is quasi-unmized.

Proof. Using 3.4, we may assume that R is complete. Replacing R by R(t), we assume that |k| = oo.
Assume R is (d — 1)-effaceable. (By Corollary 5.6, this assumption is equivalent to the assumption
that R is quasi-unmixed, so we are using the full power of our hypotheses.) Then there exists some

WHULR) g Lot 1= (froo f) be

N € N such that for all parameter ideals I C m", (R/T)
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any parameter ideal. Then

er(R) _ Cup,.i)() ey, (R)
UR/I) — NA-L(R/I) = NEL(R/(FN, ... fY)

1 ( K(Hd_l(ffvauwféV;R))) 1
> (1- > ,
- Ne LR/, f) )~ 2Nd
and so the set M | I parameter ¢ is bounded away from 0. It follows that M is quasi-
L(M/IM)
unmixed [12, Theorem 1]. O

6. QUOTIENTS OF SURPRISINGLY LARGE LENGTH

In this section, we study modules that arise as quotients of regular rings and Gorenstein rings
of a specified form by ideals generated power series variables and powers of a generator of the
maximal ideal of a discrete valuation ring. In particular, we study lengths of quotients of these
modules by special choices of parameter ideals of the ambient ring and compare these lengths to
the lengths of quotients of the ambient rings by those same ideals. We will typically separate the
theorems depending on whether the ambient ring is regular or merely Gorenstein. The proofs are
very similar, and the reader interested in getting a flavor for the arguments might prefer to read
only Proposition 6.1, Theorem 6.5, and Proposition 6.9 and might prefer to think only about the
equal characteristic case.

Proposition 6.1. If R = k[[x1,...,x4]| withd > 3, then M = (x1,...,24-1)R is not asymptotically
Cohen-Macaulay. If R = V][x1,xa,...,24-1]] where V= (V,p, k) is a discrete valuation ring, then
neither of M = (p,x1,...,24-2) nor M = (x1,...,x4-1) is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In all
cases, N = R/M is also not asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In particular, N is not 1-effaceable
and M is not 2-effaceable.

Proof. Before giving the general proof, we will compute in detail the case of d = 3 with R =
k[[x,y, z]] as a guiding example: Let

I, = (2"4 — 2"y — 2, T — x4 yz").
It is easy to see that £(R/(I, + (x,y))) = n*, and the computation below will show that /(R/I,) <
(n* +2n) + (2n + 1)2(3n). We claim that :E2"+'1,'y2"+1,yz2",xz3", and 2" +27 are elements of I,,,
and so the elements z* with i < n* + 2n and z%y72* with i < 3n; j, k < 2n + 1 span the quotient

R/I,, as a k-vector space (though they will not in general form a basis).
The claimed inclusions can be seen in the following identities:

Y22 = (g™ — z2V T yz") + a;(z"4 —2"z™)

25" = =22 (y" — 2"x) oyl
2"y = (@ — 2T ™) 4 2 T ()
2 = 2 (e 4y — g
2yt = 2" (y" — 2"z + 2"

g =yt = 2) + ey A+ 2 — 2P (2"

n

"y = —y(z”4 —2"x") + yz”4

4_ 4_
x2n+l _ xn(xn—i-l g +y2n) _'_xn—i-lzn n _ xnyzn
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4 4
Zn +2n _ Z2n( n 3n

2" = 2" — 2"z

Elements on the left can be seen to be in I,, as they are put in terms of elements already known
to be in I, on the righthand side of each equation.

Because R is regular, H'(I,; R) = 0 for i < 3, and so the long exact sequence of Koszul coho-
mology yields
0 — H'(I;6[[2]]) — H*(I; M) — 0.
Because 2" is not a zerodivisor on «[[z]] and the image of I,, in [[z]] is (2"",0,0), we have that
TL4 ~
H (I N) 22 HO(0,036[[2])/ (")) = B/ (I + (2, 1)),

whose length is n. From the long exact sequence above, n* must also be the length of H?(I,; M).

