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COMPACTNESS OF THE ALEXANDROV TOPOLOGY OF MAXIMAL

COHEN–MACAULAY MODULES

KAITO KIMURA

Abstract. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay local ring. In this paper, we first describe the radicals of
annihilators of stable categories of maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules. We then prove that the
Alexandrov topology of the stable category of maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules is compact provided
that the completion of R has an isolated singularity. Finally, we consider the case of a hypersurface of
countable CM-representation type.

1. Introduction

Throughout the present paper, all rings are assumed to be commutative and noetherian. The main
purpose of this paper is to investigate the annihilators of several stable categories and explore the rela-
tionship between their Alexandrov topologies, the cohomology annihilator, and the singular locus. Our
first main result is the theorem below.

Theorem 1.1. Let (R,m) be a Cohen–Macaulay local ring. Then
√
Ann(CM(R)) =

√
Ann(CM0(R)) =

√
ca(R) =

⋂

p∈Sing(R̂)

(p ∩R).

Here, we denote by CM(R) the category of maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules, and by CM0(R) the
category of maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules that are locally free on the punctured spectrum. For
X ∈ {CM(R),CM0(R)} we denote by Ann(X ) the annihilator of X , which is by definition the ideal of
R consisting of elements a such that the multiplication map by a of each module in X factors through
a free module. Also, ca(R) stands for the cohomology annihilator of R in the sense of Iyengar and
Takahashi [12], which is defined as the ideal consisting of elements a such that there exists an integer n
with aExtnR(M,N) = 0 for all finitely generated modules M,N . Even when R is not Cohen–Macaulay,
considering suitable modules corresponding to maximal Cohen–Macaulay modules makes the first and
third equalities hold; see Proposition 2.4. On the other hand, the Cohen–Macaulayness is required for the
second equality. In fact, under a few assumptions, the converse of this proposition holds; see Corollary
2.7. Our second main result is an application of the above theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (R,m) be a non-regular Cohen–Macaulay local ring. The following are equivalent:

(1) The Alexandrov space A(CM0(R)) is compact;
(2) The dimension of CM0(R) is finite;
(3) The cohomology annihilator ca(R) is m-primary;

(4) The completion R̂ has an isolated singularity.

Furthermore, A(CM(R)) is compact if one of these conditions holds.

We explain our results including the above displayed theorems, relating them with various results in
the literature. Let R be a local ring. Iyengar and Takahashi [12] proved that ca(R) is a defining ideal of
Sing(R) if the category mod(R) of finitely generated R-modules has a strong generator, and that mod(R)
has a strong generator if R is an equicharacteristic excellent ring or a localization of a finitely generated
algebra over a field. Recently, Dey, Lank, and Takahashi [9] showed that if R is quasi-excellent, then
mod(R) has a strong generator. We show in Proposition 2.4 that ca(R) is a defining ideal of Sing(R) if all
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the formal fibers of R are regular, and confirm in Remark 2.5(1) that it does not hold in general. Dao and
Takahashi [8] proved that if R is Cohen–Macaulay and the dimension of CM0(R) is finite, then R has an
isolated singularity, and that the converse holds true if R is complete, equicharacteristic, and with perfect
residue field. Dey and Takahashi [10] showed the converse when R is excellent, equicharacteristic, and
admits a canonical module. Theorem 1.2 partly refines these results since R has an isolated singularity

if and only if so does R̂ when all the formal fibers of R are regular. The equivalence of (2) and (3) in
Theorem 1.2 is a direct corollary of Theorem 1.1, which is already known in [10].

Esentepe [11] showed that the annihilator of CM(R) is equal to ca(R) if R is Gorenstein. For any
Cohen–Macaulay complete equicharacteristic local ring R with perfect residue field, it is shown in [8, 10]
that the annihilators of CM(R) and CM0(R) are defining ideals of Sing(R). Theorem 1.1 asserts that
the radicals of ca(R) and the annihilators of CM(R) and CM0(R) are always equal. As mentioned above,
they are defining ideals of Sing(R) if all the formal fibers of R are regular. For a Gorenstein local ring R,
Akdenizli, Aytekin, Çetin, and Esentepe studied the Alexandrov space A(CM(R)) of CM(R) and provided
a necessary and sufficient condition for A(CM(R)) to be compact, in terms of the annihilator of CM(R).
Applying the results of Esentepe [11], they showed that A(CM(R)) is compact if R is a complete reduced
Gorenstein local ring of dimension one. Theorem 1.2 highly improves this result.

Some of the above results essentially require the (quasi-)excellence of the ring. It is worth mentioning
that it is possible to compare certain annihilators of categories without imposing (quasi-)excellence by
completion, as stated in Theorem 1.1. The investigation of the compactness of the Alexandrov space in
connection with other notions appearing in Theorem 1.2 is an original idea of this paper.

It is easy to see that the Alexandrov space is compact in the case of finite CM-representation type.
On the other hand, the compactness in the case of countable CM-representation type is not generally
known. Our third main result addresses this case.

Theorem 1.3. Let R be a complete local hypersurface with uncountable algebraically closed coefficient
field of characteristic different from 2. If R has countable CM-representation type, A(CM(R)) is compact.

This theorem is proved by calculating the annihilators of the endomorphism rings of all objects in CM(R).
The ring R appearing in Theorem 1.3 does not have an isolated singularity. According to Theorem 1.2,
A(CM0(R)) is not compact. This fact can be directly confirmed by calculation.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we give the relationship between annihilators
of some stable categories and prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In section 3, we study the Alexandrov topology
over a complete local hypersurface with uncountable algebraically closed coefficient field of characteristic
different from 2 and show Theorem 1.3.

2. Annihilators of stable categories

In this section, we consider the annihilator ideals of several stable categories. We see that those ideals
characterize the singular locus and the Cohen–Macaulayness of a local ring. First of all, we state the
definitions of notions used in this paper.

Convention 2.1. Throughout this paper, we assume the following. Let R be a local ring.
(1) Denote by mod(R) the category of finitely generated R-modules. For an R-module M , the annihi-

lator ideal ofM is denoted by annR(M). Following Iyengar and Takahashi [12], we consider the following
ideals for any integer n ≥ 0:

can(R) :=
⋂

m≥n,M,N∈mod(R)

annR(Ext
m
R (M,N)) and ca(R) :=

⋃

m≥0

cam(R).

