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BERNSTEIN-SATO THEORY FOR SINGULAR RINGS IN POSITIVE
CHARACTERISTIC

JACK JEFFRIES, LUIS NUNEZ-BETANCOURT, AND EAMON QUINLAN-GALLEGO

ABSTRACT. The Bernstein-Sato polynomial is an important invariant of an element or an
ideal in a polynomial ring or power series ring of characteristic zero, with interesting connec-
tions to various algebraic and topological aspects of the singularities of the vanishing locus.
Work of Mustata, later extended by Bitoun and the third author, provides an analogous
Bernstein-Sato theory for regular rings of positive characteristic.

In this paper, we extend this theory to singular ambient rings in positive characteristic.
We establish finiteness and rationality results for Bernstein-Sato roots for large classes of
singular rings, and relate these roots to other classes of numerical invariants defined via the
Frobenius map. We also obtain a number of new results and simplified arguments in the
regular case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let R := C|xy,...,z,] be a polynomial ring over C, f € R be a nonzero
polynomial and Dy be the ring of C-linear differential operators on R; that is, Dg is the Weyl
algebra over C. Bernstein | ] and Sato | ], independently and in different contexts,
showed that there is a nonzero polynomial bs(s) and an element £(s) € Dg[s] satisfying the
functional equation

(1.1) by(s)f* = &(s) - f7.

The monic polynomial bf(s) of least degree satisfying the equation above for some operator
€(s) € Dgls| is called the Bernstein-Sato polynomial of f. This invariant measures the
singularities of the zero-locus of f in very subtle ways. For example, work of Kollar | ]
and Ein, Lazarsfeld, Smith, and Varolin | | gives that the log-canonical threshold
let(f) of f is the smallest root of bs(—s), and that every jumping number in the interval
[0,1) is a root of bs(—s). Furthermore, Kashiwara | | and Malgrange [ | proved
that the eigenvalues of the monodromy action on the cohomology of the Milnor fiber of f are
given by exp(2micr) where a ranges through all the roots of the Bernstein-Sato polynomial
of f. Kashiwara | ] showed that the roots of bs(s) are rational and negative which,

combined with the previous result, shows that the monodromy action is quasi-unipotent (see
also | D

An alternative characterization of bs(s) due to Malgrange exhibits bs(s) as the minimal
polynomial for the action of an operator s on a certain D-module N;. Budur, Mustata, and
Saito constructed an analogue of s and Ny for the case of an arbitrary ideal a C R. Namely,
even though N, is usually not finitely generated, there exists a minimal polynomial of s on
N,; the Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a is defined as this polynomial | ]. One has that

N, splits as a direct sum
Na = @(Na>>\7

AEC
where (N,), is the A-generalized eigenspace.

One can recover the minimal polynomial b,(s) from this decomposition, since the roots
are given by

(1.2) { Roots of by(s) } ={A € C: (Ny)x # 0}
and the multiplicity of a root A is given by
(1.3) mult(\, by(s)) = min{k > 0: (s — A\)*(Ny)y = 0}.

An extension of this rich theory has been proposed recently for the case where R is a
possibly singular C-algebra. Whenever R is a direct summand of a polynomial ring over C,
Alvarez-Montaner, Huneke, and the second author [ | showed that one can find
br(s) and £(s) as in Equation (1.1) and thus define a Bernstein-Sato polynomial for elements
f of R. We remark that to carry out this construction one must take Dy to be the ring
of C-linear differential operators of R in the sense of Grothendieck. This line of research
has continued with explorations into connections with V-filtrations, multiplier ideals, and
an extension of these constructions for the case of ideals | ]

Some aspects of the theory have also been developed in positive characteristic. This
began with the work of Mustata, who began this exploration in the case where R :=
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K[z, ..., x,] is a polynomial ring over a perfect field K of characteristic p > 0 (or, more
generally, a regular F-finite ring) and a = (f) is a principal ideal. Mustata’s notion was later
refined by Bitoun | | and extended to the case of arbitrary ideals by the third author

[ J

The main goal in this paper is to explore the theory of Bernstein-Sato roots in positive
characteristic after dropping the regularity assumption on R. One can therefore think of
this paper as providing a characteristic p counterpart to some of the work on differential
operators in singular rings | , ]. In order to explain our results, we need
to elaborate on this notion of Bernstein-Sato invariants in positive characteristic.

Suppose R := K[zy,...,x,] is a polynomial ring over a perfect field K of characteristic
p > 0 and let a C R be an ideal. One starts, through mimicking the construction of Budur,
Mustata, and Saito, by defining a Dg-module N, associated to a. In the characteristic p
setting the action of the operator s on N, naturally extends to an action of the algebra
C(Z),F,) of continuous functions from the p-adics Z, to F,. Note that we are explaining

this construction using the algebra C' (Z(p), IF,) of continuous functions from the p-adics Z(p)
to IF,, in the style of Bitoun | |, as opposed to the operators sy, s,1,... in the style
of Mustata and the third author. See Subsection 7.2 for the equivalence between these two
points of view.

Given a p-adic integer o € Z(p), we let m, be the maximal ideal of C(z(p),lﬁ‘p) that
consists of functions that vanish on a, and we let (N,), := Anny, Ny. A careful analysis of
the module N, allows one to show that there is a decomposition

Na = @ (Na)a

OJEZ(I,)

for which only finitely many (N,), are nonzero | 11 , Proposition 6.1]. A posteriori,
we conclude that the (IV,), can also be viewed as quotients of Ny, namely (Ny)qo = Ny /myN,.

In analogy with the situation over C, we want to obtain some invariant of a from tAhis
decomposition. A Bernstein-Sato root of a is thus defined to be a p-adic integer a € Zy,)
such that (Ng)(q) is nonzero (cf. (1.2)); we think of these as characteristic p analogues of the
roots of the Bernstein-Sato polynomial. In this setting, however, we have m, = m2 for all

S Z(p) and it is therefore not clear how to associate a multiplicity to each Bernstein-Sato
root (cf. (1.3)), and thus there is no notion of Bernstein-Sato polynomial.

The Bernstein-Sato roots of a nonzero ideal in a regular F-finite ring are known to be
rational and negative [ , Corollary 2.4.3] [ , Theorem 6.7], which gives a charac-
teristic p analogue of Kashiwara’s theorem, and they are also known to be intimately linked
to the F-jumping numbers of a | , Theorem 2.4.1] | , Theorem 6.11].

1.2. Summary of results. In this paper, we pose and work with an elementary definition
of Bernstein-Sato root in positive characterstic. Namely, we define a Bernstein-Sato root of
an ideal a to be a p-adic integer that occurs as the p-adic limit of a sequence of the form (v,)
such that a”¢ is not contained in ) ocHom e (R.R) d(a”*1) (see Definitions 3.1 and 4.1). This

elementary notion naturally extends the notion of Bernstein-Sato root in positive character-
istic for regular rings described in the previous subsection. Namely, even after dropping the
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regularity assumption on R, we can still build the module NV, equ1p it with a C (Z(p »)-

action, and consider the modules (N,), = N,/m, N, for all o € Z(p We have that a € Z( )
is a Bernstein—Sato root of a if and only if the module (Vy), is nonzero (Theorem 7.3). In
contrast with the regular case, when R is singular an ideal a C R may have infinitely many
Bernstein-Sato roots (see Example 9.1) and the quotients N, — (N;), a priori need not split.

We begin by isolating the necessary assumptions on a so that these pathologies do
not occur, and we encapsulate these in the notion of Bernstein-Sato admissible ideals (see
Definition 4.10). It is implicit in the work of the third author that ideals of regular rings
are always Bernstein-Sato admissible | , Theorem 6.1]. We show that these ideals also
abound in other classes of rings.

Theorem A (Theorem 6.4, Theorem 6.7). Let R be a noetherian F-finite ring, and assume
one of the following holds:

(a) The ring R is graded with finite F-representation type.
(b) The ring R is a direct summand of a regular ring.

Then every ideal a C R is Bernstein-Sato admissible.

As mentioned, whenever an ideal a is Bernstein-Sato admissible we show that the module
N, behaves as in the regular case.

Theorem B. Let R be a noetherian F-finite ring and a C R be a Bernstein-Sato admissible
tdeal. Then:

(i) (Theorem 4.13) The ideal a has only finitely many Bernstein-Sato roots.
(11) (Corollary 7.4) The module N, splits as a direct sum N, = @aei(m (Ng)a-

If in addition R is F-split, then

(111) ( Theorems 4.16 & 4.18) All of the Bernstein-Sato roots of a are rational and lie
in the interval® [—r, 0], where r is the number of generators of a.

We remark that, for nonprincipal ideals, the lower bound is new even in the case where
R is regular. Combining this with a result of the third author on the behavior of Bernstein-
Sato roots of monomial ideals under mod-p reduction | , Theorem 3.1], we are able to
give the following characteristic zero result.

Corollary C (Corollary 4.20). Let R = Clzy, ..., x,] be a polynomial ring over C anda C R
be a monomial ideal generated by v elements. If X is a root of the Bernstein-Sato polynomial
of a thent —r < \.

To study the action of differential operators on ideals in the ring, we introduce a family of
numerical invariants called differential thresholds. The collection of differential thresholds of
an ideal contains several of its invariants defined via Frobenius, including all of its jumping
numbers, F-thresholds, and Cartier thresholds (see Subsection 5). This unified approach
allow us to obtain properties that were not known in certain cases. We show that if a C R
is a Bernstein-Sato admissible ideal, then the set of differential thresholds for a is a discrete
set of rational numbers (see Theorems 5.15 and 5.16). As a consequence, we obtain that

n fact, the lower bound can be improved by using the analytic spread.
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the F-thresholds of rings with graded finite F-representation type are rational numbers (see
Corollary 6.5). This extends previous results obtained for certain ideals in Stanley-Reisner
rings | , Theorems A & BJ. We also exhibit a close relation between differential thresholds
and Bernstein-Sato roots.

Theorem D (Theorem 5.17). Let R be F-split. Let a be an ideal with r generators. There
is an equality of cosets in Ly /Z:

{a+7Z | o € Zg Bernstein-Sato root of a} = {=A+Z | X € Zy,) differential threshold of a}.

We are able to define a module R;f< for any p-adic number that is the positive char-
acteristic analogue of the modules Ry f® with o € Q in characteristic zero | . IR

is regular and a € 2(,,) N Q«o, then Ry f* = M_, for regular rings, where M_, is the F-
module introduced in earlier work of Blickle, Mustata, and Smith to study jumping numbers
of principal ideals [ | (see also [ ]). In Proposition 7.15, we show that in con-
trast to the situation in characteristic zero | ], @ is a Bernstein-Sato root if and only if
f* ¢ Dg- ff* We also provide a characterization of the simplicity of R;f® in terms of
Bernstein-Sato roots and differential thresholds.

Theorem E (Theorem 8.13). Suppose that R is a strongly F-reqular domain. Let f € R be
a Bernstein-Sato admissible nonzerodivisor and o € Zgy N [—1,0). Then the following are
equivalent:

a) The module R;f* is not simple over Dg.

(a) i

(b) We have that « is a Bernstein-Sato root of f.
(¢) We have that —a is a differential threshold of f.

Moreover, the finite generation or finite length R;f* as a Dg-module provide infor-

mation about the distribution of the Bernstein-Sato roots and differential thresholds (see
Theorems 8.1 & 8.4).

Since in the regular case M, is an F-finite F-module, it has finite length as a Dg-
module | | (see also [ ]). In Theorem 8.19, we show that R;f® is a holonomic
Dg-module for every Bernstein algebra, and so it has finite length as a Dg-module. This is a
recently defined class of singular algebras whose Dgr-modules satisfy the Bernstein inequality
[ |. We stress that our results regarding Ry f* do not use the theory of F-modules,
which is not available for singular rings.

We point out that we prove some results that are new even in the case where R is regular
(e.g., Corollary 4.19). In addition, we provide new proofs of previously known theorems
(e.g., Theorem 4.18).

Axel Stéabler has pointed out to us that Bernstein-Sato polynomials for Cartier modules
[ , ] can also be used to give a notion of Bernstein-Sato polynomial for certain
singular algebras. Namely, if R = S/I is strongly F-regular and Q-Gorenstein, and S is
regular, one may consider R as a Cartier module over the ring S, and apply the theory of
1bid. to obtain Bernstein-Sato polynomials. In contrast, our approach uses the operators on
the singular ring itself and is developed for rings that are not necessary strongly F-regular.
In particular, in our approach an ideal in a strongly F-regular ring may have more roots in
the interval [—1,0] than jumping numbers (see Example 9.3).
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1.3. Notation. We fix a prime number p, and 2(1,) denotes the ring of p-adic integers. Unless
otherwise stated, all rings have characteristic p and are F-finite, meaning that the Frobenius
endomorphism is module-finite.

Given an ideal a in a ring R, we set a’° = R by convention (even when a = (0)).

We use multi-index notation: given a tuple of integers a = (ay,...,a,) € Z" and a tuple
of elements g = (¢1,...,9,) € S™ in a commutative ring S, we denote g% := g{* - - - g. The
symbol 1 denotes the tuple 1 := (1,1,...,1). Recall we have a multi-index binomial theorem:
given a commutative ring S, tuples z,y € S™ and a multi-exponent a € (Z>()" we have

+y)t= > (Q) abyet,

0<b;<a;

where (i) =1 (Zz)

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Josep Alvarez Montaner, Wégner Badilla
Céspedes, and Axel Stébler for comments on an earlier draft of this paper. We thank the
anonymous referee for helpful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Base p and p-adic expansions. Fix a prime number p. Let 2@,) denote the completion

with respect to (p) of Z,), i.e., the ring of p-adic integers. Given o € Z,), there exists a
unique sequence of integers (. )eez., such that:

(i) 0<a.<p-1, and
(i) o= 5P as a series in Z(p).

We call a, the e-th p-adic digit of a. We reserve the notation a, for this notion. We define
the e-th p-adic truncation of « to be the unique integer n with 0 < n < p® such that a =n
mod p°; equivalently,

Qe 1= g + pay + pPag + -+ + p .

Recall that a p-adic integer « is rational if and only if o € Z,); this is equivalent to o
admitting an eventually periodic sequence of p-adic digits.

A p-adic number o has a purely periodic sequence of p-adic digits if and only if a €
Zpy) N [=1,0]. In particular, the sequence of p-adic digits of o is periodic of period e if and
only if (1 —p®)a is an integer between 0 and p© — 1, and in this case we have (1 —p®)a = a;
our convention is that the period is not necessarily minimal. In particular, if o € Z,) N[—1, 0]
with (1 —p®)a € Z>g, then (1 —p*)a = a, for all a. Similarly, the sequence of p-adic digits
of « is eventually periodic of period e if and only if (1 — p®)a € Z.

We can also extract the p-adic truncations of an arbitrary element o € Z,). For our
purposes, it suffices to determine for any such o an infinite sequence of p-adic truncations.
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Lemma 2.1. Let a € Zy,, and let e € Zwo such that (p° — 1)a € Z. Then, for all a > 0,
we have

ea = {(1 “e-la) el Yol

P + « if « € L.

Proof. The claim is clear when « € Z, so take a ¢ Z. We first observe that (1 — p®)(«a —
[a]) + [a] = a— [a] + [a] = a modulo p®.

Since a—[a| > —1, for a > 0 we have —(a—(oﬂ)ﬂLlel < 1,50 (1—p®)(a—[a])+[a] <
poe — 1.

We have oo — [a] < 0, so for a > 0, we have —[a] < (1 — p*)(a — [a]) and thus
(1—=p*)(a—[a])+ [a] >0. O

Given A € (0,1], there exists a unique sequence of integers (A\(®)).>; satisfying the fol-
lowing conditions.

(i) 0< A <p—1,
(©)
(11> >\ Ze>l Ape ) d
(iii) The sequence (A®),>; is not eventually zero.

We call A(©) the e-th digit of A base p, and we call the expression \ = Ze>1 )‘; “ the non-

terminating base p expansion of A. By convention, we set A® = 0. We adopt notation
analogous to standard decimal notation, writing
A= AW @@ (basep),

where colons distinguish between consecutive digits.

For e > 1, the e-th truncation of A in base p is defined as (\), := A(l) + - )‘; 2 Note
that p® (A), is the unique integer n with the property that A € (n/p°, (n + 1)/p |, and thus
(A), = % in particular, for all e > 1 we have (\), < A\. We define (\)__ := A, and make
the convention (\), = 0.

A number A € (0,1] has a purely periodic sequence of base p digits if and only if
A € ZpyN (0, 1]. In particular, the sequence of base p digits of A is periodic of period e if and
only if (p®—1) A is an integer between 0 and p®—1, and in this case we have (p®—1)A = p® () ;
our convention is that period is not necessarily minimal. In particular, if A\ € Zg) N (0,1]
with (p® — 1)\ € Z>o, then (p*© — 1)\ = (\),, for all a.

2.2. Methods in prime characteristic.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that R is a ring of prime characteristic p.

(i) Given an integer e > 0, we let FfR be the abelian group R endowed with the
R-module structure coming from restriction of scalars via the e-th iterated Frobenius
F°: R — R. Given an element f € R, we sometimes write it as F¢f to emphasize
that we view it as an element of F¢R. With this notation, the R-module structure of
FeR is given by gF°f = F¢(g"" f) for all f,g € R.
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(ii) If R is a Z>-graded ring, FFR is a Z>0 graded module over R, where deg(F¢r) =

o deg(r).
(iii) We say that R is F-finite if FR is a finitely generated R-module for some e¢ > 1
(equivalently, for every e > 1).

A perfect field is F-finite. If R is F-finite then the polynomial ring R[z], the power series
ring R][[z]], all quotients of R and all localizations of R are also F-finite. This means that
most rings that arise when doing algebraic geometry over a perfect field are F-finite.

Definition 2.3. Suppose that R is a ring of prime characteristic p.

(i) We say that R is F-split if the Frobenius map splits or, equivalently, if the R-module
F.R has a nonzero free summand.
(ii) We say that R is F-pure if the Frobenius map is pure. Specifically, the map M —
M ®pg F.R is injective for every R-module M.
(iii) Assume that R is a domain. We say that R is strongly F-regular if for every nonzero
r € R there exists e € Z>( such that the R-module homomorphism ¢ : R — F{R
given by 1 — F¢r splits.

