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ON TORSION-FREENESS OF KÄHLER DIFFERENTIAL SHEAVES

NILKANTHA DAS AND SUMIT ROY

Abstract. Let X be a normal algebraic variety over an algebraically closed field k of char-
acteristic zero. We prove that the Kähler differential sheaf of X is torsion-free if and only
if any regular section of the ideal sheaf of the first order deformation of X inside X ×k X,
defined outside the singular locus of X ×k X, extends regularly to the singular locus.

1. Introduction

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero, and X be an algebraic variety
over k. Among other few objects that come naturally with the structure of X, the sheaf
of Kähler differentials ΩX := ΩX/k and its higher exterior powers are the central ones. For
example, the algebraic de Rahm cohomology theory can be defined using the complex of
regular differential forms (cf. [9]). There are several open problems that predict the structure
of a variety in terms of the sheaf of Kähler differentials. For example, the Berger conjecture:
a curve is non-singular if and only if its Kähler differential sheaf is torsion-free ([1, 11]), and
the Zariski-Lipman conjecture: a normal variety X is non-singular if and only if the dual of
ΩX is locally free. The Zariski-Lipaman conjecture has been studied extensively by several
mathematicians over the last few decades (cf. [2, 3, 4, 5, 12, 15, 16]). The study of the various
properties of ΩX is an active area of research till date.

It is well known that an algebraic variety X is non-singular if and only if ΩX is locally
free. It is also well known that the torsion-free sheaves form a larger class than the class of
locally free sheaves, and the reflexive sheaves form a larger class than the torsion-free ones.
Therefore for singular varieties, it is quite natural to ask for conditions on X for which ΩX is
reflexive or at least torsion-free, or if there is an equivalent criterion for ΩX to be torsion-free
or reflexive. As mentioned in [17], these kind of questions are quite interesting. Reflexivity of
differential forms has some interesting geometrical consequences (for more details, see [6, 13]).
Lipman in [15, Proposition 8.1] proved that if X is a normal and local complete intersection,
then ΩX is torsion-free, and it is reflexive if and only if X is regular in codimension 2. An
alternative proof of this result can be found in [14, Corolloary 9.8]. In general, ΩX is not
torsion-free, even if we consider X to be normal. For example, the Kähler differential sheaf
of the affine cone over the twisted cubic has torsion elements (cf. [7]). In [7], Greb and
Rollenske developed an equivalent criterion for the differential sheaf of the affine cone over a
smooth projective variety to be torsion-free. They proved that the differential sheaf of the
affine cone over a smooth projectively normal variety is torsion-free if and only if the first
infinitesimal neighbourhood of the variety is projectively normal. Lipman in [15, Lemma, p.
897] also gave an equivalent cohomological criterion for a coherent sheaf to be torsion-free
and reflexive, respectively. It is worthwhile to note that the above criterion works for any
coherent sheaf. Nothing special happens if we restrict our attention to ΩX . It is tempting to
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ask for special equivalent criterion for ΩX to be torsion-free, or reflexive.
The goal of the present note is to give an equivalent criterion for ΩX to be torsion-free

when X is a normal variety. We have proved the following

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a normal algebraic variety over an algebraically closed field k of

characteristic zero. Then the Kähler differential sheaf ΩX/k is torsion-free if and only if the

natural morphism

I2 −→ j∗j
∗I2

is surjective, where I is the ideal sheaf given by the diagonal embedding ∆ : X −→ X ×k X
and j is the inclusion map of the non-singular locus of X ×k X inside X ×k X.

It is worthwhile to note that I2 is the ideal sheaf of the first order deformation of the image of
X inside X ×k X under the diagonal morphism ∆. Theorem 1.1 can be rephrased as follows:
the Kähler differential sheaf ΩX/k is torsion-free if and only if for an open subset U of X×kX,

a section of I2 defined outside the singular locus of U , can be extended to a section of it over
U . Loosely speaking, torsion-freeness of ΩX is equivalent to an extension problem of certain
sections defined outside the singular locus of X ×k X.