The ideal ca(R) is called the cohomology annihilator of R. Since R is noetherian, the ascending chain
ca0(R) ⊆ ca1(R) ⊆ ca2(R) ⊆ · · · of ideals of R is eventually stable. Hence ca(R) = can(R) for some n.

(2) The singular locus Sing(R) of R is defined as the set of prime ideals of R such that Rp is not a
regular local ring. We say that R has an isolated singularity if any non-maximal prime ideal of R is not
in Sing(R). For each ideal I of R, the set of prime ideals of R containing I is denoted by V(I). Let M

be a finitely generated R-module and F = (· · · → F1
α−→ F0 → 0) a minimal free resolution of M . The

syzygy ΩRM ofM is defined as Imα. We put Ω0
RM =M , and the nth syzygy ΩnRM is defined inductively

by ΩnRM = ΩR(Ω
n−1
R M). The completions of R and M are denoted by R̂ and M̂ , respectively.
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(3) An R-module M is called maximal Cohen–Macaulay if depthMp ≥ dimRp for all prime ideals p of
R. The category of maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules is denoted by CM(R). Respectively, following
Takahashi [19] and Dao, Eghbali, and Lyle [6], we denote by C(R) the subcategory of mod(R) consisting
of modulesM such that depthMp ≥ depthRp for all prime ideals p of R and by Deep(R) the subcategory
of mod(R) consisting of modules M such that depthM ≥ depthR. An R-module M is locally free
on the punctured spectrum if Mp is a free Rp-module for any non-maximal prime ideal p of R. For a
subcategory X of mod(R), denote by X0 the subcategory of X consisting of modules which are locally
free on the punctured spectrum. Note that C0(R) = Deep0(R) and that if R is Cohen–Macaulay, then
CM(R) = C(R) = Deep(R).

(4) For R-modules M,N , denote by PR(M,N) the set of R-homomorphisms from M to N factoring
through projective modules, which an R-submodule of HomR(M,N). Let us denote by HomR(M,N) the
quotient R-module HomR(M,N)/PR(M,N). For a subcategory X of mod(R), the stable category X of
X is defined as the category whose objects are the same as X and whose morphism sets are HomR(M,N).

(5) Let S be a set. A preorder or a quasiorder on S is a binary relation ≤ on S that is reflexive and
transitive. The closure cl(x) of a point x ∈ S is a subset {y ∈ S | y ≤ x} of S, and the closure cl(U)
of a subset U of S is the union

⋃
x∈U cl(x). There is a topology on S for which {cl(U) | U ⊆ S} is the

set of closed sets. This topology is known as Alexandrov topology associated to ≤. Let X be an R-linear
category (having a small skeleton). For any object X ∈ X , we consider the following ideals:

Ann(X) := annR HomX (X,X) and Ann(X ) :=
⋂

X∈X

Ann(X).

The inclusion relation Ann(X) ⊆ Ann(Y ) for X,Y ∈ X defines a preorder on the set of isomorphism
classes of objects of X . The corresponding Alexandrov space is denoted by A(X ); see [1]. Note the
distinction between uppercase Ann and lowercase ann. In this paper, quasi-compact is simply called
compact, that is, we say that a topological space T is compact if every open cover has a finite subcover.

(6) All subcategories are nonempty, full, and closed under isomorphism. Let X ,Y be subcategories of
mod(R). Denote by [X ] the smallest subcategory of mod(R) containing {R} ∪ X that is closed under
direct summands, finite direct sums, and syzygies. We denote by X ◦ Y the subcategory of mod(R)
consisting of objects Z such that there exists an exact sequence 0 → X → Z → Y → 0 in mod(R) with
X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y. We set [X ]1 = [X ], and the ball of radius n centered at X is defined inductively
by [X ]n = [[X ]n−1 ◦ [X ]]. Following Dao and Takahashi [8], we define the dimension of X , denoted by
dim(X ), as the infimum of n ≥ 0 such that X = [G]n+1 for some object G ∈ X .

We prepare two lemmas that play crucial roles in the proof of the main results of this section.

Lemma 2.2. [10, Lemma 3.8] Let R be a local ring, and M an R-module. Then
⋂

m>0,N∈mod(R)

annR(Ext
m
R (M,N)) = annR(Ext

1
R(M,ΩM)) = annR(HomR(M,M)).

Let R be a local ring. For any M,N ∈ mod(R) and n ≥ 0, one has Extn+1
R (M,N) ∼= Ext1R(Ω

nM,N).
Lemma 2.2 implies that can+1(R) is equal to Ann(Ωn(R)), where Ωn(R) is the subcategory of mod(R)
consisting of nth syzygy modules. In particular, ca(R) = Ann(Ωn(R)) for some n ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.3. [8, Corollary 4.4(2)] Let R be a local ring of dimension d, a an element of R, and n an

integer. Suppose that aExtiR(M,N) = 0 for all finitely generated R modules M,N having finite length

and all n ≤ i ≤ n+ 2d. Then a2
2d

ExtiR(M,N) = 0 for all finitely generated R modules M,N .

The proposition below says that some equalities exist for the radicals of annihilators of stable categories.
There are many studies on the relationship between ca(R) and the definition ideal of Sing(R); see [2, 12, 15]
for instance. Also, the annihilators of CM(R) and CM0(R) are defining ideals of Sing(R) under several
assumptions; see [8, 10]. Proposition 2.4 describes the behavior of those ideals in general and improves
some of their results; see Remark 2.5(1).

Proposition 2.4. Let (R,m) be a local ring of dimension d. Put I = Ann(C0(R)) = Ann(Deep0(R)).

(1) There is an equality
√
ca(R) =

⋂
p∈Sing(R̂)(p ∩R).

(2) If R has a positive depth, then there are equalities I = Ann(C(R)) = Ann(Deep(R)), otherwise one

has Id+1 ⊆ Ann(Deep(R)) ⊆ Ann(C(R)) ⊆ I. In particular,
√
I =

√
Ann(Deep(R)) =

√
Ann(C(R)).
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(3) Suppose that R is a Cohen–Macaulay local ring. Then
√
Ann(CM(R)) =

√
ca(R).

