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3 SPLITTING CRITERIA FOR PROJECTIVE MODULES

OVER POLYNOMIAL ALGEBRAS

SOURJYA BANERJEE AND MRINAL KANTI DAS

ABSTRACT. This article investigates the splitting problem for finitely generated projec-

tive modules P over polynomial algebras A[T ] on various base rings, where rank(P ) =

dim(A). Our main approaches are (1) in terms of generic sections, and (2) in terms

of monic inversion principles. We prove that if P has a complete intersection generic

section, then it splits off a free summand of rank one, where A is an affine algebra

over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 6= 2. We give a partial answer to an

old question due to Roitman on monic inversion principle for projective modules over

affine Z-algebras. Whenever A is an affine algebra over Fp, we prove a monic inversion

principle for ideals. We further exhibit some applications.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be a commutative Noetherian ring of (Krull) dimension d and P be a finitely

generated projective A-module. J. P. Serre [26] proved that P splits off a free summand

of rank one whenever rank(P ) > d. Due to a well-known example of the projective

module corresponding to the tangent bundle of an even dimensional real sphere, this

result is the best possible in general. Therefore, investigating conditions under which a

projective module (having rank less than or equal to the dimension of the ring) to split

off a free summand of rank one becomes one of the recurrent themes in this area.

In this article we investigate splitting criteria for projective modules defined over

polynomial algebras using two approaches. We elaborate them below.

1.1. In terms of generic sections. Let Q be a projective A-module. A remarkable result

of Eisenbud-Evans [14] tells us that most of the A-linear maps Q → A has the property

that the image ideal has height at least the rank of Q. A surjection α : Q →→ I is called

a generic surjection of Q if ht(I) = rank(Q) (in that case, I will be called a generic section

of Q). N. Mohan Kumar [19] proved the following:
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Theorem 1.1. [19] Let A be an affine algebra of dimension d ≥ 2 over an algebraically closed

field k and P be a projective A-module of rank d. Then P splits off a free summand of rank one

if and only if there exists a generic section I of P such that I is generated by d elements.

Note that such a result is not possible if the ground field is not algebraically closed,

as evidenced by the same example on the tangent bundle of the real 2-sphere, men-

tioned earlier. Further, over algebraically closed ground fields, investigating the ex-

istence of such a criterion when rank(P ) < dim(A), becomes the next challenge in

this theme. In this regard, we consider polynomial algebras. We prove the following

theorem.

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 3.5) Let A be an affine algebra of dimension d ≥ 2 over an alge-

braically closed field k where char(k) 6= 2. Let P be a projective A[T ]-module of rank d with

trivial determinant. Assume that there exists a generic section I of P such that I is generated

by d elements. Then P splits a free summand of rank one.

In the case when char(k) = 0, the above result was proved by S. M. Bhatwadekar

and R. Sridharan [8, Theorem 4.5].

With the same A as in the above theorem, we obtain a corollary: Any stably free A[T ]-

module of rank d always splits a free summand of rank one.

If the base field is Fp, M. K. Das [11] proved that the nature of the generic section

dictates the splitting problem for P for rank(P ) = dim(A)− 1. In particular, he proved

the following:

Theorem 1.3. [11, Theorem 5.1 and 5.8] Let p 6= 2 and A be an affine algebra of dimension

d over Fp. Let P be a projective A-module of rank d − 1 with trivial determinant. Moreover

assume that either of the following conditions hold:

(1) d ≥ 3 and A is smooth or;

(2) d ≥ 5 and 1
(d−1)! ∈ A.

Then P splits off a free summand of rank one if and only if there exists a generic section I of P

such that I is generated by d− 1 elements.

Here we would like to take the opportunity to remark on the significance of the

hypothesis: “smoothness”, or (d − 1)! being invertible. A critical inspection of his

proofs indicates that he used some cancellation results in his arguments. While dealing

with cancellation problems, the hypothesis (d − 1)! is invertible, is fundamental in the

literature due to the seminal technique of factorial rows, introduced by Swan-Tower

and Suslin. In the other situation whenever the ring is smooth, he used much stronger

result due to Fasel [15], to establish the same. But whenever the ring has polynomial
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structure, we show that one can give a complete solution, without even using such a

strong cancellation result as of Fasel. In particular, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem 7.3) Let p 6= 2 and A be an affine Fp-algebra of dimension d ≥ 2.

Let P be a projective A[T ]-module of rank d with trivial determinant. Then P splits off a free

summand of rank one if and only if there exists a generic section I of P such that I is generated

by d elements.

Using similar techniques as above we observe that, with the help of [13, Theorem

1.2] one can improve Theorem 1.3. In particular, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.5. Let p 6= 2, 3 and A be an affine algebra of dimension d ≥ 5 over Fp. Let P be a

projective A-module of rank d − 1 with trivial determinant. Then P splits off a free summand

of rank one if and only if there exists a generic section I of P such that I is generated by d− 1

elements.

1.2. In terms of monic inversion principles. Recall that the ring A(T ) is obtained from

the polynomial ring A[T ] by inverting all monic polynomials. The following question

is due to Roitman [25]:

Question 1.6. Let A be a commutative Noetherian ring of dimension d ≥ 2 and P be

a projective A[T ]-module of rank d. Suppose that there exists a surjection α : P →→ I ,

where I ⊂ A[T ] is an ideal. Moreover assume that I contains a monic polynomial in T .

Then does P split a free summand of rank one ?

The above question is open in general. In the same paper Roitman answered the

question affirmatively over local rings. Later S. M. Bhatwadekar and R. Sridharan [8,

Theorem 3.4] gave an affirmative answer when the ring contains an infinite field.

We give an affirmative answer to the above question over finite Z-algebras. We

prove:

Theorem 1.7. (Theorem 4.2) Let A be a finite Z-algebra of dimension d ≥ 2 such that there

exists an integer n ≥ 2 that is invertible in A. Let P be a projective A[T ]-module of rank d

with trivial determinant, and I ⊂ A[T ] be an ideal of height d containing a monic polynomial

in T . Suppose that there exists a surjection α : P →→ I . Then P splits a free summand of rank

one.

On a related note, let us recall the following question on “monic inversion principle”

for ideals. The notation µ(−) stands for the minimal number of generators.

Question 1.8. Let A be a commutative Noetherian ring of dimension d ≥ 2 and I ⊂
R[T ] be an ideal such that ht(I) = µ(I/I2) = d. Moreover assume that I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉+
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I2. Suppose that there exists Fi ∈ IA(T ) such that IA(T ) = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉, with Fi − fi ∈
IA(T )2. Then does there exist gi ∈ I , such that I = 〈g1, ..., gd〉, with gi − fi ∈ I2 ?

Question 1.8 has a negative answer for d = 2 ( see [5, Example 3.15] ). Whenever

d ≥ 3 this question has an affirmative answer in the following cases :

• A is a local ring [9, Proposition 5.8(1)].

• A is an affine domain over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero [9,

Proposition 5.8(2)].

• A is a regular domain which is essentially of finite type over an infinite perfect

field k of characteristic unequal to 2 [12, Theorem 5.11].

• A is a real affine domain such that: either there are no real maximal ideals, or

the intersection of all real maximal ideals has height at least one [1, Theorem

5.7].

We prove the following result, using methods entirely different from the works

mentioned above.

Theorem 1.9. (Theorem 5.1) Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2 and I ⊂
R[T ] be an ideal such that ht(I) = µ(I/I2) = d. Moreover assume that I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉+ I2.

Suppose that there exists Fi ∈ IR(T ) such that IR(T ) = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉, with Fi−fi ∈ IR(T )2.

Then there exists gi ∈ I , such that I = 〈g1, ..., gd〉, where gi − fi ∈ I2.

As an application of the above result we prove some addition and subtraction prin-

ciples on R[T ], where R is an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2. Let P be

a projective R[T ]-module of rank d with a trivial determinant and χ : R[T ] ∼= ∧dP

be an isomorphism. We then assign a “local orientation” (I, ωI) ∈ Ed(R[T ]) to the

pair (P, χ) and show that P splits a free summand of rank one if and only if the

image of (I, ωI) in the group Ed(R[T ]) vanishes. Here Ed(R[T ]) is the d-th Euler class

group of R[T ]. Moreover assuming (d − 1)! is invertible, we show that Ed(R[T ]) is

the obstruction group to dictate the splitting problem of P . In [11], M. K. Das showed

that Ed−1(A) is the precise obstruction group to dictate the splitting problem, where

A is a d-dimensional smooth Fp−algebra. Here we remark that, over smooth poly-

nomial extensions since projective modules are extended, removing the “smoothness”

hypothesis is crucial.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We recollect various results from the literature. We start with a lemma of N. M.