Now because
I €(H2(In;M)) . n?

S VP s ]
noo  O(R/I,)  — neoond 1 2n+ (2n + 1)2(3n)
M 1is not 2-effaceable and so in particular is not asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay.

=1>0,

We now consider all dimensions d > 3. Let R = k[[z,y, z,v1,...,v4-3]], M = (z,y,v1,...,04-3)R,
or R=V]ly,z,v1,...,v4-3]] and M = (p,y,v1,...,v4—3), in which case we will denote p by x be-
low, or R = V/|[z,y,v1,...,v4-3]] and M = (z,y,v1,...,v4_3) in which case we will denote p by z

below. In all cases, take N = R/M. From the short exact sequence 0 - M — R — N — 0 and
the fact that R is regular, we know H'(I,; M) = H"'(I,;k[[z]]) or H (L,; M) = H*"'(I,; V) for
all 7 < d— 1. We aim to show that N is not 1l-effaceable and so that M is not 2-effaceable.
We define I, = (fi1, ..., fq) where fi = 2t — 2"a", fo = 2"t — 22077 4 2"
fa=y" + o2 — vz 4+ 4 (=) 4 (1) 22 + (1) 322",
and
firs = 00 + 027" — (Vi1 — Viga + - 4+ (=D (vg_g) + (=1)FF L) 442" — v

for 1 <i < d— 3 and some t € N. We will eventually choose ¢ to be very large relative to n.
As in the 3-dimensional case, we may use the first two equation to show y2z2" € I,,. We then find

d—3
<Z(_1)i+lvi23n) + (_1)d—1(x23n) — Z2nf3 o yz2n cl,.
i=1

3 tl4nit.4n

We will now show by induction on i that v;z and
d—3
Z (_1)jszgni+2+ni+1+m+n2+n n (_1)d(ngni+2+ni+1+m+n2+n)
Jj=i+1
are elements of I, for all 1 <¢ < d — 3. If i = 1, then, using that modulo I,
d—3
01257 = (—1)70;2%" | + (=1)%(x23")
j=2
implies that modulo I,,,
d—3 "
(112°")" = (=170 25" | + (=1)%(x2%")
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We compute

n

U

-3
—U1z3n2+” _ U1z3n2—n(zt — 2" — Z3n2f4 + (U1Z3n)n _ (—1)jUiZ3n + (_1)d(xz3n)
J

where the right-hand side consists of elements known to be in I,,. It follows that

||
N

d-3
Z(—l)jvj23n2+n + (_1)d(xz3n2+n) _ _Z3n2f3 + 'U12’3n2+n + ynz?mz e,
j=2

For the inductive step, we compute

_ U.+1Z3ni+2+ni“+m+n2+n
(3

3t t24nit iy gn2n/ t n,.mn 3ntt2 ity n? 3t pnignnyn
= Vj112 (28 = 2"2") — 2 fixa+ (Vig12 )

n
d—3
itl iy 12 _ itl iy 12
o § : ,sz3n +n'+-+n4n +(_1)d 1$z3n +n'+--+n4n GIn,

Jj=i+2
from which it follows that
Z (_1)jvjz3nl+2+nl+1+,,,+n2+n + (_1)d(x23”2+2+n2“+m+n2+n)
J=i+2
i+1
— —z3"i+2+”i“+”'+"2f3 + Z(_l)j_Hsz3ni+2+ni+1+,,,+n2+n I ynz3ni+2+ni+1+m+n2 el

j=1
. d— d—
In particular, we have that vg_s2z37" “Tn?*++n*tn o [ and that

_ d—2_ ,d—34 . 1,2 d—2_ d—34 .. 1,2
(_1)d 3Ud_3Z3n +n?" 4 4n +n+(_1)d$z3n Tttt o I,

d—2 . d—34 .. ... 2
and so 23" Tt ANt o s well.