Proof. (1) Since R̂ is a noetherian quasi-excellent ring of finite dimension, [9, Corollary C] implies that

mod(R̂) admits a strong generator. By [12, Theorem 1.1], we have V(ca(R̂)) = Sing(R̂), and hence
√
ca(R̂) ∩R =

⋂

p∈Sing(R̂)

(p ∩R).

We claim
√
ca(R) =

√
ca(R̂) ∩R. There exists n such that can(R) = ca(R) and can(R̂) = ca(R̂). It

follows from [2, Theorem 4.5] that can(R̂) ∩ R ⊆ can(R). Let M,N be finitely generated R̂-modules
having finite length, and let i ≥ n. These modules also have finite length as R-modules, and there

are isomorphisms ExtiR(M,N) ∼= ExtiR(M,N) ⊗R R̂ ∼= Exti
R̂
(M,N) of R-modules. Any element of R

belonging to can(R) annihilates Exti
R̂
(M,N). By Lemma 2.3, we obtain can(R)2

2d ⊆ ca(R̂) ∩R.
(2) Since C0(R) ⊆ C(R) ⊆ Deep(R), we have Ann(Deep(R)) ⊆ Ann(C(R)) ⊆ I. We have only to show

that if R has a positive depth, Ann(Deep(R)) contains I, otherwise Ann(Deep(R)) contains Id+1. Let
a ∈ I andM ∈ Deep(R). Suppose thatMp is a free Rp-module for any ideal p of R such that ht p < n. We

claim by descending induction on n that if R has a positive depth, a annihilates Ext1R(M,ΩM), otherwise
ad−n+1 annihilates Ext1R(M,ΩM). In the case n = d, M belongs to Deep0(R), which means that the
claim holds. Let 0 ≤ n < d. The nonfree locus V := {p ∈ Spec(R) | Mp is not free as an Rp-module}
of M is a closed subset of Spec(R); see [17, Theorem 4.10]. There are at most a finite number of prime
ideals of height n belonging to V by assumption. We can choose x ∈ m such that it does not belong
to any prime ideal of height n belonging to V and any non-maximal associated prime ideal of M . Let
i > 0. If depthR = 0, then depthΩ(M/xiM) ≥ 0 = depthR, otherwise depthM ≥ depthR > 0 and thus
x is an M -regular element, which implies depthΩ(M/xiM) ≥ depthR. Since x is Mp-regular for any
non-maximal prime ideal p, we see that Ω(M/xiM) is in Deep(R) and Ω(M/xiM)p is a free Rp-module
for any ideal p such that ht p < n+ 1.

We consider the case where R has a positive depth. For any positive integer i, there is an exact

sequence 0 →M
xi

−→M →M/xiM → 0, which induces an exact sequence

Ext1R(M,ΩM)
xi

−→ Ext1R(M,ΩM) → Ext2R(M/xiM,ΩM) ∼= Ext1R(Ω(M/xiM),ΩM).

It follows Lemma 2.2 and the induction hypothesis that a annihilates Ext1R(Ω(M/xiM),ΩM), which
implies aExt1R(M,ΩM) ⊆ xi Ext1R(M,ΩM). By Krull’s intersection theorem, aExt1R(M,ΩM) = 0.

We deal with the case depthR = 0. For any i > 0, the submodule (0 : xi)M of M has finite length and

hence it belongs to Deep0(R). There is an exact sequence 0 → (0 : xi)M → M
xi

−→ M → M/xiM → 0,
which induces exact sequences

Ext1R(x
iM,ΩM) → Ext1R(M,ΩM) → Ext1R((0 : xi)M ,ΩM) and

Ext1R(M,ΩM) → Ext1R(x
iM,ΩM) → Ext1R(Ω(M/xiM),ΩM).

By induction hypothesis, we get aExt1R((0 : xi)M ,ΩM) = 0 = ad−n Ext1R(Ω(M/xiM),ΩM). An analo-
gous argument to the proof of [8, Theorem 4.3(3)] shows that ad−n+1 Ext1R(M,ΩM) ⊆ xi Ext1R(M,ΩM)
for all i > 0, which means ad−n+1Ext1R(M,ΩM) = 0.

(3) Let M,N be finitely generated R-modules, a an element of R belonging to Ann(CM(R)), and

i ≥ d + 1 an integer. Since a annihilates HomR(Ω
dM,ΩdM), it also annihilates Exti−dR (ΩdM,N) ∼=

ExtiR(M,N) by Lemma 2.2, which implies Ann(CM(R)) ⊆ cad+1(R) ⊆ ca(R).
Now, we prove the converse inclusion. Take n > 0 such that can(R) = ca(R). First, we deal with the

case where R admits a canonical module ω. Let trω be the trace ideal of ω defined by the image of the
canonical map HomR(M,R)⊗RM → R given by f ⊗ x 7→ f(x). By [7, Theorem 2.3], we have

trω = annR(Ext
1
R(ω,ΩRω)).

On the other hand, for any prime ideal p that does not contain can(R), Rp is regular. Indeed, p does not
even contain annR(Ext

n
R(R/p, R/p)), which means that the residue field of Rp has projective dimension

at most n−1. Then ωp is free, which implies trω = annR(Ext
1
R(ω,ΩRω)) * p. We have

√
can(R) ⊆

√
trω
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and hence can(R)l ⊆ trω for some l > 0. It follows from [10, Lemma 4.1(2)] that for any M ∈ CM(R),

(trω)n−1 · annR(ExtnR(M,ΩnM)) ⊆ annR(Ext
1
R(M,ΩM)).

This means that annR(Ext
1
R(M,ΩM)) contains can(R)l(n−1)+1, and so does Ann(CM(R)).

Next, we handle the general case. A similar argument to the proof of (1) shows that
√
ca(R) ⊆

√
ca(R̂) ∩R ⊆

√
Ann(CM(R̂)) ∩R ⊆

√
Ann(CM(R))

since R̂ admits a canonical module. �

When R is excellent, the proof of (1) is essentially the same as the argument of the proof of [12,
Theorem 5.3]. In the proof of (2), the method of Dey and Takahashi [10] plays an essential role. On
the other hand, it is worth mentioning that the comparison of annihilators without imposing specific
assumptions is achieved.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The assertion is an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.4. �

Here are two remarks on Proposition 2.4.