Kumar, recast slightly to suit our needs.
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Lemma 2.1. [17] Let A be a Noetherian ring and I be an ideal of A. Let J,K be ideals of

A contained in I such that K ⊂ I2 and I = J + K . Then there exists e ∈ K such that

e(1− e) ∈ J and I = 〈J, e〉.

The following lemma is known as “Moving Lemma”. We restate it to suit our

requirements. The proof is given in [16, Corollary 2.14], (one just needs to use [10,

Theorem 2,4] in the appropriate place to establish this version).

Lemma 2.2. (Moving Lemma) Let A be a commutative Noetherian ring and I ⊂ A be an ideal

such that µ(I/I2) = n. Let I = 〈a1, ..., an〉 + I2. Then there exists an ideal J ⊂ A, either of

height n or J = A, with the property that I∩J = 〈b1, ..., bn〉, with ai−bi ∈ I2 and I+J = A.

Moreover, if A is an affine algebra over Fp of dimension n + 1 and ht(I) ≥ 1, then J can be

chosen to be co-maximal with any ideal of height ≥ 1.

The next theorem is an accumulation of results from different authors. For a proof

one can see [11, Corollary 2.4].

Theorem 2.3. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp, and let I ⊂ R be an ideal such that

dim(R/I) ≤ 1. Then, we have the following assertions:

(1) The canonical map SLn(R) →→ SLn(R/I) is surjective for n ≥ 3.

(2) If dim(R) = 3, then the canonical map SL2(R) →→ SL2(R/I) is surjective.

Then next lemma is crucial to this paper. It can be deduced following the proof of

[7, Lemma 5.3]. For the sake of completeness we give a proof. But before that we recall

a notation which will be used frequently.

Notation. Let R be a ring. For any two matrix M ∈ Mm×m(R) and N ∈ Mn×n(R), by

M ⊥ N we denote the matrix
(
M 0

0 N

)
∈ M(m+n)×(m+n)(R).

Lemma 2.4. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d + 1 ≥ 3 and I ⊂ R be an

ideal such that ht(I) = µ(I/I2) = d. Let f ∈ R/I be a unit. Let I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉 + I2. Let

α ∈ GLd(R/I), such that det(α)− f2 ∈ I and (g1, ..., gd) = (f1, ..., fd)α. If f1, ..., fd can be

lifted to a set of d generators of I , then g1, ..., gd can also be lifted to a set of d generators of I .

Proof. Let I = 〈h1, ..., hd〉 where hi−fi ∈ I2. Note that after an elementary transforma-

tion we may always assume ht(〈h1, ..., hi〉) = i, for i = 1, ..., d. Let B = R/〈h3, ..., hd〉
and ‘bar’ denote going modulo 〈h3, ..., hd〉. Then dim(B) ≤ 3.

Since f is a unit modulo I , we have g ∈ R such that fg − 1 ∈ I . Note that

(g2, h2,−h1) ∈ Um3(B). By a result Swan-Towber the unimodular row (g2, h2,−h1) is
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completable to an invertible matrix in SL3(B). Using [7, Lemma 5.2] we get τ ∈ M2(B)

such that (h1, h2)τ = (h
′

1, h
′

2), where I = 〈h′

1, h
′

2〉 and det(τ)− f2 ∈ I .

Thus in the ring R we get, I = 〈h′1, h′2, h3, ..., hd〉. Define θ = τ ⊥ Id−2 ∈ GLd(R/I).

Then note that (h1, h2, h3, ..., hd)θ = (h′1, h
′

2, h3, ..., hd) and det(θ) − f2 ∈ I . Since

det(θ) − det(α) ∈ I , there exists ǫ′ ∈ SLd(R/I) such that θǫ′ = α. Since dim(R/I) = 1,

by Theorem 2.3 the natural map SLd(R) →→ SLd(R/I) is surjective. Therefore we

can lift ǫ′ and get ǫ ∈ SLd(R) such that they are equal modulo I . Let (G1, ..., Gd) =

(h′1, h
′

2, h3, ..., hd)ǫ. Then note that I = 〈G1, ..., Gd〉. It only remains to show Gi−gi ∈ I2.

Consider any d-tuple [(a1, ..., ad)] as a map (R/I)d → I/I2 sending ei → ai mod (I2).

Then we have [(G1, ..., Gd)] = [(h′1, h
′

2, h3, ..., hd)ǫ] = [(h1, h2, h3, ..., hd)θǫ] = [(h1, ..., hd)θǫ
′] =

[(h1, ..., hd)α] = [(f1, ..., fd)α] = [(g1, ..., gd)]. This completes the proof. �

We end this section with a lemma whose proof can be found in [16, Lemma 5.5].

Lemma 2.5. Let A be a Noetherian ring and J ⊂ A be an ideal of height n. Let f ∈ A \ {0}
such that Jf is a proper ideal of Af . Assume that Jf = (a1, ..., an), where ai ∈ J . Then,

there exists σ ∈ SLn(Af ) such that (a1, ..., an)σ = (b1, ..., bn), where bi ∈ J ⊂ A and

ht(〈b1, ..., bn〉A) = n.

3. A SPLITTING CRITERION VIA PROJECTIVE GENERATION OF COMPLETE

INTERSECTION CURVES OVER ALGEBRAICALLY CLOSED FIELD OF

CHARACTERISTICS 6= 2

In this section we will first prove a cancellation result in dimension two over certain

C1 field of characteristic 6= 2. If the ring is smooth, then it is essentially contained in [28,

Theorem 2.4]. Here we drop the smoothness assumption of A. A. Suslin’s proof using

an observation, similar to Parimala’s, which is crucial in our set-up. The remaining

part of this section is devoted to rediscover some of its consequences for a splitting

criterion of projective modules. We begin with recalling the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let R be a ring. A vector (a1, ..., an) ∈ Rn is called a unimodular row of

length n if there exists (b1, ..., bn) ∈ Rn such that a1b1 + ... + anbn = 1. We will denote

Umn(R) by the set of all unimodular rows of length n.

Theorem 3.2. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 6= 2. Let R be an affine

algebra over the C1 field k(T ) of dimension 2. Then any stably free R-module is free. In

particular, Um3(R) = e1SL3(R).

Proof. First we observe that, there exists an affine k-algebra A such that S−1A = R,

where S = k[T ] \ {0}. Let η be the nilradical of R. Since the canonical map SL3(R) →
→ SL3(R/η) is surjective, it is enough to assume that R is reduced. In particular, this
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will imply that A is reduced. Let IA be the ideal defining the singular locus of A. As k

is algebraically closed, we have ht(IA) ≥ 1.

We claim that there exists a non-zero divisor a ∈ R such that Ra is smooth. Take

a non-zero divisor t ∈ IA. Now if we take a = t
1 ∈ S−1

IA, then Ra = (S−1A) t

1

=

S−1(At). Since localization preserves smoothness, Ra is smooth. As a ∈ R is a non-

zero divisor, we are done.

Let (a1, a2, a3) ∈ Um3(R). Let B = R/〈a〉 and ‘bar’ denote going modulo 〈a〉. Then

we note that dim(B) ≤ 1. Therefore, in the ring B we have Um3(B) = e1E3(B). Since

the canonical map E3(R) →→ E3(B) is a surjection, we may replace (a1, a2, a3) by

(a1, a2, a3)ǫ for some suitable ǫ ∈ E3(R) and assume that a1, a2 ∈ 〈a〉 and a3 − 1 ∈ 〈a〉.
Notice that 〈a1, a2, a3〉R 6⊂ ⋃

p∈s p, where s is the set of all minimal prime ideals of R.

Hence using prime avoidance lemma we may replace a3 by a3+λ1a1+λ2a2 and further

assume that a3 6⊂
⋃

p∈s p. So, a3 is a non-zero divisor. And we still have a3 − 1 ∈ 〈a〉.
Let C = R/〈a3〉. Then note that since a3 − 1 ∈ 〈a〉, the curve C is in fact smooth.