. d—2_ ,d—3 .12 d—2 ,d—3 1,2 d—2 ,d—3 1,2
In partlcular, x23n +neT 4 4n +n7y23n +neT 4 n+n n"“+n +--4n“4n

and v;2° are ele-
ments of I,, for all 1 < i < d — 3. Now using fo = 2" — 22!™" + y2", we notice that modulo
I,

(xn—l—l)3nd’3+nd*4+---+n2+n = ( t

T yzn)3nd’3+nd’4+---+n2+n —

Il
o

and then that

Zt+(3nd72+nd73+m+n2)

_ z(3nd*2+nd*3+---+n2)(zt o znxn) + (:En—l)(xz3nd*2+nd*3+m+n2+n) e,
We may also use f3 = y™ +v12" — 092" + -+ + (—=1) T ;2" + - - - 4 (= 1) 20y_32" 4+ (—1)4 322" to
see that modulo I,
J3 3nd=34nd—tp. 4ni1
(yn)gnd73+nd—4+..~+n+1 = Z(—l)jvﬂn + (_1)dx2n

j=1

Il
©

We will now show by induction on k that for 0 < k < d —4

(n+1)(3nd=34nd=4 4 tn24n)+(3nd"24nd =34 4n2+n)
Va—3-k cl,.
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Set No = (n+1)(Bn?3 +nd4 4. 402 +n)+ (3n?2 +n?3 + ... + n% +n). We choose this Ny
because xR P40t hdn?in) o T anq 4, Gn 240t B bedn®in) o oo each 1 < i < d — 3,
and so any product of Ny elements, each of which is divisible either by x or by 2", is an element of
I,, provided that whenever it is not divisible by z(+D@r??+n?=*+4n’+n) it ig divisible by some
v; for 1 <7 <d—3. When k =0, we use fq = vj_3+ Vg—32 2" + v 32" — vg_32™ to see that
modulo I,

N

0 — t—n
v, % = (—vg—32

— 2" — vg_32" 4 vg_zz™)N0 = 0.
For the inductive step, we set N = 2/N,_1 and use

t_
fa—k =V _5_p + V432"

— (Va——tt1 — Va—g—tt2 + -+ + (1) T3 F (yg_g) + (= 1) T3y g 3 k2" — vg_g_pa™

Modulo I,
n Ny

N, _
vk p = | —vass—k T+ Z YR+ (1) 2 | — vak—32" + va_p—za” =0,

by the pigeon-hole principle because the product of any Nj_1 elements, each of which is a multiple
of 2!7" vg_3_p2", x, or viford—1—-k<j<d-3, isin [, and vcjlv_kz’ik €1, Usingk=d-4
for v1 = vg_3-(4—1), we have Ng_y =274 (n+ 1)(3nt3 4+ n?* + . + n? + n) + Bnt2 4 0?73 +

2d74 1)(3 d—3 d—4 4 ... 2 3 d—2 d—3_ ... 2
~+n?+n), and so V] (n+DEnT R )+ (B0 0T g ) I,,, and, more generally,

2d Am+1) (3?3 4+nd =44 4n24n)+(3n? "2 4+nd =34 4n24n) el foralll1<i<d-—3
The attentive reader will notice that efforts have not been made to keep minimal the degrees
of polynomials appearing in the above expressmns It is now clear that R/I, is spanned by xz/,
yzl, and v;2? for j < (3nd 24pd=3 442 —i—n) and 1 < i < d — 3 together with 2/ for
J<t+(B3nt™24+nd3 4. 4 n?) and 28yt - vg® with ay < n(B3pd 3 4t 4 4 n+1)
and oy < (n+ 1D)(Bn?3 +n? 4 4 ... 40?2 +n), and a; < 2974+ 1)(B3nd3 + =t .. 102 +
n) + (3n972 4+ n9=3 4+ ... + n% 4+ n). Hence, for sufficiently large n,

