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REMARKS ON THE SMALL COHEN-MACAULAY CONJECTURE AND NEW

INSTANCES OF MAXIMAL COHEN-MACAULAY MODULES

KAZUMA SHIMOMOTO AND EHSAN TAVANFAR

Abstract. We show that any quasi-Gorenstein deformation of a 3-dimensional quasi-Gorenstein
Buchsbaum local ring with I-invariant 1 admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module, provided it is
a quotient of a Gorenstein ring. Such a class of rings includes two instances of unique factorization
domains constructed by Marcel-Schenzel and by Imtiaz-Schenzel, respectively. Apart from this
result, motivated by the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture in prime characteristic, we examine a
question about when the Frobenius pushforward F e

∗ (M) of an R-module M comprises a maximal
Cohen-Macaulay direct summand in both local and graded cases.
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1. Introduction

The question on the existence of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over (Noetherian commu-
tative) complete local rings has been proposed in the seventies and it is known as the small Cohen-
Macaulay conjecture. It is an open question in Krull dimension ≥ 3 in any characteristic. Here is a
list of two wide classes of non-Cohen-Macaulay rings over which maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
have been found in the prime characteristic case:

(i) Any 3-dimensional complete local Fp-algebra that is F -pure ([Sc17]).
(ii) Any 3-dimensional complete local ring that arises as the completion of an N0-graded ring

R with R[0] a field of prime characteristic ([Ho04, Corollary 2]).

Key words and phrases. Ample Q-Weil divisors, Buchsbaum rings, Frobenius direct images, Frobenius push-
forward, graded rings/modules, maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules, quasi-Gorenstein rings, small Cohen-Macaulay
conjecture, unique factorization domain.
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2 K.SHIMOMOTO AND E.TAVANFAR

An essential part of the proof of (ii) is based on the following fact.

Theorem 1.1. ([Ho04, Theorem 1] and its proof) Let R be an N0-graded Noetherian domain of
prime characteristic p > 0.

(i) For each e ∈ N, the Frobenius direct image F e
∗ (R) of R decomposes into ne-number of

non-zero direct summands F e
∗ (R) ∼=

⊕ne
i=1 Re,i such that lim

e→∞
ne = ∞.

(ii) If R is generalized Cohen-Macaulay such that R[0] is a perfect field of characteristic p > 0,
then for each e ≫ 0 there is some 1 ≤ i ≤ ne such that Re,i is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
R-module.

One can observe that the proof of [Ho04, Theorem 1] implies the following local version.

Theorem 1.2. Let R be an F -finite local ring with perfect residue field and let M be a non-zero
finitely generated R-module such that the following conditions hold.

(i) M is generalized Cohen-Macaulay with dim(R) = dim(M).
(ii) For each e > 0, F e

∗ (M) admits a decomposition F e
∗ (M) ∼=

⊕ne
i=1 Me,i into ne-number of

non-zero R-direct summands.
(iii) lim

e→∞
ne = ∞.

Then for each e ≫ 0, there is some 1 ≤ i ≤ ne such that Me,i is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
R-module.

In the nineties, Daniel Katz ([Ka99]) proved the existence of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
over the integral closure of some degree p cyclic extensions of unramified regular local rings of
mixed characteristic p > 0. For other instances of non-Cohen-Macaulay rings over which maximal
Cohen-Macaulay modules have been discovered, we refer the reader to [Ma19], [Sr21-1], [Sr21-2]
and references therein (the main result of [Ma19] shows that very small maximal Cohen-Macaulay
modules do not exist in general). Now let us state our first main result.

Main Theorem 1. (Theorem 3.2) Let (R,m, k) be a quasi-Gorenstein local ring which is a homo-
morphic image of a Gorenstein ring. Suppose that there is a (possibly empty) regular sequence y
of R such that R/yR is quasi-Gorenstein and Buchsbaum of dimension 3 and ℓ

(
H2

m(R/yR)
)
= 1.

Then R admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module. Namely, there is some x ∈ 0 :R H
dim(R)−1
m (R)

such that x,y forms a regular sequence of R. Let ΩR be the first syzygy of the canonical module
ωR/xR of R/xR in the minimal free resolution of ωR/xR over R. Then ΩR is a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay R-module of rank 2.

The following is a collection of results concerning Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, where the
last one is a geometric manifestation of the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture, the first one has no
perfectness assumption on the residue field and the residue field of R in (2) is necessarily imperfect
(more comments are given in the sequel).

Main Theorem 2. The following statement holds.

(1) (Proposition 4.1) Let (R,m) be an F -finite Z-graded local domain and let M be a non-
zero generalized Cohen-Macaulay Z-graded R-module that is torsion-free (equivalently, m /∈

AssR(M) and dim(M) = dim(R)). Then some Veronese module M (pe,i) is a maximal
Cohen-Macaulay R-module.

(2) (Proposition 4.15) There is a torsion-free generalized Cohen-Macaulay module M over a
local (non-graded) F -finite domain (R,m) such that the following holds.
(a) F e

∗ (M) decomposes into ne-number of non-zero R-direct summands Me,0, . . . ,Me,ne

with lim
e→∞

ne = ∞.



REMARKS ON THE SCM CONJECTURE AND NEW INSTANCES OF MCM MODULES 3

(b) No direct summand Me,i of F
e
∗ (M) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module.

(3) (Corollary 4.5) Let X be a normal projective variety of dimension ≥ 3 over an F -finite field
k and let D be an ample Q-Weil divisor. Assume that OX(⌊iD⌋) is an invertible sheaf for
each i ∈ Z, which is the case whenever X is locally factorial, or D is integral (and Cartier)
or R(X,D) satisfies the Goto-Watanabe condition (#).
(i) R(X,D) admits a graded maximal Cohen-Macaulay module if and only if there is a

maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on X.
(ii) If X is locally factorial, then R(X,D) admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module

provided the generalized section ring of any ample Q-divisor over X admits a maximal
Cohen-Macaulay module.

1.1. Contents of the article. In §2, we provide background material required for Section 4.
In §3 we present the proof of Main Theorem 1, and also in Remark 3.4 we discuss certain instance

of rings satisfying the assumptions of Main Theorem 1.
In §4, we are guided by the following question:

Question 1. Assume that R is a graded ring as in Theorem 1.1(ii) that is not necessarily generalized
Cohen-Macaulay. Then is it true that F e

∗ (R) admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-direct summand
for some e > 0?

One motivation comes from [Ta], where it is shown that the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture
holds true for an arbitrary complete local ring R, provided that certain blow-up algebra(s) of an
excellent regular local ring A such that A surjects onto R admit(s) a graded maximal Cohen-
Macaulay module, so that the general case of the conjecture can be rearranged in a graded setting.
In view of Corollary 4.11, there is an affirmative answer to Question 1 at least in the case where R
is a trivial deformation of such a graded generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring. See also Proposition 4.1
and Corollary 4.8. In relation with Question 1, we were curious about the necessity of perfectness
assumption on the residue field of R in Theorem 1.1(ii) (graded case) and Theorem 1.2 (local case),
because after localizing a graded ring R as in Question 1, we get a generalized Cohen-Macaulay
F -finite local ring, and while the Frobenius direct images behave well under localization, one loses
perfectness of the residue field upon localization. In view of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.15,
it becomes clear that the perfectness assumption is superfluous in the case of graded rings and
Veronese submodules, but is necessary in the local setting.

The methods of birational geometry, alterations, or resolution of singularities can be useful to
produce maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaves over a non-Cohen-Macaulay projective variety. In view
of Corollary 4.5 and Remark 2.6(i) under some reasonable conditions, we prove that an N0-graded
normal domain R over an F -finite field of prime characteristic admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
module, provided that Proj(R) admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf (see also Remark 4.7 and
Remark 4.14). Lemma 4.12 and Corollary 4.13 provide further prime characteristic rings where
small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture holds. These results have not been documented in the literature
previously.

Summing up, the authors consider Section 4 as an addendum to [Ho04, Theorem 1] as well as
[Sc17]. Almost all of the results of Section 4 are interrelated, and more illustrative comments are to
be found prior to each result. We close the introduction by remarking that in the light of Schoutens’
paper [Sc19], there is a nice sufficient condition for the decomposability (resp. direct summands) of
the Frobenius direct images in terms of existence of F -invariant derivations in the Kodaira-Spencer
kernel (resp. F -invariant integrable derivations).
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2. Some preliminary background

Throughout this paper, rings are commutative with identity and are Noetherian. This section
provides some background material for Section 4. Although the content of Section 3 is characteristic-
free, but in Section 4 rings are often of prime characteristic p > 0 unless otherwise is mentioned
explicitly, and are either local (i.e. quasi-local and Noetherian) or graded local. By a graded local
ring we mean a Noetherian Z-graded ring R satisfying the following condition.

(Gr) R admits a unique homogeneous maximal ideal that is maximal with respect to all proper
ideals of R.

A Noetherian Z-graded ring R is graded local precisely when (R0,m0) is a local ring and

m := · · · ⊕R[−1] ⊕m0 ⊕R[1] ⊕ · · ·

is the unique homogeneous maximal ideal of R. The unique homogeneous maximal ideal of R satis-
fying (Gr) is denoted by R±, or R+ in the positively graded case (if it is not denoted alternatively).
The homogeneous localization of a graded module M at a homogeneous prime ideal p is denoted
by M(p).

