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ABSTRACT. We develop the theory of quasi-F¢-splittings, quasi-F-regularity, and
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quasi-+-regularity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A key tool in positive characteristic birational geometry and commutative algebra
is the F-splitting of an [F)-scheme X, which is a splitting of the Frobenius homo-
morphism Oy — F.,Ox, or equivalently that of Ox — FfOx for every integer
e > 0. One considers also a more restrictive notion of strong F-regularity requir-
ing that for every effective divisor D, there exists e > 0 such that the composition
Ox — FfOx — F£(Ox(D)) splits.

Recently, the third author introduced in [Yobl9] a new notion, called quasi-F-
splitting, which shares many properties with F-splittings but is satisfied by a broader
class of schemes. We say that an F,-scheme X is n-quasi-F'-split for an integer n > 0
if there exists a dashed arrow making the following diagram

W,0x —— FW,0x
(1.0.1) Rn,ll 3
o
Ox
commutative. We say that X is quasi-F-split if it is n-quasi- F-split for some integer
n > 0. For a more comprehensive introduction to the theory of quasi-F-splittings,
we refer to the introductions of [Yob19] and [KTTal.

One of the key limitation of the above definition is that it involves only one power
of Frobenius. If one naively replaces F' with F¢ in ([LO.J]), the notion becomes re-
dundant, being equivalent to the standard F-splitting (Proposition B.8). The main
goal of our article is to introduce proper definitions of quasi-F*°-splittings and quasi-
F-regularity and to verify that they satisfy the comprehensive set of properties one
would expect from such notions, especially in the context of birational geometry.
This effort builds upon [KTT¥a], where such properties were established for stan-
dard quasi- F-splittings.

Let Qx., be the pushout of (I.0O.)), which one can check to be an Ox-module. Then
X is n-quasi- F-split, if the induced map Ox — Q)x,, splits, or, equivalently, that the
dual map Home, (Qxn, Ox) = H*(X, Ox) is surjective. Similarly, for every integer
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e > 0, we can consider the pushout diagram

=

Ox —— Q%0

Definition 1.1. We say that X is n-quasi-F*°-split if and only if the following map
HomWnOX (QeX,m WHWX(_KX)) — HO(X> OX)a

obtained by applying Homy, 0, (—, Wawx (—Kx)) to Ox — Q%,,, is surjective.

Here, W,wx is the dualising sheaf of the scheme W, X, and W,wx(—Kx) is the
So-hull of W,wx @w, 0, WnOx(—Kx), where W,,Ox(—Kx) is the Teichmuller lift of
Ox(—Kyx).

We emphasise that W,wx(—Kx) is not equal to W,,Ox unless n = 1. The reader
should feel free to skip the next two remarks.

Remark 1.2. What is special about the case of e > 1 is that Q% is not an Ox-
module any more: it is only a Wiin(e,n)Ox-module (Proposition 3.12). In particular,
the above definition is not equivalent to the splitting of Ox — Q% ,,; as mentioned
before asking for such a splitting would give a redundant notion again, equivalent to
the standard F-splitting (Proposition B.8). One can however reformulate Definition
[L1] as the existence of a dashed arrow rendering the following diagram

W,0x — 5 FW,Ox

7
1 -7
_
R l P
7

3
Ox

2
.
-,
-
-
)’4

WnWX(_KX)-

commutative (Proposition B.19), where Ox — W,wx(—Kx) is obtained from the
restriction R"': W,,0x — Ox by applying Homw, 0, (—, Wawx(—Kx)). In the
above, one can equivalently replace W,w(—Kx) by Wewx(—Kx).