UR/I,) <t+ (3nd_2 i3y n2) + (4(2n)d_2)d_

The term ¢ + (3n%72 + 1973 + ... 4 n?) counts powers of z, and (4(2n)%~2)¢ bounds ways to pick an
allowable monomial that is not a power of z for n >> 0. As in the 3-dimensional case, H?(I,; M) =
HY(I,; N) = H°0,0; 5[[2])/(z!)) = R/(I, + (z,y,v1,...,v4_3)), Whose length is easily seen to be
t. Because R/I, surjects onto R/(I, + (z,y,v1,...,v4_3)), we have £(H?(I,; M)) < ¢(R/I,). Any
choice of ¢+ much larger than (3n972 4 n9=3 4 ... 4+ n2) 4+ (4(2n)%2)%, for example t = n®", will give

Lo i (@) t 1
im —————~ im =1.
“n—oo A(R/I,) T nooot+ (3nd 2 4+ nd=3 4. 4 n2) + (4(2n)d-2)d
This computation demonstrates that neither N nor M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In
particular, N is not 1-effaceable, and M is not 2-effaceable. O
Corollary 6.2. If R = V[[z1,...,24-1]] where V. = (V,pV,k) is a discrete valuation ring, M =
V

(P, x1,...,m4_2)R, and N = R/M_
and M is not 2-effaceable.

[[xg—1]] withd > 2 and k > 1, then N is not 1-effaceable

(P*)
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Proof. We proceed by induction on k. The case k = 1 is Proposition 6.1. For k£ > 1, we use

Vv vV
the short exact sequence 0 — p*~ !N — N — W[[azd_l]] — 0 and the fact that m[[xd]]
p p
has depth 1 to obtain an injection H'(I;p*~'N) — H'(I;N) from the long exact sequence of
Koszul cohomology for every parameter ideal I. The result now follows from the isomorphisms

PPN = g[[xg_1]] and H'(I; N) = H*(I; M). O

We now prove the results of Proposition 6.1 and Corollary 6.2 over a the ring that is a certain
type of Gorenstein ring rather than regular.

V[[$17 cee ,ﬂj‘dH
(p*z1)
ring and s > 1. Then neither M = (p,x1,...,24-1) nor M = (z1,...,x4) nor M = (p,xa,...,24)
is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In all cases, N = R/M is also not asymptotically Cohen—

Macaulay. In particular, N is not 1-effaceable and M is not 2-effaceable.

Proposition 6.3. Let R = with d > 3 where V.= (V,pV, k) is a discrete valuation

Proof. As in Proposition 6.1, we consider the short exact sequence 0 — M — R — N — 0 and,
using that R is Cohen-Macaulay and dimension at least 3, note that H?(I; M) = H'(I; N) for
every parameter ideal . We will again choose parameter ideals I,, so that H'(I,,; N) = R/(I,, + P)
for some prime ideal P of R with R/P =V or R/P = k|[y]] for some indeterminate y.

Set I, = (f1,..., fa) where fi = z' — 2"(z = p)", fo = (x —p)"*! = (z — p)2"" + 2",

f3 — yn + ’UlZn o ngn N (_1)i+lvi2n 4t (—1)d_2?]d_32n + (—1)d_3($ _p)zn7
and
firs = v + 02" = (vig1 —vipa + - + (=) vgg + ()T (@ = p)" + vz — via”

for 1 <i < d-—3 and some t € N. Notice that these are the same generators used in Propostion
6.1 except that x — p replaces = everywhere it appears.