Let ‘tilde’ denote going modulo 〈a3〉. As p 6= 2, applying [28, Proposition 1.4] we

get SK1(C) is a 2-divisible group. Hence there exist b1, b2 ∈ A such that [ã1, ã2] =

[b̃1
2
, b̃2] in SK1(C). That is, for some suitably chosen α ∈ SL2(C) ∩ E(C) we have

(ã1, ã2)α = (b̃1
2
, b̃2). It follows from [28, Proposition 1.7] that there exist a canonical

isomorphism SK1(C) ∼= K1Sp(C). Since [α] = 0 in SK1(C) this will imply that [α] = 0

in K1Sp(C). In particular, we get α ∈ SL2(C) ∩ Ep(C). Now using [28, Lemma 2.1]

we can find a lift β ∈ SL2(R) ∩ Ep(R) of α such that α ≡ β mod (〈a3〉). This will

give us (a1, a2, a3)(β ⊥ 1) = (b21, b2, a3) mod (E3(R)). Now it follows from a result of

Swan-Towber [29] that (b21, b2, a3) is completable to an invertible matrix and therefore

so is (a1, a2, a3). This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.3. Note that if char(k) = 0, then Theorem 3.2 follows from Suslin’s proof of

[28, Theorem 2.4] together with the observation made by Parimala (cf. [24, Proposition

3.1]).

Theorem 3.4. Let k be an algebraically closed field of chaaracteristic 6= 2. Let R be an affine

algebra over k(T ) of dimension d, where d ≥ 2. Let I ⊂ R be an ideal such that ht(I) =

µ(I) = d. Then any set of generators of I/I2 has a lift to a set of generators of I .

Proof. Let I = 〈a1, ..., ad〉 and assume that I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉 + I2 is given. We prove that

there exist F1, · · · , Fd ∈ I such that I = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉 where Fi − fi ∈ I2, i = 1, · · · , d.

Replacing (a1, ..., ad) by (a1, ..., ad)ǫ for a suitable ǫ ∈ Ed(R), we may always assume

that dim(R/〈a3, ..., ad〉) ≤ 2. Let B = R/〈a3, ..., ad〉. Let ‘bar’ denote reduction modulo

〈a3, ..., ad〉. As an R/I-module two sets of generators of I/I2 must differ by some

invertible matrix α ∈ GLd(R/I). Let det(α) = a ∈ (R/I)∗ and b ∈ R be such that
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ab − 1 ∈ I . Then it follows from Theorem 3.2 that the unimodular row (b, a2,−a1) is

completable to an invertible matrix in B. Applying [7, Lemma 5.2] we get τ ∈ M2(B)

such that (a1, a2)τ = (a′1, a
′

2), where I = 〈a′1, a′2〉 and det(τ)− a ∈ I .

Coming back to the ring R we gather that I = 〈a′1, a′2, a3, ..., ad〉. We define θ = τ ⊥
Id−2 ∈ GLd(R/I). Then note that (a1, a2, a3, ..., ad)θ = (a′1, a

′

2, a3, ..., ad) and det(θ)−a ∈
I . Since det(θ)−det(α) ∈ I , there exists ǫ′ ∈ SLd(R/I) such that θǫ′ = α. As dim(R/I) =

0, the natural map Ed(R) →→ SLd(R/I) = Ed(R/I) is surjective. Therefore, we can

lift ǫ′ and get an ǫ ∈ Ed(R) such that they are equal modulo I . Let (F1, ..., Fd) =

(a′1, a
′

2, a3, ..., ad)ǫ. Then note that I = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉. It only remains to show that Fi−fi ∈
I2.

To see this consider any d-tuple [(a1, ..., ad)] as a map (R/I)d → I/I2 sending ei → ai

mod (I2). Then we have [(F1, ..., Fd)] = [(a′1, a
′

2, a3, ..., ad)ǫ] = [(a1, a2, a3, ..., ad)θǫ] =

[(a1, ..., ad)θǫ
′] = [(a1, ..., ad)α] = [(f1, ..., fd)]. This completes the proof. �

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.2, as mentioned in the introduction.

Theorem 3.5. Let k be an algebraically closed field of char(k) 6= 2. Let R be an affine algebra

over k of dimension d, where d ≥ 2. Let P be a projective R[T ]-module of rank d with a trivial

determinant. Let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal of height d such that there is a surjection φ : P →→ I .

If µ(I) = d, then P has a unimodular element.

Proof. Note that if I contains a monic polynomial f ∈ R[T ], then Pf has a unimodular

element via the map φ⊗A[T ]f . Hence using “monic inversion principle” for modules,

as stated in [8, Theorem 3.4], it follows that P has a unimodular element. Therefore,

we assume that I does not contain any monic polynomial.

Note that by [8, Theorem 3.4], it is enough to find a monic polynomial f ∈ R[T ],

such that Pf has a unimodular element. Fix a trivialization χ : R[T ] ∼= ∧dP . Let

A = S−1R[T ], where S = k[T ] \ {0}. Here we observe that A is an affine k(T )-algebra

of dimension d. Let IA be the extension of the ideal I in the ring A. Therefore, in

the ring A we have ht(IA) = µ(IA) = µ(IA/I2A) = d. Applying Theorem 3.4 we

get that any set of generators of IA/I2A can be lifted to a set of generators of IA. In

particular, the set of generators induce by the triplet (P ⊗A,φ⊗A,χ⊗A) lifts to a set

of generators of IA. Therefore, using subtraction principle as stated in [7, Corollary

3.4] we conclude that the projective module S−1P has a unimodular element. Since P

is finitely generated, we obtain a monic polynomial f ∈ k[T ] ⊂ R[T ], such that Pf has

a unimodular element. �

Corollary 3.6. Let k be an algebraically closed field of char(k) 6= 2. Let R be an affine algebra

over k of dimension d, where d ≥ 2. Let P be a stably free R[T ]-module of rank d. Then P has

a unimodular element.
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Proof. Since P is stably free R[T ]-module of rank d, we have a short exact sequence

0 (R[T ])d R[T ]⊕ P R[T ] 0
(b,−α)

,

for some suitably chosen (b,−α) ∈ R[T ] ⊕ P ∗. Using a theorem due to Eisenbud-

Evans [14] (or one can see [7, Corollary 2.1]), we may replace α with α + bγ, for some

γ ∈ P ∗, and assume that either ht(α(P )) = d or α(P ) = R[T ]. Here we note that by

this replacement of α, the kernel remains unaltered. If α(P ) = R[T ], then this proves

the theorem. So let us assume that α(P ) = I ⊂ R[T ] is a proper ideal of height d. Then

it follows from [7, Lemma 2.8 (i)] that µ(I) = d. We can now apply Theorem 3.5 to

conclude the proof. �

4. MONIC INVERSION PRINCIPLE FOR MODULES: A QUESTION OF ROITMAN

In this section we give an affirmative answer to a question asked by M. Roitman.

The following proposition is crucial to our proof. The proof is motivated from [7, 3.3,

3.4].

Proposition 4.1. Let A be a finite Z-algebra of dimension d ≥ 3 such that there exists an

integer n ≥ 2 with 1
n
∈ A. Let P be a projective A-module of rank d with trivial determinant.

Let χ : A ∼= ∧dP be an isomorphism. Let I, J ⊂ A be ideals such that ht(I) ≥ d − 1 and

ht(J) ≥ d. Moreover, assume that there exist surjections α : P →→ I ∩ J and β : Ad →→ I .

Let ‘bar’ denote going modulo I . Suppose that, there exists an isomorphism δ : A
d ∼= P with

the following properties:

(1) β = αδ;

(2) ∧dδ = χ.

Then, there exists a surjection γ : P →→ J such that γ ⊗A/J = α⊗R/J .

Proof. Let β correspond to the set of generators I = 〈a1, ..., ad〉. Here we observe that

dim(A/J2) ≤ 0. This will imply that any unimodular row in A/J2 of length d can be

completed to the first row of an elementary matrix. Since the canonical map Ed(A) →
→ Ed(A/J

2) is surjective, going modulo J2 we may assume the following:

(i) 〈a1, ..., ad−1〉+ J2 = A;

(ii) ad ∈ J2.

Moreover, in view of prime avoidance lemma, we may replace ai by ai+λiad for some

λi ∈ A, (i = 1, ..., d− 1) and further assume that (iii) ht(〈a1, ..., ad−1〉) = d− 1. Here we

note that, we are not changing the notation of ais’. From (i) it follows that there exists

λ ∈ 〈a1, ..., ad−1〉 such that λ−1 ∈ J2. After replacing ad by ad+λ we may also assume

that (iv) ad − 1 ∈ J2.
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Consider the following ideals in A[T ]: K ′ = 〈a1, ..., ad−1, ad + T 〉, K ′′ = J [T ] and

K = K ′ ∩K ′′. Then it is enough to show that there exists a surjection θ : P [T ] →→ K

such that θ(0) = α. For, if we can achieve this, then specializing at 1 − ad we get

γ := θ(1− ad) : P →→ J . Since ad − 1 ∈ J2, we have γ ⊗A/J = θ(0)⊗A/J = α⊗A/J .