Remark 1.3. Definition [Tl can be also reformulated in terms of local cohomology
(Lemma B.I0). For example, if X = Spec R for a Gorenstein local ring (R, m) of
dimension d, then X in n-quasi- F'°-split if and only if the following map is injective

Hy(Ox) = Hiy, n(Q%.)-

In contrast to the case of F-splittings, the higher the e is, the more restrictive the
condition of being quasi- F'°-split becomes. For example, a supersingular elliptic curve
X is n-quasi-F¢-split if and only if e < n — 1.
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Theorem 1.4 (Corollary [[2). Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p > 0. Let X be a d-dimensional smooth proper variety over k such that d > 2,
wy ~ Ox, and H*Y(X,0x) = 0. Let h be the quasi-F-split height of X[,

Then X is n-quasi-F¢-split if and only if n > eh — e + 1.

See also Corollary [Z.3] for the case of abelian varieties. It is an intriguing problem to
find all pairs of integers (n, e) for which an explicit variety X is n-quasi- F°-split.
In view of the above, we say that:
o X is quasi-F>°-split if Vo~odpn>o X is n-quasi- F°-split.
o X is uniformly quasi-F'*°-split if 3,,~9Veso X is n-quasi- F¢-split.
We emphasise that by the above result, Calabi-Yau varieties are never uniformly
quasi- F'*°-split except when they are F-split.
We now move to the definition of quasi-F-regularity. Since working with small
coefficients often causes problems in the setting of quasi-F' -splittingsﬁ, we also define
the notion of quasi-+-regularity which is often easier to work with.

Definition 1.5. We say that X is globally n-quasi-F-reqular if for every effective
divisor D, there exists a rational number 0 < € < 1 such that (X, eD) is n-quasi-F">°-
split. We say that X is globally quasi-F-reqular if it is globally n-quasi- F-regular for
some n > 0.

Definition 1.6. We say that X is globally n-quasi-+-reqular if for every finite sur-
jective morphism f: Y — X from a normal integral scheme Y, the following W, Ox-
module homomorphism is surjective:

Homyy, 0, (an, Wawx(—Kx)) = H'(X, Ox).

Here this map is obtained by applying Homy, o, (—, Wywx(—Kx)) to the following
pushout diagram:

WnOX L) f*WnOy

S

X,n
Ox —"— Q%

We say that X is globally quasi-+-regular if it is globally n-quasi-+-regular for some
n > 0.

Proposition 1.7 (Proposition X9). If X is globally quasi-F -reqular, then it is globally
quasi-+-reqular.

In the forthcoming paper [KTT™c], we will show that the converse is true for Q-
Gorenstein affine schemes X by building up the theory of quasi-test ideald].

this means that X is n-quasi-F-split if and only if n > h

2in many of our theorems for pairs (X, A), we need to assume that A > {p’A} for every i > 0;
this assumption is satisfied for example when A has standard coefficients, but not in general

3the equivalence of global F-regularity and global +-regularity, for example for non-Q-Gorenstein
affine schemes or even smooth projective varieties, is a long-standing open problem.
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As source of examples, we verify that all one-dimensional log Fano pairs (P!, A)
are globally quasi-F-regular (Theorem [7]). Moreover, we show the following result
generalising [KT'T"a, Theorem C].

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem [[.14). Let X be an affine kit surface over a perfect field of
characteristic p > 0. Then X is globally quasi-+-reqular.

However, generalising the main result of [KTT™h| to the quasi-+-regular case
(specifically that three-dimensional Q-factorial kit singularities in characteristic p >
42 are quasi-+-regular) is a bit more subtle. This will be done in the forthcoming
paper [KTT™c| with help of quasi-test ideals.

The following diagram summarises the connection between some of the notions
defined above:

quasi-F-regular ‘ e ‘ quasi-+-regular ‘

J

‘uniformly quasi—Foo—split‘ = ‘quasi—Foo—split‘ = ‘quasi—F—split‘

By changing the order of quantifiers in the above definitions, we also define weaker
notions of feeble quasi-F-regularity and feeble quasi-+-regularity (cf. Definition A.T).