Remark 2.4. Suppose that R is a ring of prime characteristic p.

(i) If R is an F-finite ring | , Corollary 5.3] or a complete local ring | :
Lemma 1.2], R is F-pure if and only R is F-split.

(ii) In the definitions of F-finite, F-pure, and F-split, the conditions on F,R can be
replaced by F?R for some e > 1, or by F¢R for every e > 1.

Definition 2.5. Let R be an F-finite ring and e > 0 be an integer. An additive map
¢ : R — Ris aplinear map if ¢(r?" f) = ré(f) for all r, f € R. We denote by C% the set
of all p~¢-linear maps. Then, we have C% = Homg(FfR, R). Given an ideal a C R we denote
by C5, - a the ideal C}, - a = (¢(f) | ¢ € C5, f € a).

Test ideals were introduced by Hochster and Huneke, and they are a fundamental tool
in the theory of tight closure [ : ) |. Hara and Yoshida | | extended the
notion of test ideals, 7r(a’), to pairs (R,a?), where a C R is an ideal and A € R. One can
approach the theory of test ideals using Cartier operators [ ,

]. We now give the definition in terms of Cartier operators for strongly F regular rings

[TT08].
Definition 2.6. Let R be a F-finite strongly F-regular ring. Let a C R be an ideal, and
A € Rog. The test ideal of the pair (a, \) is defined by

a)\) e U C}e% . a(pe)‘—l‘
6€Z20

The notion of test ideal discussed here is sometimes called the big test ideal.

We note that the chain of ideals {C% - alP**!} is increasing, and so, 7z(a*) = C% - a/P™]
for e > 0, because R is noetherian.
We now recall well-known properties of test ideals. We refer to the work done specifically

for strongly F-regular rings | |. For a more general approach, we refer to Blickle’s work
on this subject | ]
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Proposition 2.7 (| , Lemma 4.5]). Let R be an strongly F-reqular F-finite ring, a,b C
R ideals, and \, N € R+q. Then,

(i) If a C b, then 7(a*) C 75(b%).
(ii) If A\ < X, then 7(a*) C 7(a?).
(iii) There exists ¢ > 0 such that Tr(a*) = Tr(a) if N € [\, X +¢).

Every ideal a C R is associated to a family of test ideals 7(a*) parameterized by real
numbers A € R.g which forms a decreasing nested chain of ideals as \ increases.

Definition 2.8. Let R be an F-finite strongly F-regular ring and let a C R be an ideal. A
real number A > 0 is an F-jumping number of a if

r(a) # Tr(a* )

for every € > 0.

2.3. Basics of differential operators.

In this section we briefly recall the basic notions on the theory of rings of differential
operators introduced by Grothendieck | , §16.8].

Let R be an K-algebra, where K is a field. The ring of K-linear differential operators
of R is the subring Dgx C Homgz(R, R) whose elements are characterized inductively as
follows. The differential operators of order zero are D%“K = Hompg(R, R). A linear map
d € Homg(R, R) is an operator of order less than or equal to ¢ if ér — 7§ is an operator of
order less than or equal to ¢ — 1. We write D%K for the collection of differential operators

of order at most ¢. We define Dy = Ueez>0 D%‘K, which is a ring with composition as the
multiplication. -

Example 2.9. Let R be either the polynomial ring K[z1, ..., x,] or the formal power series
ring K[[z1,...,x,]] with coefficients in a ring K. The ring of K-linear differential operators
is:

1 d _
DR|K:R< yd—lﬂ; | Z:]_,..

that is, the free R-module generated by the differential operators %dd—;,;. We recall that

NN t e Z>0> s

1d"
t! dat
acts on the monomials of R by

t i a1, . ai_t... Qn .
ld_ . l;?l .. _’Z,Oén — (t )xl xl xn" az < t
" 0 o >t

Furthermore, if K is a field of characteristic zero, we have

d d
Dgrik = — e, )
RIK R<d[l§'1’ ’dl'n>

Example 2.10. Let S = K[zy, ..., x4 be a polynomial ring over a field K of characteristic
zero and, given an ideal I C S, set R = S/I. Then, the ring of K-linear differential operators
of R is characterized in terms of the differential operators in S | , Theorem 5.13].
Specifically,
{0 € Dge | 6(1) C 1}

IDgk

Dprx =
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Let R be an F-finite ring (not necessarily regular). We denote by Dp, the ring of F,-linear
differential operators on R. In this context, we have that

D= D DY
e=0

where Dg) = Endpee (R) and, if K is a perfect field contained in R, then the ring Dgx
of K-linear differential operators on R agrees with Dp | : |. Given an integer
e >0, we call DS) the ring of differential operators of level e. We note that for any F-finite
ring, the formation of DS) commutes with localization. Additionally, if R is F-finite and
local, then the formation of Dl(g) commutes with completion. Both of these facts follow from

description of Dy in terms of the level filtration above and the behavior of Hom under flat
base change.

We will also use a result of Smith that states that, whenever R is an F-split domain, R
is simple as a Dr-module if and only if R is strongly F-regular | ].

2.4. Differential operators and V-filtrations.

We introduce a few facts about the relationship between Dg and Dpgy, where R[t] =
Rty,...,t;] is a polynomial ring over R. However, these facts are only used in Section 7,
where we show that the definition of Bernstein-Sato roots we give in Section 4 agrees with the
definition that one arrives to by considering the D-module constructions of Bitoun, Mustata,
and the third author in the regular case | , , |. For this reason, we encourage
the reader to skip the remaining of this section until they want to read Section 7.

If £ € Dy is a differential operator on R, then £ acts on R[t] by the formula & - (gt%) =
(€-g)tk for g € R and k € (Zs()", and one checks that this exhibits ¢ as a differential
operator on R[t]. Similarly, if § € Dy, is a differential operator on [F,[t] then we can think
of § as a differential operator on R[t] via the action §- gtk = g(§-t£). These observations yield
a ring homomorphism Dg ®r, Dy, — Drgjy; we observe that it respects the level filtration
and it therefore induces maps Dg) ®F, DI(Fi)[t} — Dg[)ﬂ. We want to show that these maps are
isomorphisms. ) )

Lemma 2.11. Let S be a commutative ring, G be a finite free S-module, and M be an
arbitrary S-module. Then the natural map Endg(M) ®g Ends(G) — Endg(M ®g G) that
sends [¢p @ ¢ — [u® v — ¢(u) @ P(v)]] is an isomorphism.
Proof. We have the following natural isomorphisms
Homg (M, M) ®5 Homg(G, G) = Homg (G, G ®g Homg (M, M))
= Homg(G, Homg (M, M ®g5 G))
= Homs(M ®Rs G, M Qg G),

where the last isomorphism comes from the tensor-hom adjunction. We then check that the
composition of these isomorphisms is the morphism given in the statement. 0

Lemma 2.12. Let R be an F-finite ring. The morphisms Dg) ®F, D](Fi)[ﬂ — DJ(;[);] and
Dg ®r, Dg,q — Drpy previously defined are isomorphisms.
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Proof. Fix an e > 0. We then have
End e (R) ®r, Endg, e (Fp[t]) = Endpee (R) @poe B @5, Fy[t]” ®p,ppe Endp, e (F[t])-

Now note that there is an algebra isomorphism R”" ®g, F,[t]”" = R[{]"", and recall that Hom
commutes with flat base change whenever the source module is ﬁnltely presented. We thus
we have
EIldRp‘E (R) (ng‘E Rpe ®IFP ]Fp [ﬂpe ®Fp[ﬂpe Ende[ﬂpe (Fp [ﬂ)

= (EndRpe (R) ®Rpe R[ﬂpe) ®R[§]pe (R[z]pe ®Fp[ﬁ]pe El’ld]Fpmpe (Fp [ﬂ))

= End gyt (R Qe R[t]") @ppgre End gigee (R @, goe Fp[t])
(Lemma 2.11) = Endgiyee (R @poe R[] @p, 0 Fplt])

= Endgygee (R @poe B 5, Folt]” g, e Fplt])

= End gy (R[E]),
and one checks that this composition agrees with the morphism in the statement. The state-
ment for Dpgjy follows. L]

It follows that we identify D( and D](F N with subrings of Dl Rl Dote that they commute
with each other.

Let I denote the ideal I = (ty,...,t,) C R[t]. For every e > 0 and ¢ € Z we denote
ViD= {¢€ D) & I C I forall j € Z},

where we adopt the convention that I"™ = R[f] for all n < 0. We define V' Dpyy similarly.

We give R[t] the grading that places R in degree zero and gives each variable t; degree
one. Because R is F-finite, so is R[t], and therefore DS&] = Endgr(FER[t], FER[t]) acquires a
Z-grading, which also induces a Z-grading on Dpgy). Given d € Z we denote by R[t]; (resp.
(Dg[)t])d, (Dgpy)a) the set of homogeneous elements of R[t] (resp. Dl([z[)t} Dpyy) of degree d.
We also denote R[t]>q = D, R[t]:, (D e[)})>d =@, (Dg[t]) and (Dryy)>a = @iz y(Drpy)i-
In particular, we have I" = R]t]s, for all n € Z. Note that the previous isomorphisms
respect the gradings, and they therefore induce isomorphisms Dg%) ®F, (DI(FG)[ J) = (DE%[);])

and Dpg OF, (DFp[§]>d = (DR[ﬁ)d-
Lemma 2.13. Let e and i be integers with e > 0. Then:
(Z) We have VZ (e (Dg%e[)t])>1 and VZDR[H = (DR[E])ZZ"
(11) If i > 0, then we also have VZD = (Dg) JoI" and V' Dy = (Dgpy)ol’

R[t] (2]

Proof. It is enough to prove the claims for Dl(;[)ﬂ, and we begin with (i). The inclusion

ViD(e) D (Dg) )>i follows from the fact that I/ = R[t]s; for all j € Z. For the other

1nclu81on suppose that § € VZDJ(;[t], and therefore £ - R[t]; C R[t]sj4; for all j € Z. Let
§ =D rez &k where & is the homogeneous component of degree k for £, and observe that if
g € RJt] is homogeneous of degree d, then & - g is the degree k + d homogeneous component
of - g € R[t]>i+q. We conclude that & - g = 0 whenever k < ¢, which proves the statement.
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We now claim that (D%[ )i = (Dl(g[t]) RJt]; for all i > 0, which together with part (i)
S[)ﬁ)z = DS) ®F, (DI(F )i and (DSU) DS) ®F, (Dﬂ(T )u)o, we reduce
to the case R =T,. Let ol e Du(?i)[;] denote the unique operator of level e such that

5@ g0 _ lfora=(p°—1,...,p°—1)
B 0 otherwise

gives part (ii). Since (D

for all a € {0,...,p° — 1}"; observe ¢(® is homogeneous of degree —r(p® — 1). Then DI(Fi)[t]
is spanned over F, by the operators of the form t2o(9t2 where b ranges through (Zsq)"
and g ranges through {0,...,p® — 1}", and therefore DM(T )[ q is spanned by those for which

b] — r(p® — 1) + |a| = i or, equivalently, |a| —i = 7(p® — 1) — |b|. If 2ot ¢ (Driy)i
then there is a multi-exponent ¢ € NJ with |¢| = ¢ such that a; > ¢; for every ¢, because
r(p® —1) — [b| > 0. We can thus write tto(9te = t2g(€)ta=¢t¢ which proves the claim. O

Given an integer ¢ > 0, we denote by s, the unique R-linear operator on R[t] with the
property that
15 = (~la = 7, 12
for all @ € (Z>o)", where (—); denotes i-th p-adic digit. In the following lemma we aggregate
some properties of these operators.

Lemma 2.14. We have:

(i) For all integers i > 0 and e > 1,
R A A

(i1) For all integers i > O, Spi 05 N (DJ(Q[JQ]1 )o-
(1it) The operators s, commute with each other.

(i) For all integers i > 0 we have (s,:)P = s, or, equivalently, H;’;é(spi —j)=0.

(v) If M is an IF,-vector space equipped with an action of the operators sy, Spi, ..., Spe-1,
then M splits as a sum of multi-eigenspaces for the action of these operators; namely,
M = @ang M, where for all @ = (a, ..., ac1) € F5, we define M, := {u € M :
Spcu=aou Vi=0,...,e—1}.

Proof. For (i) we simply observe that (—|(p*—1)1—a|—7); = (—rp®+|a|); = |al; (recall that
whenever o = 3 mod p'Z, we have o; = f3;). For part (ii), we note that s, has degree zero,

that it is R-linear and that it commutes with multiplication by t;’m forall j =1,...,r. Parts
(iii) and (iv) follow because each s, is R-linear and acts on monomials t¢ by an F,-scalar.
Part (v) follows from (iii) and (iv). O
Remark 2.15. It is possible to give a formula for the operators s, in terms of partial
derivatives:

Z [alltm .. ar}tar

|a|=p*
where the 9% notation stands for divided power differential operators | , Proposi-

tion 3.3]. We remark that the transpose of these operators already appeared in work of Ma
and Zhang | | as higher-order Euler operators.
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2.5. The ring of continuous functions from 2(1,) to F,.

Definition 2.16. Given a set X and an integer e > 0 we denote by Cont® (Z(p X) the
collection of all functions ¢ : Z y — X such that ¢(a) = ¢(3) whenever o = 8 mod p°. We
denote Cont(Z ®) X)=Ux, Cont (Z(p) X), and we call Cont(Z(p) X) the set of continuous
functions from Z(p) to X.

Note that these are indeed the continuous functions when X is endowed with the discrete
topology, which is the only case we consider. When A is a ring, the sets Cont®(Z,, A) and

Cont (2(p), A) acquire A-algebra structures by pointwise addition and multiplication.

A function in Conte(z(p), X) is uniquely determined by its values on {0,1,...,p% —1}.

Consequently, a function in Cont(z(p), X) is uniquely determined by its values in Z>( and,
given an [F)-vector space V', we have canonical isomorphisms

V ®p, Conte(i(p),]Fp) —— Conte(z(p), V),
V QF, COD'C(Z(;D), Fp) — COIlt(Z(p), V)

Fix an integer e > 0, and let us consider the algebra Conte(z(p), F,).

Remark 2.17. The more geometrically-minded reader might like to think of the results in
this section via the following remark, which was pointed out to the third author by Bhatt
(see [ , Remark III.2] for a more detailed discussion). There is a homeomorphism

Spec(Cont(Z(p F,)) = Z(p which becomes an isomorphism of ringed spaces when we equip
Z(p with the sheaf of rings IF,, associated to [F,,. In particular, all local rings of Cont( () Fp)

are fields, and therefore all Cont(Z(p ,F,)-modules are flat.

To every p-adic integer o € Z(p we associate the maximal ideal

m) = {p € Cont(Z, F,) | p(a) = 0};

© = m(ﬁe) whenever o = 8 mod p°. We have algebra isomorphisms

note that m,
Conte(z(p),Fp) = Fun({0,1,...,p° =1}, F,) =2F, e; x --- X F, €pey
where the e; are orthogonal idempotents. In particular, every Conte(z(p), [F,)-module M splits

as M = @pe ! M(a), where Mgy = Ann_c (M).

Remark 2.18. Note that for every a € {0,1,...,p° — 1} the quotient M/m((f) is naturally
identified with the submodule M. It follows that if N C M is a submodule then the

natural map N /m((l — M /ma is 1n3ect1ve which shows that Cont® (Z(p ) /ma is a flat
Cont®(Zy), Fp)-module for every o € Z(p)

We now give a presentation of the algebra Cont®(Z,,F,).

Recall that, given a p-adic integer o € Z(p), we denote «; the ¢-th digit in the p-adic
expansion of a (see Subsection 2.1). Given a integer e > 0 we denote by o, : Z,) — I, the
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function ope () = a.; note that o, is in Conte“(i(p), F,). The function o,. can be expressed
using binomial coefficients: ope () = (1‘;) To see this, use Lucas’ theorem to observe that

whenever a = n € Zs(, we have (p"e) = a, modulo p, and that therefore o, is the unique

continuous extension to i(p) of the map n — (:E) (considered as a map from Z to F,).

Lemma 2.19. The ring Conte(z(p),IFp) is generated by the operators oy, 0p,. .., 0pe-1 as
an IF,-algebra. Moreover, the assignment x; — o, induces an Fp-algebra isomorphism

Fp[l'o, L1y .. ,I'e_l]

>~ Cont®(Z JF).
(Igj_xi“:(),...,e—l) (Zp), Fp)

~

Proof. Every function in Cont®(Zy,), F,) is determined uniquely by its values on {0, 1,...,p° — 1}

and, conversely, any F,-valued function on {0, 1,...,p* — 1} extends uniquely to an element
of Cont*(Z,), IFp).
By identifying every element of {0,...,p® — 1} with its base-p expansion we obtain a

bijection {0,...,p® — 1} = F;. We therefore have F,-algebra isomorphisms
Cont®(Zgy, F,) = Fun({0, .. .,p° — 1}, F,) = Fun(F, F,),

and one checks that, under these identifications, the functions o, are sent to the coordinate
functions on [F. Since I is a finite set every [Fj-valued function on it is a polynomial on the

~

coordinate functions. We conclude that Cont®(Z ), F,,) is a quotient of Fp[xo, . .., ze—1]/ (2} — ;)
and, since both of these algebras have the same number of elements, the result follows. [J

We conclude that Cont(z(p), IF,) is generated by the operators o,: (i € Z>), and that
we have an algebra isomorphism
Fp[l’o,xl, c. ]

~ Cont(Z, F,).
(xf—IiHGZzo) On( (p) p)

In particular, given an F-finite ring R and an element f € R, we can identify Cont(z(p), Ry) =
Ryloyo,0p,...,] and Cont(z(p), Dgr) = Dgloyw,0p,...]; these are positive characteristic
analogues of the objects Ry[s] and Dg[s| of classical Bernstein-Sato theory, while the algebra
Cont(z(p), [F,) plays the role of the algebra C[s| for the operator s = — >\ Oyt;.