1 An R-module M acquires another R-module structure induced by restriction of the e-th

iterated Frobenius map f e : R → R defined by r 7→ rp
e
. The resulting R-module structure is given

by r(em) = e(rp
e
m), is called the (e-th) Frobenius direct image of M and is denoted by F e

∗ (M). If
R and M are Z-graded, then F e

∗ (M) is 1
peZ-graded as an R-module with F e

∗ (M)[ n
pe

] = M[n] for each

n ∈ Z. We adopt the convention that all Z-graded rings are non-trivially graded, that is to say,
they admit non-zero homogeneous elements of positive degree. In Section 4, we often work with
F -finite rings. The F -finiteness condition is necessary to ensure that all Frobenius direct images of
finitely generated modules and their direct summands are finitely generated. Moreover, a theorem
of Kunz says that F -finite rings are excellent. In this paper, a projective variety is assumed to be
an integral closed subscheme of some projective space Pn and in particular, they are all connected.
The perfect closure of a field K is denoted by K∞.

2.1. Graded direct summands of the Frobenius direct images.

Definition 2.1. Let R be a Noetherian Z-graded ring of prime characteristic p > 0 and let M be a
finitely generated Z-graded R-module. For each e ∈ N and 0 ≤ i ≤ pe − 1, the Veronese submodule
of M is defined by

M (pe,i) :=
⊕

j∈Z
j≡i (mod pe)

M[j] = · · · ⊕M[i−2pe] ⊕M[i−pe] ⊕M[i] ⊕M[i+pe] ⊕ · · · .

An important ingredient of the proof [Ho04, Theorem 1] is the fact that each M (pe,i) acquires
an R-module structure by which it is a (graded) R-direct summand of F e

∗ (M). On the other hand,
M (pe,i) is a module over the pe-th Veronese subring R(pe) =

⊕
j∈ZR[jpe] of R, which is Noetherian.

It seems that this R(pe)-module structure of M (pe,i) is not pointed out in [Ho04, Theorem 1].
However, we are sure that this is well-known to experts.

Remark 2.2. Suppose that R is an F -finite Z-graded local domain of characteristic p > 0 and M
is a finitely generated Z-graded R-module.

1In contrast to our paper, this notation in some texts denotes the degree-zero submodule of the homogeneous
localization.
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(i) M (pe,i) has a graded R(pe)-module structure given by the naive action of R on M . Further-

more, one considers R and M as R(pe)-modules via the inclusion R(pe) →֒ R, so that

R ∼=

pe−1⊕

i=0

R(pe,i), M ∼=

pe−1⊕

i=0

M (pe,i) as R(pe)-graded modules.

(ii) The image of the e-th iterated Frobenius map f e : R → R is contained in R(pe). In

particular, f e makes R(pe) an R-algebra, and M (pe,i) can be endowed with an R-module
structure by restriction of its R(pe)-module structure via fpe : R → R(pe).

(iii) Consider each M (pe,i) with its R-module structure as in the previous part. Then the R-
module F e

∗ (M) admits a decomposition into direct summands

F e
∗ (M) ∼=

pe−1⊕

i=0

M (pe,i) as R-graded modules.

(iv) M (pe,i) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-module if and only if it is maximal Cohen-Macaulay

as a R(pe)-module via the Independence Theorem [BrSh13, 4.2.1].
(v) R admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module if R(pe) admits an R(pe)-maximal Cohen-

Macaulay module for some e > 0. Indeed, R is assumed to be F -finite and the iteration of
the Frobenius map on R factors through R(pe), so R(pe) is a module-finite extension of R.
This happens when R(pe) is a subring of a regular ring as in [Sh11, Example 3.6], or R is
generalized Cohen-Macaulay (see Proposition 4.1).

(vi) It is readily seen that
(
M (pe,i)

)(pe′ ,j)
= M (pe+e′,jpe+i), which yields the ecomposition

F e′

∗ (M (pe,i)) ∼=

pe
′

−1⊕

j=0

M (pe+e′ ,jpe+i) as R-graded modules.

(vii) Assume that R is an integral domain and M is a torsion-free R-module. Then the number

of non-zero Veronese submodules M (pe,i) ⊂ F e
∗ (M) tends to infinity when e → ∞. Indeed,

they carry infinitely many non-zero positively graded components. Pick some n,m ∈ N
with R[n] 6= 0 and M[m] 6= 0. Then 0 6= M[nkpe+ni+m] ⊆ M (pe,ni+m) for each k ∈ N and
0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊(pe − 1−m)/n⌋ and sufficiently large e.

2.2. Q-Weil divisors on normal projective varieties. The content of this subsection is characteristic-
free. There is a nice connection between Z-graded modules over normal N0-graded rings whose de-
gree zero part is a field and rational coefficient ample Weil divisors on normal projective varieties.
This connection will be reviewed below, following our need in Section 4.

Definition 2.3. Following [GoWa78, page 206], an N0-graded ring satisfies the Goto-Watanabe
condition (#), provided there is some positive integer d0 such that for each d ≥ d0 the Veronese

subring, R(d) of R is generated by R[d] = R(d)
[1] over R[0].

Remark 2.4. The class of graded rings satisfying (#), which contains standard graded rings, is
nice for algebro-geometric objects. As stated in [GoWa78, in the last line at page 207 without a
proof], the section ring of an ample integral Cartier divisorD on a normal projective variety satisfies
the Goto-Watanabe condition (#). Indeed by [La04, Theorem 1.2.6 (Cartan-Serre-Grothendieck
Theorem)], dD is very ample for d ≫ 0, which implies that R(X, dD) is a standard graded ring for
d ≫ 0.
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We recall our assumption that a projective variety is an integral closed subscheme of Pn for some
n ∈ N, thus it is a connected scheme. For the notion of an ample Q-divisor on a normal projective
variety, we refer to [Wa81, page 204].

Definition 2.5. Let D be an ample Q-divisor on a normal projective variety X. Then the gener-
alized section ring of D is defined as

R(X,D) :=
⊕

i∈N0

H0
(
X,OX (⌊iD⌋)

)
.

Let F be a coherent sheaf on X. Then the graded module associated to the pair (F ,D) is defined
to be the Z-graded R(X,D)-module

Γ∗(X,F ,D) :=
⊕

i∈Z

H0
(
X,F ⊗OX(⌊iD⌋)

)
.

Remark 2.6. Following the notation of Definition 2.5, let N ∈ N be such that ND is an ample
Cartier divisor.

(i) Recall the following result of Demazure [De79, Theorem, page 51]:
• If R is a positively graded Noetherian normal domain with R[0] = K a field and T is a
degree 1 homogeneous element of Frac(R), then there exists an ample Q-divisor D on
X := Proj(R) such that

R ∼=
⊕

i≥0

H0
(
X,OX (⌊iD⌋)

)
T i.

For an arbitrary N0-graded Noetherian normal domain R over a field R[0] = K, without
loss of generality, we can assume that the greatest common divisor of the generators of R
over K is 1. Indeed, we can change the grading by dividing out by their greatest common
divisor and the defining ideal of R remains homogeneous with respect to the given new
grading. We can deduce that Frac(R) admits a homogeneous element of degree 1 and so we
can apply the Demazure’s theorem to present R as a generalized section ring of an ample
Q-divisor.

(ii) Setting M := Γ∗(X,F ,D), for each i ∈ Z we have

M̃(i) = F ⊗OX(⌊iD⌋).

(iii) For each m ∈ Z, i ≥ 1, we have

H i+1
R(X,D)+

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
[m]

= H i
(
X,F ⊗OX(⌊mD⌋)

)
.

This follows from part (ii) in conjunction with [Gr61, Proposition 2.1.5].
(iv) ([GoWa78, (5.1.6)]) If D is integral (and Cartier) and M is a Z-graded R(X,D)-module

such that M̃ = F , then there is an exact sequence

0 → ΓR(X,D)+(M) → M → Γ∗(X,F ,D) → H1
R(X,D)+

(M) → 0.

(v) If AssX
(
F ⊗ OX(⌊iD⌋)

)
does not contain any closed point of X for each 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1,

then Γ∗(X,F ,D) is a finitely generated graded R(X,D)-module.
(vi) If AssX

(
F ⊗ OX(⌊iD⌋)

)
does not contain any closed point of X for each 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1,

then depth
(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
≥ 2.

(vii) R(X,D) is module-finite over the Veronese subring R(m) (see the proof of [ArDeHa14,

Proposition 1.1.2.5]). In particular, every R(m,j) is a finitely generated R(m)-module.
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Remark 2.7. In general, in view of [La04, Example 2.1.29] and [ArDeHa14, Proposition 1.1.2.5],
the section ring of any Q-Weil divisor D such that ND is an integral semi-ample Cartier divisor for
some N ∈ N is a Noetherian ring. However, because of the discernment of normal graded domains
in terms of generalized section rings of ample Q-divisors (Remark 2.6(i)), we confine ourselves only
to ample Q-divisors, as the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture is easily reduced to the normal case.