The key advantage of using quasi-+-regularity or quasi-F*“-splittings is that one
can significantly weaken the assumptions of theorems proven in [KTTTa| for quasi-
F-splittings. This is most apparent in the following version of inversion of adj] unctionfl.

Theorem 1.9 (Corollary [6.11]). Let X be a normal variety admitting a projective
morphism m . X — Z to an affine normal variety Z over a perfect field of char-
acteristic p > 0. Let S be a normal prime divisor on X. Suppose that Ox (D) is
Cohen-Macaulay for every Weil divisor D on X. Further assume that

(1) S is globally quasi-+-regular,

(2) A:=—(Kx +S) and —S are ample, and

(3) X is locally quasi-+-regular.

Then X is globally quasi-+-regular over an open neighbourhood of 7(S).

We also prove an analogous result for uniform and non-uniform quasi-F'*°-splittings
(Corollary 520, Corollary [6.7)). In the above theorem we can drop the assumption
that Ox (D) is Cohen-Macaulay for every Weil divisor D on X, but given the length
of our article, we refrained from doing that.

“Let us remind the reader that, in general, the inversion of adjunction is false for quasi- F-splittings
(see [KTY22, Example 7.7]), but we could establish it in the relatively projective case when restrict-
ing to an anti-ample divisor D (|[KTT T a, Corollary 4.12]). Such a case is essential in the study of
singularities via plt blow-ups (extractions of Kolldr’s components).
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The above result provides two significant advancements in comparison to [KTTTa,
Corollary 4.12]. First, we do not need to assume that X satisfies relative Kawamata-
Viehweg vanishing over Z (briefly speaking, Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing is replaced
by Serre’s vanishing by taking e > 0 in the definition of quasi-F**-splitting). Second,
the statement is now intrinsic to the category of quasi-F-singularities; specifically,
in Assumption (3) we only need to assume that X is locally quasi-+-regular (or
locally quasi-F*-split), as opposed to locally F-split as in [KTTTal, Corollary 4.12].
Assumption (3) can often be verified by performing another plt blow-up.

We conclude the introduction by listing some other results of this paper:

(1) invariance of quasi-F*°-splittings under finite covers (Subsection B.3]);

(2) criterion for quasi-F*-splittings via Cartier operator (Theorem [B.27));

(3) introduction of quasi-F®-stable sections ¢°S°(X, L) and quasi-+-stable sec-
tions ¢B°(X, L) for a line bundle L (Subsection 3.6 and Definition ELTTI);

(4) introduction of adjoint variants of the above results and definitions for pairs
(X,S) (Subsection 3.5, 3.6] etc.).

A technical difficulty in our paper is establishing that quasi-F*°-stable sections and
quasi-+-regular stable sections can be calculated for a single e > 0 or by a single
finite cover, respectively (Corollary and Theorem [L.17). This is well known for
F-splittings and +-regularity in positive characteristic in the local case (see, e.g.,
[BSTT5]), but as we could not find a reference which covers all the cases needed for
our paper, we derived such results from scratch in the appendix.

1.1. Future directions. In the forthcoming paper [KTTTc| joint with Kawakami,
Takamatsu, and Yoshikawa, we establish the following results, amongst other things.
(1) quasi-+-regularity and quasi- F-regularity agree for Q-Gorenstein singularities;
(2) quasi-+-regular singularities are klt;
(3) quasi-+-regular singularities of dimension d < 3 are Cohen-Macaulay.
(4) three-dimensional Q-factorial klt singularities are quasi-+-regular in charac-
teristic p > 42.

We do not know whether (3) holds in dimension > 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. In this subsection, we summarise notation and basic definitions used
in this article.

(1) Throughout the paper, p denotes a prime number and F, := Z/pZ. Given an
F,-scheme, we denote by F': X — X the absolute Frobenius morphism.