Let us now turn our attention to the algebra Cont(z(p), [F,) and its modules. Once again
we associate to every a € Z,) a maximal ideal

mg = {p € Cont(Z),F,) | p(a) = 0}.

Every maximal ideal of Cont (2(p), [F,) is of the form m,, for some o € 2(1,) [ ].

Given a Cont(z(p),Fp)—module M and a p-adic integer a € Z(p), we denote by M, the
quotient
M, := M/m,M.

If N C M is a submodule, N, is naturally a submodule of M, by the following result.
Lemma 2.20. The module Cont(z(p),Fp)/maCont(i(p),Fp) is flat over Cont(z(p),Fp).
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Proof. For simplicity of notation, let us denote the algebra Cont(z(p), F,) (resp. Cont®(Z,,F,))

by C' (resp. C¢). Note that C'/m, = lim C’e/m((f), and that if N is a C-module then there is
—e

a natural map

lim(C¢/m® @ce N) — (C/m,) @¢ N,

which we claim is an isomorphism. Indeed, giving an C-multilinear map C/m, x N — W
is equivalent to giving a compatible collection of C'*-multilinear maps C*° /m((f )% N — W,
which shows that both objects have the same universal property.

We know that C*° /m,(f ) is flat over C* (cf. Remark 2.18); since taking limits is an exact
operation the result follows. O

Lemma 2.21. Let M be a Cont(z(p), F,)-module. If M, = 0 for all p-adic integers a € 2(p),
then M = 0.

Proof. Fix an integer e > 0. Given a € {0,...,p° — 1} denote by Xﬁf) € Conte(z(p),Fp) the
function such that x\(3) = 1 whenever 8 = a mod p° and such that x(8) = 0 otherwise.
We observe that a function ¢ € Cont(z(p), F,) belongs to m, if and only if X((f)go =0 for a
sufficiently large e; indeed, it suffices to take e large enough so that ¢ € Conte(z(p), F,). We
conclude that, given an element v € M and a p-adic integer o € Zm there exists some large

e, such that v\ u = 0 or, equivalently, (1— X((f“))u = 1.

The union Uaei( )(oz + peai(p)) forms an open cover of 2(:0) which, by the compactness
p

of 2(p), admits a finite subcover Z(p) = U?:l(a(i) + pe%)z(p)), We conclude that
(cary) (can)
u:(]__Xa(l)(l))..(]__Xa(n()))u:o |:|

Proposition 2.22. Let M be a Cont(z(p),Fp)—module. Suppose that there are only finitely
many o € Ly such that M, # 0, say oy, - .., o). Then the natural map M = P, Mo,

is an isomorphism that identifies My, with Anny;(my,).

Proof. Let K (resp. Q) be the kernel (resp. cokernel) of the map M — P, M,,,. We thus
have an exact sequence

0—>K—>M— @Ma
i=1
We claim that we have Kz = Qg = 0 for all 8 € i(p).

Indeed, if § # o, for any 4, then applying the functor (—)s to the exact sequence above
yields

o~ Q@ —0.

0=>Kz—=0—-0—=Qsz—0,
by Lemma 2.20. If 8 = «;), then we get
O%Kg—)MgiMB%Qg—)O.
From Lemma 2.21, we conclude that K = Q = 0. U
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Finally, we illustrate how the algebras Conte(z(p), F,) and Cont(z(p), [F,) arise naturally
in the context of differential operators.

We consider the map

A Cont(z(p), Dg) — (DR[é])O

that sends & € Cont(z(p), Dg) to the unique operator E on R|[t] such that

- fte=(&(—r — la]) - f)t

for every f € R and all a € Z%,,. Note that, for all e > 0, whenever ¢ € Conte(z(p), DS)) we

get that A(&) € (Dgf[)t])o. We therefore get an induced map A° : Conte(z(p), Dg)) — (Dg;[)t])o.

Lemma 2.23. The morphism A : Cont(z(p),DR) — (Dgyy)o previously constructed is
injective. Moreover, when r =1, A is an isomorphism.

Proof. We have that Cont(z(p),DR) = Dg ®r, Cont(z(p),Fp) and that (Dgy)o = Dgr ®r,
(Dr,[q)o (see Lemma 2.12), and the morphism respects these decompositions. It therefore
suffices to prove the claims in the case where R = IF),.

In this case, note that an operator o € Cont(i(p), Dg,) is sent to the unique operator 5
on F,[t] for which 8 - t& = 6(—r — |a|)#2. If § = 0, then § = 0.

Now, let » = 1. If § is a differential operator of degree zero on IF,[t] then there exists
a unique function ¢ : Z>o — F, such that § - t* = ¢s(a)t® for all a € Zs. If § € (Déi)[t])o,
then § - 2% = (5 - t9)t" for all b € Z>g, s0 ds(a) = ¢s(a + bp°); therefore, ¢5 extends to

an element of Conte(z(p),Fp). The assignment § +— &5, where &5(a) = ¢s(1 — a) provides a
two-sided inverse to the morphism given. O

Remark 2.24. It may seem unnatural to take £(—r — |a|) in the definition of A, as opposed
to &(|al). This is a natural consequence of the convention of working with the operator
51 = — Z:Zl Oy, t; in characteristic zero, as opposed to the operator Z:Zl t;0;,. Note that we
have A(o,e) = spe for every e > 0.

3. DIFFERENTIAL JUMPS

Definition 3.1. Let R be an F-finite ring and a C R be an ideal. We say that an integer
n > 0 is differential jump of level e of a if the inclusion Dg) s ) Dg) a1 is proper. We
write B (p®) for the collection of all differential jumps of level e.

We note that n € B3(p®) if and only if a” ¢ DS) can L
Remark 3.2.

(i) If W C R is a multiplicative subset and a C R is an ideal, then we have

DY) -aW 'R = (DY . a)W'R;
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cf., | , Proposition 2.17]. If ¢1,..., g € R are such that (g1,...,9x) = R and
Max(R) denotes the collection of all maximal ideals of R, then we have

UBaRgl pe) = U BaRm< )

meMax(R)

(i) If (R, m) is local and F-finite and a C R is an ideal then we have R @ (D, - a) &
Dz - (aR) | , Proposition 2.24]. We conclude that DY - " /D' . ant1 £ 0 if
and only if

P | Rea ) | DY Ry
07 R®r—7) == ) = 50 (q e’
Dy’ -att R®@p (D’ -a*t) D37 (aR)"H!

and therefore B3 (p°) = B2 (p°).
(iii) If R is graded with homogeneous maximal ideal m, and a is homogeneous, then
D' an /DY) . a1 is a graded module. Therefore, D' - a”/D'¢ . a"* £ 0 if and

only if
0# ( i ) _ DY (aRy)"
D(B an—l—l N Dgzen{ . (aRm)n+1’
and therefore B3 (p°®) = B3y (p°).

To compute differential jumps, we can also reduce to the case of an infinite residue field
by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let (R,m, K) be an F-finite local ring and consider the extension (S,n, L)
given by
(S, n, L) = (R[:L’]mR[x], mR[x]mR[x], K(SL‘))
Then:
(i) The extension (S,n, L) is faithfully flat, F-finite, and local.

(i1) For every ideal a C R we have {(a) = £(aS), where { denotes analytic spread.

(i1i) If R is F-split, then so is S.

(iv) For every integer e > 0 and every ideal a C R we have B3 (p°®) = Bl (p®).

Proof. The statements in (i), (ii), (iii) are standard [ , §8.5]. For (iv) observe that, by
Lemma 2.12, we have Dggx}-(bR[x]) = (DS)-b)R[Qs] for any ideal b C R. Then, by Remark 3.2,

we have DY) . (bS) = (D' - b)S. The claim on differential jumps then follows by faithful
flatness. O

Differential jumps can also be characterized in terms of Dg?-ideals.
Definition 3.4. Let R be an F-finite ring. An ideal a of R is a DS)-ideal if it is a DS)—
submodule of R, equivalently, DS) -aCa.

We record two natural families of Dg)—ideals.

Lemma 3.5. Let a C R be an ideal.
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(i) The e-th Frobenius power alPl of a is a D( -ideal.
it) The Cartier preimage I.(a) :={f € R|C4-f Ca} ofaisa D ideal.
(ii) g R R

Proof. Let § € D(e).

For (i), let a = (f1,..., f,) and 3, gif”" € al?). Then §(3, g:ifF) = 33, f7°6(gs) € alP’l.

For (ii), given f € I.(a), and ¢ € C%, we have - (6- f) = (o d)- f € asince oo € C5,.
Thus, 0 - f € I.(a). O

Remark 3.6. If a = R is the unit ideal, then B’( ¢) = @ for all e. Conversely, if a G R is

a proper ideal, we can take k such that a* C al?”), and then D ). gk C DS) - alPl = qlrl £
R = D© . qa° for every e, so B2(p®) # @ for every e.

Lemma 3.7. Let a,b C R be two ideals and e > 0 be an integer. If Dl(g) -a= DS) - b, then
Cp-a=Cg-b

Proof. Note that C% o DS) = C§,. We therefore get C§, - a = C§, - (DS) ca) =C§q- (DS) b)) =
Cs. - b. 0

Definition 3.8. Let R be an F-finite ring and fix an ideal a C R. Let b C R be a proper
DS)—ideal such that a € v/b. We define

Bb(p®) := max{n >0: Dgf) -a”" Z b}
Recall that, by convention, we have a® = R and, since b is proper by assumption, the set
{n>0: Dgf) -a" ¢ b} is never empty. Moreover, since a C \/E, we may pick some m > 0 such

that o™ C b. If we pick k > 0 so that a* C a7, then D) - a* C DE) . @) C ™l C .
We conclude that the maximum above does indeed exist.

Remark 3.9. If R is regular, then® every Dg)—ideal b can be realized as b = ¢/P! for some
ideal ¢. In this case, we have BY(p¢) = v£(p°), where v¢(p°) are the v-invariants introduced
by Mustata, Takagi, and Watanabe |

Lemma 3.10. If a C R is an ideal, then
B2 (p°) = {BS(p°) | b is a D\ -ideal, a C Vb # (1)}.
Proof. If bis a D'O-ideal with a C v/b, and n = B8 (p°), then D' -a” € b and D\ -a"+! C b,

SO Dg)un + DJ(;) -a"*!. Conversely, if Dg)un + Dl(g) a”*! then b = D( a"tlisa D( -ideal,
and n = B2 (p°). 0

Lemma 3.11. Let a C R be an ideal and n,e,a > 0 be integers. If Dg) cat = DS) Cant
then DYy - am = D™ - a1, Thus, By(p°) 2 B(p+).

Proof. 1t D' . a" = DY) - a"*! then
DIt g = pleta) (D). gy = DIt (DY) L gty = plete) gt O

2This is well-known to experts; it follows, for example, by using Frobenius descent [ ]
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Lemma 3.12. Let a C R be an ideal generated by r elements. If n > mp® + (r — 1)(p® — 1),
then a® = a™~™P" (alPlym

Proof. The statement reduces to the case m = 1. The containment of the right-hand side in
the left is clear. For the other, by the pigeonhole principle, any monomial of degree greater
than r(p® — 1) in the generators of a must be a multiple of a p°th power of a generator, from
which the claim is clear. O

Proposition 3.13. Let R be an F-finite ring and a C R be an ideal. If a is generated by r
elements, n > r(p° — 1) + 1, and D - a"? = D' . qn7* 1 then DO . qn = DI . ant?,
Hence, if n € B3(p®), then n — p° € B2 (p°).

If a is principal and generated by a nonzerodivisor, n > p¢, and DS) cat = DS) cantl

then D\ . an=r° = DI . qn=p*+1,

Proof. By Lemma 3.12, we have that D) - a® = D© . (aPlqgn=r%) = ¢lPI(D() . q"=7°) and
D© . qntl = qlPl(D() . qn=P*+1) likewise. Then, if D® - q"?° = D) . q"P**1 e must have
D(e) at = D(e) . an+1_

If f is a nonzerodivisor, a = (f) and n > p°, we have fpeDl(g) St = Dg) -a”. Then,

DY .am = DY) .t implies D . an " = DI . qnptHL O
Lemma 3.14. Let a C R be an ideal and fix integers n < m. Then D ) qn = DS) -a™ af
and only if Dg% = D(e) o/t for allm < j < m — 1. Equivalently, D ) cat = DS) —a™af

and only if [n,m) N B;(p ) =g.
Proof. The statement follows from the chain of ideals

DY a" > DY .qa" >... D D . qm, O
Lemma 3.15. Suppose R is F-split. Let b C a C R be ideals and e,a > 0 be integers. Then
DY . a =D b if and only if DT - altl = DTl

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the lemma for a = 1. Fix a splitting o of the Frobenius. Let
a=(f1, ..., fr) and b= (g1,...,9s)-

For the forward implication, if DS) ca = Dg) - b, then fy,....f; € Dg) - b. Then,
fi= Zj 85 (g;) for some 6;; € Dg). Thus, F o §;j 00 € D%™. We have

ZFO%OUQJ ZFO% 95) (Zém g]>_ P

and so D(eH) . a[p} = D (c+1)  plp],

Conversely, if D () gl = D (1) . gl then fl,...,ftp € Dl(;“) bl Thus, fF =
>, 0ij(g}) for some 65 € D™ Then 00 6;; 0 F € D'Y. We have

27000 Flg) =302 byla)) —0<Z5mg]>—afp) fi

andsng%)-a:Dg)-b. O
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Proposition 3.16. Let R be an F-finite and F-split ring, a be an ideal with v generators,
and m > n > 0 be integers. Then for all integers e,a > 0 we have:

(1) If n € By(p°), then [np®, np® +r(p* — 1IN B (p*™) # .
(it) If n —r+1,m — 1N B2 (p°) = &, then [np® —r + 1,mp® — 1] N B (p™*) = .

Proof. For part (i), we consider the chain of ideals
a”" D anlp’] » a( D[P » a( P +Hr=1)(p*=1) _ qnp®+r(p*—1)+1

(see Lemma 3.12). Acting with DSM), we obtain the chain

D a3 DI ) 3 DS ) 5 i) g

By Lemma 3.15, the two ideals in the middle differ, so the two outer ones must also differ.
The statement then follows from Lemma 3.14.

Part (ii) follows similarly: we consider the chain
Q=T HD] S DD gt orel 5 gt 5 gl

which gives

Dl(gm) D S D§§+a) gt S Dl(;%) Sa™ D Dgﬂr“) g

Lemma 3.14 and Lemma 3.15 gives that the two outer ideals are equal, and hence the two in
the middle must also be equal. Another application of Lemma 3.14 gives the statement. [J

4. BERNSTEIN-SATO ROOTS

We now begin the study of the first invariant of real interest: the Bernstein-Sato roots
of an ideal. These provide a characteristic-p analogue of the roots of the Bernstein-Sato
polynomial, although the definition we give below provides no indication of why that would
be the case; such an explanation is given later in Section 7. However, using the definition
below has many advantages: it does not involve any technicalities beyond those of differential
jumps, it provides an easier way of computing Bernstein-Sato roots and it also is more useful
for proving statements.

4.1. Definition and basic properties.

Definition 4.1. Let R be F-finite, and a be an ideal. We say that o € Zm is a Bernstein-
Sato root of a if there is a sequence (1), with v, € BS(p®) such that « is the p-adic limit
of v.. We denote by BSR(a) the set of Bernstein-Sato roots of a.

We recall that a sequence of p-adic numbers (v,) converges to a p-adic number « if and
only if for every m € Zs there is some N € Zs( such that p™ | (o — v,) for all e > N.

Remark 4.2. Note that, given a sequence (v,.)%2, C Zxo, the condition that v, € B}(p®) for
every e > 0 passes to subsequences. Indeed, if (v,) is a subsequence, then v, € B;(p*) C
B*(p') for every i > 0.

Proposition 4.3. Let R be F-finite, a be an ideal with r generators and o € Z(p) be a p-adic
integer. The following are equivalent:

(a) « is a Bernstein-Sato root of a.
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(b) For all e > 0 there is some s, € {0,...,7 — 1} such that ac. + s.p® € B3 (p®).
(¢) There is an infinite subset {e;} C Z>o and differential jumps v; € By (p®) such that
(v;) converges to o.

Proof. For (a) implies (b), let a be a Bernstein-Sato root of a, and v, € B3 (p°) such that
a = limv,. For every a there is some e, such that p®|(« — v;) for all j > e,; without loss of
generality, we can take e, > a. Consider the sequence 7, = v,,. By Lemma 3.11, n, € B3(p®),
and by construction, p®|(a — v,) for all a. Then, by Proposition 3.13, we may subtract a
multiple of p* from 7, to obtain another sequence p, in which 0 < p, < rp®, and p®|(a — pq)
for all a. It follows that p, = ac, + s,p* € B3 (p*) with s, € {0,...,r — 1} as required.

The implication (b) implies (c) is clear.
For (c) implies (a), it suffices to see that given a p-adically convergent sequence of the

form v,, € B3 (p®) for e, an infinite increasing sequence of integers that we can extend this
to a sequence v, € B3 (p®) for all e € Z>(. This follows from Lemma 3.11. O

Remark 4.4. It follows from the definition and from Remark 3.6 that if a = R, then
BSR(a) = @. On the other hand, if a & R is a proper ideal, then by Remark 3.6 there

is a differential jump of level e for every e, and by compactness of Zl,) condition (c) of
Proposition 4.3 holds for some «, so BSR(a) # @.

In Section 7 we show that whether a p-adic integer is a Bernstein-Sato root or not is
given in terms of the nonvanishing of a certain module, whose construction is compatible
with localization. From this it follows that Bernstein-Sato roots are local invariants; however,
we give a proof of this fact here that does not require the material of Section 7.

To begin, let a C R be an ideal and fix an integer » > 0 such that a can be generated
by r elements. Given a positive integer e > 0 and a p-adic integer o we denote by J,(p°, a)
the set

Ja(p% ) i=H{ace +sp° | s=0,1,....,r — 1} N B5(p°).