We now follow identically the computations of Proposition 6.1, borrowing its notation, with z
replaced by  — p to see that that ((z — p)n+1)3n’ *+n? ™ rdn®n o t@nt ™24 T34 4n?)

d—3 d—4_ .. 2d74 1)(3 d—3 d—4 4 ., 2 3 d—2 d—3_ ... 2 3
(yn)?m G P | v (n+1) B2 4+n® 24402 +n)+(3n "2+ P44 nc+n) for1<i<d-—3

are elements of I,,. Multiplying the first element by x or by p, we have (z7+2)3n" *+n'"*+-4n?+n

and (pn+2)3n' P+t dn®tn glements of I, as well. Similarly, (z — p)z3n® Fn? T A0
yz3"d72+"d73+"'+"2+" and v; 230" 24P edn® 4 qe elements of I, for 1 < i < d — 3. Again,
we multiply the first of these last three elements by z or by p to find 22230 2+n > +-+n’4n
p2o3nt Tt et in o olements of I, as well. It is this final modification that prevents us from
establishing a limit of 1 as we were able to in Proposition 6.1.

We now count elements spanning R/I,, as in Proposition 6.1, with the different that we must
also allow zz7 and pz/ for j small enough that 27 ¢ I,,. We note that R/I, is spanned by z%2/,
p?21, y2?, and vz for j < 3n% 24+ n? 3 4+... 4+ n24+nand 1 < i < d— 3 together with 27, pz7,
and 227 for j < t+ (3n? 2 +nd=3 4 ... £ n?) and zry ot .- 07?0% and prery ot -l
with oy < n(3n43 +nd4 4+ ... 4+ n+ 1) and agp < (R +2)(B3n? 3+ 0t + ... +n? +n), and
; <297+ B3 =t 4 1?2 ) + (342 4 03 1. £ n? 4 n). Therefore,

and

UR/I,) <3(t+ (B3n42 +nd=3 4 ... 4+ n?) 4+ (8(2n)42)¢,
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and so, if nh_)n(f)lo %
¢(N/I,N) ) t

> 1 > =
b= (R/I,) — g3 U(R/T,) < 3(t+ Bnd=2 + nd=3 + ... +n?)) + (8(2n)1-2)d 1/3

107 . 27 .
Because {N/IN) = {H (I N)) = “H ([n’M)), this completes the

AR/ T ) AR/
proof. O

V[[:Elv cee 7$d]]
(p°w1)
ring and s > 1. Then neither M = (p*,x1,...,2q9_1)R nor M = (pF,x9,...,24)R for any k > 1
is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In all cases, N = R/M is also not asymptotically Cohen—

Macaulay. In particular, N is not 1-effaceable and M is not 2-effaceable.

exists, then

d2

for every t >> n

Corollary 6.4. Let R = with d > 3 where V.= (V,pV, k) is a discrete valuation

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. The case k = 1 is Proposition 6.3. For k > 1, if M =
(p*,x1,...,0q_1)R or if M = (p¥,z9,...,24)R and k < s, we may follow identically the proof
of Corollary 6.2. If M = (p¥,a9,...,24)R and k > s, observe that the short exact sequence
0 = 21N - N — N/z N — 0 gives rise to H(I; V/(p*)) — H'(I;2,N) — H'(I;N) for each
parameter ideal I so that ¢(H'(I; N)) > ¢(H'(I;21N))— k. Noting that ;N = V[[x1]]/(p*), which
is the case of s = k, completes the proof. O

Theorem 6.5. Suppose R = K|[[z1,...,x4)] with d > 3 and M = (x1,...,x4-p)R or that R =
V{z1,... ,xq-1]] and M = (x1,...,24-p)R or M = (p,x2,...,24-p)R or some 1 < h < d — 1.
Then neither M nor N = R/M s asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In particular, M is not h + 1-
effaceable, and N is not h-effaceable.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on h. The base case h = 1 is Proposition 6.1. For the inductive
step, we consider the following short exact sequences