In the rest of the proof we will find such a θ.

As dim(A[T ]/K ′) = dim(A/〈a1, ..., ad−1〉) ≤ 1, the module P [T ]/K ′P [T ] is a free

A[T ]/K ′-module of rank d. We choose an isomorphism κ(T ) : (A[T ]/K ′)d ∼= P [T ]/K ′P [T ]

such that ∧dκ(T ) = χ⊗A[T ]/K ′. Therefore, we get ∧dκ(0) = ∧dδ. This will imply that

κ(0) and δ differ by an element α′ ∈ SLd(A/I). It follows from [30, Theorem 16.4] that

SK1(A/I) is trivial. As a consequence we get SLd(A/I) = Ed(A/I) (as d ≥ 3). Hence

we can lift α′ to get some α ∈ Ed(A), and use this to alter κ(T ) so that κ(0) = δ.

Sending the canonical basis vectors to a1, ..., ad−1, ad + T respectively we can define

a surjection from (A[T ])d →→ K ′. This will induce a surjection ǫ(T ) : (A[T ]/K ′)d →
→ K ′/K ′2. Let φ(T ) := ǫ(T )κ(T )−1 : P [T ]/K ′P [T ] →→ K ′/K ′2. Note that φ(0) =

ǫ(0)κ(0)−1 = α⊗A/I . Since d ≥ dim(A[T ]/K ′)+ 2 = 3, using [21, Theorem 2.3] we get

a surjection θ(T ) : P [T ] →→ K such that θ(0) = α. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 4.2. Let A be a finite Z-algebra of dimension d ≥ 1 such that there exists an integer

n ≥ 2 with 1
n
∈ A. Let P be a projective A[T ]-module with trivial determinant of rank d. Let

J ⊂ A[T ] be an ideal of height d containing a monic polynomial. Assume that there exists a

surjection α : P →→ J . Then, P has a unimodular element.

Proof. For d = 1 the theorem follows from the “Affine Horrocks theorem” [23] and for

d = 2 the proof is done in [3, Proposition 3.3]. Therefore, we may assume that d ≥ 3.

Fix an isomorphism χ : A[T ] ∼= ∧dP . Let ‘bar’ denote going modulo J . Since P has

a trivial determinant and dim(A[T ]/J) ≤ 1, the module P/IP is a free A[T ]/I-module

of rank d. Let δ : (A[T ]/J)d ∼= P/JP be an isomorphism such that

(1) ∧d δ = χ⊗A[T ]/J.

We define ω := (α ⊗ A[T ]/J)δ : (A[T ]/J)d →→ J/J2. Since J contains a monic

polynomial and dim(A[T ]/J) + 2 ≤ 3 ≤ d, it follows from [18] and [20] that there

exists a surjection β : (A[T ])d →→ J such that β ⊗A[T ]/J = ω.

Since ∧dP is extended from the ring A, in a view of [8, Theorem 2.3] it is enough

to show that P/TP has a unimodular element. We will establish this with the help of

Proposition 4.1. Let us define the following notations:

• P (0) := P/TP , J(0) := J ⊗A[T ]/〈T 〉;
• α(0) := α⊗A[T ]/〈T 〉 : P (0) →→ J(0);

• β(0) := β ⊗A[T ]/〈T 〉 : Ad →→ J(0);
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• ω(0) := ω ⊗A/J(0) : (A/J(0))d →→ J(0)/J(0)2;

• δ(0) := δ ⊗A[T ]/〈T 〉 : (A/J(0))d ∼→ P (0)/J(0)P (0);

• χ(0) := χ⊗A[T ]/〈T 〉 : A ∼→ ∧dP (0).

Since J ∩ A ⊂ J(0), we have ht(J(0)) ≥ d− 1. Now we observe that β(0) ⊗ A/J(0) =

(α(0) ⊗ A/J(0))δ(0), as both matches with ω(0). It follows from (1) that ∧dδ(0) =

χ(0)⊗A/J(0). This shows that all the hypotheses of Proposition 4.1 are satisfied. Now

we may apply Proposition 4.1 (taking J = A) to obtain that P (0) has a unimodular

element. �

5. MONIC INVERSION PRINCIPLE FOR IDEALS

Here we shall give a direct proof of a “monic inversion principle” for ideals in R[T ],

where R is an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2. Note that if one assumes that

p > (dim(R))! or that R is smooth, one can obtain a proof using ([9] or [12]). We make

no such assumption and our method is entirely different.

Theorem 5.1. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2. Let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal

such that ht(I) = µ(I/I2) = d. Assume that, I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉 + I2. Suppose that there exist

Fi ∈ IR(T ) such that IR(T ) = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉, with Fi − fi ∈ IR(T )2, (i = 1, ..., d). Then

there exist gi ∈ I , such that I = 〈g1, ..., gd〉, with gi − fi ∈ I2.

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases.

Case 1. In this case we assume that d = 2. Here we note that if the ideal I contains

a monic polynomial in T , then a lift exists by [10, Theorem 3.2]. Therefore, without

loss of generality we may assume that I does not contain a monic polynomial. Let

I = 〈f1, f2〉+I2 induce the surjection ωI : (R[T ]/I)2 →→ I/I2, by sending the canonical

basis ei to the image of fi in I/I2 (i = 1, 2). Initial part of our proof in this case

essentially follows [9, Theorem 7.1].

Using a standard patching argument there exists a projective R[T ]-module P with

trivial determinant of rank 2 and a surjection α : P →→ I . Fix an isomorphism χ :

R[T ] ∼= ∧2P . Let α and χ induce I = 〈f ′

1, f
′

2〉+ I2.

Let ‘bar’ denote going modulo I2. We notice that any two set of generators of I/I2

differs by an invertible matrix in GL2(R[T ]/I). Hence there exists σ ∈ GL2(R[T ]/I)

such that (f1, f2) = (f
′

1, f
′

2)σ. Let det(σ) = f . Using [7, Lemma 2.7 and 2.8] we get

another surjection β : P1 →→ I and an isomorphism χ1 : R[T ]
∼→ ∧2P1, where P1

is projective R[T ]-module of rank 2 having trivial determinant. Moreover, the triplet

{P1, χ1, β} satisfy the property that if the set of generators of I/I2 induced by β, χ1

and a fixed basis of R[T ]2, say {η1, η2}, is h1, h2, then (h1, h2) = (f
′

1, f
′

2)δ, where δ ∈
GL2(R[T ]/I) has determinant f . Let us define γ := σ−1δ ∈ SL2(R[T ]/I). Then, we
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note that (f1, f2)γ = (h1, h2). Since by Theorem 2.3 the canonical map SLd(R[T ]) →→
SLd(R[T ]/I) is surjective, we can find a γ ∈ SL2(R[T ]) such that γ is a lift of γ.

Now here we observe that it is enough to lift the set of generators I = 〈h1, h2〉 + I2

to a set of generators of I . As suppose that we obtain such a lift I = 〈a1, a2〉 of I =

〈h1, h2〉+I2. Then we define (g1, g2) := (a1, a2)γ
−1. This implies that (g1−f1, g2−f2) =

(a1−h1, a2−h2)γ
−1 ∈ I2× I2. The remaining part of the proof in this case is dedicated

to find a lift of {h1, h2}.

Since the set of generators {f1, f2} and {h1, h2} differs by a matrix in SLd(R[T ]/I),

it follows from the hypothesis of the theorem that the set of generators {h1, h2} lifts

to a set of generators of IR(T ). Therefore, applying [7, Corollary 3.4 ] we obtain that

the projective module P1 ⊗ R(T ) has a unimodular element. Since P1 is a projective

module of rank 2 having a trivial determinant, we actually obtain that P1 ⊗ R(T ) is a

free module. Now we may apply “Affine Horrocks theorem” [23] and obtain that the

module P1 is in fact a free module.

Therefore, we may choose an isomorphism η : (R[T ])2 ∼= P1 such that ∧2η = χ1. Let

us define Hi = βη(ηi), i = 1, 2. Then note that I = 〈H1,H2〉 and H1 ∧ H2 = h1 ∧ h2

in ∧2(I/I2). Hence we can find σ ∈ SL2(R[T ]/I) such that (H1,H2)σ = (h1, h2). Now

using Theorem 2.3 there exists τ ∈ SL2(R[T ]) such that τ = σ. Let (g1, g2) = (H1,H2)τ .

Then (g1, g2) = (H1,H2)τ = (H1,H2)σ = (h1, h2). This concludes the proof in the case

of dimension two.