3. Quasi-Gorenstein deformations of quasi-Gorenstein Buchsbaum rings of
dimension 3 and I-invariant 1

A quasi-Buchsbaum ring is a local ring (R,m) whose non-top local cohomologies supported at m
are annihilated by m. The Buchsbaum rings appearing in our paper are quasi-Buchsbaum ([StVo78,
Proposition 2.12]), and we do not use the notion and properties of m-weak sequences. So the reader
of the paper can omit the definition and properties of Buchsbaum rings. However, for the definition
and properties of Buchsbaum rings we refer to [StVo78]. Also, see [Ma19, Definition 2.1] for the
definition of the I-invariant, and see [Ao83, Definition 2.1 and Definition 1.1] for the definition of
quasi-Gorenstein rings as well as the canonical module. It is well-known that any homomorphic
image of a local Gorenstein ring admits a canonical module and a dualizing complex. A Noetherian
ring R is said to be unmixed provided dim(R/p) = dim(R) for all p ∈ Ass(R). The notation (−)∨

denotes the Matlis duality functor and ℓR(M) denotes the length of an R-module M .
The main result of this section is Theorem 3.2, which gives an instance of maximal Cohen-

Macaulay modules over certain non-Cohen-Macaulay rings. We first need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let (A,m) be a homomorphic image of some Gorenstein ring with a canonical module
ωA.

(i) There is an exact sequence

H
dim(A)−2
m (ωA) → Ext2A(ωA, ωA)

∨ → H
dim(A)−1
m (A)⊗ ωA → H

dim(A)−1
m (ωA) → Ext1A(ωA, ωA)

∨ → 0.

(ii) If H
dim(A)−1
m (ωA) = 0 (e.g. if ωA is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module), then

Ext1A(ωA, ωA) = 0.

Proof. There exists a Gorenstein local ring S such that dim(S) = dim(A) and A is a homomorphic
image of S. The statement (i) follows from the Grothendieck spectral sequence

ExtiA
(
ωA,Ext

j
S(A,S)

) i,j
⇒ Exti+j

S (ωA, S)

in conjunction with [Ro09, Theorem 10.33 (Cohomology Five-Term Exact Sequence)] as well as the
Local Duality Theorem [BrSh13, 11.2.6]. Part (ii) is an immediate consequence of part (i). �

Theorem 3.2. Let (R,m, k) be a quasi-Gorenstein local ring which is a homomorphic image of a
Gorenstein ring. Suppose that there is a (possibly empty) regular sequence y of R such that R/yR
is quasi-Gorenstein and Buchsbaum of dimension 3 and ℓ

(
H2

m(R/yR)
)
= 1. Then R admits a

maximal Cohen-Macaulay module. Namely, there is some x ∈ 0 :R H
dim(R)−1
m (R) such that x,y

forms a regular sequence of R. Let ΩR be the first syzygy of the canonical module ωR/xR of R/xR
in the minimal free resolution of ωR/xR over R. Then ΩR is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-module
of rank 2.

Proof. We first aim to find an element x as required in the statement.
Step 1 (existence of element x as in the statement): Since R and R/yR are quasi-

Gorenstein by our hypothesis, they are unmixed rings, because R and R/yR are S2 by [Ao83,
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(1.10)] and then the desired unmixedness follows from [AoGo85, Lemma 1.1]. This implies that
(y) is an unmixed ideal of R, i.e. codim(yR) = codim(p) for each p ∈ Ass(yR). We show that

0 :R H
dim(R)−1
m (R) *

⋃

p∈Ass(yR)

p,

from which we deduce the existence of an element x ∈ 0 :R H
dim(R)−1
m (R) such that x,y is a regular

sequence. Suppose to the contrary that

0 :R H
dim(R)−1
m (R) ⊆ p

for some p ∈ Ass(yR). Then there exists q ∈ Att
(
H

dim(R)−1
m (R)

)
such that q ⊆ p ([BrSh13,

Proposition 7.2.11]). Thus,

qRp ∈ AttRp

(
H

dim(R)−dim(R/p)−1
pRp

(Rp)
)
= AttRp

(
H

dim(Rp)−1
pRp

(Rp)
)
,

where the containment holds by [NhQu14, Theorem 3.7] and the equality holds by [Ma89, Lemma
2, page 250]. But Rp is a Gorenstein ring, because codim(yR) = codim(p) and y is a regular

sequence, and we get a contradiction with H
dim(Rp)−1
pRp

(Rp) = 0.

For the rest of the proof, we may and do assume that R is complete.
Step 2 (reduction to the case of dimension 3 as in the statement): We show that

the statement reduces readily to the case where R is a 3-dimensional Buchsbaum ring as in the
statement. Note that y forms a regular sequence on R/xR by our choice of x. We aim to prove
that y forms a regular sequence on ωR/xR and that ωR/xR/yωR/xR

∼= ωR/(x,y). Then the regularity
of y on ωR/xR implies that y is a regular sequence on ΩR as well. It follows from the isomorphism
ωR/xR/yωR/xR

∼= ωR/(x,y) as well as [BrHe98, Proposition 1.1.5] that we have ΩR/yR
∼= ΩR/yΩR,

where ΩR/yR denotes the first syzygy of ωR/(x,y) in the minimal free resolution of ωR/(x,y) over
R/yR. It turns out that if the statement holds for the quasi-Gorenstein Buchsbaum ring R/yR as
in the statement, then ΩR is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-module. Hence the proof of this step
is completed once we can show that y forms a regular sequence on ωR/xR and ωR/xR/yωR/xR

∼=
ωR/(x,y).

Let y = y1, . . . , yh and d = dim(R). We notice that depth(R) = dim(R) − 1. Namely, R/yR is
a 3-dimensional quasi-Gorenstein ring. On the other hand, since any quasi-Gorenstien local ring is
(S2) and H2

m(R/yR) ∼= k 6= 0 by our hypothesis, it follows that R/yR is not Cohen-Macaulay.
Using a standard argument based on the long exact sequence of local cohomologies, it is easily

seen that

Hd−2
m (R/xR) ∼= Hd−1

m (R) for x ∈ 0 : Hd−1
m (R),(3.1)

that

(3.2) ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ h, Hd−i
m

(
R/(y1, . . . , yi−1)

)
= 0 :Hd−1

m (R) (y1, . . . , yi−1),

and similarly that

∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ h, Hd−i−1
m

(
R/(x, y1, . . . , yi−1)

)
= 0 :Hd−2

m (R/xR) (y1, . . . , yi−1)

= 0 :Hd−1
m (R) (y1, . . . , yi−1), (by (3.1)).(3.3)
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Thus from our hypothesis, we get

∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ h, yi /∈
⋃

p∈Att

(
Hd−i

m

(
R/(y1,...,yi−1)

))
p, (by [TaTo18, Corollary 2.8], [Gr65, Corollaire (5.12.4)])

=
⋃

p∈Att
(
0:

Hd−1
m (R)

(y1,...,yi−1)
)
p, (by (3.2))

=
⋃

p∈Att

(
Hd−1−i

m

(
R/(x,y1,...,yi−1)

))
p, (by (3.3)).

(3.4)

Thus, a repeated use of [TaTo18, Theorem 2.7] implies that

∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ h, ωR/xR/(y1, . . . , yi)ωR/xR
∼= ωR/(x,y1,...,yi)

and for each 0 ≤ i ≤ h−1, the element yi+1 is regular on ωR/xR/(y1, . . . , yi)ωR/xR by [Ao83, (1.10)].
So the proof of Step 2 is complete.

Henceforth, we assume that R is a complete 3-dimensional quasi-Gorenstein Buchsbaum ring of
I-invariant 1 (i.e. y is the empty sequence). Let

S := HomR/xR(ωR/xR, ωR/xR)

be the S2-ification of R/xR which is a (possibly semi-local) Gorenstein ring by [TaTo18, Theorem
2.6] (any 2-dimensional quasi-Gorenstein ring is Gorenstein), and in view of [BrSh13, Theorem
12.3.10(v) and Theorem 2.2.6(c)], it fits into the exact sequence of R/xR-modules

(3.5) 0 → R/xR
f
→ S

π
→ H1

m(R/xR)
(
∼= H2

m(R) ∼= k
)
→ 0.

As ωSp

∼= (ωR/xR)p for each p ∈ Spec(S) ([Ao83, Theorem 3.2(4)]), from the Gorensteinness of S
as well as [BrHe98, Lemma 1.4.4] we conclude that ωR/xR

∼= S as R,R/xR and S-modules. In
particular, ωR/xR is generated minimally by 2 elements in view of (3.5). Notice that ωR/xR is a
faithful R/xR-module, so it is not cyclic. Otherwise ωR/xR would be a free R/xR-module, i.e.
R/xR and so R would be Gorenstein violating the non-Cohen-Macaulayness of R (R is (S2), so
R/xR is unmixed and ωR/xR is faithful by [BrSh13, Theorem 12.1.15]).

Step 3: Ext2R(S,R)
[Ma89, Lemma 2, page 140]

∼= Ext1R/xR(S,R/xR) = 0 :

Applying HomR/xR(−, R/xR) to (3.5) we get the embedding

(3.6) HomR/xR(S,R/xR)
Hom(f,idR/xR)

→֒ HomR/xR(R/xR,R/xR) ∼= R/xR,

which we claim that it is not surjective.