Lemma 4.5. The p-adic integer « is not a Bernstein-Sato root of a if and only if there is
some e large enough so that Jy(p¢, ) = &, in which case J,(p*, ) = & for all a > e.

Proof. The first statement follows from the equivalence of (a) and (b) in Proposition 4.3. For
the second statement, it is enough to show that whenever J,(p®, o) = @ then J,(p°™!, o) =
&, which we prove by contradiction. Suppose that a is generated by r elements. If we had
some n € Jy(p°™!, a), then we have n € BS(p®™'), and thus n € B2(p°) (see Lemma 3.11).
From Proposition 3.13 we conclude that there is some integer & > 0 such that n—kp® € B2 (p°)
and 0 < n — kp® < rp®. Since n = o mod p**!, we have n — kp® = a mod p°, and therefore
n — kp® = a.. + sp® for some s € {0,1,...,7 — 1}. We conclude that n — kp® € J,(p, @),
giving the desired contradiction. 0

Lemma 4.6. Suppose g1,...,gx € R are such that (g1,...,9x) = (1). For a fized p-adic
integer o € Zyy and integer e > 0 the following are equivalent:

(a) We have J,(p%, o) = .

(b) We have Jar, (p°,a) = @ for alli=1,... k.

(c) We have Jyr,,(p°, o) = @ for all mazimal ideals m C R.
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Proof. This follows from Remark 3.2. O

Lemma 4.7. Let m C R be a maximal ideal, o € Z(p) be a p-adic integer and e > 0 be an
integer. If Jar, (p°) = @, then there exists some g € R\ m such that Jar,(p°) = 9.

Proof. Let S denote the set S := {ae+sp®:s=0,1,...,r—1}. By Remark 3.2, J,r,. (p?) =
@ precisely when (DS) 0" Ry = (DS) ~a"™ Ry, for all n € S; that is, whenever m is not in
the support of the module @, ¢ Dg) ca”/ DS) a1, The result then follows from the fact
that the support of a finitely-generated module is closed. O

Proposition 4.8. Let R be a noetherian F-finite ring and a C R be an ideal. Let g1, ..., qx €
R be such that (g1,...,gx) = (1) and let Max(R) denote the set of all mazimal ideals of R.
We then have:

BSR(a) = JBSR(aR,) = |J BSR(aRw).

=1 meMax(R)

Proof. Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 give the first equality, and show that BSR(a) D |J,, BSR(aRy).

To prove that BSR(a) € BSR(aRy), suppose that o € Z, is such that o ¢ BSR(aRy)
for all maximal ideals m. By Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.7 we conclude that for every m €
Max(R) there is some integer e, and some element g, € R\ m such that Jg, (p°,a) =
@. The elements (gn|m € Max(R)) generate the unit ideal and therefore there is a finite
subcollection of them, say ¢1 = Gm,,.--,9x = Ggm,, that still generate the unit ideal. If
e = max{em,, ..., em, }, then, Jop, (p°,a) = @ for all i = 1,...,k by Lemma 4.5. Therefore
Ja(p®, @) = @ by Lemma 4.6. We conclude that o ¢ BSR(a) by Lemma 4.5. O

Proposition 4.9. Let R be a noetherian F-finite ring and a C R be an ideal.

(i) If R is positively graded with homogeneous mazimal ideal m and a is homogeneous,
then BSR(a) = BSR(aRy,).

(ii) If R is local, then BSR(a) = BSR(aR).
Proof. Both facts follow from Remark 3.2. O

4.2. Finiteness and rationality results.
We now introduce a finiteness condition that has important consequences for Bernstein-
Sato roots.

Definition 4.10. Let R be an F-finite ring and a C R be an ideal generated by r elements.
We say that a is Bernstein-Sato admissible if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

#(B(p*) N [0,rp%)) < C

for every e € Z>,. We say that R is a Bernstein-Sato admissible ring if all of its ideals are
Bernstein-Sato admissible.

In our definition of Bernstein-Sato root we only require that the number of differential
jumps of level e in the interval [0, p€) is bounded, but the subtraction property of differential
jumps (Proposition 3.13) gives a stronger statement.
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Proposition 4.11. Let R be an F-finite ring and a C R be an ideal. The ideal a is Bernstein-
Sato admissible if and only if there are constants A, B > 0 such that for all integers e, s > 0
we have

#(m@ﬂmpg)gA;+B.

Proof. Suppose that a is generated by r elements. We note that if a is Bernstein-Sato admissi-
ble, then there exists A, B > 0 such that for all e, s > 0 we have #( B2 (p°)N[0,s) | < AS+B

by setting s = rp°. To prove the converse statement, let C' > 0 be a constant as in Definition
4.10. We observe that for all integers k > 1 we have #(B2(p°) N [(k — 1)p¢, kp®)) < C: this
follows when 1 < k < r, and for k£ > r it follows from Proposition 3.13. We conclude:

" (B;@f) D, s>) < #( (U By(p) N [(k — 1)y, kpe>)

<[3]e

§(3+1)0:03+C. O
P° p°
Corollary 4.12. Whether a is Bernstein-Sato admissible or not does not depend on the
choice of r.

Theorem 4.13. Let R be an F-finite ring and a C R a Bernstein-Sato admissible ideal.
Then a has finitely many Bernstein-Sato roots.

Proof. Pick an integer C' > 0 such that #(B;(pe) n|o, rpe)) < C for all ¢ > 0. We claim that
there are at most C' Bernstein-Sato roots, and we prove it by contradiction. Suppose that
{aq,...,acy1} are distinct Bernstein-Sato roots of a, and choose N large enough so that
o; # a; mod p" for all i # j. By Proposition 4.3 we know there is some e large enough
and vy, ...vop1 € B2(p®), with 0 < v; < rp¢, such that 1; = «; mod pV, and therefore
Vi, ...,Vcy are distinet differential jumps. This gives the desired contradiction. 0

Lemma 4.14. Let R be F-split, a C R be an ideal generated by r elements, o € 2(1,) be a
Bernstein-Sato root of a and a > 0 be an integer. There exists some i € {0,1,...,7(p* —1)}
such that p*a + i is a Bernstein-Sato root of a.

Proof. Pick a sequence (v,) such that v, € BS(p®) whose p-adic limit is «. By Proposition 3.16,
for every e there is some i, € {0,1,...,7(p* — 1)} such that p®v. + i, € B3 (p*™*). Since
{0,1,...,7(p* — 1)} is a finite set, there is some i € {0,1,...,7(p* — 1)} and an increasing
sequence (e;) such that p®v,, 41 € By (p~**). The p-adic limit of p®v, +1i is p®a +1, and the
result follows from Proposition 4.3. U

We recall that an ideal J is a reduction of an ideal I with reduction number n if
JI" = ["and JIt #£ JIM.

Lemma 4.15. Let R be an F-finite local ring, a C R be an ideal and b C a be a reduction
of a with reduction number k. Then:
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(i) For all integers e > 0 we have B (p?) € UL, Be(p°)+i and B (p¢) € UL, B (p°) —i.
(i1) The ideal a is Bernstein-Sato admissible if and only if b is Bernstein-Sato admis-
sible.

(iii) We have BSR(a) C Ul_, BSR(b) + i and BSR(b) C |J!_, BSR(a) — i.

Proof. Part (i) follows by considering the following chains of ideals:
DS) . bn—k D D%@) ca D DS) . an—l—l D DS) . bn—l—l’
DS) " D Dj(tze) . p" D DJ(Q@) ptl D DS) . an+k+1’
and applying Lemma 3.14.

Let us now prove part (ii); we use the alternative characterization of Bernstein-Sato
admissibility given in Proposition 4.11. Suppose that a is Bernstein-Sato admissible and
pick constants A,, B, such that #(B3(p®) N[0,s)) < Aa(s/p°) + B, for all e,s > 0. By
applying part (i) we conclude that

#(B;<pe> a0 s>) < #(QB:@@) 0,5+ ) —z’)

§k<AaS+k+Ba)
pe

< kA k2A, + B..
pe

For the other direction, suppose b is Bernstein-Sato admissible and choose constants Ay, By
similarly. Then

#(B;@e) "D, s>) < #(Q)Bm "0,5)+ )

<k (Abi + Bb)
p@

— KAy~ + kB,
p@

We now tackle part (iii). Suppose that @ € BSR(a), and choose a sequence (v.) with
ve € B3(p®) such that « is the p-adic limit of v.. By part (i), for every e > 0 there is some
ic € {0,1,...,k} such that v, —i. € B(p°®). We conclude there is some i € {0,1,...,k} and
a subsequence (v, ) such that v, —i € Bi(p®). The p-adic limit of this subsequence is o — ¢
which, by Remark 4.2, is a Bernstein-Sato root of b. Therefore, & € BSR(b) + i. The other
statement follows similarly. O

Theorem 4.16. Let R be an F-finite F'-split ring. Let a be a Bernstein-Sato admissible
itdeal. Then every Bernstein-Sato root of a is rational.

Proof. Recall that BSR(a) denotes the set of Bernstein-Sato roots of a, and let P:gﬁ(a) C
Zp)/7Z be its image under the quotient map Zg,) — Zg)/Z; in other words, BSR(a) =

{a +Z | « € BSR(a)}. Note that, by Lemma 4.14, BSR(a) is closed under multiplication
by p.
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Let o € Z(p) be a Bernstein-Sato root. Since BSR(a) is a finite set, there exist some
n < msuch that p"a = p™a mod Z; that is, there exists some ¢ € Z such that p"a = p™a+c.
It follows that o = ¢/(p"(p™ ™ —1)) and thus « is rational (note that, a posteriori, we know
that p" must divide c). O

Lemma 4.17. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring. Let a be an r-generated ideal of R. Let
a € Zy) be a Bernstein-Sato root of a.

(i) If « > 0, then there exists an increasing sequence {n;} C Zsqo such that o + n; is
a Bernstein-Sato root of a for each j.

(11) If o < —r, then there exists an increasing sequence {n;} C Zsq such that o —n; is
a Bernstein-Sato root of a for each j.

Proof. For the first part, it suffices to show that there is some positive integer n such that
. . . a .
a + n is a Bernstein-Sato root. We can write a = T + b with a,b € Z>q such that

0<a<p®—1andb> 0. By Lemma 4.14, there is some i € {0,...,r(p® — 1)} such that
p°a+ i is a root. We have p°a+i = a + (p° —1)b — a + 4. Since a < p® — 1 < (p® — 1)b, the
claim follows.
Likewise, for the second part, it suffices to show that there is some negative integer n
a
such that a+n is a Bernstein-Sato root. We can write av = prams —bwith a,b € Z>( such

that 0 <a < p®—1and b > 0. Then p°a+i=—(p°—1)r+a— (p° —1)b+a+1iis a root for
some i € {0,...,7(p°—1)}. We have —(p* —1)r+a—(p°—1)b+a+i <a—(p°—1)b+a < a,
so we are done. O

Theorem 4.18. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring. Let a be a Bernstein-Sato admissible ideal
with r generators. Then every Bernstein-Sato root of R lies in the interval [—r,0].

Proof. Since a is Bernstein-Sato admissible, the set of roots is finite. The bounds on the
roots then follow from Lemma 4.17. O
Corollary 4.19. Let R be a local F-finite F-split ring. Let a be a Bernstein-Sato admissible

ideal with analytic spread . Then every Bernstein-Sato root of R lies in the interval [—¢,0].

Proof. By Remark 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, the statement reduces to the case where R is local
with infinite residue field. In this case, there exists a reduction of a that is generated by at

most ¢ elements. The result then follows from Theorem 4.18 and Lemma 4.15. U
Corollary 4.20. Let R = Clzy,...,x,] be a polynomial ring over C, m be the mazimal
ideal m = (21, ...,x,) and a C Clxy,...,x,] be a monomial ideal. If A € Q is a root of the

Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a then —((aRy) < A.

Proof. Pick a large prime p and let R = F,[zy,...,2,] be a polynomial ring over F,, m C R

denote the maximal ideal m = (z1,...,x,) and a C R denote the mod-p reduction of a.

We may pick p large enough so that A is a Bernstein-Sato root of a | , Theorem
3.1]. Moreover, since the construction of the fibre cone of a with respect to m is compatible
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with mod-p reduction, we can further enlarge p to assume® that ((aRy) = ((aRs). Since a
is homogeneous, we conclude that X is a Bernstein-Sato root of aRg (Proposition 4.9), and
we conclude that —¢(aRz) < A from Corollary 4.19. O

In characteristic zero, whenever a C Clxy,...,z,] is a nonzero ideal, all the roots of
the Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a are strictly negative. Since we have only shown that the
Bernstein-Sato roots are nonpositive, the question of whether zero can be a Bernstein-Sato
root arises. We can answer it for principal ideals as follows.

Proposition 4.21. Let R be an F-finite ring. The following are equivalent:

(a) The ring R is simple as a Dr-module.
(b) For all nonzero f € R we have 0 ¢ BSR(f).

Moreover, if these hold then the nilradical /O of R is a prime ideal. In particular, if R is
reduced then it must be a domain.

Proof. Suppose that R is simple as a Dr-module. Given a nonzero f € R, we have Dg-f = R
and therefore there is some e large enough so that DS) -f=R= Dg) - f°. We conclude that
0 ¢ B}(p®) and, by Proposition 4.3, we conclude that 0 ¢ BSR(f).

Conversely, suppose that 0 € BSR(f) for some nonzero f € R. By Proposition 4.3, for
all e > 0 we have 0 € B%(p°) and thus DS) f # DS) - f® = R. We conclude that Dg - f # R,
and hence R is not simple as a Dgz-module.

For the last statement, suppose that f, g € R are such that fg € v/0 and f ¢ /0. Then
the collection H{(R) of g-torsion elements of R is a Dp-submodule of R which contains a
power of f, and is therefore nonzero. If R is Dg-simple, we conclude that 1 € Hy(R) and

thus some power of ¢ is zero, i.e. g € V0. L]

Question 4.22. Let R be an F-finite ring that is simple as a Dg-module. Do we have
0 ¢ BSR(a) for all nonzero ideals a C R?

5. DIFFERENTIAL THRESHOLDS

In this section we introduce the other key numerical invariant of this paper: differential
thresholds. These are related to F-jumping numbers, F-thresholds, Cartier thresholds, and
Bernstein-Sato roots.

5.1. Definition and basic properties.

Definition 5.1. Let R be an F-finite ring, and a C R an ideal. We say that A € R is a

differential threshold if there exists a sequence of elements v, € B2 (p¢) such that A = lim et
e—0o0

where the limit is taken in the usual Euclidean topology.

When R is F-split, it turns out that every differential threshold can be realized as a
limit in a nice way.

3In fact, by a result of Singla, the analytic spread of a monomial ideal a C K[z1,...,Zn](4,,....c,,) depends
only on the Newton polytope of a | , Cor. 4.10] (see also | ]), and therefore f(aRy) = ¢(aRg) for
any p.
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Proposition 5.2. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring and A € R-q. Let a be an r generated
ideal. The following are equivalent:

(a) X is a differential threshold of a.

(b) Foralle > 0, there is a differential jump of level e for a in the interval [p°A—r, p°A].

(¢) There is an infinite set {e;} C Zo and differential jumps v; € B3 (p%) such that
(v;/p%) converges to A.

Proof. We start by showing that (a) implies (b) by contraposition. Suppose that [p°\ — r, p°A|N
B:(p¢) = @ for some e > 0. Since every differential jump is an integer, we get that
[[peA] — 7, |peA]] N B2 (p¢) = @. By Proposition 3.16 (ii) we conclude that, for all integers
a>0,

[p°[p°A] —p* —r + 1, p"[p°A] +p°) N B (™) = @

[(peﬂ—l_r—l LpeAJH)m L ge(pete) = g,

and therefore

pe pe—i-a’ pe pe+a a
and thus

Bi(pt*) = .

((peﬂ —1 [p°A] + 1) 1
, N

pe pe pe+a

By considering the cases p°A € Z and p°\ ¢ Z separately, we observe that
eA]l —1 e\ 1
\e ( [p°\] ’ [p°A] + )
D¢ ¢

and therefore A cannot be a differential threshold.

The implication (b) implies (c) is clear.

To show that (c) implies (a), let (e;) be an infinite increasing sequence of integers; we
need to show that we can extend (v.,/p%) to a convergent sequence (v;/p'), i € Z>q. By
Proposition 3.16, for v; € B (p®) and for a > e; there is some v, ; € BS(p*) N [v;p*~ %, (v; +
r)p*~“]. For i = e;, take v; = v;, and for e¢; < i < ej4q, take v; = v;;. If a,b > e;, and u, v
are such that e, <a < e,y and e, < b < e,41, then

Vo Wl |Va_ Vul (Ve Po) (Vo V| 20 Vu W

pa pb — pa peu peu pev pb peu — pej peu pev :
Since (v;/ pej) is a Cauchy sequence, the right-hand side in the previous equation tends to
zero as j — oo, and hence (v;/p') is Cauchy, as required. O

Remark 5.3. It follows from definition and from Remark 3.6 that if a = R, then a has
no differential jumps. Conversely, if a ; R is a proper ideal with r generators, then by
Remark 3.6 and Proposition 3.13 there is a differential jump of level e in the interval [0, 7p°]
for every e, so by compactness of [0, ] there is a differential jump for a.

Proposition 5.4. Let R be a noetherian F-split ring of characteristic p, a C R be an ideal
generated by r elements and k,1 > 0 be integers with | —k > r — 1. If [k, 1) N B3 (p¢) = @ for
some e > 0, then there are no differential thresholds of a in the interval ( (k+r—1)/p%, 1/p®).
Proof. 1If [k, 1) N B3 (p°) = @ then, by Proposition 3.16, we have

[fp® + (r = D" = 1), p") NBL(p™™*) = @
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for all @ > e, and thus

k+r—1 r—1 1 ) 1

— ,— | N B (pt) = 2.
pe pe+a pe pe—l—a ( )

The result follows. O

Remark 5.5. If R is F-split, and a is an r-generated ideal, we have that 0 is a differential
threshold if and only if 0 is differential jump of level e for every e. If 0 ¢ B3(p®), then
Dg) -a = R, so Dgﬂ) -alP"l = R, and hence Dgﬂ) -a?” = R for all a, so there are
no thresholds in the interval [0,1/p®). The other implication follows from the definition of
differential threshold.