Case 2. Here we assume that d ≥ 3. Again as before we may assume that none of

the ideals which are going to appear in this proof, contain monic polynomials. There

is a monic polynomial f ∈ R[T ] such that If = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉, with Fi − fi ∈ I2f . Let

B = R[T ]/〈f〉 ∩ I2 and ‘bar’ denote going modulo 〈f〉 ∩ I2. Note that dim(B) ≤ d. In

B we have I = 〈f1, ..., f d〉 + I
2
. Using [10, Theorem 2.4] we can find hi ∈ I such that

I = 〈h1, ..., hd〉, with f i − hi ∈ I
2
. Therefore, I = 〈h1, ..., hd〉+ I2 ∩ 〈f〉. Using Lemma

2.1 there exits e ∈ I2 ∩ 〈f〉 such that I = 〈h1, ..., hd, e〉, and e(1− e) ∈ 〈h1, ..., hd〉. Using

prime avoidance lemma (cf. [7, Corollary 2.13]) replacing hi by hi+eλi we may assume

that ht(〈h1, ..., hd〉)e = d or 〈h1, ..., hd〉e = R[T ]e. Note that if 〈h1, ..., hd〉e = R[T ]e, then

e ∈
√

〈h1, ..., hd〉. A local checking ensures that I = 〈h1, ..., hd〉. This will establish the

theorem in this case. Hence the only non-trivial situation is when ht(〈h1, ..., hd〉e) = d.

From now onward we will make this assumption.

We define I1 = 〈h1, ..., hd, 1− e〉. Then note that we have the following:

(a) I ∩ I1 = 〈h1, ..., hd〉;
(b) I1 + 〈e〉 = I1 + 〈f〉 = I1 + I = R[T ];

(c) ht(I1) = d.
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(b) and (c) imply that ht(I1) = d. We observe that ht((I1)f ) = d. Since hi − fi ∈ I2,

to prove the theorem it is enough to lift I = 〈h1, ..., hd〉+ I2 to a set of generators of I .

Now I + I1 = R[T ]. Therefore I ∩ I1 = 〈h1, ..., fd〉 will induce I1 = 〈h1, ..., hd〉+ I21 . In

view of subtraction principle [2, Proposition 7.2] to prove the theorem, it is enough to

lift I1 = 〈h1, ..., hd〉+ I21 to a set of generators of I1.

Note that in the ring R[T ]f , the set of generators If = 〈h1, ..., hd〉R[T ]f + I2f lifts

to a set of generators of If . Hence again by subtraction principle [2, Proposition 7.2]

there exist li ∈ (I1)f , such that (I1)f = 〈l1, ..., ld〉, with hi − li ∈ (I1)
2
f . Let k ≥ 1

be an integer such that f2kli ∈ I1, for all i. Since f is unit modulo I1, to find a lift

of I1 = 〈h1, ..., hd〉 + I21 to a set of generators of I1, by Lemma 2.4 it is enough to lift

I1 = 〈f2kl1, ..., f
2kld〉 + I1

2 to a set of generators of I1. Therefore, we may replace li

with f2kli and assume that li ∈ I1. The remaining part of the proof is devoted to find

such a lift of I1 = 〈l1, ..., ld〉+ I1
2.

Using Lemma 2.5 we get ǫ ∈ SLd(R[T ]f ) such that (l1, ..., ld)ǫ = (l′1, ..., l
′

d), where

l′i ∈ I1 and ht(〈l′1, ..., l′d〉R[T ]) = d. Let 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉R[T ] =
⋂r

i=1 qi
⋂n

i=r+1 qi be the reduced

primary decomposition, where qi’s are pi-primary ideal in R[T ], such that f 6∈ pi for

i ≤ r and f ∈ pi for all i > r. Since (I1)f = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉f is a proper ideal of height d, we

must have r ≥ 1. Let I2 =
⋂n

i=r+1 qi. Therefore, we get ht(I2) ≥ d and f ∈
√
I2.

We claim that I1 =
⋂r

i=1 qi. To prove this note that (I1)f = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉R[T ]f =
⋂r

i=1 qif
implies that I1 ⊂

⋂r
i=1 qi. Assume, if possible, that there exists another p-primary ideal

q (where p 6= pi, for any i = 1, ..., r) in the reduced primary decomposition of the ideal

I1. Since pf 6= (pi)f , for i = 1, ..., r, and (I1)f =
⋂r

i=1 qif we must have pf = R[T ]f .

This implies that f ∈ p. But this is not possible as I1 + 〈f〉 = R[T ] in particular,

p+ 〈f〉 = R[T ]. Therefore, I1 =
⋂r

i=1 qi.

Hence we obtain the following:

(1) I2 contains a monic polynomial in particular, some power of f ;

(2) I1 + I2 = R[T ] (as going modulo I1 any power of f is a unit);

(3) I1 ∩ I2 = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉R[T ].

Note that (3) gives us for any prime ideal p ⊃ I2, we must have µ((I2)p) ≤ d. Applying

Krull’s generalized principal ideal theorem we get ht(I2) = d. Now, (3) will induce

I1 = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉 + I21 and I2 = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉 + I22 . Since I2 contains a monic, using [10,

Proposition 3.2] I2 = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉+ I22 can be lifted to a set of generators of I2. Therefore,

applying the subtraction principle [2, Proposition 7.2] we can lift I1 = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉+ I21 to

a set of generators of I1.

Since f is a monic polynomial (in particular, a non zero divisor), det(ǫ) = 1 in R[T ]f

implies that det(ǫ) = 1 in the ring R[T ]. From (b) it follows that R[T ]/I1 = (R[T ]/I1)f .

Therefore, ǫ ∈ SLd(R[T ]/I1). As I1 = 〈l′1, ..., l′d〉+ I21 has a lift to a set of generators of I1
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and (l1, ..., ld)ǫ = (l′1, ..., l
′

d), using [11, Lemma 4.1] we can lift I1 = 〈l1, ..., ld〉 + I21 to a

set of generators of I1. Therefore, we can lift I1 = 〈h1, ..., hd〉+ I21 to a set of generators

of I1. This completes the proof. �

6. SPLITTING CRITERION VIA AN OBSTRUCTION CLASS IN AN OBSTRUCTION GROUP

Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2 and P be a finitely generated

projective R[T ]-module of rank d, with trivial determinant. Let us fix an isomorphism

χ : R[T ] ≃ ∧dP . The purpose of this section is to define an Euler cycle for the triplet

(P, λ, χ), in the group Ed(R[T ]) and show that the Euler cycle govern the splitting

problem for P , where λ is a generic section. First we will prove some addition and

subtraction principles. For most of the proofs in this section we will frequently move

to the ring R(T ), prove the results in R(T ) then using Theorem 5.1 we will come back

to the ring R[T ]. Some of the results below were proved for Noetherian ring containing

Q in [9].

Addition and subtraction principles.

Proposition 6.1. (Addition principle) Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2.

Let I, J ⊂ R[T ] be two co-maximal ideals, each of height d. Suppose that I = (f1, ..., fd) and

J = (g1, ..., gd). Then I ∩ J = (h1, ..., hd) where hi − fi ∈ I2 and hi − gi ∈ I2.

Proof. Since ht(I) = ht(J) = d, in the ring R(T ) both the ideals IR(T ) and JR(T ) are

of height ≥ d. We note that if one of them is of height > d, then there is nothing to

prove. So without loss of generality we may assume that each ideal is of height d.

Since I+J = R[T ], using the Chinese Remainder Theorem we have I ∩J/(I ∩J)2 ∼=
I/I2⊕J/J2. Hence the given set of generators of I and J will induce a set of generators

ai’s of (I∩J)/(I ∩J)2 such that ai−fi ∈ I2 and ai−gi ∈ J2. Thus to prove the theorem

it is enough to find a lift of I ∩ J = 〈a1, ..., ad〉+ (I ∩ J)2 to a set of generators of I ∩ J .

In the ring R(T ), we have ht(I) = ht(J) = ht(I ∩ J) = dim(R(T )) = d. Hence

applying addition principle as stated in [7, Theorem 3.2] we can find Hi ∈ (I ∩ J)R(T )

such that (I∩J)R(T ) = 〈H1, ...,Hd〉R(T ), with Hi−fi ∈ IR(T )2 and Hi−gi ∈ JR(T )2.

Now using Theorem 5.1 we are done. �

Proposition 6.2. (Subtraction principle) LetR be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2.