0— (:El, e 733d—(h+1))R — (:El, e ,:Ed_h)R — (:Ed_h)/i[[ﬂjd_h, e ,:Ed]] — 0
or
0— (331, - ,a:d_(h+1))R — ((L’l, - ,de_h)R — (a:d_h)V[[xd_h, - ,(L’d_l]] — 0
or
0— (332, - ,(L’d_h)R — (p, o, ... ,(L’d_h)R — (p)V[[(L’l, Td—h41y--- ,(L’d_l]] — 0
Call the module appearing as the cokernel in each of these sequences aC' where a = x4_p or a = p
and C' = Kl[xg_pn,...,24]], C = V|[za—p,...,xq-1]], or C = V][x1,24-ps1,...,24-1]]. Call the

middle term of each sequence D and the left-hand term E. We observe that the depth of E is h+ 2,
and the depths of D and aC' are h + 1. We, therefore, have

0 — H"(1,; D) - H""\(I,,;a0)
which shows that aC = C' is not (h + 1)-effaceable since D is not by the inductive hypothesis.
We now consider another short exact sequence:
0—-FE—-R—-C—=0

for each C' and E defined above. Because R has depth d > h + 2 by assumption, the long exact
sequence of Koszul homology yields

0 — H"(1,;0) = H"?*(I,; E),



FINITE LENGTH LOCAL COHOMOLOGY AND BOUNDS ON KOSZUL COHOMOLOGY 21

and so F is not (h + 2)-effaceable because C is not (h + 1)-effaceable, completing the induction.
Because R is Cohen—Macaulay, the short exact sequence 0 - M — R — N — 0 gives immediately
that whenever M is not h + l-effaceable N is not h-effaceable for 1 < h < d — 1.

O

Corollary 6.6. If R = V[[x1,...,24_1]] and M = (p¥,z9,...,24_) for some k > 1 and 1 < h <
d — 1, then neither M nor N = R/M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In particular, M is not
h + 1-effaceable and N is not h-effaceable.

Proof. Using induction on h, the base case is Proposition 6.3. We now follow the proof of Theorem
6.5, using the short exact sequence

0— (3327 s ,ﬂj‘d_h)R — (pk7 Zo, ... ,ﬂj‘d_h)R - (pk)v[[$d—h7 s 7$d]] —0
or
0— (pk,xg, . ,xd_h_l)R —
v
(pk, o, ... ,xd_h)R — (md_h)@[[azd_h, . ,xd_l]] — 0.

O
Vv

Theorem 6.7. Let R = W with d > 3 where V.= (V,pV, k) is a discrete valuation ring
1

and s > 1. Let M = (p,xz1,...,24-p)R or M = (p,x2,...,24-p+1)R or M = (x1,...,24-p+1)R
for some 1 < h < d—1. Then neither M nor N = R/M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In
particular, M is not h + 1-effaceable, and N is not h-effaceable.

Proof. The base case h = 1 is Proposition 6.3. For the inductive step, we follow the proof of
Theorem 6.5 using the short exact sequence

0— (p, L1y ,xd_h_l)R — (p, L1y ,a;d_h)R — (a:d_h)/f[[xd_h, . ,xd]] — 0,
0— (a;l, . ,a;d_h)R — (p, L1y ,xd_h)R — (p)V[[a:d_h+1, . ,xd]] — O,
0— (p7 T2, .. 7$d—h)R — (p7$27 cee 7xd—h+l)R — ($d—h+1)’%[[m17$d—h+lv cee 7$d]] — 07
or
0— (21, Za—n)R = (71, s Zg—nt1) R = (@a—nt1)V[[Ta—hy1, - 2d]] = 0.
O
V[[$17 s 7$d]]

Corollary 6.8. Let R = with d > 3 where V.= (V,pV, k) is a discrete valuation

(p°w1)
ring and s > 1. Let M = (p*,x1,...,2q_p)R or M = (p*, x9,...,24_p41)R for some 1 < h < d—1
and k > 1. Then neither M nor N = R/M is asymptotically Cohen—Macaulay. In particular, M
18 not h + 1-effaceable, and N is not h-effaceable.