If R is F-split, we can also find differential thresholds that are close to differential jumps.

Lemma 5.6. Let R be an F-finite F'-split ring, and a be an ideal with at most r generators.
If n € B3(p®), then there is a differential threshold X\ for a in the interval {ﬁ, nt r} :
pe e

Proof. Let v, := n. Applying Proposition 3.16 inductively we build a sequence (v,),>. with
v, € B2 (p*) such that pr, < vey < py, +r(p— 1), and thus

Va < Vat1 < Va r(p—1)

pa - pa+1 — pa pa—l—l
In particular, the sequence (v, /p®) is increasing. We claim it is bounded by (n+7)/p®; indeed,
for all b > 0 we have

Ve n rip-—1 r(p—1
IZ—_+ (p+1)+' (p+b)
p° p° p° p°
n rp-—1 1 1
<=4 (p6+1 )<1+—+—2+ )
p p p p
n rp-—1) 1
_r (p : ) 1
pe o optt 1=
_n+r
pe
Thus, the sequence (v, /p®) converges to a value in the interval [1%’ ";g?”]. O

Remark 5.7. Let R be an F-finite ring, and a C R an ideal. By Lemma 3.10, we have that
A is a differential threshold if and only if there exists a sequence of DS)—ideals J. such that
\ = lim max{n€Zxo | a"ZJ.}

e—00 pe '

We now provide several properties of differential thresholds. We first show that the set
formed by them remains the same after taking integral closure. Then, we show a version of
Skoda’s Theorem and a p-fractal property.

Proposition 5.8. Let R be an F-finite ring, and a,b C R be ideals with the same integral
closure. Then, a and b have the same differential thresholds.
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Proof. Since a and b have the same integral closure, there exists an integer a such that
a® C bt C a™ for every n € Zsg. Then,

a” g bn+a g an+2a g bn+3a g an+4a‘
If Dg) cat = Dg) -a"ta then Dl(g) Sprte = Dg)b"”“. As a consequence, if Dg) Spnte A4
Dj(qe) . bn-l—i%a7 then DS) . an 7£ DJ(QE) . an+4a.

Let X be a differential threshold of b, and v, differential jumps of level e for b such that
lim z% = . It suffices to show that ) is a differential threshold of a, as the role of a and b are

e— 00
I.(m) is a prime ideal | ], we have that a C (), o, Ie(m)

interchangeable. Since
if and only if b C (.o, fe(m). Then, fpt(a) = 0 if an only if fpt(b) = 0. We can assume

that \ is positive, we have that v, > a for e > 0. We have that D(©) . ¥ % D(©) . pret2e Ag
a consequence, D) . gve=¢ £ D) . gqn+3e for ¢ > 0. Then, there exists a differential jump
of level e for a, w, in {v, —a,ve —a+1,...,v.+ 3a} for e > 0. We have that lim % =

e—00

Then, A is a differential threshold of a. O

€€Z>0

Proposition 5.9. Let R be an F-finite ring, and a C R an ideal generated by r elements.
If X\ > r is a differential threshold of a, then X\ — 1 is a differential threshold of a. If a is
principal generated by a nonzerodivisor, the converse is true.

Proof. Let v, € B3(p®) be such that lim =z = A For e > 0, we have v, > rp® so, v. — p° €

e— 00

B2 (p°) by Proposition 3.13. Since lim —”61;7’6 = A — 1. We conclude that A — 1 is a differential
e—00
threshold.

Likewise, if a = (f), where f € R is a nonzerodivisor, let u. € B2(p®) be such that
lim % = A — 1. By Proposition 3.13, u. +p® € B%(p°). Since lim %p—tpe = ), we conclude
e—00 e— 00
that A is a differential threshold. O

Corollary 5.10. Let (R,m,K) be a local F-finite ring, a C m an ideal, and ¢ be its analytic
spread. If X > 0 is a differential threshold of a, then A — 1 is a differential threshold of a.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, we may assume that K is infinite. Then, there exists an ideal b
generated by ¢ elements with the same integral closure of a. Then, the result follows from
Propositions 5.8 and 5.9. U

5.2. Differential thresholds and numerical F-invariants.

We now start comparing differential thresholds with other numerical invariants in prime
characteristic.

Definition 5.11. Let R be a F-finite ring. Let a, b C R be proper ideals such that a C V0.

(i) The F-threshold of ain b | , , | is defined by
Ha) = tim 2 € Zoo | 0" £ BT
e—00 pe '
(ii) If R is F-split, the Cartier threshold of a in b | | is defined by

ct*(a) = lim X € Z20 | Ch-a” B}

e—00 pe
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Proposition 5.12. Let R be a F-finite ring, and a C R be a proper ideal. Then:

(i) Every F-threshold of a is a differential threshold of a.
(i1) If R is F-split, then every Cartier threshold of a is a differential threshold of a.
(111) If R is strongly F'-reqular, then every F-jumping number of a is a differential thresh-
old of a.
(iv) If R is regular, the set of F-jumping numbers of a and the set of differential thresh-
olds of a agree.

Proof. The first claim follows from Remark 5.7 and Lemma 3.5.

The claim about Cartier thresholds follows from Remark 5.7 and Lemma 3.5, since
max{n | C§-a" € b} = max{n | a™ Z I.(b)}.

We now focus on the third statement. If DS) ca = Dl(g) - b, then C§, - a = Cf - b (see
Lemma 3.7). Then the set of differential jumps of level e contains the set

ApF) = {n € Zso | G- " # - a1},

It suffices to show that every jumping number is a limit of elements in I%A(pe). We recall that
in a strongly F-regular ring we have that 7(a*) = Ueez., C " alP Al , Proposition 4.4].
We set a such that 7(a) = C* - al?. Let v, = max{n | C% - a” Z 7(a*)} € A(p°). We now
show that lim %¢ = A. Set ¢ > 0. We pick b such that | — AL} > s for e > b. We set

€
e—00 p

a=\—£ and s € Zxq such that 7(a®) = C* - al?"]. Then,
ce . a[pea] _ T(Cla) ?é T(Cl)\) —C°. a(pe)\]

for e > max{a,b, s}. Hence, lim % =
e—oo P

We now focus on the last claim. Since R is a regular F-finite ring, Cj - a = C; - b if
and only if DS) ca = DS) b [ , Lemma 3.1]. By Proposition 5.12, it suffices to
show that every differential threshold is an F-jumping number. Then, the set of differential
jumps of level e coincides with the set {n € Zsq | C4 - a® # C% - a”™'}. We recall that

T(a) = UeeZZO Cs - alP M| , Definition 2.9]. Let A = eli_)rg}% with v, € A(p®). There
exists € > 0 such that 7(a*) = C§ - a* for every \ < ﬁ <A+e] , Proposition 2.14].

Then, 1% < ) for e > 0. Set a such that # > 5, 1% < Xand 7(at) = C% - alPM for e > a. If
Ve +1 < pfA, then v, + 1 < [peA] and C§ - avt! D C§ - alPM = 7(a). If v, + 1 > p°A < v,
then CS - a**! = 7(a*). We have that 7(ar’) D CS% - a* 2 C - a¥™ D 7(a). We conclude
that A is an F-jumping number. O

Proposition 5.13. Let (R, m, K) be an F-finite F-split ring, and a C R an ideal. Then,
fpt(a) is the smallest differential threshold of a.

Proof. We note that the first jump of level e is
Ve = max{n | DS) -a" # R} = max{n | DS) -a" Cm}.
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We have that Dg) -a"” C m if and only if a” C {f € R | DS) - f € m}. We have that

{feR| Dg) -fem} =1I(m) | , Proposition 5.10]. Then, fpt(a) = JE&? is the
smallest differential threshold. U

5.3. Discreteness and rationality results.

We now show that the set of differential thresholds is closed under multiplication by p.
This is known for F-thresholds, but not for F-jumping numbers outside Gorenstein rings.
Then, this result shows one of the advantages of the unified approach provided by differential
thresholds.

Lemma 5.14. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring, and a C R an ideal. If \ is a differential
threshold, then pX is also a differential threshold.

Proof. Let r be the number of generators of a. Let v, € B2 (p®) be such that lim 1% = A. By
e—00

Proposition 3.16 and Lemma 3.11 there exists some w, € [pve,p(ve +1r — 1)] N B (p®). We

have that
PVe

p)\:lim%g lim&S lim = pA.
e—00 pe e—00 pe e— 00 pe
Then, pA is a differential threshold. O

In the following results we focus on Bernstein-Sato admissible ideals. In this case, we
show discretness and rationality. In Subsection 6.1 we use these results to provide new cases
where the F'-thresholds are rational numbers.

Theorem 5.15. Let R be an F-finite ring and a an ideal. If a C R is a Bernstein-Sato
admissible ideal, then the set of differential thresholds for a is discrete. If R is F'-split, then
the converse holds.

Proof. Let r the number of generators of a. We first show that if a is Bernstein-Sato admis-
sible, then the set of differential thresholds is discrete. By Proposition 5.9, it suffices to show
that the set of differential thresholds in (0, 7) is finite. Since a is a Bernstein-Sato admissible
ideal, there exists b € Zx( such that #(B; (p°) N[0, rpe)) < b for every e, and we claim that
there are at most b differential thresholds in (0, 7).

Suppose, for a contradiction, that Aj, ..., Apr1 € (0,7) are distinct differential thresholds
of a. Pick disjoint open intervals Uy,..., Uy C (0,r) with A; € U;. Then there is some e
large enough and vy, ..., 41 € B (p¢) with v;/p® € U, for every i. It follows that vy, ..., vp4
are distinct differential jumps of level e in the interval (0, rp®), which gives a contradiction.

Now suppose that R is F-split, and assume that the set of differential thresholds is
discrete. In particular, there are finitely many differential thresholds in the interval [0, 7];
let 0 < A < --- < A. < 7 be these differential thresholds. To obtain a contradiction,
suppose that a is not Bernstein-Sato admissible. Then we can choose some e € N such that
the number of differential jumps of level e is greater than (r 4+ 1)c. By Lemma 5.6, every
differential jump of level e lies in [ J;_, [p°A; —r, p®A;]. Since there are at most (r+1)c integers
in this set, we obtain the desired contradiction. O

Theorem 5.16. Let R be an F'-finite F'-split ring, and a C R be a Bernstein-Sato admissible
tdeal. Then, every differential threshold of a is a rational number.
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Proof. Let X be a differential threshold for a. We fix eq such that p®®\ > r. For e > ¢y, we
take A\, = pA — [p°A] + r — 1. By construction A, is a differential threshold for every e by
Proposition 5.9 and Lemma 5.14. By Theorem 5.15, there exists e; < es such that

Aey = PN — PPN +r—1=p2X— |pP2A] +r—1= A,
Since ey > €1, we conclude that

N o PPA = A
pez — po

Q. O

5.4. Comparison between Bernstein-Sato roots and differential thresholds.
We end this subsection with a comparison between differential thresholds and Bernstein-
Sato roots. We note that we do not assume Bernstein-Sato admissibility in this result.

Theorem 5.17. Let R be F'-split. Let a be an ideal with r generators.

(i) If o € Zgyy is a Bernstein-Sato root, then there is some differential threshold \ of
a such that

0,....r—1} ifadZ
a—fal+Ae {{1,...,7’} ifa € Z.

(ii) Conversely, if X € (Zy))>o s a differential threshold for a, then there is some
Bernstein-Sato root v for a such that

{1=r2—r,...,0} if & Zso
a+>\—L)‘J€{{—r,...,O} if A € Z>o.

Thus, there is an equality of cosets in Zy/Z:
{a+Z | aeBSR(a) NZy)} ={-A+Z | X € Zy, a differential threshold of a}.
Proof. We start with (i). By Proposition 4.3, for every a, there is some s € {0,...,r—1} such

that a, + sp® € B3 (p®). Thus, there is an s € {0,...,r — 1} such that a., + sp*® € B;(p*)
for infinitely many a.

If @ € Zp, then by Lemma 2.1, we have a.e, + $p* = p™ + a+ sp® € B (p*°). It then
1 ae
follows from Proposition 5.2 that lim M)—pw

a—o0 pae

= s+ 1 is a differential threshold.

If « ¢ Zg, then by Lemma 2.1, we have a., = (1 — p®)(a — [a]) + [a] for a > 0. It
then follows from Proposition 5.2 that ILm (1=p")(a - [0;1) + o] +sp™
is a differential threshold. o g

For (ii), let A € Z,) be a differential threshold.

For A = 0, it follows from Remark 5.5 that 0 is a Bernstein-Sato root.

=s—a+ [a]

Next, we deal with the case A\ € Z-o. By Proposition 5.2, for every a, there is some
v, € B3(p*) such that p*\ —r < v, < p®A. Writing v, = p*A — s,, we have that s, €
{0,...,r} for all @ and p*\ — s, € B3 (p*). There is some s € {0,...,r} such that s, = s and
p°A — s € B3(p®) for infinitely many values of a. It follows from Proposition 4.3 that —s,
which is the p-adic limit of p®\ — s, is a Bernstein-Sato root of a.
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Finally, suppose that A ¢ Zs,, and let e € Zso be such that (p® — 1)\ € Zs,. Write
A= [A]=14pu,sop € (0,1). We then have [p*A] =1 = p* (), = (™ —Dpu+p*([A]—1)

for all a € Zso. By Proposition 5.2, for every a, there is some v,. € B2(p*) such that
[p%A] — 7 < Ve < [p™A] = [p®A] — 1. Writing s,e = [p*A] — 1 — V4, one has s, €
{0,1,...,7 — 1} and (p® — D) + p*([A] — 1) — Sqe € B3 (p®©). Therefore, there is some
s € {0,...,7 — 1} such that (p® — 1)u+ p*([A] — 1) — s € B3(p*) for infinitely many a. It
follows from Proposition 4.3 that lim,(p® — 1)u + p*¢|A\| — s = —p — s is a Bernstein-Sato
root of a. U

Corollary 5.18. Let R be F-finite and F-split. If a = (f) is principal and Bernstein-Sato
admissible, then the set of Bernstein-Sato roots of (f) is exactly the set of negatives of
differential thresholds of (f) in the interval [0, 1] N Z,).

Corollary 5.19. If R is strongly F-regular and a is an ideal, then there is a containment
m Z(p)/Z.'
{=MZ| X € Zy is an F-jumping number of a} C {a+Z | o € Zy, is a Bernstein-Sato root of a }.

6. CLASSES OF BERNSTEIN-SATO ADMISSIBLE RINGS

6.1. Rings with finite F'-representation type.

In this section we prove that every ideal in a graded K-algebra with finite ['-representation
type is Bernstein-Sato admissible; therefore all ideals have a finite number of Bernstein-Sato
roots. We closely mimic the strategy employed by Takagi and Takahashi [ | in their
proof of discreteness of F-jumping numbers.

Definition 6.1 (| ]). Let R =D, s, 2 be finitely generated Zp-graded K-algebra
over a field Ry = K. We say that a R has finite F-representation type if there exist a finite
set of finitely generated graded R-modules, My, ..., M, such that for every e € Zs( there

exist ae; € Z>o and Qi(? € Q< such that
V4 Qe i
e ~Y (6)
FR= @@Miwm’)v
i=1 j=1
where the grading on FfR is as in Definition 2.2(ii). We say that Mj, ..., M, are the finite
F-representation type factors of R.

Definition 6.2 (] ). Let R = ®n€Z>o R, be finitely generated graded K-algebra with
Ry =K, and a C R. Let M be a finitely generated R-module. For e € Zs, we set

I.(a, M) =Hompg(F;R, M) - Ffa.

Lemma 6.3. Let R = @nez>0 R, be finitely generated graded K-algebra with Ry =K, a C R
be an ideal and M be a graded R-module. Suppose that R has finite F-representation type,
and that a is generated in degree less or equal to N. Then, there exists an integer C' € Zx
such that I.(a, M) is generated in degree less or equal to |C + pﬂj for every integer e > 0.

Proof. Pick C' > 0 large enough so that, for all i« = 1,... ¢, the module Hompg(M;, M) is
generated in degrees < (. This implies that for all ¢ = 1,...,¢ and 6 € Q the module
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Hompg(M;(0), M) = Hompg(M;, M)(—0) is generated in degrees < C' + 6 and, since all 92-(3)
are negative, we conclude that the module

Qe q

Homp(F*R, M) @@HomR 61), M)

i=1 j=1

is generated in degrees < C.

We consider the module Homg(FfR, M) ® F¢R with the induced grading, and we
note that its submodule Hompg(F¢R, M) ® Ffa is generated in degrees < C' + N/p°. Note
that I.(a, M) is the image of Hompg(FfR, M) ® Ffa under the evaluation morphism & :
Hompg(F¢R, M) ®r FFR — M and, since ® is homogeneous of degree zero, the result fol-
lows. U

Theorem 6.4. Let R = @nez>0 R, be finitely generated graded K-algebra with Ry = K. If
R has finite F-representation type then R is a Bernstein-Sato admissible ring.

Proof. Let N € Z>( be such that a is generated in degree at most V. Let r be the number of
generators of a, and fix m < rp®. By Lemma 6.3, there exists C; such that Hom(F¢R, M;) -
Ffa™ is generated in degree at most N n = dimg [M;]<nri0;-
Then, {I.(a™ ,M;) | m = 0,...,rp°} has at most 6, elements We note that I.(a™, M;) =
Ie(am, Mi(—v)) for every v € Q. Then,

DY . a™ = Hom(F*R, F°R) - Fea™
= Hom (FeR @@M ¥ 9(8 ) - Foa™
ale) (e)
D ton (FfR, M (L >) Fea
i=1 j

and so {DS) -a™m=0,...,rp°} has at most /3 - - - §; elements. O

As a consequence of the previous theorem, we obtain a new case where the differen-
tial thresholds satisfy rationality and discreteness. In particular, these recover and extends
previous results known for Stanley-Reisner rings | , Theorems A & B].