Let I, J ⊂ R[T ] be two co-maximal ideals, each of height d. Suppose that I = (f1, ..., fd) and

I ∩ J = (h1, ..., hd) where hi − fi ∈ I2. Then there exists gi ∈ J such that J = (g1, ..., gd)

with hi − gi ∈ I2.
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Proof. The proof uses the same arguments as in Proposition 6.1 with slight modifica-

tion, hence we shall only sketch a proof. As before, without loss of generality we may

assume that ht(IR(T )) = ht(JR(T )) = ht((I ∩ J)R(T )) = dim(R(T )) = d. Since

I + J = R[T ], we get J = 〈h1, ..., hd〉 + J2. Here we observe that, to prove the

theorem it is enough to find a lift of J = 〈h1, ..., hd〉 + J2 to a set of generators of

J . Applying subtraction principle as stated in [7, Theorem 3.3] in the ring R(T ) we can

find Gi ∈ JR(T ) such that Gi − hi ∈ JR(T )2. Then as before we can use Theorem 5.1

to complete the proof. �

An obstruction group.

Proposition 6.3. Let R be affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2 and I ⊂ R[T ] be an

ideal of height d. Moreover suppose that α and β are two surjections from (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2

such that there exists σ ∈ SLd(R[T ]/I) with the property that ασ = β. If α can be lifted to a

surjection θ : (R[T ])d →→ I then so is β.

Proof. Since dim(R[T ]/I) ≤ 1, using Theorem 2.3, we can find ǫ ∈ SLd(R[T ]), which

lifts σ. Since ǫ ∈ SLd(R[T ]) and θ is a surjection, it follows that θǫ : (R[T ])d →→ I is also

a surjection. Thus it is only remains to show that (θǫ)⊗ (R[T ]/I) = β. But this follows

from the fact that ǫ⊗R[T ]/I = σ and θ ⊗R[T ]/I = α. �

Now we proceed to define the d-th Euler class group of R[T ] where R is an affine

algebra of dimension d ≥ 2.

Definition 6.4. Let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal of height d such that I/I2 is generated by

d elements. Let α and β be two surjections from (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2. We say α and

β are related if there exists σ ∈ SLd((R[T ]/I)d be such that ασ = β. This defines

an equivalence relation on the set of surjections from (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2. Let [α]

denote the equivalance class of α. If f1, ..., fd generate I/I2 , we obtain a surjection

α : (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2, sending ei to fi. We say [α] is given by the set of generators

f1, ..., fd of I/I2.

Let G be the free Abelian group on the set B of pairs (I, ωJ ), where:

(1) I ⊂ R[T ] is an ideal of height d;

(2) Spec(R[T ]/I) is connected;

(3) I/I2 is generated by d elements; and

(4) ωI : (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2 is an equivalence class of surjections α : (R[T ]/I)d →→
I/I2.

Let J ⊂ R[T ] be a proper ideal. we get Ji ⊂ R[T ] such that J = J1 ∩ J2 ∩ ... ∩ Jr,

where Ji ’s are proper, pairwise co-maximal and Spec(R[T ]/Ji) is connected. We shall

say that Ji are the connected components of J .
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Let K ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal of height d such that K/K2 is generated by d elements.

Let K = ∩Ki be the decomposition of K into its connected components. Then note

that for every i, ht(Ki) = d. Therefore, applying Chinese Remainder Theorem Ki/K
2
i

is generated by d elements. Let ωK : (R[T ]/I)d →→ K/K2 be a surjection. Then in a

natural way ωK gives rise to surjections ωKi
: (R[T ]/Ki)

d →→ Ki/Ki
2. We associate

the pair (K,ωK), to the element
∑r

i=1(Ki, ωKi
) of G. We will call (K,ωK) as a local

orientation of K induced by the surjection ωK .

Let H be the subgroup of G generated by the set S of pairs (J, ωJ), where ωJ :

(R[T ]/J)d →→ J/J2 has a surjective lift θ : (R[T ]/J)d →→ J . That is, θ is a surjection

such that θ ⊗ R[T ]/J = ωJ . Then, we define the quotient group G/H as the d-th Euler

class group of R[T ] denoted as Ed(R[T ]). A local orientation (J, ωJ ) is said to be a global

orientation if ωJ lifts to a set of generators of J .

Remark 6.5. Note that the decomposition of K into its connected components is unique

by [9, Lemma 4.5] as the proof of Lemma 4.5 does not require the assumption that the

ring contains Q.

Remark 6.6. The equivalence class of the pair (I, ωI) ∈ Ed(R[T ]) defined above is well-

defined by Proposition 6.3.

Lemma 6.7. Let R be an affine Fp-algebra of dimension d ≥ 2, and let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal

of height d such that I/I2 is generated by d elements. Let ωI : (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2 be a

local orientation of I . Suppose that, the image of (I, ωI) is zero in the d-th Euler class group

Ed(R[T ]). Then I is generated by d elements and ωI can be lifted to a surjection θ : (R[T ])d →
→ I .

Proof. The proof is done in [11, Theorem 4.7], with some additional assumption p 6= 2,

whenever d = 3, but this can be removed if one uses Proposition 6.2 in the appropriate

places. Hence we opt to skip the proof to avoid repeating similar arguments. �

An obstruction class.

Definition 6.8. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2, and let P be

a projective R[T ]-module of rank d having trivial determinant. Let χ : R[T ] ∼= ∧dP

be an isomorphism. To the pair (P, χ), we associate an element e(P, χ) of Ed(R[T ]) as

follows: let λ : P →→ I be a surjection, where I is an ideal of R[T ] of height d. We

obtain an induce surjection λ⊗ R[T ]/I : P/IP →→ I/I2. Note that, since P has trivial

determinant and dim(R[T ]/I) ≤ 1, the module P/IP is in fact a free R[T ]/I-module of

rank d. We choose an isomorphism φ : (R[T ]/I)d
∼→ P/IP , such that ∧dφ = χ⊗R[T ]/I .

Let ωI be the surjection (λ⊗R[T ]/I) ◦ φ : (R[T ]/I)d →→ I/I2. We say that (I, ωI) is an

Euler cycle induced by the triplet (P, λ, χ).
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Whenever the class of (I, ωI) ∈ Ed(R[T ]), induced by the triplet (P, λ, χ) becomes

independent of a certain choice of the pair (λ, I), we shall call the image of (I, ωI) ∈
Ed(R[T ]) as the Euler class e(P, χ) of the pair (P, χ).

Notation. Continuing with the above notations we might omit P sometimes and only

say (I, ωI) is induced by (λ, χ), if there are no confusions. By saying an Euler cycle

induced by (P, χ) we mean to say an Euler cycle induced by the triplet (P, λ, χ), for

some suitably chosen λ ∈ P ∗.

In the next theorem we shall show that the vanishing of any Euler cycle of the triplet

(P, λ, χ) is necessary and sufficient for the projective module P to have a unimodular

element.

Theorem 6.9. Let R be an affine Fp-algebra of dimension d ≥ 2 and P be a projective R[T ]-

module with trivial determinant of rank d. Let (P, λ, χ) induce an Euler cycle (I, ωI), where λ

is a generic section of P . Then, the projective module P has a unimodular element if and only

if (I, ωI) = 0 in Ed(R[T ]).

Proof. Suppose assume that (I, ωI) = 0. Recall that (P, λ, χ) induces (I, ωI) means

there exists an isomorphism φ : (R[T ]/I)d
∼→ P/IP , such that ∧dφ = χ ⊗ R[T ]/I and

ωI = (λ ⊗ R[T ]/I) ◦ φ. Note that, in a view of monic inversion principle for modules

as stated in [8, Theorem 3.4] to show that P has a unimodular element it is enough to

show that P ⊗R(T ) has a unimodular element. The proof is devoted to show this only.

Since (I, ωI) vanishes in Ed(R[T ]), applying Lemma 6.7 we can find a surjection

θ : (R[T ])d →→ I , such that θ ⊗ R[T ]/I = ωI . Therefore, in the ring R(T ) we have the

following:

(1) λ⊗R(T ) : P ⊗R(T ) →→ IR(T );

(2) θ ⊗R(T ) : (R(T ))d →→ IR(T ); and

(3) φ : (R[T ]/I)d
∼→ P/IP

such that ωI ⊗ R(T )/IR(T ) = (λ ⊗ R(T )/IR(T )) ◦ (φ ⊗ R(T )/IR(T )) and ∧d(φ ⊗
R(T )/IR(T )) = χ ⊗ R(T )/IR(T ). Hence using subtraction principle as stated in [7,

Corollary 3.4] it follows that P ⊗R(T ) has a unimodular element.