If otherwise, we get some isomorphism S∗∗
∼=
→ R/xR, where (−)∗∗ denotes the double R/xR-

dual. Composing this isomorphism with the natural biduality map S → S∗∗, we get an R/xR-
monomorphism h : S → R/xR such that h is an isomorphism on the punctured spectrum of R/xR,
because R and R/xR are Gorenstein on their punctured spectrums (the injectivity of h follows
from [BrHe98, Proposition 1.4.1(a)]). Then, the multiplicative map h ◦ f : R/xR → R/xR must
be an isomorphism on the punctured spectrum of R/xR. Since R/xR has dimension 2, h ◦ f has
to be a multiplication by a unit and therefore an isomorphism. However, then the exact sequence
(3.5) would split and k would be a direct summand of S which is a contradiction. It follows that
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the map in (3.6) is not surjective as was claimed. Since Hom(f, idR/xR) is not surjective as just
shown, we have

(3.7) Im
(
Hom(f, idR/xR)

)
⊆ mHomR/xR(R/xR,R/xR).

Next by applying HomR/xR(S,−) to the exact sequence (3.5), we can take into account the map
Hom(idS, f) : HomR/xR(S,R/xR) → HomR/xR(S, S) for which we claim that

(3.8) Im
(
HomR/xR(S,R/xR)

Hom(idS ,f)
−→ HomR/xR(S, S)

)
⊆ mHomR/xR(S, S).

In order to certify the validity of (3.8), we take into account the triangle

HomR/xR(S,R/xR)
Hom(idS ,f)

//

Hom(f,idR/xR)
,,❳❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

HomR/xR(S, S)

HomR/xR(R/xR,R/xR)

θ

OO

where θ is defined by r idR/xR 7→ r idS . In order to conclude (3.8) from (3.7) it suffices to
show that the above triangle is commutative. We notice that Hom(f, idR/xR)(ϕ) = ϕ ◦ f while
Hom(idS, f)(ϕ) = f ◦ ϕ. Let T be the multiplicative closed subset of R/xR consisting of regular
elements of R/xR, so T−1(R/xR) is the total ring of fractions of R/xR. Since T−1(f) is an iso-
morphism it is readily checked that the triangle becomes commutative after localizing at T (by

representing T−1(ϕ) (ϕ ∈ HomR/xR(S,R/xR)) as T−1(ϕ) = α idT−1(R/xR) ◦
(
T−1(f)

)−1
for some

α ∈ T−1(R/xR)). So the statement follows from the fact that S has no torsion elements. It follows
that (3.8) holds.

Tensoring the exact sequence

0 → HomR/xR(S,R/xR)
Hom(idS ,f)

→ HomR/xR(S, S) → N := Im
(
Hom(idS, π)

)(
⊆ HomR/xR(S, k)

)
→ 0

(obtained from (3.5)) with k yields the sequence

HomR/xR(S,R/xR)/mHomR/xR(S,R/xR)
ν=0
→ HomR/xR(S, S)/mHomR/xR(S, S)

ζ
։ N

δ
→֒ HomR/xR(S, k),

where Ker(ζ) = Im(ν), ζ is surjective, δ is injective because the inclusion of k-vector spaces N ⊆
HomR/xR(S, k) remains injective (remains unchanged) after tensoring to k, and finally ν = 0 in
view of (3.8). It follows that δ ◦ ζ is a monomorphism of k-vector spaces. But then the map
δ ◦ ζ has to be an isomorphism, because its source and target are 2-dimensional k-vector spaces,
as S ∼= ωS

∼= ωR/xR is minimally generated by 2 elements over R/xR and so is HomR/xR(S, S) ∼=
HomR/xR(ωR/xR, ωR/xR) = S. The surjectivity of δ ◦ ζ implies that

(3.9) HomR/xR(idS , π) : HomR/xR(S, S) → HomR/xR(S, k)

is surjective. From this surjectivity in conjunction with the long exact sequence

0 → HomR/xR(S,R/xR) → HomR/xR(S, S) → HomR/xR(S, k) → Ext1R/xR(S,R/xR) → Ext1R/xR(S, S)︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

arising from (3.5), we conclude that Ext1R/xR(S,R/xR) = 0. We recall that the vanishing of the

last Ext module in the above exact sequence follows from S ∼= ωR/xR as well as Lemma 3.1(ii).
Step 4 (the final step): Let

(D•, ∂•) := 0 → D0 ∂0

→ D1 ∂1

→ D2 ∂3

→ D3 → 0
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be the normalized dualizing complex of R (see [ScSi18, Definition 11.2.1] for the definition of the
dualizing complex and [ScSi18, 11.4.6 and Example 11.4.7] for the notion of the normalized dualizing
complex), and let

τ0D• := 0 → Im ∂0 → D1 → D2 → D3 → 0

be the soft truncation ofD• which thus fits into an exact sequence 0 → R(∼= ωR) → D• → τ0D• → 0
of complexes of R-modules (by [ScSi18, Corollary 12.2.3] ωR

∼= H0(D•) = Ker(∂0)). This exact
sequence and 0 → ΩR → R2 → S(∼= ωR/xR) → 0 provide us with the diagram

0 0 0
x

x
x

0 −−−−→ RHomR(ΩR, R) −−−−→ RHomR(ΩR,D
•) −−−−→ RHomR(ΩR, τ

0D•) −−−−→ 0
x

x
x

0 −−−−→ RHomR(R
2, R) −−−−→ RHomR(R

2,D•) −−−−→ RHomR(R
2, τ0D•) −−−−→ 0

x
x

x

0 −−−−→ RHomR(S,R) −−−−→ RHomR(S,D
•) −−−−→ RHomR(S, τ

0D•) −−−−→ 0
x

x
x

0 0 0

whose rows and columns are exact sequence of complexes. After taking cohomology, we get the
diagram

H1
m(S)

∨ = H2
(
RHomR(S,D

•)
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0 (depth(S) = 2)x

H2
m(ΩR)

∨ = H1
(
RHomR(ΩR,D

•)
)

x

Ext1R(R
2, R)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

−−−−→ H2
m(R)∨ ⊕H2

m(R)∨
ζ2

−−−−→
∼=

H1
(
RHom(R2, τ0D•)

)
−−−−→ Ext2R(R

2, R)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

ζ1

x ζ4

x

S ∼= ωS
∼= H1

(
RHomR(S,D

•)
) ζ3

−−−−→ H1(RHomR(S, τ
0D•)) −−−−→ Ext2R(S,R)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0 (Step 3)

with exact rows and columns (the long column holds by Local Duality; see [ScSi18, Theorem 12.2.1]).
To finish the proof, it suffices to show that ζ1 is surjective, because then we get H2

m(ΩR) = 0 while
we already know that depth(ΩR) ≥ 2. In view of the above diagram, the surjectivity of ζ1 follows
from the surjectivity of ζ4. We will show that ζ4 is surjective and then the proof is complete.

By Local Duality, we have τ0D• ≃ (H2
m(R)∨)[−1] = k[−1] in the derived category of R, where

[−1] denotes the complex shift for ascending complexes as defined in [ScSi18, 1.1.1 Terminology
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about complexes]. Consequently,

Coker(ζ4) = Coker
(
H1

(
RHomR(S, τ

0D•)
)
→ H1

(
RHomR(R

2, τ0D•)
))

∼= Coker
(
H1

(
RHomR(S, k

[−1])
)
→ H1

(
RHomR(R

2, k[−1])
))

∼= Coker
(
HomR(S, k) → Hom(R2, k)

)

which vanishes, because R2
։ S becomes an isomorphism after tensoring to k as S is minimally

generated by 2 elements. �

We end this section by the following remarks to Theorem 3.2.

Remark 3.3. We make comments on the importance of the conditions imposed in Theorem 3.2
for the Cohen-Macaulayness of ΩR.

(i) The “quasi-Gorenstein deformation” condition in Theorem 3.2 may not be replaced by
an arbitrary deformation in general. Firstly, the quasi-Gorenstein property does not de-
form in general by [ShTaTa20]. Therefore, an arbitrary deformation of a quasi-Gorenstein
Buchsbaum ring as in Theorem 3.2 is not necessarily quasi-Gorenstein. Secondly, the quasi-
Gorenstein property of the deformations in Theorem 3.2 plays an important role in proving
the validity of the display (3.4) in the proof of Step 2.

(ii) The “dimension 3” condition for the quasi-Gorenstein Buchsbaum ring R/yR in Theorem
3.2 seems to be necessary, because without this condition neither the canonical module of
R/(y, x)R nor (equivalently) its S2-ification is Cohen-Macaulay.

(iii) The “I-invariant 1” condition in Theorem 3.2 is also essential, because without this assump-
tion, the conclusion of Step 3 in the proof does not hold in general. Namely there is a Buchs-
baum quasi-Gorenstein ring of I-invariant 2 and dimension 3 such that Ext2R(S,R) 6= 0,
where S is the S2-ification of R/xR for some (probably any) non-zero divisor x of R. How-
ever, certain 3-dimensional quasi-Gorenstein Buchsbaum rings with I-invariant 2 do admit
a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module; for instance, certain section rings of an Abelian surface
over an algebraically closed field of any characteristic (see [ShTa21]).

Remark 3.4. We mention prime characteristic instances of unique factorization domains satisfying
the assumptions of Theorem 3.2. At the time of writing this paper, the authors do not know any
example of an equicharacteristic zero ring satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, while there
are instances of equicharacteristic zero 3-dimensional quasi-Gorenstein Buchsbaum rings with I-
invariant 2, for example a variant of [ShTaTa20, Example 5.1(2)] or any generalized section ring of
an Abelian surface over the complex numbers, or [HeTr93, Example, page 624]. Anyway, such an
example, if it exists in equal characteristic zero, indeed can not occur as a 3-dimensional complete
unique factorization domain with algebraically closed residue field of characteristic zero (in fact of
any I-invariant), becuase such a ring has to be Cohen-Macaulay by [HaOg74, Theorem 2.5].