Proof. We follow the proof of Corollary 6.4 using Theorem 6.7 for the base case k = 1. O

Proposition 6.9. Let R = kl[[x1,...,z4]] or R = V([z1,...,24-1]] where V. = (V,pV,k) is a
discrete valuation ring and

fa—

/i[[l‘l, e ,l‘d]

N = o) >~ gl s @g-1]]s

1%

N =Vlz1,...,za1)]/ ") = —=[[x1, ..., 24-1]] for k > 1,

v
(%)
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or
N =V(z1,...,zq1]]/(xi-1) = V[z1,...,24-2]].
Then N is not (d — 1)-effaceable for d > 2.
Proof. Call the generator of the principle ideal by which we are quotienting R by to obtain N in
each case a. We note that the techniques of the previous lemmas do not work here because aR = R.
Using the short exact sequence 0 — R % R — N — 0, we get the long exact sequence
0— H"Y(I,;N) - R/I,, - R/I, — N/I,N — 0
from which we see that £(H%(I,; N)) = £(N/I,N). It is therefore sufficient to give a family of

| . UR/((a) + I,))
ideals I,, such that ,}1_{20 {(R/1,)

# 0. We have previously discussed such families for d > 3

since
E(R/((C% L1, .. 7$d—2) + In)) < E(R/((G) + In))
For d = 2, we may use the family I,, = (2! — zya, 2’ + 27) with 29 = p when R = V[[z1]].

It is clear that ¢(R/((z1) + I,)) = n®, and because neither x1 nor x7 — % is a zerodivisor on

R/(2% + a7 , we may compute £(R/I,) = {(R x1,$"3 +(R/(z" — :E",x"3 + x7)). Notice that
2 1) 3 2 1 25 L2 1

23— a2 — (2 +af) =23(—1 -2 "), and so z7, 25 € I,,. Hence,

UR/IL,) = U(R/(x1,25)) + ((R/ (2} — 2, 2f + 27)) = n® + n’.

n3

Of course, lim ———= =1#0. g

n—oo n3 + n?

We give the corresponding proposition over a Gorenstein ring of the desired type.

Proposition 6.10. Let R = V[[z1,...,24]]/(p°x1) where V = (V,pV, k) is a discrete valuation ring
and s > 1. Then neither N = R/(p*,x4) for any k > 1 nor N = R/(x1,24) is (d — 1)-effaceable
ford > 2.

Proof. As in the proceeding proposition, we let a = p* if N = V{[[z1,...,24]]/(p",24) and a = 1z,
it N=V/[[x1,...,24]]/(x1,24). Again, we note that it is sufficient to find a sequence of parameter
ideals I,, € m™ such that lim ((R/((a) + In))
T R/,
((R/((p) +I™) < L(R/((p*) + 1) < k-L(R/((p) + I™)) for each k > 1, it is sufficient to consider

# (0 and that we need only consider d = 2. Because

the case k = 1. v )
We will take T, = (25" — 2a(p — 21)", (p — 21)"" + 23). Tt is clear that £ | —— "2 ) — p3,
e will take (xh xa(p —x1)", (p — x1)" + k). It is clear tha To + (a.12) n
Meanwhile, min(z3+! — zo(p — 21)", (p — 21)" + y") = {(x9,p — 21)} for all n > 1 and so neither

Vl[z1, z2]]
(25— @a(p — 21)", (p — 21)" + ")

Vg, xoll \ _ , (Vw1 2]l Vilzy, el o, (Ve 22]] Vw1, za]]
(mri) =t (nam) ¢ () <o (5500 (50
Vipnzoll\ 4y ((Vizs,22]]

In In X
following the computation ijl_ ]g’];)op>osition 6<.9. Ttlérelf)ore,
lim UR/((a,z2) + 1)) - n? _ 1
n—o0 ((R/1,) T (s+1)n3+n?) s+1

p nor x is a zerodivisor on . Therefore,

The computation of ¢ < > are symmetric and both equal to n? + n?,

70,
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completing the proof.
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