Remark 2.5. (1) Let R be a local ring. We put V = {p ∩ R | p ∈ Sing(R̂)}. It is well known that
Sing(R) is closed and equal to V if R is G-ring; see [16, (33.A) and Theorem 76] for instance. Proposition
2.4 asserts that if R is G-ring, then ca(R) is a defining ideal of Sing(R) and so are Ann(CM(R)) and
Ann(CM0(R)) when R is Cohen–Macaulay. It refines [8, Proposition 4.8], [10, Theorem 3.12], and [12,
Theorems 5.3 and 5.4] in the case of local rings. Here we describe our observations for V .

The minimal elements of V are at most finite since Sing(R̂) is a closed subset of Spec(R̂). So, V is
closed if and only if V is stable under specialization, that is, if q ∈ V and q′ ∈ Spec(R) with q ⊆ q′,
then q′ ∈ V . Proposition 2.4(1) asserts that V is contained in V(ca(R)) and any prime ideal being in
V(ca(R)) contains some minimal elements of V , which implies that V(ca(R)) is equal to the closure of
V . Hence V is closed if and only if ca(R) is a defining ideal of V . Note that V contains Sing(R); see [3,
Theorem 2.2.12(a)]. It is easy to see that Sing(R) is equal to V if and only if the following condition is

satisfied: for every p ∈ Spec(R̂) and q = p ∩R, p belongs to Sing(R̂) if and only if q belongs to Sing(R).

By [3, Theorem 2.2.12(b)], Sing(R) = V if κ(p)⊗R R̂ is regular for every prime ideal p of R, where κ(p)
is the residue field of Rp. (This is weaker than the assumption that R is G-ring.) Also, Sing(R) = V if
and only if ca(R) is a defining ideal of Sing(R). Indeed, as Sing(R) is stable under specialization, if V
is equal to Sing(R), then V is closed and thus we have V = V(ca(R)). On the other hand, if Sing(R) is
not equal to V , then it is not equal to V(ca(R)) either. In particular, V(ca(R)) 6= Sing(R) if R has an

isolated singularity and R̂ does not.
(2) The assumption in Proposition 2.4(3) that the ring is Cohen–Macaulay is essential. Let (R,m) be

a non-Cohen–Macaulay local ring of depth zero such that R̂ has an isolated singularity. (For example,
a quotient of a formal power series ring KJx, yK/(x2, xy) over a field K is one such ring.) Proposition
2.4(1) implies that ca(R) is m-primary. Note that C(R) = mod(R) by definition. Let n be a positive
integer, and a ∈ annRHom(R/mn, R/mn). Denote by ã the multiplication by a on R/mn. Then there are
R-homomorphisms f : R/mn → R and g : R → R/mn such that ã = g ◦ f . Since Im(f) is contained in
(0 : mn)R ⊆ Γm(R), a belongs to (0 : mn)R +mn. Let Γm(R) be an m-torsion submodule of R. We have

Ann(C(R)) ⊆
⋂

n>0

annR Hom(R/mn, R/mn) ⊆
⋂

n>0

((0 : mn)R +m
n) ⊆

⋂

n>0

(Γm(R) +m
n) = Γm(R).

As R is not artinian, Γm(R) is not an m-primary ideal. Therefore, the ideal Ann(C(R)) is not m-primary,

in other words,
√
Ann(C(R)) 6=

√
ca(R).

Let us study Ann(C(R)) in more detail when R is not Cohen–Macaulay. For a local ring R, the set
of prime ideals p of R such that dim(R/p) = dimR is denoted by Assh(R). The following proposition is
not meaningful for Cohen–Macaulay rings. Indeed, if R is Cohen–Macaulay, for any prime ideal p of R,
the equalities dim(R/p) + depthRp = dimR − ht p + depthRp = depthR hold. On the other hand, one
has dim(R/p) + depthRp = dimR > depthR for any p ∈ Assh(R) when R is not Cohen–Macaulay.

Proposition 2.6. Let (R,m) be a local ring. Then Ann(C(R)) ⊆ p for all prime ideals p of R such that
dim(R/p) + depthRp > depthR.
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Proof. We handle the case where R is complete. We may assume t := depthR < dimR =: d. There is a
Gorenstein local ring S of dimension d such that R is a homomorphic image of S. Let a ∈ Ann(C(R)). For

any n > 0 and t < i ≤ d, Ωt(R/mn) is in C(R) and a annihilates ExtiR(R/m
n, R) ∼= Exti−tR (Ωt(R/mn), R),

which implies that a belongs to annRH
i
m(R) = annR Extd−iS (R,S); see [3, Theorem 8.1.1(a)]. Let p be a

prime ideal of R such that dim(R/p) + depthRp > depthR and q the inverse image of p in S. Note that
dim(R/p) = dim(S/q) = d− ht q as S is Cohen–Macaulay. By assumption, we have

0 ≤ m := depthSq − depthRp = ht q− depthRp = d− dim(R/p)− depthRp < d− t.

It follows from [3, Exercises 3.1.24] that ExtmSq
(Rp, Sq) 6= 0, which means that q contains annS Ext

m
S (R,S).

Therefore, we get a ∈ annR ExtmS (R,S) ⊆ p.
We address the general case. For any prime ideal p of R such that dim(R/p) + depthRp > depthR,

we can choose a prime ideal q of R̂ such that dim(R̂/q) = dim(R̂/pR̂). One has the equality p = q ∩ R.
Indeed, if p ( q ∩ R, then there is q′ ∈ Spec(R̂) such that q′ ( q and p = q′ ∩ R by [17, Theorem 9.5].

This means that q is not a minimal prime ideal of pR̂, which contradicts the choice of q. As R̂q/pR̂q is

artinian, we see that depth R̂q = depthRp by [3, Proposition 1.2.16(a)]. We have

dim(R̂/q) + depth R̂q = dim(R/p) + depthRp > depthR = depth R̂.