Conversely, we assume that, P = Q ⊕ R[T ]. Let λ = (θ, a) ∈ Q∗ ⊕ R[T ]. Note that

the since Q has trivial determinant, without loss of generality we may assume that χ is

induced by an isomorphism χ′ : R[T ] ∼= ∧d−1Q.

Let us denote the image ideal θ(Q) = J . Note that we can always replace α by

an automorphism. Using a theorem due to Eisenbud-Evans [14], after performing an

elementary automorphism we may assume that ht(J) ≥ d− 1. Since dim(R[T ]/J) ≤ 2,

and Q/JQ has trivial determinant, by [10, Corollary 2.10] there exists an isomorphism

γ : (R[T ]/J)d−1 ∼= Q/JQ such that ∧d−1γ′ ∼= χ′ ⊗ R[T ]/J . Let Γ : R[T ]d−1 →→ J ′ ⊂ J
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be a lift of (θ ⊗ R[T ]/J) ◦ γ. Then we have J ′ + J2 = J . Applying Lemma 2.1 we can

find an e ∈ J2 such that J = J ′+ 〈e〉. Moreover, since I = J+ 〈a〉, we may further have

I = J ′ + 〈b〉, where b = e+ (1− e)a. This will produce a surjection (Γ, b) : R[T ]d →→ I .

The only remaining part is to show (Γ, b) ⊗ R[T ]/I = ωI , as then it will imply that

(I, ωI) = 0. To show this, observe that we have a canonical isomorphism φ := (γ, 1) :

(R[T ]/I)d ∼= Q/IQ ⊕ (R[T ]/I) such that ∧dφ = ∧d−1γ ⊗ (R[T ]/I) = χ′ ⊗ (R[T ]/I) =

χ⊗ (R[T ]/I). Since b− a ∈ I2 and Γ is a lift of (θ ⊗R[T ]/J) ◦ γ, it follows that (Γ, b) is

a lift of ωI . This completes the proof. �

The same proof will give us the following corollary and we therefore omit the proof.

Corollary 6.10. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2. Let P and Q be

projective R[T ]-modules of rank d and d − 1 respectively, such that their determinants are

trivial. Let χ : ∧dP ∼= ∧d(Q⊕R[T ]) be an isomorphism. Let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal of height d

such that there exist surjections α : P →→ I and β : Q ⊕ R[T ] →→ I . Let ‘bar’ denote going

modulo I . Suppose that, there exists an isomorphism δ : P ∼= Q⊕R[T ] with the following

properties:

(i) βδ = α;

(ii) ∧dδ = χ.

Then P has a unimodular element.

Remark 6.11. Here we would like to remark that with the advantages of the choice of

our affine Fp-algebra, in this section we been able to proof results which mention till

now, without the hypothesis “ 1
(d−1)! ∈ R”. In [9] most of the results of this section has

been proved with the assumption “ 1
(d−1)! ∈ R”. We still do not know whether one can

remove this hypothesis from [9] or not.

Theorem 6.12. Continuing with the notations as in Definition 6.8, furthermore, assume that
1

(d−1)! ∈ R. Then, the assignment sending the pair (P, χ) to the element e(P, χ) ∈ Ed(R[T ]),

as described in Definition 6.8, is well defined.

Proof. Let µ : P →→ J be another surjection where J ⊂ R[T ] an ideal of height d.

Let (J, ωJ) be obtain from (µ, χ). Then to prove the theorem we need to show that

(I, ωI) = (J, ωJ) in Ed(R[T ]).

Applying Lemma 2.2, we get an ideal K ⊂ R[T ] such that K is co-maximal with I ,

J and there exists a surjection ν : (R[T ])d →→ I ∩K such that ν ⊗ R[T ]/I = ωI . Since

I and K are co-maximal ν induces a local orientation ωK of K . Therefore, we obtain

(I, ωI) + (K,ωK) = 0 in Ed(R[T ]).

Let L = K ∩ J . Then, again as before since K and J are co-maximal ωK and ωJ

will induce a local orientation ωL of L. This will give us (L,ωL) = (K,ωK) + (J, ωJ) in
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Ed(R[T ]). Thus to prove the theorem it is enough to show that (L,ωL) = 0. Moreover,

in view of Theorem 5.1 it is enough to show that (L⊗R(T ), ωL⊗R(T )) = 0 in Ed(R(T )).

But since 1
(d−1)! ∈ R, by [7, Section 4] the Euler class e(P ⊗ R(T ), χ ⊗ R(T )) is well-

defined in Ed(R(T )). This concludes the proof. �

Remark 6.13. Let R be an affine Fp-algebra of dimension d ≥ 2. Moreover, assume that
1

(d−1)! ∈ R. Then Theorem 6.12 and Theorem 6.9 say that the assignments of (P, λ, χ)

to an element e(P, χ) ∈ Ed(R[T ]), is precisely the obstruction class for P to have a

unimodular element. In this case we shall call the Euler class group Ed(R[T ]) is the

obstruction group to detect the existence of a unimodular element in a projective R[T ]-

module (with trivial determinant) of rank equal to the dimension of R. Moreover in

[11], taking R to be smooth and p 6= 2, M. K. Das defined the (d − 1)-th Euler class

group Ed−1(R) and showed that Ed−1(R) is the precise obstruction group to detect the

splitting problem of projective R-module of rank d−1 (with trivial determinant). Here

we would like to remark that in his work, we don’t know how to remove or replace

the “smoothness” assumption.

In terms of Euler class language we prove the following:

Corollary 6.14. Let R be an affine Fp-algebra of dimension d ≥ 2 and 1
(d−1)! ∈ R. Let P be

a projective R[T ]-module with trivial determinant (via χ) of rank d. Then P has a unimodular

element if and only if e(P, χ) = 0 in Ed(R[T ]).

For the next result we shall sketch a proof to avoid repeating same arguments used

earlier in this paper.

Theorem 6.15. Let R be a smooth affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2 (for d ≥ 3 with

an additional assumption that R is an integral domain). Let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal such that

µ(I/I2) = ht(I) = d. Then any set of generators of I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉+ I2 can be lifted to a set

of generators of I .

Proof. Case - 1. In this case we assume that d = 2. Following the same proof of

[Theorem 5.1, Case - 1] we get a projective R[T ]-module P1 (with trivial determinant)

and a surjection β : P1 →→ I . Since R is smooth and dim(R) ≤ 2, the module P1 is

extended from R. Hence it is free by [11, Corollary 2.9]. Then again we can follow the

last paragraph of the proof of [Theorem 5.1, Case - 1] to conclude the proof in this case.

Case - 2. Let d ≥ 3. Let I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉 + I2. Then to prove the theorem it is enough to

find a lift of fi’s to a set of generators of I . Note that I(0) = 〈f1(0), ..., fd(0)〉+ I(0)2 . By

[10, Theorem 2.4] there exist bi ∈ I(0) such that I(0) = 〈b1, ..., bd〉 with fi(0)−bi ∈ I(0)2.

The elements bi’s together fi’s will induce a set of generators I = 〈g1, ..., gd〉 + I2T ,

where gi(0) = bi and fi− gi ∈ I2, for i = 1, ..., d (see [5, Remark 3.9]). Now we may use
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[5, Corollary 3.8] to lift I = 〈g1, ..., gd〉+ I2T , to a set of generators of I . This completes

the proof. �

7. AN ANALOGUE OF MOHAN KUMAR’S RESULT

On polynomial Fp-algebras. This section is a sequel of Section 3. Here we have shown

that one can strengthen the results of section 3 whenever the base field is Fp. We begin

with the following remark.

Remark 7.1. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2. Note that following

the arguments given in [9, Section 6] and using Theorem 5.1 one can define the d-th

weak Euler class group Ed
0 (R[T ]) without the assumption that ring contains the field

of rationals.

Lemma 7.2. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2, where p 6= 2. Let

I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal such that ht(I) = µ(I/I2) = µ(I) = d. Then any set of generators of

I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉+ I2 lifts to a set of generators of I . In particular, Ed(R[T ]) ∼= Ed
0 (R[T ]).