Let us phrase the problem slightly differently. The torsion submodule of ΩX is precisely
the kernel of the natural map

ΩX −→ Ω∨∨
X ,

where Ω∨∨
X is the double dual of ΩX . Thus ΩX is torsion-free if and only if the above mor-

phism is injective. Therefore Theorem 1.1 is now converted to prove the injectivity of the
above morphism. This observation will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Notation: Throughout this note we assume k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic
zero. An algebraic variety over k stands for an integral separated scheme of finite type over
k. Given an algebraic variety X/k, the Kähler differential sheaf ΩX/k is denoted by ΩX for
the notational convenience. Given an algebraic variety X, the diagonal map X −→ X ×k X
is denoted by ∆X (or simply by ∆ if there is no cause of confusion).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic facts that we need while proving Theorem 1.1. Although
the following result is well-known, we will sketch a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 2.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field, and X, Y be two algebraic varieties over

k. If both X and Y are normal, so is their product X ×k Y .

Proof. Recall that a morphism of schemes is said to be normal if it is flat and for every fiber of
the morphism is geometrically normal. Since k is algebraically closed, X is a normal variety
if and only if X is geometrically normal over k. Also X → spec k is always flat. Therefore,
X is a normal variety if and only if X → spec k is normal. By the normality theorem (cf. [8],
[19, Lemma 33.10.5]), we conclude that X ×k Y is a normal scheme over k. We are done. �

As a consequence of the above result, we get if X is a normal variety over k, then so is
X ×k X.

Next, we move towards an extension problem of sections of certain kind of coherent ideal
sheaves of a normal scheme. It is well-known that a reflexive sheaf F on a normal scheme X
is normal. That is, given an open subset V of X and an open subset U ⊆ V that contain all
the codimension 1 points of V , any section of F defined over U can be extended to a section
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over V . Though the ideal sheaves are not reflexive in general, they enjoy the same extension
property for some special kind of open subsets U .

Proposition 2.2. Let I be an ideal sheaf of a normal integral locally Noetherian scheme X
over k such that it defines an integrally closed subscheme Y of X. Assume U is an open

subset of X containing all the codimension 1 points of X and U ∩ Y 6= ∅. If the inclusion of

U inside X is denoted by j, the the natural morphism

I −→ j∗j
∗I (2.1)

of sheaves on X is an isomorphism.

Proof. If X is an algebraic curve, the result is straightforward. Form now onwards, we assume
dim X ≥ 2. First, we will show that the map in eq. (2.1) is injective. Consider the following
commutative diagram

I //

��

j∗j
∗I

��

OX ≃
// j∗j

∗OX

Note that X is assumed to be normal and codimension of X \U is ≥ 2, Hartog’s phenomenon
immediately yields that the natural map

OX −→ j∗OU

is an isomorphism. That is, the lower horizontal morphism in the diagram is an isomorphism.
Since the vertical arrows are injective, it follows that the morphism in eq. (2.1) is injective.
Surjectivity of eq. (2.1) is quite subtle. Observe that IU (equivalently, j∗I) defines a closed
subscheme of U whose support is V := U ∩ Y . Next we will show that j∗j

∗I defines a closed
subscheme of X whose support is Y , and subsequently, we show that I = j∗j

∗I. Observe
that (V,OU/IU ) is a locally closed subscheme of X. Now applying [18, Proposition 2.3.11],
we conclude that the ideal sheaf I of the scheme theoretic closure of V is given by

I(W ) = ker (OX(W ) −→ OV (V ∩W )) .

Now Hartog’s phenomenon immediately yields that OX(W ) = OX(W ∩ U). On the other

hand, OV (V ∩W ) is the same as
OX

I

∣

∣

∣

∣

U

(Y ∩W ∩U) which is again the same as OY (W ∩U).