(i) One instance of rings satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 is constructed by Marcelo
and Schenzel in [MaSc11, Theorem 2.5], which is a unique factorization domain of dimension
3 in characteristic 2. Apparently, the defining ideal of the ring A in [MaSc11, Theorem 2.5] is
not homogeneous and therefore (if it is so) the fact that this ring satisfies the small Cohen-
Macaulay Conjecture does not follow from Theorem 1.1 or Proposition 4.1 (the defining
ideal is explicitly given in the paragraph before [MaSc11, Theorem 2.5]).

(ii) By Macaulay2 computations, we have checked that the Imtiaz-Schenzel construction in
[ImSc13, Theorem 6.4], which is a graded ring whose defining ideal is explicitly given in
its preceding paragraph, provides another instance of rings adhering the assumptions of
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Theorem 3.2. The Imtiaz-Schenzel ring is a unique factorization domain of dimension 5
and of characteristic 2. Moreover, this ring is not generalized Cohen-Macaulay and so the
fact that it adheres the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture does not follow from Theorem
1.1 (or Proposition 4.1). It is asked as a question in [ImSc13] that whether the authors’
construction gives such non-Cohen-Macaulay unique factorizations in other characteristics
or not (see the paragraph after [ImSc13, Theorem 1.2]).

(iii) While the constructions in the previous parts were done by factorial closure, invariant
theory can also provide further examples. Namely, using Macaulay2 program, we checked
that the famous Bertin’s example of a non-Cohen-Macaulay unique factorization domain in
characteristic 2 ([Fo73, Example 16.8]) is also a 4-dimensional unique factorization domain
that is an invariant subring of a regular ring satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 3.2. The
Bertin’s example is not generalized Cohen-Macaulay. However, since this is an invariant
ring, it admits even a small Cohen-Macaulay algebra.

4. Construction of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules via the Frobenius map

One trick used in the proof of Theorem 1.1(ii) is the following. If the residue field is perfect, we
have

ℓR(H
i
m(M)) = ℓR(F

e
∗ (H

i
m(M))) = ℓR(H

i
m(F

e
∗ (M)).

This is important, because the similar length computation is valid and useful for non-graded local
rings with prefect residue field. On the other hand, by arguing with maximum/minimum degree
among non-zero components instead of length identities, one can relax the perfectness assumption
in the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1(ii).

Proposition 4.1. Let (R,m) be an F -finite Z-graded local domain and let M be a non-zero gen-
eralized Cohen-Macaulay Z-graded R-module that is torsion-free (equivalently, m /∈ AssR(M) and

dim(M) = dim(R)). Then some Veronese module M (pe,i) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-module.

Proof. Set d := dim(R). If M is torsion-free, then AssR(M) = {0} so that dim(M) = dim(R) and
m /∈ AssR(M). Since M is generalized Cohen-Macaulay and R is an integral domain, it follows from
m /∈ AssR(M) and dim(M) = dim(R) that AssR(M) = {0} (i.e. M is torsion-free) by applying
[BrSh13, 9.5.2 Grothendieck’s Finiteness Theorem], which yields λm

m(M) = dim(R).
Let x := x1, . . . , xn be a set of homogeneous elements of R generating an m-primary ideal. By

our hypothesis, there is some j ∈ N with M[j] 6= 0 (thus M (pe,j) 6= 0 for any e with pe > j) and

(4.1) H i
(xpe )(M)[h] = H i

(
C•(xpe ;M)

)
[h]

= 0 for |h| ≥ j and i < d.

Note also that dim(M (pe,j)) = d, as M is torsion-free for all e with pe > j. Pick some e with
pe ≥ 2j; thus

(4.2) ∀ k ∈ Z, |kpe + j| ≥ j.

By Remark 2.2(i), we have the homogeneous decomposition

H i
(xpe )(M) =

pe−1⊕

u=0

H i
(xpe)(M

(pe,u))

into R(pe)-graded direct summands. In view of the Čech-complex presentation of the local co-
homology as well as (4.2), the graded direct summand H i

(xpe )
(M (pe,j)) of H i

(xpe)
(M) is contained
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componentwise in H i
(xpe)

(M) among degrees either greater than or equal to j, or smaller than or

equal to −j. Therefore, (4.1) implies that
⊕d−1

i=0 H i
(xpe )

(M (pe,j)) = 0, that is, M (pe,j) is a Cohen-

Macaulay R(pe)-module. So the statements follows from Remark 2.2(iv). �

Remark 4.2. The domain hypothesis in the statement of Proposition 4.1 is required for excluding
the case allowing the graded ring to have a nilpotent irrelevant ideal.

4.1. Cohen-Macaulay sheaves on normal projective varieties.

Definition 4.3. A coherent sheaf F on a scheme X is a said to be maximal Cohen-Macaulay,
provided Fx is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay OX,x-module for any x ∈ X.

The following lemma is required for Corollary 4.5 and Corollary 4.8. It is noteworthy that Lemma
4.4 is characteristic-free.

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a normal projective variety of dimension ≥ 2 over a field k of any charac-
teristic and let F be a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on X. Let D be an ample Q-Weil divisor
on X. If OX(⌊iD⌋) is an invertible sheaf for each i ∈ Z, then Γ∗(X,F ,D) is a generalized Cohen-
Macaulay Z-graded R(X,D)-module. In particular, Γ∗(X,F ,D) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay if
either of the following conditions holds:

(i) X is locally factorial.
(ii) R(X,D) satisfies the Goto-Watanabe condition (#) (e.g., if R(X,D) is standard graded).
(iii) D is an (integral) ample Cartier divisor.

Proof. Note that M = Γ∗(X,F ,D) is a finitely generated module over R(X,D) by Remark 2.6(v).
In the case (i), every Weil divisor is Cartier, so OX(⌊iD⌋) is an invertible sheaf for every i ∈ Z
([Ha83, Proposition 6.11 or Corollary 6.16]). In the case (iii), we are in the situation of (ii) by
Remark 2.4. Finally, in the case where (ii) holds, all OX(⌊iD⌋) are invertible sheaves by [GoWa78,
Lemma 5.1.2]. Thus, it suffices to prove the lemma by assuming that all rank 1 reflexive sheaves
OX(⌊iD⌋) are invertible sheaves. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: D is a very ample integral Cartier divisor. In this case, there is a closed immersion f :

X → Pn such that OX(D) ∼= f∗
(
OPn(1)

)
. Setting G := f∗(F), we have

H i
(
X,F ⊗OX(mD)

)
= H i

(
Pn,G ⊗ OPn(m)

)

for each m and i by [Ke80, Corollary 3] as well as the Projection Formula (see [Gr61, Proposition
(12.2.3)] and also [Ha83, II, Exercise 5.1(d)(Projection Formula)]). Note that Gx is a Cohen-
Macaulay OPn,x-module for each x ∈ Supp(G) by our hypothesis, so we claim that

N =
⊕

m∈Z

H0
(
Pn,G ⊗OPn(m)

)

has finite length local cohomologies supported at the irrelevant ideal of k[x0, . . . , xn] (exclud-
ing the top local cohomology). Indeed for any homogeneous prime ideal p ⊂ k[x0, . . . , xn] not
containing (x0, . . . , xn), we have N(p) = (N(p))[0][T, T

−1] for some degree 1 invertible element
T ∈ k[x0, . . . , xn](p). The Cohen-Macaulay property of Gx implies the same property on (N(p))[0].
Thus N(p) and so Np are Cohen-Macaulay. This observation together with [BrSh13, Graded Annihi-
lator and Finiteness Theorem 14.3.10] shows that N is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay module over
k[x0, . . . , xn]/0 :k[x] N . So the desired finite length property holds by [BrSh13, 4.2.1 Independence
Theorem]. From Remark 2.6(iii) and (vi), we get

H0
R(X,D)+

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
= 0 = H1

R(X,D))+

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
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and also we get

H i+1
R(X,D)+

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
[m]

= H i
(
X,F⊗OX (mD)

)
= H i

(
Pn,G⊗OPn(m)

)
=

(
H i+1

(x0,...,xn)
(N)

)
[m]

= 0

for |m| ≫ 0 and 1 ≤ i < dim(X). So Γ∗(X,F ,D) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay.
Step 2: the general case. Pick some N ∈ N such that ND is a very ample integral Cartier divisor.

Then for each i ∈ Z, the coherent sheaf F ⊗OX(⌊iD⌋) is maximal Cohen-Macaulay, because so is
F and OX(⌊iD⌋) is a line bundle by our assumption. Thus applying Step 1 to each of the maximal
Cohen-Macaulay sheaves F ⊗ OX(⌊iD⌋) for 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 and to the fixed very ample integral
Cartier divisor ND, there is a unified choice of m with

Hj
R(X,D)+

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
[i+Nk]

= Hj−1
(
X,F ⊗OX

(
⌊(i+ kN)D⌋

))

= Hj−1
(
X, (F ⊗OX(⌊iD⌋)) ⊗OX(kND)

)
= 0

for |k| ≥ m, 1 − N ≤ i ≤ N − 1 and 2 ≤ j ≤ dimX (the first equality in this display holds in
view of Remark 2.6(iii)). From these vanishings, for all but finitely many components as well as
depth

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
≥ 2 (Remark 2.6(vi)), we deduce our desired conclusion that Γ∗(X,F ,D) is

generalized Cohen-Macaulay. �

Now we show that the existence of a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module over an N0-graded normal
domain R whose degree 0 part is an F -finite field depends on the existence of a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay sheaf on X = Proj(R), provided X is locally factorial. This follows from the following
corollary in conjunction with Remark 2.6(i). In particular, if some generalized section ring of
an ample Q-divisor on X admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module, then so does every such a
generalized section ring. The dimension restriction in the statement of the next lemma is assumed
only because instances of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over prime characteristic N0-graded
domains of dimension ≤ 3 are already known.