Proof. Let S = Fp[T ] \ {0} and A = S−1R[T ]. Then, we observe that A is an affine

algebra of dimension d over the field Fp(T ). If I containing a monic polynomial in

R[T ], then it follows from [10, Theorem 3.2] that I = 〈f1, ..., fd〉+I2 has a lift. Therefore,

without loss of generality we may assume that I does not contain a monic polynomial

in R[T ]. In particular, this will imply that ht(IA) = µ(IA) = d. Hence applying

Theorem 3.4 we get Fi ∈ IA such that IA = 〈F1, ..., Fd〉, with fi − Fi ∈ IA2. Since I

does not contain a monic polynomial in R[T ], we also have ht(IR(T )) = µ(IR(T )) =

dim(R(T )) = d. Therefore, applying Theorem 5.1 we get a lift of fi’s to a set of

generators of I . This completes the proof. �

Theorem 7.3. Let R be an affine algebra over Fp of dimension d ≥ 2, where p 6= 2. Let P be

a projective R[T ]-module with trivial determinant of rank d, and let I ⊂ R[T ] be an ideal of

height d. Moreover, there exists a surjection φ : P →→ I . Then P has a unimodular element if

and only if µ(I) = d.

Proof. Since P has a trivial determinant, we fix an isomorphism χ : R[T ] ∼= ∧dP . Let

(I, ωI) be the Euler cycle induced by the triplet (P, χ, φ).

Assume that µ(I) = d. First we would like to mention that this part is essentially

contained in Theorem 3.5. Here whenever the base field is Fp, we give a different

proof using the machinery developed in Section 6. Applying Lemma 7.2 we get that

the canonical homomorphism Ed(R[T ]) → Ed
0 (R[T ]) is in fact an isomorphism. Since

µ(I) = d, in particular, this will imply that (I, ωI) = 0 in Ed(R[T ]). Now we may apply

Theorem 6.9 to obtain that P has a unimodular element.
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Conversely, assume that P has a unimodular element. Therefore, using Theorem 6.9

it follows that (I, ωI) = 0 in Ed(R[T ]). Hence by Theorem 6.7 we obtain that ωI is a

global orientation of I . In particular, this will imply that µ(I) = d. This completes the

proof. �

On affine Fp-algebras. In the remaining part of the section we show that the “smooth-

ness” assumption of [11, Theorem 5.6] can be removed. Before the main result we need

some preparation.

Proposition 7.4. Let A be a commutative Noetherian ring and I ⊂ A be an ideal such that

I = 〈a1, ..., an〉. Let u ∈ A such that the canonical image of u in the ring A/I is a unit.

Let v ∈ A be such that uv − 1 ∈ I . Let r be an even integer such that 2 ≤ r ≤ n. Let

B = A/〈ar+1, ..., an〉 and let ‘bar’ denote going modulo 〈ar+1, ..., an〉. Furthermore, assume

that the unimodular row (v, a2,−a1, ..., ar,−ar−1) can be completed to an invertible matrix

in B. Then, there exists α ∈ Mn×n(A) such that

(1) det(α)− u ∈ I ;

(2) If we define (b1, ..., bn) := (a1, ..., an)α, then I = 〈b1, ..., bn〉.

Proof. Let ei be the canonical basis of Br+1. Let δ ∈ SLr+1(B) such that

e1δ = (v, a2,−a1, ..., ar,−ar−1).

Since δ ∈ SLr+1(B), the rows of δ, say {e1δ, e2δ, ..., er+1δ}, form a basis of Br+1. Let us

define a B-linear surjection

f : Br+1 →→ I by f(e1) = 0, and f(ei) = ai−1 for i ≥ 2.

Then we note that f(e1δ) = 0. We define ci−1 := f(eiδ), for all 2 ≤ i ≤ r + 1. This

implies,

(A) I = 〈c1, ..., cr〉.

By our choice of the matrix δ, it is of the form

(B) δ =

(
v a2,−a1, ..., ar,−ar−1

∗ α′

)
,

where ∗ ∈ Br is a column vector and α′ = (λij) ∈ Mr×r(B). Hence we observe that

(êiα
′)(a1, ..., ar)

T =

r∑

i=1

λijai = f(ej+1δ) ( as f(e1) = 0 ) = ci,

where êi is the canonical basis (row) vector of Br, for all i = 1, ..., r. In particular, this

implies (a1, ..., ar)(α
′)T = (c1, ..., cr). We choose β ∈ Mr×r(A) such that β = (α′)T .
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Let ‘tilde’ denote going modulo I . Since δ ∈ SLr+1(B) we have δ̃ ∈ SLr+1(A/I). In

particular, from (B) it follows that det(β)− u ∈ I .

We define α := (β ⊥ In−r), where In−r is the identity matrix in A of order n − r.

Let (b1, ..., bn) = (a1, ..., an)α. Here we observe that br+i = ar+i for all i = 1, ..., n − r.

Moreover, from the definition of α we get d̃et(α) = d̃et(β) = ũ. Therefore, it only

remains to establish (2). To see this we notice that it is enough to show that I =

〈b1, ..., br〉. But since β is a lift of (α′)T we have ci = bi for i = 1, ..., r. Therefore,

from (A) it follows that I = 〈b1, ..., br〉. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 7.5. Let R be an affine algebra of dimension d ≥ 5 over Fp, where p 6= 2, 3. Let

J ⊂ R be an ideal of height d − 1 such that µ(J) = d − 1. Assume that, there exist bi ∈ J

(i = 1, ..., d− 1) such that J = 〈b1, ..., bd−1〉+ J2. Then, there exist c1, ..., cd−1 ∈ J such that

J = 〈c1, ..., cd−1〉 and bi − ci ∈ J2 for all i = 1, ..., d − 1.

Proof. Let J = 〈a1, ..., ad−1〉. We consider any (d − 1)-tuple [(a1, ..., ad−1)] as a map

(R/J)d−1 → J/J2 sending ei → ai mod (J2). Applying [4, Lemma 2.2] we can

find a matrix δ ∈ GLd−1(A/J) such that [(a1, ..., ad−1)δ] = [(b1, ..., bd−1)]. Let β ∈
M(d−1)×(d−1)(A) be a lift of δ. Let u ∈ A such that udet(β) − 1 ∈ J . Applying prime

avoidance lemma (cf. [7, Corollary 2.13]), replacing ai’s suitably we may assume that

B = R/〈a5, ..., ad−1〉 is an affine Fp-algebra of dimension 5. Let ‘bar’ denote going

modulo 〈a5, ..., ad−1〉. Since p ≥ 5, using [13, Theorem 1.2] we get the unimodular row

(u, a2,−a1, a4,−a3) ∈ Um5(B) is completable to an invertible matrix in B. We may

now apply Proposition 7.4 on the unimodular row (u, a2,−a1, a4,−a3) to obtain the

following.

(1) θ ∈ M(d−1)×(d−1)(A) such that det(θ)− det(β) ∈ J ;

(2) if we take (β1, ..., βd−1) = (a1, ..., ad−1)θ, then J = 〈β1, ..., βd−1〉.
Let ‘tilde’ denote going modulo J . Then, from (1) it follows that (θ̃)−1β̃ ∈ SLd−1(A/J).

We can now apply [10, Corollary 2.3] and lift (θ̃)−1β̃ to a matrix γ ∈ SLd−1(A). We

define (β1, ..., βd−1)γ = (c1, ..., cd−1). Then J = 〈c1, ..., cd−1〉. It only remains to show

that bi − ci ∈ J2 for all i = 1, ..., d − 1. But this follows from the following fact.

[(c1, ..., cd−1)] = [(β1, ..., βd−1)γ̃] = [(β1, ..., βd−1)(θ̃)
−1β̃] = [(a1, ..., ad−1)δ̃] = [(b1, ..., bd−1)]

�

Theorem 7.6. Let R be an affine algebra of dimension d ≥ 5 over Fp, where p 6= 2, 3. Let P be

a projective R-module of rank d−1 with trivial determinant. Then P splits off a free summand

of rank one if and only if there exists a generic section I of P such that I is generated by d− 1

elements.
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Proof. If P has a unimodular element, then the proof is essentially contained in [11,

Theorem 5.1]. Therefore, we will only need to prove the ‘only if’ part. Suppose that,

α : P →→ I is a surjection where ht(I) = d = µ(I). We fix an isomorphism χ : R ∼=
∧d−1P . Since determinant of P is trivial, it follows from [10, Corollary 2.10] that there

exists δ : (R/I)d−1 ∼= P/IP such that ∧d−1ω = χ ⊗ R/I . Let ω : (R/I)d−1 →→ I/I2 be

the surjection defined by ω = (α⊗R/I)◦δ. Since µ(I) = d−1, applying Lemma 7.5 we

observe that any set of generators of I/I2 lifts to a set of generators of I . In particular,

the map ω has a surjective lift. Then, using the subtraction principle as stated in [11,

Theorem 3.4] it follows that P has a unimodular element. �

Remark 7.7. For d = 2, the above theorem is true trivially. Therefore, the only remain-

ing cases are d = 3 and 4.
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