It follows from Proposition 2.4(2) and the first half of this proof that Ann(C0(R̂)) is contained in q. Let

a ∈ Ann(C(R)). For any finitely generated R̂-modules M,N having finite length and i > 0, a annihilates

ExtiR(Ω
t
RM,N) ∼= Extt+iR (M,N) ∼= Extt+i

R̂
(M,N); see the proof of Proposition 2.4(1). By [18, Theorem

2.2], for any X ∈ C0(R̂), there exists a finitely generated R̂-module M such that X is a direct summand

of ΩtM . Lemma 2.3 yields that a2
2d

annihilates Extt+1

R̂
(M,ΩX) ∼= Ext1

R̂
(ΩtM,ΩX), which implies that

Ann(C0(R̂)) contains a
22dR̂. We have Ann(C(R))2

2d ⊆ Ann(C0(R̂)) ∩R ⊆ q ∩R = p. �

The corollary below asserts that under a few assumptions, the converse of Theorem 1.1 holds.

Corollary 2.7. Let R be a local ring. Suppose that R̂p is regular for some p ∈ Assh(R̂). (For example,

R̂ is reduced.) Then R is Cohen–Macaulay if and only if
√
Ann(C(R̂)) =

√
ca(R̂).

Proof. The “only if” part follows from Theorem 1.1. In order to prove the “if” part, suppose that R is

not Cohen–Macaulay. It follows from Proposition 2.4 (or Remark 2.5) that p does not contain ca(R̂). On

the other hand, thanks to Proposition 2.6, p contains Ann(C(R̂)). The proof is now completed. �

In particular, for complete local domains, the above corollary says that the equality in Theorem 1.1

characterizes the Cohen–Macaulayness of the ring. The inequality
√
Ann(C(R)) 6=

√
ca(R) for the ring R

appearing in Remark 2.5(2) also follows from Corollary 2.7.

Remark 2.8. (1) The equivalence of Corollary 2.7 does not necessarily hold. A quotient of a formal
power series ring R = KJx, yK/(x2y3, x3y2) over a field K is a non-Cohen–Macaulay complete local
ring satisfying Sing(R) = Spec(R). The implications 0 ⊆ Ann(C(R)) ⊆ ca(R) holds; see the proof of

Proposition 2.4(3). By Proposition 2.4(1), ca(R) is nilpotent and thus
√
0 =

√
Ann(C(R)) =

√
ca(R).

More generally, a non-Cohen–Macaulay local ring R with Sing(R̂) = Spec(R̂) is a counterexample to the
equivalence in Corollary 2.7.

(2) Let (R,m, k) be a local ring of dimension d. If either Ann(C(R)), Ann(C0(R)), or ca(R) is equal
to R, then so is annR Extn(Ωd(k),Ωn+d(k)) for some positive integer n; see Lemma 2.2. This means
Ext1(Ωn+d−1(k),Ωn+d(k)) = 0, which implies Ωn+d−1(k) is free, and thus R is regular. Conversely, if R
is regular, then all modules belonging to C(R) are free. It is easy to see that the equalities Ann(C(R)) =
Ann(C0(R)) = cad+1(R) = ca(R) = R hold.

Akdenizli, Aytekin, Çetin, and Esentepe [1] studied the Alexandrov topology over a Gorenstein local
ring and gave an equivalence between the compactness of that topology and the existence of a minimum
element with respect to the preorder. Theorem 2.9 characterize the existence of a minimum element in
terms of the annihilators of stable categories, the cohomology annihilator, and the singular locus.

Theorem 2.9. Let (R,m) be a non-regular Cohen–Macaulay local ring. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) Ann(CM0(R)) = Ann(M) for some M ∈ CM0(R).
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(2) Ann(CM0(R)) is m-primary;
(3) Ann(CM(R)) is m-primary;
(4) ca(R) is m-primary;

(5) R̂ has an isolated singularity.

Proof. If Ann(CM0(R)) = Ann(M) for some M ∈ CM0(R), then Ann(CM0(R)) is m-primary since M is
locally free on the punctured spectrum and Ann(CM0(R)) is proper; see Remark 2.5. Hence the implication
(1) ⇒ (2) holds true. In order to prove the converse implication, we assume that Ann(CM0(R)) is m-
primary. Take an object M0 ∈ CM0(R). For each integer i ≥ 0, if Ann(Mi) * Ann(Ni) for some
Ni ∈ CM0(R), then we put Mi+1 =Mi ⊕Ni. It is easy to see that

Ann(Mi+1) = Ann(Mi) ∩ Ann(Ni) ( Ann(Mi);

see Lemma 2.2 for instance. As R/Ann(CM0(R)) is artinian, the descending chain

Ann(CM0(R)) ⊆ · · · ( Ann(Mi+1) ( Ann(Mi) ( · · · ( Ann(M1) ( Ann(M0)

of ideals of R must stop after a finite number steps, which means Ann(CM0(R)) = Ann(Mi) for some i.
The proof of (2) ⇒ (1) is complete. It follows from Theorem 1.1 that (2) ⇔ (3) ⇔ (4) ⇔ (5) hold. �

Theorem 1.2 is a direct corollary of the above theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By [1, Theorem 2.6], the condition (1) holds if and only if Ann(CM0(R)) = Ann(M)
for some M ∈ CM0(R). It follows from Lemma 2.2 and [8, Theorem 1.1] that (2) holds true if and only

if Ann(CM0(R)) is m-primary. Hence the equivalence follows from Theorem 2.9. If R̂ has an isolated
singularity, then so does R, and thus CM0(R) = CM(R). The last assertion follows from (1). �

Note that R has an isolated singularity if and only if so does R̂ when all the formal fibers of R are
regular. Therefore, we can remove by Theorem 1.2 the assumptions imposed in [10, Theorem 1.2(3)] for
the case c = 0 that the ring is excellent, equicharacteristic, and admits a canonical module. In particular,
Theorem 1.2 partly refines [8, Theorem 1.1(1)]. Also, Theorem 1.2 improves [1, Example 3.1].

The followin corollary follows immediately from Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 2.10. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay local ring having an isolated singularity. If κ(p)⊗R R̂ is
regular for every prime ideal p of R, where κ(p) is the residue field of Rp, then A(CM(R)) is compact.
In particular, if R is (quasi-)excellent, then A(CM(R)) is compact.