Corollary 6.5. Let R = ®n62>0 R, be finitely generated graded K-algebra with Ry = K.
Suppose that R has finite F-representation type. Then, the sets

{*(a) JaC Vb # (1)} and {ct’(a) |a C Vb # (1)}

consist of rational numbers and do not have any accumulation points.

Proof. Since every ideal is Bernstein-Sato admissible by Theorem 6.4, the claim follows from
Proposition 5.12 and Theorems 5.15 & 5.16. U



BERNSTEIN-SATO FOR SINGULAR RINGS IN CHAR. p 35

6.2. Direct summands.

Next, we provide a second class of possibly singular rings for which all ideals are
Bernstein-Sato admissible: the class of direct summands of regular rings. Passing to di-
rect summands behaves especially well in the case of level-differentially extensible direct
summands, a notion introduced by Brenner together with the first two authors [ ].
Let us give the definition in the case of F-finite rings.

Definition 6.6. An extension R C S of F-finite rings is called level-differentially extensible
if for every integer e > 0 and every § € DS) there exists some § € Dge) such that § = J|g.

We note that large classes of invariant rings can be realized as level-differentially exten-
sible direct summands of polynomial rings (see [ , Section 6] for more details).

Theorem 6.7. Let R C S be a split extension of F-finite rings and a C R be an ideal. Then:

(i) For all integers e > 0, B2 (p®) C Blg(p®).

(it) If aS C S is a Bernstein-Sato admissible ideal, then so is a C R.
(iii) Every Bernstein-Sato root of a is a Bernstein-Sato root of aS.
(iv) Every differential threshold of a is a differential threshold of aS.

Assume furthermore that the extension R C S is level-differentially extensible. Then:

(v) For all integers e > 0, B2 (p°®) = Big(p®).
(vi) The Bernstein-Sato roots of a and the Bernstein-Sato roots of aS coincide.
(vii) The differential thresholds of a and the differential thresholds of aS coincide.

Proof. Let us start with (i). Suppose that n ¢ Bs(p®); that is, Dge) cat = D(Se) ~a™t! and
we claim that DS) St = DS) - a™t. We observe it suffices to prove that a” C DS) Cant,
To prove this, suppose that f € a™. We know that there exist differential operators &; € Dée)
and elements g; € a™™! such that f = > .& - ¢;. Applying a splitting 8 : S — R to this
equation, we obtain f = ) .(f0¢&;)-g;. Since fo&|r € Dg), we conclude that f € Dg) cantl
This proves the claim, and thus (i) is proven.

Statement (ii) follows from (i): every bound for #(B2g(p®) N [0,7p%)) is a bound for
#(Bz(p°) N [0,7p%)). Statement (iii) follows from (i) together with (ii). Statement (iv)
follows from (i).

We now assume that the extension R C S is level-differentially extensible, and prove (v).
Suppose that n ¢ B2 (p¢); that is, DY -a” = D"+, and we claim that D' -a" = D'?.qn+
and, once again, we observe that it suffices to show that a™ C Dée) ~a"! We thus let f € a™.
We know that there exist &; € Dg{e) and g; € a"*! such that f =Y, & - g;. For every i, let
= D(Se) be a lift of &. We conclude that f =3, & - g; and therefore f € Dée) a1, This
proves the claim, and thus (v) is proven.

Statements (vi) and (vii) follow from (v). O
Corollary 6.8. Suppose that S is a ring in which every ideal is Bernstein-Sato admissi-

ble (e.g. S is regular, or graded with finite F-representation type), and that R is a direct
summand of S. Then every ideal of R is Bernstein-Sato admissible.
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7. BERNSTEIN-SATO ROOTS VIA THE MALGRANGE CONSTRUCTION

7.1. Bernstein-Sato roots and N,.

Let R be an F-finite ring and let a C R be an ideal. The definition of the Bernstein-Sato
roots of a given in Definition 4.1 has three important advantages: it is nontechnical, as it only
relies on the relatively simple notion of differential jumps; one can use it to prove things, as
illustrated in Section 4 and, finally, it is also more convenient for computing Bernstein-Sato
roots (see Section 9). However, it also has a serious drawback: it is not clear how this notion
of Bernstein-Sato roots is related to the classical notion of the Bernstein-Sato polynomial.
Our goal in this subsection is to explain how one arrives at Definition 4.1 from the point of
view of the classical theory.

Fix generators a = (fi,..., f.) for a, and for every integer e > 0 we consider the module
Rlt] Rlt]
}I6 = — 5 e — — 5 e
¢ (i i) P (fl _tl)pe"'(fr_tr)pe P

where d,¢ is just a formal symbol. In particular, H¢ is the quotient of R[t] by a DR[t -ideal

and therefore it is a D! [) Rl -module itself. Note that, as an R-module, we have a decomposition

Hi= P R{-1*6
26{07"'7p6_1}r
We let ¢° : HE — HS™ be the map induced by multiplication by (f — ¢t)P*®~YL, which

is Dg%[t] linear. We let H, be the direct limit

H, —hm(HO LH S ),

which acquires the structure of a Dgpy-module. We note that the maps ¢° are injective, and
therefore each H¢ is isomorphic to its image in H,. From this point onwards, we identify
each module H¢ with its image in H,, and we think of every element of H{ as an element of
H,. For example, for all e > 0 we have

= (f - )" G,
Lemma 7.1. There is an isomorphism

Ho = Hip i BRI

of Dgyg-modules.

Proof. We let L denote the local cohomology module on the right hand side, which we
construct via the Cech complex on the given generators. We have an R-module decomposition

L@
a€(Z>o0)"
where 0;, denotes the class of (f —1)7¢

We let ¢ : H — L be the unique R-linear map with o((f —£)%0pe) = d,.;_,, which gives

an isomorphism of H® onto the submodule @Qe (1pe}r R6, of L. One immediately checks
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that the ¢ are compatible as e changes, and that they give an R-module isomorphism
W Hy = L.

It remains to check that this isomorphism is Dpy,-linear; i.e. that it is D' linear for

R[4
every e. Since H! is a D submodule of H, for every i > e, the D module s[tructure on
H, is uniquely determlned by the fact that £ - (gd,:) = (- g)5 for all f € D call g € R[ ]
and all ¢ > e. Now recall that §; is the class of (f —1)7"% = (fi — 1) (fr —t.)7?

which is a p’-power. It follows that for every & € Dj ) and every ¢ > e, £ commutes with
multiplication by (f — 1) ~'L in the localization R[t ](fl —t1)-(fr—t,)- Lherefore, in L we have
£ (90,:) = (£ 9)d,; for all £ € DR[;}v all g € R[t] and all i > e. O

It follows from the proof that the isomorphism we have constructed identifies d,0 = 0;
with the class of (f — t)~1, when the local cohomology module is viewed via the Cech complex

The characteristic zero theory leads us to consider the module

VODR[H : (51

VIDRM . (51 '

In the following lemma, we give a description that is more useful for our purposes. Recall

that we denote by (Dgp)o the differential operators of degree zero, with the grading induced

N, =

Lemma 7.2. We have
(Drpg)o - 01

N, = .
(Dgig)o - ady

Proof. Let I denote the ideal I = (t1,...,t,.). Since (f; —t;)0; = 0, we have that [6; = ad;.
By using Lemma 2.13 we get

VDpy - 61 =Y (Dr)ol™ 61 =Y _(Dr)o - a"6y
n=0 n=0
= (Drig)o - 01,
and similarly
V' Dy - 61 =Y (Dr)ol™ 61 =Y _(Dr)o - a"6y
n=1 n=1
= (Drg)o - ad1. O

In particular, we conclude that N, is a (Dpgyj)o-module. In characteristic zero, the
Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a is the minimal polynomial for the action of s := —0J,t on
the module N, (the existence of such a minimal polynomial being far from clear). In par-
ticular, the module (NVg) splits as a direct sum of generalized eigenspaces Nq = €, (Na)x,
and the roots of b,(s) are precisely the A € C for which (IVy), is nonzero.

In characteristic p > 0, we view the algebra Cont(z(p),lﬁ‘p) as a subalgebra of (Dg)o
by using the map A from Subsection 2.5, and this subalgebra plays the role of C[s]. Given
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a p-adic integer o € Z(p), we define
(No)a := Ng/my Ny,
and our result is as follows.

Theorem 7.3. Let R be an F-finite ring, a C R be an ideal and o € Z(p) be a p-adic
integer. Let N, be the module defined above by using a choice of generators for a. Then a is
a Bernstein-Sato root of a if and only if (Ny)a is nonzero.

Corollary 7.4. Suppose that a is Bernstein-Sato admissible with Bernstein-Sato roots {aq, . .., as}.
Then we have a decomposition Ny = @;_,(Ny)

(67

Proof. Follows from Theorem 4.13 and Proposition 2.22. O

We begin working towards the proof of Theorem 7.3. The idea is to write (N,), as a
direct limit (Ny)q = lim_o(NS)a, to understand the nonvanishing of the (NY), for a fixed e,
and to then analyze the effect of taking the direct limit.

We note that N, = lim N¢, where
—e

(Disiy)o - 01

(Dig)o - adi’

and that both (Dl(g[t) 9 and (D [t]> - ady are (DS&])O—submodules of H;. By viewing
Cont® (Z(p), [F,) as a subalgebra of (Dg%[)ﬁ)o, we conclude that N7 is a Cont®(Z,), F,)-module.

Given a p-adic integer o € Z(p) we let mY) = mgy N Conte(z(p), F,) and

(Ng)a = Ny /m{ NG

N¢ =

a

In particular, we have (N,), = Him(N¢),.
—e

Lemma 7.5. Let x = (21,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,yr) be two sets of variables and e > 0 be
an integer. In the ring Fy[z,y] we have

@_ (p—l Z yp—
b

where the sum takes place over all multi-exponents b € Z5, with 0 < b; < p°.

Proof. In the case where r = 1, this follows by observing that

e e

(=" 7y ey T e ) =0ty = ()
together with the fact that [, [z, y] is a domain.

For the general case, first note that the multi-index binomial theorem states that the
claim in the lemma is equivalent to the statement that (*","%)(—1)"®"~D=tl =1 mod p,

which in turn is equivalent to the claim that ((pe;m) = (—1)® mod p. This latter statement
follows directly from the r = 1 case. B O
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Given an integer e > 0 and a multi-exponent a € {0,...,p® — 1}" we define Q to be
the following element of H¢:
Qy — ¢(P"~l-a Ope.
Note we have an R-module decomposition
H= P RQ.
26{07"'7p6_1}r
Recall that we identified DR and D]F N with subrings of DR[t], and that with this

identification we have (D%[)ﬂ)o = DS) ®F, (D];p)[ﬂ)o (see Lemma 2.12).

Lemma 7.6. For every integer e > 0 we have the following equality of submodules of H:

(DF))o 0= P d Qs

0<a; <p¢

Proof. We begin by noting that, by Lemma 7.5, we have
b= ([ =07 e = Y QL

0<a;<p*¢

Given multi- exponents b,ce 7" with 0 < b; < p° and ¢; < p® we denote by O’éig the unique
such that for all £ € {0,1,...,p° — 1}" we have

© 4k _ {t(p e k= (P - 1)L-b

element of D z

o ot .
ke 0 otherwise.

(e)

b—c

the subcollection for which |b] = |¢| is an [F,-basis for (DI(Fe i)o-

Let b,c € Z" be multi-exponents with 0 < b; < p® and ¢; < p°® such that |b| = |¢|. Let
d,d" € 7" be the unique multi-exponents with 0 < ¢, < p®, 0 < ¢/ and ¢ = ¢ — p°c”. We
then have aéig Qg =0 for a # b and

These operators form an F,-basis for Déi)[t], and since o,  is homogeneous of degree |b| —|c/,

e ./

0, Qf =10 Iy,

= fre
where in the last equality we use the fact that ( fip — ") = (f; — ;)" 6, = 0. Therefore,

( e ./

Op e 01 = fV° o Qg , and since p°|c’| + |b] = || we have that ol .5 C Do<a,<pe alelQe.

b—c
For the other inclusion, let b, a € Z" be multi-exponents such that 0 < b;, 0 < a; < p® and
|b] = |a|, and we show that f* Q% € (D D )[t]) Let o',0" € Z" be the unique multi-exponents
such that 0 < b, < p®, 0 < b/ and b= b +peb". We then have
(e)

_ (e) b e
Ty sa—peb 01 = Ty —a—peb” i QQ’
= f*Q;,
and since V| = |a| — pb”, b,e Lrapey’ € (Dﬂ(f)[ 4)o, which proves the claim. O

Proposition 7.7. Let R be an F-finite ring, a C R be an ideal and e > 0 be an integer.
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(i) We have a direct sum decomposition

N¢ — @ D;%e)'a‘i ée

a4 (e) al+1 "=
o<a;<pc DR - aldl

where @Z denotes the image of Qg in the quotient.
(i) If a € Zm is a p-adic integer, then (N¢), consists of the summands indexed by

those a for which |a] = « mod p°.

Proof. Lemma 7.6 together with the fact that (DS&])O = DS) QF, (DI(FZ)@])O (see Lemma 2.12)

imply that the submodule (Dgﬁﬂ)o - 61 of HS is given by
(Digyo-01= €D (D -,
0<a;<p¢
Similarly, using Lemma 7.6 we observe that (D]%i)m)o-acﬂ = a(DI(FZ)m)O-él = Boa,<pe ala Qe
and by once again applying the fact that (D(e)})o = DS) QF, (DI(F?@])O we conclude that

Rt
(Diglo - adr = €D (D -a* ™)y,
0<a;<p¢

and part (i) follows.
For part (ii), recall that the action of Conte(z(p), F,) on N¢ comes via the map A defined

~

in Subsection 2.5. An easy computation yields that a function ¢ € Cont®(Z),F,) acts on
Q5 by the scalar ¢(|a[), and therefore

m@ Qe = 0 if |a| = « 'mod p 0
- [F,Q5 otherwise.

Corollary 7.8. The module (N¢), is a direct sum of the modules from the list

D(e) can
—2 _— _l0<n<r(p°—1) andn=a mod p°},
D(e) . an-i—l

R

and every module from the list appears in the decomposition.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 7.7(ii) , together with the observation that
{la| |0 <a; <p®and [g) =a modp°} ={0<n<r(p°—1)|n=a modp}. O

Proposition 7.9. Let R be an F-finite ring, a C R be an ideal, e > 0 be an integer and
a € Zy) be a p-adic integer. The following are equivalent:

(a) The module (N§), is nonzero.
(b) The image of &1 in (NE), is nonzero.

a

(c) There is a differential jump n € B2 (p®) with n = o mod p°.

Proof. We note that (b) implies (a). To observe that (a) implies (b), note that the subalgebra
Cont®(Zy, Fp) of (DS&])O is central and therefore (NY), is a cyclic left (DS&})O-module
generated by 0;. ) )
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By Corollary 7.8, if (N¢), is nonzero, we have Dg) ca # Dg) -a™™! for some n with
0<n<r(p—1)and n = a mod p°. We conclude that (a) implies (c). To show that (c)
implies (a), suppose that we are given a differential jump n as in part (c¢). By Proposition 3.13
we can subtract p® enough times to assume that 0 < n < r(p® — 1), and the result follows
by applying Corollary 7.8 once again. O

Corollary 7.10. Suppose that (N¢), = 0 for some e > 0. Then (N%), =0 for all i > e.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. Suppose that a € Zl,) is a Bernstein-Sato root of a; that is, there is a
sequence (v,) C Zsq such that v, € BS(p®) and so that « is the p-adic limit of v.. By passing
to a subsequence (see Remark 4.2) we may assume that v, = @ mod p°. By Proposition 7.9,
the image of §; in (NS), is nonzero for every integer e > 0. We conclude that the image of
01 in (Ny)q is nonzero, and thus (Ng), # 0.

For the other direction, suppose that (N,), is nonzero. By Corollary 7.10, we must have
that (N¢), is nonzero for every e > 0. By Proposition 7.9 we conclude that for every e > 0
there is a differential jump v, € B3 (p°) with v. = @ mod p°. Since « is the p-adic limit of
the sequence (v.), « is a Bernstein-Sato root of a. O

7.2. The operators s, and the algebra Cont(z(p),Fp).

We give a few remarks about why the result on the previous subsection establishes that
the definition of Bernstein-Sato root given in Section 4 is a natural extension of the notion
in previous work on this subject | ].

Given a (Dgpy)o-module M and a p-adic integer «, we define
My :={u € M : s, - u = au},

where the operators s, are as given in Subsection 2.4 (note that this module was previously
denoted as M, | ]). Recall we also have the definition

M, = M/m,M
where m,, C Cont(z(p), IF,) is the ideal of functions that vanish at .

The module N is a (Dgpy)o- module. Our approach is to think of N, as a Cont(i(p), F,)-

module by restriction of scalars, and o € 2(1,) is a Bernstein-Sato root of a precisely when
(Na)a is nonzero (Theorem 7.3). We recall that in earlier work « is defined to be a Bernstein-
Sato root whenever (NNg)(q) is nonzero | |. A priori these two constructions are different,
but the following proposition tells us that they agree whenever the module N, splits nicely;
this is the case whenever a is a Bernstein-Sato admissible ideal, and therefore the two defini-
tions agree when the ring R is regular (which is the only case considered in the third author’s
work | ).

Proposition 7.11. The following are equivalent for a left (D gy )o-module M.
(a) We have #{«a € Z(p | M) # 0} <00 and M = @aez( M.

(b) We have #{a € Z y | Mo # 0} < oo, and the natural map v : M — @
s an isomorphism.

CVGZ( ) a
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If these hold then for all o € Z(p), we have Y(My) = M. In particular,
{o € Zg) | Moy # 0F = {ar € Zgy) | Mo # 0}

Proof. With the notation from Subsection 2.4, we have that the ideal m, is generated by
m, = (O'pi — Q4 | 1 E ZZO)
and, since A(0,:) = 5,1, we see that M) = Anny(m,) for any (Dgpy)o-module M and any
o€ Z(p).
Suppose that M splits as in part (a). Then for all 5 € 2(}?) we have
Mg = ( @ M) 5 = M),
aEZ(p)
and the composition M — Mg = Mgy is the projection map, which proves (b).