Corollary 4.5. Let X be a normal projective variety of dimension ≥ 3 over an F -finite field k and
let D be an ample Q-Weil divisor. Assume that OX(⌊iD⌋) is an invertible sheaf for each i ∈ Z,
which is the case whenever X is locally factorial, or D is integral (and Cartier) or R(X,D) satisfies
the Goto-Watanabe condition (#).

(i) R(X,D) admits a graded maximal Cohen-Macaulay module if and only if there is a maximal
Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on X.

(ii) If X is locally factorial, then R(X,D) admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module pro-
vided the generalized section ring of any ample Q-divisor over X admits a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay module.

Proof. (i): Although one side is a folklore fact, we illustrate it for the convenience of the reader
(the Q-divisor case is less treated in the literature). Let M be a graded maximal Cohen-Macaulay
R(X,D)-module, and let N be a positive integer such that ND is very ample so that R(X,ND) =
R(X,D)(N) is a standard graded subring of R(X,D). By our hypothesis, M is also a maximal
Cohen-Macaulay R(X,ND)-module (Remark 2.6 (vii)) and so is its graded R(X,ND)-direct sum-

mand M (N). There is an open cover {D+(fi)}
m
i=1 of X, where f1, . . . , fm is a k-vector space basis

of R(X,ND)[1] = R(X,D)[N ]. Since
(
M

(N)
fi

)
[0]

=
(
Mfi

)
[0]

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, so M̃ = M̃ (N) are

the same coherent sheaves on X = Proj
(
R(X,D)

)
= Proj

(
R(X,ND)

)
. Consequently, without

loss of generality, we can assume that D is very ample and R(X,D) is standard. In this case, we
have M(p) = (M(p))[0][T, T

−1] and R(p) = (R(p))[0][T, T
−1] for some variable T of degree 1 and each

p ∈ X and so the statement holds.
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Conversely suppose that F is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on X and consider the Z-graded
R(X,D)-module Γ∗(X,F ,D) which is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay R(X,D)-module by Lemma
4.4. Then our statement follows from Proposition 4.1, as depthR

(
Γ∗(X,F ,D)

)
≥ 2 by Remark

2.6(vi).
(ii): This part is an immediate consequence of (i). �

A sufficient condition involved in the statement of Corollary 4.5 was the case where X is locally
factorial. This condition is satisfied for instance if R is a factorial domain whose defining Q-divisor
D satisfies a further condition:

Lemma 4.6. Let R be a factorial N0-graded domain such that R[0] is a field of arbitrary character-
istic. Let D be the defining ample Q-divisor of R on X := Proj(R), i.e. R = R(X,D) (see Remark
2.6(i)). Let L be the least common multiple of the denominators qV appearing in the presentation
D =

∑
prime divisor V

(pV /qV )V , where for each V the two integers pV , qV are coprime and qV ≥ 1.

Then the following statements hold.

(i) Proj(R) is almost locally factorial in the sense that each of its local rings has torsion divisor
class group.

(ii) X is locally factorial if and only if the integral divisor LD is a Cartier divisor.
(iii) If R = K[x, y, z] where x (respectively, y and z) has degree 2 (respectively, 3 and 4), then

Proj(R) is almost locally factorial but it is not locally factorial.

Proof. (i): Since R(X,D) is factorial by our hypothesis, it turns out from [Wa81, Corollary 1.7
and Theorem 1.6] that Cl(X) = {kLD : k ∈ Z}. Since some multiple ND of D generates an
(ample) invertible sheaf as the Q-divisor D is ample, hence LND is Cartier and it follows that
Cl(X)/Pic(X) is torsion. Let x ∈ X be any point and let U := Spec(A) ⊂ X be an affine open
neighborhood of x ∈ X. Set Ax := OX,x. Then we want to show that Cl(Ax) is torsion. To this
aim, letting p ⊂ Ax be a prime ideal of height one, we will show that there is some N > 0 such that
the reflexive closure of pN is principal by the definition of the divisor class group. Lift p to a prime
ideal q ⊂ A via the localization map. So q defines a Weil prime divisor V (q) ⊂ U . Denote by D′ the
Zariski closure of V (q) in X. So D′ defines a Weil divisor on X (see [GöWe10, Proposition 11.40],
or [Ha83, II, Proposition 6.5(a)]). Since the quotient group Cl(X)/Pic(X) is torsion, there exists
N > 0 such that ND′ is locally principal, which gives that the reflexive closure of pN is principal.
Hence we proved that Cl(Ax) is torsion, as desired.

2

(ii): Suppose that the integral Weil divisor LD is Cartier. Then we get Cl(X) = Pic(X) = Z[LD]
by the proof of part (i). We can repeat the same argument of (i) to show that Cl(OX,x) = 0 for
every x ∈ X. Hence X is locally factorial. Conversely, suppose that X is locally factorial. Then
the statement holds in view of [Ha83, II, Proposition 6.11].

(iii): It is readily seen that the affine open subset (RZ)[0] of X = Proj(R) is

K[x2/z, y4/z3, xy2/z2] ∼= K[a, b, c]/(ab − c2),

which is not factorial (see [Gr91, Example 2.3]). Alternatively, we can appeal to [Ro84, Theorem
2.7] to conclude that X is not locally factorial. �

Remark 4.7. In [Ta17], it is proved that the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture can be reduced
to the case of existence of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over some excellent (incomplete)
factorial domain that is a homomorphic image of a regular local ring. Using a graded analogue

2In [Gr67, Corollaire (21.6.10)], it is proved that Cl(X)/Pic(X) is trivial if and only if X is locally factorial.
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of the methods used in the proof of [Ta17], one can see that the existence of a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay module over an N0-graded normal domain R, with R[0] an F -finite field, reduces to
the existence of a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module over an Z-graded factorial domain U that
is possibly not positively graded with U[0] a field (depending on the degrees of the generators of
the prime almost complete intersection ideal involved in the construction). The case where U is
N0-graded and U[0] is a field can be useful for relaxing the factorial condition in the statement of
Corollary 4.5. At the time of writing this paper, we do not know how to reduce ourselves to the
case of such N0-graded factorial domains in general.

One may ask whether the converse of Proposition 4.1 holds, i.e. whether Cohen-Macaulayness of
some M (pe,j) forces M to be generalized Cohen-Macaulay. This question is considerable from the
small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture point of view, because an affirmative answer makes no chance
for any R(pe,j) to be Cohen-Macaulay provided R is not generalized Cohen-Macaulay. As a second
application of Lemma 4.4, one observes that the converse of proposition 4.1 holds under a ubiquitous
condition. However, Corollary 4.8 does not say anything about the case of a generalized section
ring of a non-integral ample Q-divisor even over a locally factorial projective variety.

Corollary 4.8. Let R be a Noetherian normal N0-graded domain of dimension ≥ 2, where R[0] is
an F -finite field and let M be a finitely generated Z-graded module of depth ≥ 2. Suppose that R
satisfies the Goto-Watanabe condition (#) (e.g. R is standard or is the section ring of an ample

integral (Cartier) divisor on Proj(R)). If the Veronese module M (pe,j) is Cohen-Macaulay for a
single choice (e, j) such that e ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ pe − 1, then M is generalized Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Since we have M (pe,j) = M(j)(p
e), after replacing M with M(j) if necessary, we can assume

that M (pe) is maximal Cohen-Macaulay. Let f1, . . . , fn be a sequence of homogeneous elements
of R all of the same degree kpe for some fixed k, e ∈ N, which generate an ideal primary to R+.
By our hypothesis, M (pe) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R(pe)-module (Remark 2.2(iv)). Since
(
M

(pe)
fi

)
[0]

= (Mfi)[0] for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, M̃ (pe) = M̃ is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on

X := Proj(R(pe)) = Proj(R) (see the first paragraph of the proof of Corollary 4.5). Thus since
OX(n) is an invertible sheaf for each n ∈ Z by our hypothesis and [Wa81, Lemma 5.1.2], we

conclude from Lemma 4.4 that Γ∗(X, M̃ ) = Γ∗

(
X, M̃,OX(1)

)
is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay

R-module (recall that R = R
(
X,OX (1)

)
by the normality of R). Finally, from the exact sequence

0 → ΓR+(M) → M → Γ∗(X, M̃ ) → H1
R+

(M) → 0 by [GoWa78, 5.1.6(i)] as well as our depth

hypothesis on M , we get M ∼= Γ∗(X, M̃ ) and so the corollary follows. �

In spite of Corollary 4.8, it is still possible that F e
∗ (R) admits a Cohen-Macaulay direct summand

even when R is not generalized Cohen-Macaulay. However, this Cohen-Macaulay direct summand
is not expected to be some Veronese submodule R(pe,j) anymore because of Corollary 4.8 (if R is
not generalized Cohen-Macaulay). We give an example which can arise as a polynomial extension
of a graded generalized Cohen-Macaulay domain (such a polynomial extension is not generalized
Cohen-Macaulay). To this aim, we need the following new definition.