Proof. If κ(p)⊗R R̂ is regular for any prime ideal p of R, then R̂ has an isolated singularity by [3, Theorem
2.2.12]. The assertion is a consequence of Theorem 1.2. �

3. Countable CM-representation type

Let us call a local ring R of finite (resp. countable) CM-representation type if there are only finitely
(resp. countably) many isomorphism classes of indecomposable maximal Cohen–Macaulay modules over
R. It follows from [1, Theorem 2.6] and Lemma 3.1 that A(CM(R)) is compact when R is of finite CM-
representation type. Also, the condition (2) of Theorem 1.2 holds in the case of finite CM-representation
type, however, it is unknown whether it holds for countable CM-representation types. In this section,
we investigate the compactness of in the case of countable CM-representation type following the ideas
presented in [1, Section 5]. To calculate examples, we prepare two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let R be a local ring and M a maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-module.

(1) Suppose that Ann(M) ⊆ Ann(N) for any indecomposable maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-module N .
Then Ann(M) = Ann(CM(R)).

(2) If R is Gorenstein, then Ann(M) = Ann(ΩRM).

Proof. The proof of [1, Lemma 2.2] shows Ann(X ⊕ Y ) = Ann(X) ∩ Ann(Y ) for all maximal Cohen–
Macaulay R-modules X,Y , which implies (1) holds. The assertion (2) follows since the functor ΩR :
CM(R) → CM(R) is equivalence if R is Gorenstein. �

The following lemma is used in [1, Section 5]. We denote by In the identity matrix of size n.
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Lemma 3.2. Let R be a Gorenstein local ring, and r an element of R. Let · · · φ−→ Rn
ψ−→ Rn

φ−→ Rn
ψ−→ · · ·

be an exact sequence of free R-modules, and M = Cokerφ.

(1) The element r belongs to Ann(M) if and only if there are R-homomorphisms α, β : Rn → Rn such
that φ ◦ α+ β ◦ ψ = rIn.

(2) Suppose that one of the conditions in (1) holds. If φ and ψ are given by matrices (xij) and (yij),
then r belongs to (xk1, . . . , xkn, y1k, . . . , ynk) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Proof. (1) Suppose that there are R-homomorphisms α, β : Rn → Rn such that φ ◦ α + β ◦ ψ = rIn.
Applying HomR(−,M) to the diagram

· · · // Rn
φ

// Rn
ψ

//

r
��

α

zz✉✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉

Rn //

β

zz✉✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉

· · ·

· · · // Rn
φ

// Rn
ψ

// Rn // · · · ,
we get a diagram

· · · // Mn
tψ

// Mn
tφ

//

r
��

tβ

yyss
s
s
s
s
s
s

Mn //

tα

yyss
s
s
s
s
s
s

· · ·

· · · // Mn
tψ

// Mn
tφ

// Mn // · · · .
(The symbol t(−) denotes transpose.) Then Ker(tφ)/ Im(tψ) ∼= Ext2R(M,M) ∼= Ext1R(ΩM,Ω2M) since
M ∼= Ω2M . The equality tα◦ tφ+ tψ ◦ tβ = rIn implies that r annihilates the homology Ker(tφ)/ Im(tψ).
It follows from Lemmas 2.2 and 3.1 that r belongs to Ann(M) = Ann(ΩM) = annR Ext1R(ΩM,Ω2M).

Suppose r ∈ Ann(M). Let π : Rn → M be the natural surjective, ι : M → Rn the natural injection,
and r̃ the multiplication by r onM . Since r̃ factors through a projective module and π is surjective, there
is an R-homomorphism γ :M → Rn such that r̃ = π ◦γ. We get an R-homomorphism α : Rn → Rn such
that rIn− γ ◦ π = φ ◦α as Im(rIn − γ ◦π) is contained in Kerπ = Imφ. Now Coker ι is maximal Cohen–
Macaulay, which means that HomR(ι, R

n) is surjective. There is an R-homomorphism β : Rn → Rn such
that γ = β ◦ ι. Then we have rIn = φ ◦ α+ γ ◦ π = φ ◦ α+ β ◦ ψ by the equality ψ = ι ◦ π.

(2) Put α = (aij) and β = (bij). Then r =
∑n

i=1 xkiaik +
∑n
i=1 bkiyik for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n. �

In the rest of this section, let k be an uncountable algebraically closed field having a characteristic
different from 2. For any complete local hypersurface R with coefficient field k, it has countable CM-
representation type if and only if it is isomorphic to kJx0, x1, . . . , xdK/(f), where f is one of the following:

(A∞) x20 + x22 + · · ·+ x2d, or (D∞) x20x1 + x22 + · · ·+ x2d;

see [4, Theorem B] or [14, Theorem 14.16]. The purpose of this section is to use this fact to prove Theorem
1.3. According to Knörrer’s periodicity [13, Theorem 3.1] (see also [14, Theorem 8.33]), the cases of one
and two dimensions are essential. Therefore, in the following, we calculate the cases for one and two
dimensions. (However, in the proof of the Theorem 1.3, it is unnecessary for the case of dimension two.)
First, we deal with the case where f = (A∞).

Proposition 3.3. (1) Let R = kJx, yK/(x2). Then Ann(CM(R)) = Ann(R/xR) = xR hold.
(2) Let R = kJx, y, zK/(x2 + z2), and let i be a element of k such that i2 + 1 = 0. Then the equalities

Ann(CM(R)) = Ann(R/(z − ix)R) = Ann(R/(z + ix)R) = (x, z)R hold.
In particular, in both cases (1) and (2), A(CM(R)) is compact.

Proof. (1) All the nonisomorphic nonfree indecomposable maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules are

R/xR and Cokerφn for positive integers n, where φn =

(
x yn

0 −x

)
by [4, Proposition 4.1]. The ring R is

Gorenstein, and the complex (· · · x−→ R
x−→ R

x−→ · · · ) is exact. By Lemma 3.2(1), we get Ann(R/xR) = xR.

Fix n ≥ 1. There is an exact sequence (· · · φn−−→ R2 φn−−→ R2 φn−−→ · · · ) of free R-modules. Lemma 3.2(2)
deduces Ann(Cokerφn) ⊆ (x, yn)R. On the other hand, there are equalities

φn

(
0 0
0 −1

)
+

(
1 0
0 0

)
φn = xI2 and φn

(
0 0
1 0

)
+

(
0 0
1 0

)
φn = ynI2,
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which means Ann(Cokerφn) = (x, yn)R by Lemma 3.2(1). The assertion follows from Lemma 3.1(1).