Suppose now that M splits as in part (b). The natural map M — @, M, is Cont(z(p), F,)-
linear, and thus for all 8 € Z,) we have

Mg = ( @ Ma)(ﬁ) = Msg,
€l

and the composition Mg = Mg — M is the inclusion map induced by the direct sum
decomposition, which proves (a).

The last statement follows from the proof. 0

7.3. Alternative characterization of Ny.
For every e > 0 let H§ := R;[t]/(f — t)P"8pe, where d,e is a formal symbol. We have
maps Hf — H{*! given by multiplication by (f — #)P"®~1 = (f** —")P~! ‘and the limit
— |5 0 1 PR
can be identified with R[t];_:/R;[t], whereby 0, gets identified with the class of (f —¢)77".
Note that Hf has a Dgft}—module structure, and the map Hj — H;“ is DS[)t}-linear. This
gives the limit Hy a Dpgp-module structure, and the isomorphism Hy = Ry[t];_/Ryf(t] is
Dpgy-linear.
We get an action of the algebra C()Ante(z(p), F,) on H§ by restriction of scalars through
A°, and an action of the algebra Cont(Z,),F,) on H; by restriction of scalars through A.
Proposition 7.12. For every e > 0 there is a unique additive isomorphism
d° Conte(Z(p), Rf) = H;

~

that identifies 1 with 6, and that is linear over Ry and over Cont®(Z,y,F,). These isomor-
phisms glue to give an isomorphism

® : Cont(Zg), Ry) = Hy

that is linear over Ry and over Cont(z(p), F,).
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Proof. Fix an integer e > 0. Given a € {0,...,p® — 1} denote by X e Conte(i(p),Fp) the

function such that X[(f)(ﬁ) = 1 whenever = a mod p® and such that X[(f)(ﬁ) = 0 otherwise.

We claim that A(X[(f)) € (Dg[)t])o is the unique R-linear operator with the property
that, for all b € {0,1,...,p° — 1}, A(x) - #P°~1=% = ¢»°~1=b whenever b = a and such that
A(X(e)) tr 1=t = 0therw1se Indeed, by definition A(y'?) acts on ##°~1=% by the scalar
X,(I)(—l—(p —-1-0) = X (b—p ), which is 1 when b = a and 0 when b # a.

We now observe that, given an e > 0, we have the following equalities in Conte(z(p), Ry)
and H§ respectively:

pe—1
1=>) "x¥
a=0

pe-l

Sp=(f—t)" 16 =Y fUTITG.
a=0

(For the last equality, see Lemma 7.5). It follows that any map ®(© : Conte(z(p), Ry) — Hf
with ®¢(1) = J; that respects the R and Conte(z(p F,)-actions must send ®°(y e)) =T
where T¢ := fot""~17,.. Since Cont®(Z,), Ry) = @'~y Ryxs” and Hj = @F_, RyT¢ such
a map ®¢ exists and is indeed an isomorphism.

Only the claim regarding the gluing remains, which follows from the following identities
in Cont®(Z), y) and H§:

p—1
_ (e)
- Z Xa—i—cpe
c=0
T = fot7 (= g

p—1
_ E fa+0petpe“—1—(a+cpe)
- 9

c=0

where we use Lemma 7.5 once again in the last equality. U

By restriction of scalars along A : Cont(z(p), Dp) = (Dppy)o we view Hy as a Cont(z(p), Dg)-
module and we then transfer this structure along ¢ : Cont(z(p),Rf) = H; to endow
Cont( Rf) with a Cont( (n)» Dr)-module structure. The module Cont(z(p), Ry), viewed
as a Cont(Z(p) Dpr)-module in this way, is denoted by Cont( »), Ry)f° and an element
o € Cont( (), y) is written as ¢f* when we want to emphasme that we view it as an
element of Cont(i(p),Rf)fs. Namely, for £ € Cont(i(p),DR) and ¢f*® € COnt(Z(p),Rf)fs,
we define € - ¢ % := d7LHA(E) - B(B)) f°.

With this notation, it follows from Proposition 7.12 that we have isomorphisms

COl’lt(Z(p), DR) . fs

Cont(Zy), D) - f* 2 (Dgy)o -0 and - ~ N
P Cont(Z,), D) - ff*
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Our next goal is to describe the Cont(z(p), Dgr)-module structure of Cont(z(p), Ry)f®
more explicitly. Note that

(7.1) a=b mod p°and & € DY implies that f~0f* = f6 .

Thus, given a p-adic integer o € 2@) and an operator § € DS), the operators

f_a<a5fa<a
are equal for all @ > e. This construction defines a map
Tmf : D — DRf Touf((s) = [T fose (6 > O)

Note that T, ; respects the level filtration, and it therefore induces maps T, ; : Dg) — DS}.

Lemma 7.13. For all £ € Cont(i(p), Dg) and ¢f° € Cont(z(p), Ry)f® we have
(€ 0f*)(@) = Tor(§(a)) - Pe),

Proof. We retain the notation from the proof of Proposition 7.12. Let us also temporarily
denote by & « ¢ € Cont(Z,), Ry) the function a — T, (&(r)) - ¢(cr) as before. We need to
show that in Hy we have the equality A(§)P(¢) = P( + ¢) and, since the operation « is

bilinear, it suffices to prove it for £ = 5)(&6) and ¢ = ng(f) for some 0 € Dg, g € Ry and
a,b € {0,...,p°— 1}, where we retain the notation of the proof of Proposition 7.12.

First note that for a # b we have A(xS)T¢ = 0 and therefore A(5y'))®(gy\”) =

SA() -gT¢ = 0, and that (668) % (g{be)) = 0. We may thus assume that a = b, in which

case we first observe that (5x\”) * (gx) = =6 - gf*)x”, and we then compute:

A6 B(g€Y) = SAKXY) - 9T
=0-gT;
— (5 gy,
= [0 9f")T;
S(f(0- gf )
= O((6x\7)  (9x\)). O

Given a p-adic integer o € 2(p), evaluation at o defines a surjective Ry-module homo-
morphism Cont (2(p), R;)f°® — Ry whose kernel is maCont(Z(p), Ry)f?, and therefore we get
an isomorphism R

COIlt(ZE{,), Rf)fs :) R
m,Cont(Zy, Ry) f*
along which we can transfer the Dg-module structure of the left hand side to 2¢. The module

Ry, equipped with this exotic Dg-module structure, is denoted Ry f%, where once again f¢
is a formal symbol.

I

We describe the Dg-module structure more explicitly: given ¢ € Dr and g € Ry we
have

(7.2) 0-(gf%) = (Trald) - 9)f* =0 ["9) F,
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where a € Z is an integer that p-adically approximates a; more precisely, if ¢ has level e,
then we require that p°® divides o — a.

If o € Z,), then there exist b > 0 such that a(p® — 1) € Z. Then, a(p® — 1) € Z for all
integers e > 0. If § € DS), then

§-(gf) = foUr=N(g. fo@lg) fo

for all g € Ry. This shows that R;f< agrees with the Dgr-module M_, as introduced by
Blickle, Mustata, and Smith | | and further studied by the second author and Pérez

[ J

The following lemma justifies the notation Ry f<.

Lemma 7.14. Let R be an F-finite ring, f € R. Then:

(1) For alla € Zm the Ry-module isomorphism R; fott = R, f* that sends fot' —
ffe is Dg-linear.
(i) For alln € Z the Ry-linear map Ry f™ = Ry that sends f™ — f™ is Dp-linear.
(iii) Let h = f™ for some n € Zoy. Then for all a € Z(p) the Rg-module isomorphism
Rph® = Ry f™ that sends h™ — f™* is Dg-linear.
(iv) Suppose R is a domain and that for some h € Frac(R), some m € Z and some k €

7\ pZ we have an equality h* = f™ in Frac(R). Then the Rg-module homomorphism
R;f™/* — Frac(R) that sends f™* — h is Dg-linear.

Proof. Fix an operator 0 € Dy of level e, an element g € Ry, a € Z(p) and an integer a € Z
such that p® divides o — a. Part (i) follows because the given morphism sends

5 - gfaﬂ — f_(a+1)((5 . fa+1g)fa—|—1
= fTUS - f ) e
=0-(9ff%).
Similarly, in part (ii) we have
o-gft =" 9" f"
= [0 gf") "
=0d-gf"
For part (iii) we note that p® divides na — na, and we compute:
d-gh® =h"%4 - gh*)h*
T g

— 5 (9f™).
In order to prove part (iv), we may replace m and k by nm and nk respectively, and we may
therefore assume that k = p® — 1. We take our approximation to m/k to be a = —%(pd’ —1);

since (p® — 1)/k is an integer, so is a and, moreover, f* = h~®"~1_ Note then that the
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morphism sends

§-gf™" =6 frg) fm*
— [ f°g)h
= (5 P g)
=06 - hg. O
Proposition 7.15. Let R be an F-finite ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor and o € 2(,,) be a
p-adic integer.
(i) We have a Dgr-module isomorphism
Dp- f*
R~ (N,
DR . ffa ( f)
(i) We have f* ¢ Dg - ff if and only if o is a Bernstein-Sato root of f.

Proof. Recall that, given a Cont(z(p), [F,)-module M, we denote by M, the quotient M, =

M/m,M; the functor (—), is exact by Lemma 2.20. Therefore (Cont(z(p), Dg) - f%)a is
isomorphic to its image in Ry f, which is Dg - f%; similarly, we have a natural isomorphism

(Cont(z(p), Dgr)- ff%)a = Dg - ff*. We conclude that

(Nf)a = ( Cont(?(p)v Dg) - f* )
COIlt(Z(p), Dgr)- ff*® N

_ (Cont(Zgy, D) - £*)a
(Cont(Zg), D) - f°)a
~ Dr-f*
~ Dg- ff™
which gives (i). Statement (ii) follows from (i) together with Theorem 7.3. O

We note that the analogue of statement (ii) in the previous proposition does not hold
in characteristic zero | ].

Using Proposition 7.15, we show that positive Bernstein-Sato roots abound in rings
with certain bad singularities. We recall that a domain R is seminormal whenever, for all
a € Frac(R) such that a? a® € R, we have a € R | ]

Proposition 7.16. Let R be an F-finite domain. If R is not seminormal then, for every
n € Zso \ pZ, there is some f € R such that 1/n is a Bernstein-Sato root of f.

Proof. Since R is not seminormal, we may pick some a € Frac(R) \ R such that a?,a® € R,
and therefore a* € R for all k > 2. Let f = a"; we then have f, fa € R and a ¢ R. By
Lemma 7.14 (iv), the Rj-module homomorphism R;f/™ — Frac(R) that sends fY/" + a is
a Dpg-linear embedding. Since Dy - fa C R, we have a ¢ Dy - fa, so fY/™ ¢ Dy - ff*/™. By
Proposition 7.15, we have that 1/n is a Bernstein-Sato root of f. U

Corollary 7.17. Let R be an F-finite domain and suppose that all Bernstein-Sato roots of
all elements of R are nonpositive. Then R is seminormal.
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8. D-MODULE STRUCTURE OF Rjf®

8.1. Bernstein-Sato roots, differential thresholds, and Ry f<.

Proposition 7.15 tells us that we can characterize the Bernstein-Sato roots of nonzerodi-
visor f € R in terms of the modules Ry f<. In this section we explore how different properties
of the modules Ry f reflect on the Bernstein-Sato roots and the differential thresholds of f.

Theorem 8.1. Let R be an F-finite F'-split ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor and o € Z,).
The following are equivalent:

(a) We have R;f® = Dpg - f~lotll for.

(b) The module Ry f* is finitely generated over Dg.

(¢) We have BSR(f)N{a— |a+1] —1l,aa— |a+1] —2,...}

(d) The set BSR(f)N{a—1,a—2,...} is finite.

(e) There is some € > 0 such that the interval (la+1] —a —¢, o+ 1] — ) contains
no differential thresholds of f.

9.

Proof. Recall that there is a Dg-module isomorphism Ry f& = R f~lo+1+e which identifies
frlott fo with f-letll+e (Lemma 7.14). In particular, Ry £ is finitely generated over Dp
if and only if R;f~lett+e ig finitely generated over Dp. We can therefore replace a with
a — |a+ 1] to assume that o € [—1,0).

We first show that (a) is equivalent to (c). Note that R;f* = (J,—, Dr - f7*f*, and
therefore we have Ry f* = Dg - f¢ if and only if every inclusion in the chain
Dp-f*CDr-f'f¥CDg-f'f*C---
is an equality. By Lemma 7.14, for each integer & > 0 we have compatible Dgz-module

isomorphisms Dp - f*f* = Dp - f*~*. By Proposition 7.15 we conclude that, for all £k > 1,
Dg - f7F1f> = Dp - f~Ff* if and only if a — k is not a Bernstein-Sato root of f.

That (b) is equivalent to (d) is proved similarly: now we observe that Ry f® is finitely
generated over Dpg if and only if the chain above stabilizes, which happens precisely when
only finitely many of the inclusions are strict.

Statement (c) implies (d) trivially. To see that (d) implies (c), suppose that BSR(f)N{a—
1,a—2, ..., } is nonempty; that is, suppose that there is a Bernstein-Sato root of f of the form
a— k for some integer k > 1. Since a — k < —1, we get that BSR(f)N{a—k,a—k—1,...,}
must be infinite by Lemma 4.17.

We thus have that (a), (b), (c), and (d) are equivalent. We now show that (a) implies
(e). Fix some a € Z~( such that a(p® — 1) € Z. By assumption, there is an operator £ € Dy

such that & - f& = fo@"=D fo If we pick i large enough so that & € Dg”l)a) then we have
£ fo = ot (prolthen),

and we conclude that _ ,
g(f—a(p“*”“—l)) = fol'*-1p"

Fix some e such that £ € Dg{(eﬂ)a); we conclude that the above holds for all 7 > e.

Fix a splitting o : FL.R — R of the Frobenius morphism F'; for all integers n > 0,
its n-th iteration o™ : F'R — R is a splitting of F™. We inductively define operators
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§k€DR,fork:>1 by{l—fandfk—F(k Da fla @ &1, For all £ > 0, we have

F=la ¢ glk=Da ¢ D( (¢+k)2) and therefore & € Dj ({eth)a by induction. By using induction
on k once again we have that, for all i > e,

gk(f—oc(p(”’“)“—l)) = o -npt
By considering the case ¢ = e, we conclude that
B'( (e+k)ay [_ a(p — 1)pke, —a(petha _ 1)) _
for all £ > 0. By Proposition 5.4, we conclude that f has no differential thresholds in the

interval
+ a + a
a pea T p(e+k)a

and, since this holds for every k > 0, statement (e) follows.

Let us now assume (e), and prove (a). Once again, fix a € Z~( such that a(p® — 1) € Z.
We begin by noting that the sequence [e — —a(p® —1)/p°®| increases to —a, and thus there
is some e large enough so that the interval

i)

contains no differential thresholds of f. Observe that, given an integer £ > 0 and an integer

n € [—a(p — 1)pk, —a(p©e — 1) — 1]

{ nk ’ n+k1} c {—Oz(p _1),—a).
p(e—l— )a p(e+ )a pea

From Lemma 5.6 we conclude that, for all £ > 0,

Bo( (et+k)a ) N [_ a(pea . 1>pl'm7 —Oé( (e+k)a 1)) — @7

we have

(et+k)a

and thus there is some differential operator & € D( ) such that

&, (f—a(p(‘i““)“—l)) — f—Ot(p"i“—l)p’”7

and hence
G- F = U g (o0t pe
— fa(pka—l)fa.
We conclude that Dy - f® contains elements of the form f~!f%, with ¢ arbitrarily large, and
thus DR . fa = Rffa. O

Remark 8.2. For a non-F-split ring R, and an arbitrary p-adic integer a € 2(,,), the
equivalence (b) <= (d) still holds. More generally, R;f< is finitely generated over Dp, if and
only if we have Ry f* = Dg- f~ f for some ¢ large enough, and we have R;f* = Dg- f~' f
if and only if all inclusions in the chain

Drp-f7'f*CDg-f7'f*CDg- f172f> C

are equalities which, by Lemma 7.14 and Proposition 7.15, is in turn equivalent to BSR(f) N
{a—t—-1l,a—t—-2,---} =0
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The following corollary provides an extension of a result of Blickle, Mustata, and Smith
[ , Theorem 2.11].

Corollary 8.3. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring and f € R is Bernstein-Sato admissible
nonzerodivisor. For all o € (Zy))<o we have Ry f* = Dp - f*.

Let R be an F-finite ring, f € R be an element and a € 2(10) be a p-adic integer. By
(Cy) we denote the following chain of inclusions in the module Ry f:

(Ca) Dg- ff* 2 Dr-f°f* 2 Dp- f7f* 2

Theorem 8.4. Let R be an F-finite F'-split ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor and o € Z,).
The following are equivalent:

(a) The chain (C_q1+a) 5 constant.

(b) The chain (C,) stabilizes.

(¢) We have BSR(f)N{a—Ja]+1,a—[a]+2,...} = 2.

(d) The set BSR(f) N{a+1,a+2,...,} is finite.

(e) There is some ¢ > 0 such that the interval ([a] — «, [a] — a + €) contains no
differential thresholds of f.

Proof. Recall that there is an Dr-module isomorphism Ry f* = Ry f —led+e which identifies
folel po with f=Tel+e We conclude that (C,,) stabilizes if and only if (C_ja1+a) stabilizes.
We may thus replace a with —[a] + « to assume that a € (—1,0].

The equivalences of (a), (b), (c), and (d) are proved in the same way as in Theorem 8.1.
Let us show that (a) implies (e). Fix a € Z~( such that a(p® — 1) € Z. By assumption, we
have Dp - ff® = Dp - foP*~D+P* f* and therefore there is some dlﬁerentlal operator £ € Dpg
such that & - fo@*~D+p" fo — £ fa [f j is large enough so that £ € Dy (19 then we have

a(p®— a a(plitla_ alp®— —_a(plitl)a— 1
g.f(p 1)+p fa:f(p 1) €(f (p®—1)+p® f (» )fa
= fo- g(f—a(pm—l)p“rp“)fa’

and we conclude that _ _
€(f‘0‘(p“—1)p“+iva) = f‘a(p“*”a—l)“.