Definition 4.9. Let C be a Noetherian Z-graded ring and let X := X1, . . . ,Xc be a sequence of
indeterminates over C such that degree(Xi) = hi, where hi is possibly zero. Consider C[X] as
an Z-graded ring via the total degree obtained by sum of degrees of elements appearing in each
monomial. Fix some e ∈ N, 0 ≤ i ≤ pe−1 and t = (t1, . . . , tc) ∈ Nc

0 such that 0 ≤ t1, . . . , tc ≤ pe−1.
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Then, we define C[X](p
e,i,t) as

C[X](p
e,i,t) =

⊕

k∈Z

( ⊕

n∈Nc
0

C
[(k−

c∑

u=1
nuhu)pe+i−

c∑

u=1
tuhu]

Xn1pe+t1
1 · · ·Xncpe+tc

c

)
.

Lemma 4.10. With the notation and hypothesis of Definition 4.9, the following statements hold.

(i) C[X](p
e,i,t) admits a 1

peZ-graded C[X]-module whose h
pe -th component with h = kpe + j is




0, j 6= i⊕
n∈Nc

0

C
[(k−

c∑

u=1
nuhu)pe+i−

c∑

u=1
tuhu]

Xn1pe+t1
1 · · ·Xncpe+tc

c ⊆ C[X][h], j = i .

(ii) The Veronese module C[X](p
e,i) as a graded C[X]-module admits the graded decomposition

C[X](p
e,i) ∼=

⊕

t∈Nc
0

0≤t1,...,tc≤pe−1

C[X](p
e,i,t).

(iii) Let hu = 1 for each 1 ≤ u ≤ c. For some fixed 0 ≤ i ≤ pe − 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ i, we set
t := (0, . . . , 0, j, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Nc

0 where j appears at some (arbitrary) u-th spot. Then

C[X](p
e,i,t)/XC[X](p

e,i,t) ∼= C(pe,i−j) as C-modules.

Proof. The proof is easy and is left to the reader. �

Corollary 4.11. Let R be a generalized Cohen-Macaulay Z-graded F -finite local domain. Consider
the polynomial extension A := R[X] of R at finitely many variables. Then F e

∗ (A) comprises a
maximal Cohen-Macaulay direct summand.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, R(pe,i) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module for some e, i. So in view of
Lemma 4.10(iii), it suffices to notice that X is a regular sequence on R[X](p

e,i,0) which is immediate

as R[X](p
e,i,0) is a direct summand of F e

∗ (A) in view of Lemma 4.10(ii) and Remark 2.2(iii). �

At the time of writing the paper, the authors do not know whether an analogue of Corollary
4.11 is imaginable/provable for a non-trivial deformation of a generalized Cohen-Macaulay graded
local domain.

4.2. Cohen-Macaulay direct summands of Frobenius direct images. We continue by pre-
senting additional instances of graded local rings admitting a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module.
First, we have to return to the local case. In [Sc17], it is proved that an F -split complete local ring
admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module if it has dimension 3. In higher dimension, as shown
in the next lemma, the same result holds for an F -pure (complete) ring provided it is general-
ized Cohen-Macaulay. The difference is that in dimension 3, F -split rings may not be generalized
Cohen-Macaulay and so the resulting maximal Cohen-Macaulay module occurs as the canonical
module ωM of M , where M is the complement of R as a direct summand in F∗(R). If R is F -pure
and generalized Cohen-Macaulay, the complement M of R is maximal Cohen-Macaulay (in fact,
the proof of [Sc17] is more complicated than the proof of Lemma 4.12(i), because one has to prove
the Cohen-Macaulayness of ωM which requires more work):

Lemma 4.12. Let (R,m) be an F -finite F -split (equivalently, F -pure) generalized Cohen-Macaulay
local ring and let F∗(R) = R⊕M .

(i) If R/m is perfect, then M is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-module.
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(ii) If R/m is imperfect but R has a coefficient field (e.g. if R is complete), then R admits a
maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-module (which is possibly not M).

Proof. (i): The decomposition F∗(R) = R⊕M yields

(4.3) F∗

(
H i

m(R)
)
∼= H i

m

(
F∗(R)

)
= H i

m(R)⊕H i
m(M)

for each i ∈ N0. On the other hand, in view of perfectness of R/m, one can readily see that

ℓ
(
F∗

(
H i

m(R)
))

= ℓ
(
H i

m(R)
)

for all i, thus by applying the length function to (4.3), we get

ℓ
(
H i

m(M)
)
= 0 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ dim(R)− 1.

(ii): By our hypothesis, we have a coefficient field K of R. Then m∞ := m(R ⊗K K∞) is
a maximal ideal of R ⊗K K∞ and (R ⊗K K∞)m∞

is Noetherian by [Ta21, Proposition 2.2.12].
Consequently, R → (R⊗K K∞)m∞

is a flat weakly unramified local homomorphism of Noetherian
local rings whose target has the perfect residue field K∞. It turns out that RK∞ := (R⊗K K∞)m∞

is also F -pure by virtue of [Ab01, Proposition 3.3(1)]. Thus from part (i), we conclude that MK∞ is
a maximal Cohen-Macaulay RK∞-module, where MK∞ is the complement of RK∞ in F e

∗ (RK∞) as
a direct summand. Let H be a matrix of elements of mRK∞ that are involved in the presentation
of MK∞ by finite free RK∞-modules. There are only finitely many scalars in K∞ that appear in H,
and after adjoining them to K, we get a finite purely inseparable extension L/K, mL := m(R⊗KL),
and an (R⊗K L)mL

-module N such that N ⊗(R⊗KL)mL
(R ⊗K K∞)m∞

∼= MK∞ . Consequently, N

is maximal Cohen-Macaulay as an (R⊗K L)mL
-module and as an R-module. �

For the graded version of the previous lemma, we are able to decrease the codimension of the
non-F -pure locus and the non-Cohen-Macaulay locus.

Corollary 4.13. Let R be an N0-graded normal domain over an F -finite field K := R[0] with

algebraic closure Kalg such that the following hold.

(i) All local rings of Proj(R⊗K Kalg) are F -pure and generalized Cohen-Macaulay (e.g. R⊗K

Kalg is F -pure and generalized Cohen-Macaulay at each homogeneous non-maximal prime
ideal).

(ii) Either Proj(R) is locally factorial (e.g. R is factorial as in Lemma 4.6(ii)), or R satisfies
the Goto-Watanabe condition (#) (e.g. R is standard or the section ring of an integral
ample (Cartier) divisor).

Then R admits a Z-graded maximal Cohen-Macaulay module.

Proof. Let us show that X := Proj(R) admits a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf. Then our state-
ment follows from Corollary 4.5. Without loss of generality, we can assume that R has dimension
≥ 4.

For any K-scheme Y and any field extension F/K, we denote the base change Y ×K F by the
abbreviated notation YF . Indeed, XKalg = Proj(R ⊗K Kalg). Let {Ui}

n
i=1 be an affine cover of

X and set G := F∗(OX
Kalg

)/OX
Kalg

. In view of Lemma 4.12(i), G|UiKalg
= F∗(OUiKalg)/OUiKalg

is
a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on the affine open subset UiKalg of XKalg for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
because the localization of the finitely generated Kalg-algebra UiKalg at any closed point of UiKalg

has the perfect residue field Kalg. Thus G is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay OX
Kalg

-module. Let

s⊕

k=1

OX
Kalg

(nk)
H
→

t⊕

k=1

OX
Kalg

(mk) → G → 0

be a presentation of G ([Ha83, Corollary 5.18 and Proposition 5.7]). There is a finite extension L of
K containing all coefficients in Kalg appearing in the matrix of some H|UiKalg

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n (we
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are assuming the twisted structure sheaves are free on the affine cover). Our choice of L enables us
to consider the coherent OXL

-module GL as the cokernel of

s⊕

k=1

OXL
(nk)

HL→
t⊕

k=1

OXL
(mk),

where HL is defined by glueing via HL|UiL
= H|UiKalg

. From flatness of π : XKalg → XL as well as

the identity G = π∗(GL), we deduce that GL is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay OXL
-module. Finally,

as π′ : XL → X is a finite morphism, π′
∗(GL) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay OX -module. �

Remark 4.14. Let R be a normal graded ring as in the statement of Corollary 4.13 such that
X := Proj(R) is not necessarily F -pure or generalized Cohen-Macaulay. Let π : Y → X := Proj(R)
be a regular alteration of X (Y is a nonsingular projective variety). We recall that the pushforward
along π preserves coherence, because π is proper. The question on the existence of coherent OY -
modules whose pushforward along π are maximal Cohen-Macaulay OX-modules does not seem
to be studied in the literature, although an affine version of such an example can be found in
the proof of [Sc17, Proposition 4.11]. A similar intriguing result has been established originally
by Roberts ([Ro80]) in equal characteristic zero in order to provide an alternative proof for the
New Intersection Theorem in equal characteristic zero without reduction to prime characteristic:
the derived pushforward of the structure sheaf of a resolution of singularity of a local ring S
of a projective variety over a field of characteristic zero is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay complex
of S-modules. This was improved later in the recent work of Iyengar, Ma, Schwede and Walker
([IyMaScWa21]), where the authors show that the “dualizing complex dual of the canonical module”
provides another instance of a maximal Cohen-Macaulay complex (over any local ring admitting
a dualizing complex). While maximal Cohen-Macaulay complexes can successfully be applied to
take on some roles which maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules play, it is not always the case that
maximal Cohen-Macaulay complexes can be a substitute for maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
(see e.g. [IyMaScWa21, Remark 3.17]).