(2) For each positive integer n, we set ψ+
n =

(
z − ix yn

0 z + ix

)
and ψ−

n =

(
z + ix −yn

0 z − ix

)
. Then

R/(z − ix)R, R/(z + ix)R, Cokerψ+
n and Cokerψ−

n for n ≥ 1 are all the nonisomorphic nonfree inde-
composable maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules; see [14, Proposition 14.17] (or [5, Theorem 5.3]). The

ring R is Gorenstein, and the complex (· · · z+ix−−−→ R
z−ix−−−→ R

z+ix−−−→ · · · ) is exact. By Lemma 3.2(1), we
have Ann(R/(z − ix)R) = Ann(R/(z + ix)R) = (z − ix, z + ix)R = (x, z)R. Fix n ≥ 1. There is an

exact sequence (· · · ψ−

n−−→ R2 ψ+
n−−→ R2 ψ−

n−−→ · · · ) of free R-modules. It follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that
Ann(Cokerψ+

n ) and Ann(Cokerψ−
n ) are contained in (z − ix, z + ix, yn)R = (x, yn, z)R. On the other

hand, there are equalities

ψ+
n

(
0 0
0 1

)
+

(
1 0
0 0

)
ψ−
n = (z + ix), ψ+

n

(
1 0
0 0

)
+

(
0 0
0 1

)
ψ−
n = (z − ix)I2,

and ψ+
n

(
0 0
1 0

)
+

(
0 0
−1 0

)
ψ−
n = ynI2,

which means Ann(Cokerψ+
n ) = Ann(Cokerψ−

n ) = (x, yn, z)R by Lemmas 3.1(2) and 3.2(1). Similar to
the proof of (1), Lemma 3.1(1) concludes that the assertion holds. �

Remark 3.4. Let us verify that the nine conditions of Theorem 2.9 do not hold for R in Proposition
3.3(1). Put m = (x, y)R. Note that R is complete and Sing(R) = V(xR), which means R does not have an
isolated singularity. Proposition 3.3(1) asserts that Ann(CM(R)) is not m-primary. All the nonisomorphic
nonfree indecomposable maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules which are locally free on the punctured
spectrum are Cokerφn for n ≥ 1 since Ann(R/xR) = xR and Ann(Cokerφn) = (x, yn)R. Then

Ann(CM0(R)) =
⋂

n≥1

Ann(Cokerφn) =
⋂

n≥1

(x, yn)R = xR.

So, Ann(CM0(R)) is also not m-primary, and there is no 0 6= M ∈ CM0(R) such that Ann(CM0(R)) =
Ann(M) as M is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of Cokerφn. For any positive integer n, we have
Ωn−1(R/xR) ∼= R/xR and hence ExtnR(R/xR,R/xR)

∼= Ext1R(R/xR,R/xR), which implies

can(R) ⊆ annR ExtnR(R/xR,R/xR) = annR Ext1R(R/xR,R/xR) = Ann(R/xR) = xR.

We see that ca(R) is contained in xR and is not m-primary. (In general, for a Gorenstein local ring R,
ca(R) = Ann(CM(R)); see [11, Lemma 2.3] for instance.) A similar argument for the rings in Proposition
3.3(2) and Proposition 3.5 shows that the conditions of Theorem 2.9 are not satisfied.

Next, we consider the case where f = (D∞).

Proposition 3.5. (1) Let R = kJx, yK/(x2y). Then Ann(CM(R)) = Ann(R/xR⊕R/yR) = (x2, xy)R.
(2) Let R = kJx, y, zK/(x2y + z2). Consider the following two R-homomorphisms

α =

(
z −y
x2 z

)
and β =

(
z −xy
x z

)
.

Then the equalities Ann(CM(R)) = Ann(Cokerα⊕ Cokerβ) = (x2, xy, z)R hold.
In particular, in both cases (1) and (2), A(CM(R)) is compact.

Proof. (1) All the nonisomorphic nonfree indecomposable maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-modules are
R/xR, R/xyR, R/yR, R/x2R, Cokerαn, Cokerβn, Cokerγn, and Coker δn for positive integers n, where

αn =

(
xy yn

0 −x

)
, βn =

(
x yn

0 −xy

)
, γn =

(
x yn

0 −x

)
, δn =

(
xy yn+1

0 −xy

)
by [4, Proposition 4.2]. The

ring R is Gorenstein, and (· · · xy−→ R
x−→ R

xy−→ · · · ) and (· · · x2

−→ R
y−→ R

x2

−→ · · · ) are exact. By Lemma
3.2(1), we get Ann(R/xR) = Ann(R/xyR) = xR and Ann(R/yR) = Ann(R/x2R) = (x2, y)R. Therefore,
we have Ann(R/xR⊕R/yR) = Ann(R/xR)∩Ann(R/yR) = xR∩ (x2, y)R = (x2, xy)R. Fix n ≥ 1. There

are exact sequences (· · · βn−−→ R2 αn−−→ R2 βn−−→ · · · ) and (· · · δn−→ R2 γn−→ R2 δn−→ · · · ) of free R-modules.
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It follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that Ann(Cokerαn) ⊆ (x, yn)R and Ann(Cokerγn) ⊆ (x, yn+1)R. On the
other hand, there are equalities

αn

(
0 0
0 −1

)
+

(
1 0
0 0

)
βn = xI2, αn

(
0 0
1 0

)
+

(
0 0
1 0

)
βn = ynI2,

γn

(
0 0
0 −y

)
+

(
1 0
0 0

)
δn = xyI2, γn

(
0 0
y 0

)
+

(
0 0
1 0

)
δn = yn+1I2,

and γn

(
x 0
0 −x

)
+

(
0 −yn−1

0 0

)
δn = x2I2,

which means that Ann(Cokerαn) = Ann(Cokerβn) = (x, yn)R and (x2, xy, yn+1)R ⊆ Ann(Cokerγn) =
Ann(Coker δn) ⊆ (x, yn+1)R by Lemmas 3.1(2) and 3.2(1). The assertion follows from Lemma 3.1(1).