Thus the above kernel is the same as (j∗j
∗I) (W ). Therefore, we conclude that I = j∗j

∗I. On
the other hand, observe that the underlying topological space of the scheme theoretic closure
of V is the closure of V in X. Since Y is irreducible, V is a non-empty open subset of Y , and
hence, dense in Y . It follows that the closure of V in X is Y itself. Thus we conclude that
j∗j

∗I defines a closed subscheme of X whose support is Y . Now observe that Y is assumed
to be a reduced closed subscheme. By the uniqueness of reduced closed subscheme structure
with a given support (cf. [18, Proposition 2.3.11]), it follows that j∗j

∗I ⊆ I. Since the
morphism in eq. (2.1) is injective, it follows that I = j∗j

∗I. This completes the proof. �

Remark 1. In light of criterion (iii) of [10, Proposition 1.6], one might think that I is a
reflexive OX -module. But this is not the case. In fact, criterion (iii) of [10, Proposition 1.6]
is demanding something more than that of Proposition 2.2. Indeed, if we consider Y is of
codimension ≥ 2, we can’t apply Proposition 2.2 for U = X \Y as U ∩Y = ∅. This is a place
where criterion (iii) of [10, Proposition 1.6] may fails.
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Remark 2. It is worthwhile to note that the hypothesis U ∩ Y 6= ∅ is important. If we
remove this hypothesis, Proposition 2.2 is not true anymore. For example, consider Y is of
codimension ≥ 2, and U = X \Y . Then j∗j

∗I is the same as j∗OU . The latter is the same as
OX , thanks to the Hartog’s phenomenon. Therefore, the morphism in eq. (2.1) becomes the
natural injection of the ideal sheaf I inside OX , but not an isomorphism. In fact, if we drop
this hypothesis from Proposition 2.2, it is immediate to conclude that I is reflexive. Now
applying [10, Corollary 1.5] over the short exact sequence

0 −→ I −→ OX −→ OX/I −→ 0,

we conclude that Ass Y consists points of codimension 0 and 1 in X. Thus we get a restriction
on Y .

3. Proof of the theorem

We have already noticed that given an algebraic variety X, ΩX is torsion-free if and only
if the natural induced map

ΩX −→ Ω∨∨
X (3.1)

of sheaves is injective. We will first find an alternative criterion of injectivity of the map in
eq. (3.1). The following result will be useful in our purpose.

Proposition 3.1. Let U be the set of all non-singular points of a normal algebraic variety X
over k. Let us denote the natural inclusion of U in X by i. Then the morphism in eq. (3.1)
is injective if and only if the natural morphism of sheaves of OX -modules

ΩX −→ i∗i
∗ΩX (3.2)

is injective.

Proof. If dim X = 1, the result is immediate. Thus we assume dim X ≥ 2. Let us denote S
to be the space of singular points of X. Then codimension of S is at least 2 in X. Consider
the following commutative diagram:

ΩX
//

��

Ω∨∨
X

��

i∗i
∗ΩX

// i∗i
∗Ω∨∨

X

(3.3)

First note that i∗ΩX = ΩU . Now observe that i∗Ω∨∨
X is the same as Ω∨∨

U . This follows from
the general fact that given two sheaves F and G of OX-modules, the sheaf i∗ HomOX

(F ,G)
is the same as HomOU

(i∗F , i∗G). Now U being the non-singular locus of X, the sheaf ΩU is
locally free, and hence the natural map

ΩU −→ Ω∨∨
U

is an isomorphism. The functionality of i∗ immediately yields that the lower horizontal arrow
of the diagram (3.3) is an isomorphism.

Next we will show that the right vertical arrow of the diagram is an isomorphism. Note that
Ω∨
X is coherent, and thus Ω∨∨

X is reflexive by [10, Corollary 1.2]. Now apply [10, Proposition
1.6] to conclude the isomorphism.

We get both the lower horizontal arrow and the right vertical arrow are isomorphisms. The
commutativity of the diagram (3.3) gives us that injectivity of (3.1) and (3.2) are equivalent.

�
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Now we are in a position to prove our main result. For the convenience of the reader we
repeat the full statement.

Theorem 3.2. Let X be a normal algebraic variety over k, and Y be the singular locus of X.

If i denotes the inclusion map of U := X \Y in X, then the natural morphism ΩX −→ i∗i
∗ΩX

is injective if and only if the natural map

I2 −→ j∗j
∗I2

is surjective, where j is the inclusion of U ×k U in X ×k X.

Proof. If X is a normal algebraic curve, it is always non-singular. Thus U = X, and both i, j
are the identity maps. The theorem follows immediately.