Now we examine the reason of assuming the perfectness on the residue field in the statement of
Theorem 1.2. It turns out that while the perfectness assumption was removable in Proposition 4.1
in the setting of graded rings and Veronese submodules, it is essential in the local setting, as the
following proposition shows.

Proposition 4.15. There exists a local (non-graded) F -finite domain (R,m), together with a
torsion-free generalized Cohen-Macaulay Rmodule M , such that the following hold.

(1) F e
∗ (M) decomposes into ne-number of non-zero R-direct summands Me,0, . . . ,Me,ne with
lim
e→∞

ne = ∞.

(2) No direct summand Me,i of F
e
∗ (M) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module.

Proof. Suppose the contrary to get a contradiction. Let R be a normal N0-graded local domain such
that R[0] is an F -finite field and the R-modules R(pe,i) are all non-Cohen-Macaulay. For instance, in
view of Corollary 4.8, we can take R as any non-generalized Cohen-Macaulay standard N0-graded
normal domain with R[0] an F -finite field. Then the localizations of R are F -finite. Moreover, we
have the decompositions

F e
∗ (R) =

pe−1⊕

i=0

R(pe,i), F e′
∗ (R(pe,i)) =

pe
′

−1⊕

j=0

R(pe+e′ ,jpe+i)
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(see Remark 2.2 (iii) and (vi)). Notice that the support of each non-zero direct summand R(pe,i)

coincides with Spec(R), because R is assumed to be a domain. Since R is a finitely generated over
a field, the non-Cohen-Macaulay locus of any finitely generated R-module is Zariski-closed. Let the
symbol non-CM(M) denote the non-Cohen-Macaulay locus of a finitely generated R-module M .
Let p be a minimal prime ideal of non-CM(R). Then Rp is generalized Cohen-Macaulay by [BrSh13,

9.5.1 Faltings’ Annihilator Theorem] and F e
∗ (Rp) =

(
F e
∗ (R)

)
p
=

⊕pe

i=0(R
(pe,i))p decomposes into

strictly increasing number of non-zero direct summands tending to infinity as e increases (see

Remark 2.2 (vii)). In particular by our hypothesis, some (R(pe1 ,i1))p is Cohen-Macaulay. Now let q
be a minimal member of

non-CM(R(pe1 ,i1)) ⊆ non-CM
(
F e1
∗ (R)

)
\{p} = non-CM(R)\{p}.

Then (R(pei ,i1))q is a generalized-Cohen-Macaulay module over Rq whose Frobenius direct images
decompose as

F e′
∗

(
(R(pe1 ,i1))q

)
=

(
F e′
∗ (R(pe1 ,i1))

)
q
=

pe
′

−1⊕

j=0

(R(pe1+e′ ,jpe1+i1))q =

pe
′

−1⊕

j=0

((
R(pe1 ,i1))(p

e′ ,j)
)
q

in view of Remark 2.2(vi). Thus by generalized Cohen-Macaulay property and Remark 2.2(vii) as
well as our hypothesis, some

(R(pe2:=e1+e′ , i2:=jpe1+i1))q

is Cohen-Macaulay. That is,

non-CM(R(pe2 ,i2)) ⊆ non-CM
(
R(pe1 ,i1)

)
\{q} ⊆ non-CM(R)\{p, q}.

Since non-CM(R) is Zariski-closed, it has finitely many minimal members. So by repeating this

procedure, we may assume that the codimension of the non-Cohen-Macaulay locus of some R(pen ,in)

is strictly greater than that of R. Proceeding in this way, we may increase strictly the codimension
of the non-Cohen-Macaulay locus of some F -components, to max it out to be ∞, and thus to arrive
eventually at some Cohen-Macaulay F -component R(peb ,ib) of R for some large eb and ib. This is a
contradiction. �

Remark 4.16. (i) By taking the pRp-adic completion of Rp and (R(pe,k))p in the proof of
Proposition 4.15, one can conclude that there is a complete local F -finite ring admitting a
generalized Cohen-Macaulay moduleM as in Proposition 4.15 such that no direct summand
Me,i of F

e
∗ (M) is Cohen-Macaulay.

(ii) It is readily seen that the class of F -decomposing modules introduced in [Sc17, page 272]
is a subclass of finitely generated modules M for which F e

∗ (M) decomposes into ne number
of non-zero direct summands with lim

e→∞
ne = ∞. The localized Veronese modules involved

in the proof of Proposition 4.15 are instances of F -decomposing modules.
(iii) One may ask whether the non-graded version of Proposition 4.1 holds for generalized Cohen-

Macaulay localizations of R or M by adding more conditions on R or M . An affirmative
answer to this question might be useful to the small Cohen-Macaulay conjecture in a positive
direction. One answer would be to have some M with a similar decomposition such that
lim
e→∞

ne
pαe = ∞, where α = max{logp[k(p) : k(p)

p] : p ∈ SpecR} (that is a finite number) and

k(p) = Rp/pRp. However, this condition, on the one hand, is possibly stronger than what is
really sufficient and on the other hand, it is apparently out of reach. For instance, in the case
of Corollary 4.11, each F e

∗ (R[X]) decomposes into at most p2e number of non-zero direct
summands and some (non-Veronese) direct summand of F e

∗ (R[X]) is Cohen-Macaulay.
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Let us give an alternative proof of Proposition 4.1. To ensure that there is a homogeneous (full)
system of parameters for R, we need to replace the Z-graded assumption with being positively
graded over an F -finite field R[0] in the next proposition.

Proposition 4.17. Suppose that R is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay N0-graded local domain whose
degree zero part is an F -finite field K of characteristic p > 0 with [K : Kp] = pα. Then some direct
summand R(pe,i) of F e

∗ (R) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module.

Proof. We may and do assume that R has positive dimension. Set RK∞ := R⊗KK∞. Then RK∞ is
an N0-graded generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with perfect residue field of positive characteristic.
Notice that it is not necessary to assume that RK∞ is a domain, because this property was used

to say that almost all direct summands R
(pe,i)
K∞ are non-zero modules of dimension dimR. However,

this latter desired property transfers from R to R ⊗K K∞ without the domain assumption. The

same argument is valid when applying Theorem 1.1 to RK∞ to deduce that some R
(pe,i)
K∞ is Cohen-

Macaulay.
So N := RK∞

(pe,i) is an N0-graded maximal Cohen-Macaulay RK∞-module for some choices of
e and i by Theorem 1.1. There is a natural surjection of N0-graded RK∞-modules

η : M := R(pe,i) ⊗K K∞
։ N := RK∞

(pe,i) defined by rj ⊗ kp
−n

7→ rj ⊗ kp
e−n

.

Notice that each graded part M[j] = F e
∗ (R[j])⊗K K∞ (with j ≡ i (mod pe)) of M has K∞-vector

space dimension: pαe · dimK R[j], while the K∞-vector space dimension of

N[j] = F e
∗ (R[j] ⊗K K∞)

agrees with dimK R[j]. It follows that the Hilbert series of the kernel L of the RK∞-epimorphism
η satisfies

(4.4) HL(t) = (pαe − 1)HN (t).

Pick a homogeneous system of parameters x for R and let di denote the degree of xi. Let A be
a graded Noether normalization for R whose regular system of parameters is x, which gives the
normalization AK∞ → RK∞ with the same regular system of parameters x. Applying the functor
−⊗AK∞

(
AK∞/xAK∞

)
to the exact sequence 0 → L →֒ M ։ N → 0, we get the exact sequence:

(4.5) 0 → L/xL → M/xM → N/xN → 0,

due to the Cohen-Macaulay property of N and regularity of AK∞. For any j with j ≡ i (mod pe),
(4.6)

dimK∞

(
M/xM

)
[j]

= dimK∞ F e
∗

(
R[j]/(

dimR∑

i=1

xp
e

i R[j−dipe])
)
⊗KK∞ = pαe dimK R[j]/(

dimR∑

i=1

xp
e

i R[j−dipe]),

and likewise
(4.7)

dimK∞

(
N/xN

)
[j]

= dimK∞ F e
∗

(
R[j]/(

dimR∑

i=1

xp
e

i R[j−dipe])⊗K K∞
)
= dimK R[j]/(

dimR∑

i=1

xp
e

i R[j−dipe])

for any j. It follows that dimK∞(M/xM) = pαe dimK∞(N/xN). Moreover, in view of (4.5), we
have

µAK∞ (L) = dimK∞(L/xL) = dimK∞(M/xM)− dimK∞(N/xN) = (pαe − 1) dimK∞(N/xN)

= (pαe − 1)µAK∞ (N).
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In view of (4.6) and (4.7), there is a degree-preserving one-to-one correspondence between the

minimal generators of L and those of
⊕pαe−1

i=1 N . In conjunction with the fact that N is a
graded free AK∞-module, this implies that there is a well-defined homogeneous AK∞-epimorphism⊕pαe−1

i=1 N ։ L whose kernel has to be trivial. If otherwise, the identity (4.4) is violated. �
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