(e+1)a

If we fix some e such that £ € D( , we conclude that the above holds for all i > e.

As before, we consider a splitting o : F,R — R of the Frobenius morphism F', and we
inductively build a sequence of differential operators & € Dgr. We set 51 = 5 and, for all

k>1, welet { =& F° &1 0% By induction on k, we have that §, € Dj ((e+h)2) and that

& (fow Ity poalTR-D

forall k >0 and all i > e.
By considering the case ¢ = e, we conclude that for every k£ > 0 we have
Bo( (e+k)a ) N [ - a(p(e—l—k)a _ 1) +1, —Oz(pea _ 1>pka _'_plm)

and hence, by Proposition 5.4, the interval

( N I+« N 1+a)
—a+ ——,—«
p(e—l—k)a pea
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contains no differential thresholds of f. Since this holds for all & > 0, statement (e) follows.

Now let us assume (e) and prove (a). Once again we fix a € Z~ such that a(p* — 1) €

Z. Pick some e large enough so that the interval (—a, —a + lptf] contains no differential

thresholds of f. Note that, for all integers k£ > 0 and all integers n with
ne [_ a(p(e-‘rk)a . 1) +1, _a(pea . l)pka +pka _ 1]

n n+1 c 1+«
p(e—l—k)a’ p(e—l—k)a - —o, o pea ’

we have

From Lemma 5.6 we conclude that, for all £ > 0,
B}(p(e-i-k)a) N [ _ a(p(e-i-k)a . 1) + 1’ _a(pea . l)pka +pka) =0,

+k)a) such that

& (fO@ PRy = praGTTR -,

and hence there is some differential operator &, € Dl(é

We conclude that
a ka __ ka « a (e+k)a_ —a (e+k)a _ a ka _ ka @
& f (p**=1)+p fe=f (» 1) & (f (» 1) f (P**=1)+p )f

— foltPn) ¢ (f—a(pea—l)p’mrp’“)fa

=1
We conclude that ff® € Dg - fo@™=D+0" o for all k > 0 and, since a(ph® — 1) + phe =
p(a+1) —aand a+1 >0, we have ff* € Dg - fif* for all t > 1. O

Remark 8.5. For a non-F-split ring R and an arbitrary p-adic integer o the equivalence
(b)) <= (d) remains true. More generally, for all integers ¢ we have

Dp- f'f*=Dpg- fH1f*=Dg- fH2=...
if and only if BSR(f) N{a+t,a+t+1,...} =@ (see Lemma 7.14 and Proposition 7.15).

Corollary 8.6. Let R be an F-finite F'-split ring and f € R be a Bernstein-Sato admissible
nonzerodivisor. For all o € Z,) we have

Dp- foleltifa— pp. prlalt2pa — pp . polal8 pa —

Corollary 8.7. Let R be an F'-finite F'-split ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor and o € Zp)\Z.
The following are equivalent:

(a) The chain
- CDp-f'f*CDr-f*C Dg-ff*C -
stabilizes on both sides.
(b) We have BSR(f) N (a+Z) C {a — [a]}.

(c) There is some € > 0 such that the interval ([a] —a — ¢, [a] — a+ €) contains no
differential thresholds of f.

Proof. Follows from Theorems 8.1 and 8.4, together with the observation that |a+1] = [«
whenever o ¢ Z. O
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Corollary 8.8. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor. The following
are equivalent:

(a) The chain
- CDg-fT'CRCDg-fC--
of Dgr-submodules of Ry stabilizes on both sides.
(b) We have BSR(f)NZ C {—1,0}.
(¢) There is some e > 0 such that (1 —¢e,1+¢) contains no differential thresholds of f.

Proof. The statement follows by applying Theorems 8.1 and 8.4 to o = 0, and by using the
fact that (0,¢) contains no differential thresholds of f if and only if (1,1 4 &) contains no
differential thresholds of f (Proposition 5.9). O

Corollary 8.9. Let R be an F-finite F-split ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor, and A €
(Z))so- If R f=> has finite length as a Dg-module then X is not an accumulation point of

differential thresholds of f.

Proof. By Lemma 7.14 and Proposition 5.9 we may assume that A € (0,1]. The statement
then follows from Corollaries 8.7 (applied to a = —\) and 8.8. O

Lemma 8.10. Let R be an F-finite ring strongly F'-regular ring, f € R be a nonzerodivisor,
and o € (Zgy)<o- Then Ry f< is simple as a Dy, -module.

Proof. Recall that R is F-split and simple as a Dgr-module | ]. Fix an integer a > 0
such that a(p® — 1) € Z. Take some nonzero element gf~*f* € R;f* where g € R and
k € Z>. Since R is Dg-simple there is some differential operator 6 € Dg such that §(g) = 1;

fix some integer e large enough so that o € Dga). We then have

(fo0 g fel 0 g fEpe — b(g) £ = £,

which shows that every nonzero Dy, -submodule of Ry f* contains f*. Since Dg, f* = Ry f*,
the result follows. g

The following lemma extends a result of the second author and Pérez | , Corollary
3.18] to the singular case.

Lemma 8.11. Let R be an F-finite strongly F'-reqular ring. Let f € R be a Bernstein-Sato
admissible nonzerodivisor and let oo € (Zy)<o. Then Dp - flel+l fo 45 contained in every

nonzero Dg-submodule of Ry f*. In particular, Dpg - frlel+l fo s the unique simple nonzero
Dg-submodule of Ry f<.

Proof. Recall that R is F-split and simple as a Dg-module | |. Take some nonzero
v € Ry f*. By Lemma 8.10, Dg, -v = Ry f* and therefore there is some differential operator
§ € Dp and some integer k > 0 such that § - v = f¥f%; we may assume that k > —[a] + 1.
By Corollary 8.6 we have

Dp- [~ f* = Dg - f*f* C Dg - v. O

Remark 8.12. Note that in | ] the submodule Dy - fI=21 £ is used instead of D -
flel+l fe But these two submodules are equal: indeed, when o ¢ Z we have [—a] =
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—[a] + 1, and when « € Z the statement follows from Lemma 7.14 together with the fact
that DRf:R:DRl

The following result recovers and extends a previous characterization of F-thresholds
due to the second author and Pérez | , Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 8.13. Let R be an F'-finite strongly F-reqular ring. Let f € R be a Bernstein-Sato
admissible nonzerodivisor and o € Zgy N [—1,0). The following are equivalent:

(a) The module Ry f* is not simple over Dg.
(b) We have that « is a Bernstein-Sato root of f.
(c) We have that —« is a differential threshold of f.

Proof. The equivalence between (b) and (c) is given in Corollary 5.18. We show that (a) is
equivalent to (b).

By Corollary 8.3 we have Ry f* = Dg - f*, and by Lemma 8.11 Dpg - f f¢ is the unique
simple Dg-submodule of Ry f* (see Remark 8.12 in the case @ = —1). Therefore Ry f* is not
simple if and only if Dg - f* # Dy - ff®, and the result follows from Proposition 7.15. [

8.2. The length of R;f<.

In this section we study the structure of Ry f* for Bernstein algebras | |. This
is a class of rings whose Dg-modules satisfy Bernstein inequality, and as a consequence, there
is a notion of holonomic Dgr-modules.

Setup 8.14. Let K be a field and R be a finitely generated graded K-algebra such that
Ry = K. Let m denote the maximal homogeneous ideal and w = max{j | [m/m?]; # 0}.

The generalized Bernstein filtration of R with slope w, By, is defined by
By = {6 € D | deg(d) +word(d) < i}.

Since we have fixed the slope, we usually refer only to the Bernstein filtration and do not
mention the slope. The dimension of BY, is defined by
dimg Bt
Dim(B%) = inf {s € Ryo | lim m} :
= r—00 /X
and the multiplicity of Bj, is defined by
dimK B}%

1—00
Definition 8.15. Let R be as in Setup 8.14. We say that R is a Bernstein algebra if it
satisfies the following conditions.

(i) There exists C' € Z~q such that for every § € Bi, we have that 1 € B$6BS?,
(ii) Dim(BY) = 2dim(R), and
(iii) 0 < e(BYy) < oc.
Let M be a finitely generated Dg-module. We say a filtration G* is a Bp-filtration if

(i) Each G’ is a finite dimensional K vector space,
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(i) M = Uy, G, and
(111) B}zgj Q gH_j for all Z,j S ZZO‘

Given a filtration, G* of M, its dimension is defined by

Dim(G*) = inf {s € Ryo| lim dlm,Kg } :
= r—00 "
and its multiplicity by
. dimg G°
e(g) = hrilligp Dm(G*)
Theorem 8.16 ([ , Theorem 3.1] & | , Theorem 3.4]). Suppose that R is a

Bernstein algebra. Let M be a finitely generated Dgr-module, and G* a By, filtration. Then,
dim(R) < Dim(G*®).
Definition 8.17. Suppose that R is a Bernstein algebra. Let M be a finitely generated

nonzero Dg-module. We say that M is holonomic if it admits a filtration of dimension
dim(R) and finite multiplicity.

Theorem 8.18 (| , Theorem 3.8]). Suppose that R is a Bernstein algebra. Let M
be a holonomic Dgr-module. Then, M has finite length as Dg-module.

Theorem 8.19. Suppose that R is a Bernstein algebra. Then, Ry f< is holonomic for every
nonzero element f € R and o € Zy,y. In particular, Ry f* has finite length as Dg-module.

Proof. There exists C' € Zsq such that B C DS | , Proposition 4.14]. Let a =
deg(f). Let G' = 5By B+ ¢ Ry¢. Then, Ry is holonomic Dg- module with the Bj-filtration
G| , Proof of Lemma 4.5]. Let A= C(2a+ 1)+ 1 and Gi = GAfe C Ry fe.

We now show that G is a B3 filtration. We have that G' is a finite dimensional K-
vector space and Ry f* = |J,.;_ G' because G* is a By-filtration. Tt remains to show that
B, G C G, We set e = [log, C'i]. We note that a., < p°. Let ¢ € B, C D% C DS) and

fAJ fee Gl Then, fAJ € G4. We have that

(fa<e fA]> c gC’i+Aj+aa<e g gC’i—i—Aj-i—pea g gCi—l—Ai-{—Cia’
because G* is a By-filtration. By the way G* is defined, we have that
1
fa<e

Hence,

ace acea+Cit+Aj+Cia C p¢a+Ci+Aj+Cia C Cia+Cit+Aj+Cia _ 7Ai+Aj
<f fm)eg cg cg G,

(fAz fa) - f0f<e <fa<e fAn) ‘fa §i+j’

We conclude that Bﬁ%(ji C G, Then, R;f< is a holonomic Dg-module. We conclude that
Ry f< has finite length as Dg-module by Theorem 8.18. O
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9. EXAMPLES

Klz, y, 2]
f € (z,y,2). The ring R has no differential operators of negative degree. It follows that
Dg) £ Dg) - frt for all n > 0, so (f) is not Bernstein-Sato admissible. Every p-adic

integer is a Bernstein-Sato root of f, and every nonnegative real number is a differential
threshold of f.

Example 9.1. Let K be a field of characteristic p = 1 mod 3, R = and

Example 9.2. Let R = F,[z,y, 2], with p odd, and a = (z%yz, zy*z, vyz?). We have that
o= _75 is a Bernstein-Sato root of a | , Example 3.5]. However, its negative, 2 e is not
an F-jumping number of a. To see this, we claim that 7x(a*) = (zyz) for A € [1,2). Since
a C (zyz), we have Tr(a*) C Tr((zy2)*) = (zyz) for A € [1, 2). It suffices to show that ryz €
Tr(a) for A < 2. For e > 0, we have (zyz)%# =2 = (22yz) P~ D/2(zy22) "= D/2 (2y22) " -1/2 €

alr =372 5o xyz € Cf - aP=3/2, Since @”)1}%3)/2 — 2, the claim follows.

This example shows that the conclusion of Theorem 5.17 cannot be strengthened to say
that the negative of a Bernstein-Sato root is a differential threshold. We have that % =1l—«a
is an F-jumping number, and hence a differential threshold | , Example 3.5].

Example 9.3. Let R = F,[z?, zy,y%] C S = F,[z,y], with p odd. This inclusion is Cartier
extensible, level differentially extensible, and is split as R-modules. Let m = (22, zy, y*) be
the homogeneous maximal ideal of R, and n = (z,y) be the homogeneous maximal ideal of
S. We have

r(m?) = 75(MS)M N R =15(n* )N R

for all \ | , Proposition 5.9]. We have 74(n?) = nl"=4 for v > 1, and 75(n?) = S
for 0 < v < 1. We observe that n” N R = m/"/2l. Thus, the F-jumping numbers of mS are

{1, g, 2, ‘;’, 3, ;, ...}, and the F-jumping numbers of m are {1,2,3,...}.

By Proposition 5.12 (iv), the differential thresholds of mS are {1, 2 552 5 % . }. Then,
by Theorem 6.7 (vii), the differential thresholds of m are {1, ;’, 2, g, 3, ;, . }

To compute the Bernstein-Sato roots of m, we may equivalently compute the Bernstein-
Sato roots of mS = n? by Theorem 6.7 (vi). We have that

€ _n S if0<n<2p—2
DS ‘N = 92 e .
(=P if (o — Dp* —1<n<ap®—2, a>2.
Thus, the differential jumps of level e for n? are

{Lape_QJ|a22}:{bpe_1|b21}u{2c+1

2

3
pe—§|021}.

Passing to p-adic limits, we conclude that the set of Bernstein-Sato roots of m is {—1, —2}.

This shows that an ideal may have Bernstein-Sato roots that are not congruent modulo
Z to F-jumping numbers. This also shows that an ideal may have differential thresholds that
are not F-jumping numbers, even in a strongly F-regular hypersurface.

Example 9.4. Let R and S be as in the previous example. Take f = 2% + 95 and p = 1
mod 12. We claim that 7g(f127¢) = (z,9) for 0 < e < 1, and 75(f12) = (z, y?).
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To see this, first, we observe that for n = 7”162_ T ye Cy - f". Note that the monomials in
the binomial expansion are distinct, and that none of the exponents of different terms agree
1 e—1

modulo p°. In the binomial expansion of f", for j = ET_, we have n — j = EF—, and since

j= )+ P+ () and 0 —j = (550) + (B )p + o+ (B)pTY J and
n — 7 add without carrying, so (;L) is nonzero modulo p. Then (?)(1’4)1 (y%)"7 is a unit times

P Ty 2, justifying the first observation.

Second, if n > * 45, for 0 < j <n, we must have either 45 > p® or 6(n — j) > 2p°, so any

monomial in the binomial expansion of f" lies in (z,y?)P).

Third, if n = takmg ] = 1 we have n —j = %; the integers j and n — 7 add
without carrying as before so there is a term in the expansion that is a unit times 2% ~2yP~1.
We conclude that z € C% - f™. Similarly, one checks that y* € C§ - f for n = M.

Put together, these justify the claims on 7g. Now, since (z,%) N R = (z,y*) N R, < 5 is
a jumping number of f.S, but not of fR. Note that % is a differential threshold of fR by

Theorem 6.7 (vii) and 5.12.

This shows that Bernstein-Sato roots and F-jumping numbers of principal ideals do
not necessarily agree modulo Z; likewise, differential thresholds and F-jumping numbers of
principal ideals do not necessarily agree.

K[z, y]

(zy)
Bernstein-Sato roots of z € R is {—1,0}. To see this, consider the decomposition of R as an
RF*-module:

Example 9.5. Let K be a field of characteristic p > 0, and R = . The set of

pe—1 pe—1

R=R"-1a PR/yR" 2" & @R/yR)"
i=1 j=1
From this, we compute that, for 0 < j < p°,

- ap* if j =0
D(e) A (ZIZ' E)
L {(x“P 1) ifj A0,

so By (p°) N [0,p°) = {0, p° — 1}.

Passing to p-adic limits, we find that the Bernstein-Sato roots are {0, —1} as claimed.
The differential thresholds of x are {0,1,2,...}.

Thus, for a Bernstein-Sato admissible ideal in an F-split ring, zero can occur as a
Bernstein-Sato root. The occurrence of zero as a root here is explained by Proposition 4.21.

Example 9.6. Let K be a field of characteristic p > 2, and R = K[z?, 2%]. The set of
Bernstein-Sato roots of z? € R is {—1, %} To see this, consider the decomposition of R as
an RP*-module:

p-l
R=R -1a PR -+ & R 27",
=2
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where R = K[z] is the normalization of R. Then Dg) is a direct sum of copies of £ :=
End g (R ). We then have, for 0 < j < p°,

(z%°) if0<j<EH

D(E) . x2 ap€+j — . . e R
w (@) (22" )(E - 27") if EE < j < p°

so Bs(p) N [0,p°) = {Z5+, p° — 1},
Passing to p-adic limits, we find that the Bernstein-Sato roots are {—1, %}, as claimed.
The positive root here is explained by Proposition 7.16. The differential thresholds of 22 are

{3,1,3,2,...}.
This illustrates that the F-split hypothesis in Theorems 4.18 and 5.17 is necessary.

Example 9.7. Let K be a field of characteristic 2, and R = K[z?, 23]. The set of Bernstein-
Sato roots of 22 € R is {—1}. We have the decomposition of R as an RP*-module as in the
previous example, and then, for 0 < 7 < p°,

(220" )(E-a?) if B —1<j <p,

so B2 (p°)N[0,p°) = {% — 1, p° — 1}. The only Bernstein-Sato root of 2% is —1, while the set
of differential thresholds is {%, 1, %, 2,... }.

Example 9.8. Let R = K[z]/(2™™!). For e such that p° > n, we have DS) = Endg(R), and
hence D\ - 29 = R for j < n, and DY - 29 = 0 for j > n. Thus, B(p°) = {n} for all ¢ > 0.
We then have that n is the unique Bernstein-Sato root, and the only differential threshold
is zero.
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