From now onward we will assume dimX ≥ 2. Let

∆X : X −→ X ×k X

be the diagonal morphism. Then we get the following commutative diagram

U
∆U

//

i
��

U ×k U

i×ki
��

X
∆X

// X ×k X

(3.4)

Let us denote the map i×k i by j for the sake of notational simplicity. As X is separated,
∆X(X) (respectively ∆U (U)) is closed in X ×k X ( U ×k U , respectively). Note that X ×k X
is also a normal variety by Lemma 2.1. Let I be the ideal sheaf of ∆X(X) in X ×k X. Then
j∗I will be the ideal sheaf of ∆U(U) in U ×k U .

Note that (X ×k X) is a normal variety, and a straightforward dimension calculation shows
that the codimension

codimX×kX

(

(X ×k X) \ (U ×k U)
)

≥ 2.

Thus the natural morphism

OX×kX −→ j∗j
∗OX×kX

is an isomorphism, thanks to the Hartog’s phenomenon. On the other hand, ∆X(X), being
isomorphic to X, is a reduced and irreducible closed subscheme of X ×k X. Also ∆X(X) ∩
(U ×k U) is the same as ∆U (U), which is non-empty. It follows from Proposition 2.2 that the
natural morphism of ideals

I −→ j∗j
∗I

is an isomorphism.
Now consider the following commutative diagram:

I2 //

��

j∗j
∗I2

��

OX×kX ≃
// j∗j

∗OX×kX

Due to Hartog’s phenomenon, the lower horizontal arrow is an isomorphism. Being ideal of
the respective sheaves, both the vertical arrows are injective as well. It follows that the map

I2 −→ j∗j
∗I2



6 N. DAS AND S. ROY

is always injective.
Note that as OX×kX-module the sheaf ΩX is the same as I/I2. Similarly, as OU×kU -

module the sheaf ΩU is the same as j∗I/j∗I2. Now let us analyse the sheaf i∗i
∗ΩX , i.e.,

i∗ΩU . The pushforward sheaf i∗ΩU/k is isomorphic to j∗
(

j∗I/j∗I2
)

as OX×kX-module .
Consider the following short exact sequence of OU×kU -modules:

0 −→ j∗I2 −→ j∗I −→ j∗I/j∗I2 −→ 0.

Applying j∗ we get the following exact sequence of OX×kX-modules:

0 −→ j∗j
∗I2 −→ j∗j

∗I −→ j∗
(

j∗I/j∗I2
)

.

Now consider the following diagram of exact sequences of OX×kX-modules:

0 // I2 //

��

I //

��

I/I2 //

��

0

0 // j∗j
∗I2 // j∗j

∗I // j∗
(

j∗I/j∗I2
)

(3.5)

Note that the middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism and the left vertical one is injective.
Applying the snake lemma, we conclude that the morphism

I/I2 −→ j∗
(

j∗I/j∗I2
)

is injective if and only if

I2 −→ j∗j
∗I2

is an isomorphism. On the other hand,

ΩX −→ i∗i
∗ΩX

is injective if and only if

(∆X)
∗
ΩX −→ (∆X)

∗
i∗ΩU

is injective as well. And the latter morphism is nothing but the rightmost vertical arrow in
eq. (3.5) as follows from the commutativity of the diagram in eq. (3.4). This completes the
proof. �

Remark 3. In the above proof, we note that the morphism

I2 −→ j∗j
∗I2

between the ideal sheaves is always injective and we also note that this morphism is not always
an isomorphism. Therefore the Proposition 2.2 can’t be applicable. In fact, the ideal sheaf
I2 gives us a closed subscheme of X ×k X whose support is ∆X(X) which is irreducible, but
the quotient sheaf OX×kX/I2 is not reduced. This violates the hypothesis of Proposition 2.2.
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[5] P. Graf and S. J. Kovács. An optimal extension theorem for 1-forms and the Lipman-Zariski conjecture.

Doc. Math., 19:815–830, 2014.
[6] D. Greb, S. Kebekus, and T. Peternell. Reflexive differential forms on singular spaces. Geometry and

cohomology. J. Reine Angew. Math., 697:57–89, 2014.
[7] D. Greb and S. Rollenske. Torsion and cotorsion in the sheaf of Kähler differentials on some mild singu-

larities. Math. Res. Lett., 18(6):1259–1269, 2011.
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