(2) All the nonisomorphic nonfree indecomposable maximal Cohen–MacaulayR-modules are Cokerα+,
Cokerα−, Cokerβ+, Cokerβ−, Cokerγ+n , Cokerγ

−
n , Coker δ

+
n , and Coker δ−n for positive integers n, where

α+ =

(
z y

−x2 z

)
, α− =

(
z −y
x2 z

)
, β+ =

(
z xy
−x z

)
, β− =

(
z −xy
x z

)
,

γ+n =




z 0 xy 0
0 z yn+1 −x
−x 0 z 0

−yn+1 xy 0 z


 , γ−n =




z 0 −xy 0
0 z −yn+1 x
x 0 z 0

yn+1 −xy 0 z


 ,

δ+n =




z 0 xy 0
0 z yn+1 −xy
−x 0 z 0
−yn x 0 z


 , and δ−n =




z 0 −xy 0
0 z −yn+1 xy
x 0 z 0
yn −x 0 z


 ;

see [14, Proposition 14.19] (or [5, Theorem 5.7]). For any integer n ≥ 1, there are exact sequences

(· · · α+

−−→ R2 α−

−−→ R2 α+

−−→ R2 α−

−−→ · · · ), (· · · β+

−−→ R2 β−

−−→ R2 β+

−−→ R2 β−

−−→ · · · ),

(· · · γ+
n−−→ R4 γ−

n−−→ R4 γ+
n−−→ R4 γ−

n−−→ · · · ), and (· · · δ+
n−−→ R4 δ−

n−−→ R4 δ+
n−−→ R4 δ−

n−−→ · · · )

of free R-modules. Since R is Gorenstein, it follows from Lemmas 3.1(2) and 3.2(2) that

Ann(Cokerα+) = Ann(Cokerα−) ⊆ (x2, y, z)R, Ann(Cokerβ+) = Ann(Cokerβ−) ⊆ (x, z)R,

Ann(Cokerγ+n ) = Ann(Cokerγ−n ) ⊆ (x, yn+1, z)R, and Ann(Coker δ+n ) = Ann(Coker δ−n ) ⊆ (x, yn+1, z)R.

On the other hand, there are equalities

α+

(
0 −1
0 0

)
+

(
0 1
0 0

)
α− = x2I2, α+

(
0 0
1 0

)
+

(
0 0
−1 0

)
α− = yI2,

α+

(
1 0
0 0

)
+

(
0 0
0 1

)
α− = zI2, β+

(
0 −1
0 0

)
+

(
0 1
0 0

)
β− = xI2,

β+

(
1 0
0 0

)
+

(
0 0
0 1

)
β− = zI2, γ+n




0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0


+




0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


 γ−n = xI4,

γ+n




0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0


+




0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0


 γ−n = yn+1I4, γ

+
n




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


+




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


 γ−n = zI4,

δ+n




0 0 −x 0
0 0 0 x
0 0 0 0

−yn−1 0 0 0


+




0 0 x 0
0 0 0 −x
0 0 0 0
yn−1 0 0 0


 δ−n = x2I4, δ

+
n




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 y
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


+




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −y
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


 δ−n = xyI4,



COMPACTNESS OF THE ALEXANDROV TOPOLOGY OF MAXIMAL COHEN–MACAULAY MODULES 11

δ+n




0 0 0 −y
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0


+




0 0 0 y
0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0


 δ−n = yn+1I4, and δ

+
n




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


+




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


 δ−n = zI4.

We obtain Ann(Cokerα+) = (x2, y, z)R, Ann(Cokerβ+) = (x, z)R, Ann(Coker γ+n ) = (x, yn+1, z)R, and
(x2, xy, yn+1, z)R ⊆ Ann(Coker δ+n ) ⊆ (x, yn+1, z)R by Lemma 3.2(1). Similar to the proof of (1), Lemma
3.1(1) concludes that the assertion holds. �

Remark 3.6. With the notation of the proof of Proposition 3.5(1) one has the equalities Ann(Cokerγn) =
Ann(Coker δn) = (x2, xy, yn+1)R. We put J = Ann(Cokerγn) = Ann(Coker δn). Since the quotient
module (x, yn+1)R/(x2, xy, yn+1)R is isomorphic to k, it suffices to show J ( (x, yn+1)R, that is, xR * J .
If xR ⊆ J , there are a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ kJx, yK such that

γn

(
a b
c d

)
+

(
e f
g h

)
δn = xI2

as an R-endomorphism of R2 by Lemma 3.2(1). Comparing the (2, 2) entry of the matrix, we have
(−dx + gyn+1 − hxy) − x ∈ (x2y). This means (d + 1)x ∈ (y) and thus d is unit. Comparing the
(1, 2) entry, one has bx + dyn + eyn+1 − fxy ∈ (x2y), which deduces dyn ∈ (x, yn+1), a contradiction.
Similarly, with the notation of the proof of Proposition 3.5(2) one has the equalities Ann(Coker δ+n ) =
Ann(Coker δ−n ) = (x2, xy, yn+1, z)R.

The last main theorem of this paper is proved by the same method as in [1, Section 5]. Note that the
assumption in [1, Subsection 5.1] that the characteristic of the residue field is 0 can be replaced with the
assumption that it is not 2; see [14, Propositions 8.15 and 8.18] for instance.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Put S = kJx0, x1, . . . , xdK, R = S/(f) and R# = SJzK/(f + z2) where 0 6= f ∈
(x0, x1, . . . , xd)

2. It follows from Propositions 3.3 and 3.5 that we have only to show that A(CM(R#))
is compact if A(CM(R)) is compact. Suppose that A(CM(R)) is compact. By [1, Theorem 2.6], there
exists a maximal Cohen–Macaulay R-module M such that Ann(CM(R)) = Ann(M), which means that
M belongs to any closed subset of A(CM(R)). We see by [1, (the proof of) Proposition 5.4] that ΩR#M
belongs to any closed subset of A(CM(R#)). Therefore, we have Ann(CM(R#)) = Ann(ΩR#M). Again,
by [1, Theorem 2.6], we conclude that A(CM(R#)) is compact. �
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