(2) For an integral scheme X, we define the function field K(X) of X as the stalk
Ox ¢ at the generic point £ of X

(3) An effective Cartier divisor D C X on a Noetherian scheme X is called simple
normal crossing if for every x € D, the local ring Ox , is regular and there
exists a regular system of parameters x, ..., x4 in the maximal ideal m of Ox ,,
and 1 <r < d such that D is defined by z; - - -z, in Ox, (cf. [Staldl Tag 0BI9
and Tag 0BIA]).
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(4) Given an integral normal Noetherian scheme X and a Q-divisor A, a projective
birational morphism 7: Y — X is called a log resolution of (X,A) if YV is
regular and the closed subscheme Exc(f) U Supp f~'A, equipped with the
reduced scheme structure, is a simple normal crossing divisor.

(5) We say that X is a variety (over a field k) if X is an integral scheme which is
separated and of finite type over k. We say that X is a curve if X is a variety
of dimension one, and that X is a surface if X is a variety of dimension two.

(6) We say that a scheme X is excellent if it is Noetherian and all the stalks
Ox,, are excellent. We note that the regular locus of an integral normal
excellent scheme X is an open dense subset of X which contains all the points
of codimension one (see [Stald, Tag 07P7 and 0BX2)).

(7) We say that an F,-scheme X is F-finite if F': X — X is a finite morphism,
and we say that an F,-algebra R is F'-finite if Spec R is F-finite. Such schemes
admit many good properties.

(a) If R is an F-finite Noetherian [F,-algebra, then it is a homomorphic im-
age of a regular ring of finite Krull dimension [Gab04, Remark 13.6]; in
particular, R is excellent, it admits a dualising complex, and dim R < oo.

(b) Being F-finite is stable under localisation and ideal-adic completions
[Has15, Example 9].

(c) If a scheme X is of finite type over an F-finite Noetherian F,-scheme Y,
then it is also F-finite.

(8) We say that aring A is essentially of finite type over aring R if A is isomorphic
to STY(R[z1,...,z,]/I) as an R-algebra, where R|z1,...,7,] is the polynomial
ring over R with variables z1,...,z,, I is an ideal of R|xy,...,z,], and S is a
multiplicatively closed subset of R[z1, ..., ,]/I.

(9) Given an integral normal Noetherian scheme X and a Q-divisor D, we define
the subsheaf Ox (D) of the constant sheaf K (X) on X by the following formula

[(U,0x(D)) = {p € K(X) | (div(¢) + D) [y = 0}

for every open subset U of X. In particular, Ox(|D]) = Ox (D).
(10) Take n € Zso. Given an F-finite Noetherian F,-algebra R and an ideal I of
R, we set

Wn[ = {(a()aa'la '--aan—l) € WnR | ap, A1, ..., 0p-1 € I}

It is well known that W, I is an ideal of W,,R. Moreover, if (R, m) is a local
ring, then (W, R, /W, m) is a local ring. In particular, it holds that

leﬁ/nm(M) = Hi/W—Lm(M)
for a W,, R-module M.

(11) Given b € Z and n € Z~g, the equality a := b mod n means that a is the
integer satisfying a — b € nZ and 0 < a < n. For example, a := 13 mod 5
means that a € Z and a = 3; in particular, a is not defined as an element of
Z7./57.

Last, we emphasise the following non-standard definition used in the article.
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Definition 2.1. We say that an integral normal Noetherian scheme X is divisorially
Cohen-Macaulay if Ox (D) is Cohen-Macaulay for every Weil divisor D on X.

In particular, divisorially Cohen-Macaulay schemes are Cohen-Macaulay.

2.1.1. Dualising complexes and canonical divisors. For basic properties of dualising
complexes, we refer to [Staldl Tag 0A85] and [Har66].

Throughout the article, whenever we consider a dualising complex, we implicitly
work over a fixed excellent base scheme, which is denoted by B in this subsection.
We assume that B admits a dualising complex and we implicitly make a choice of
one, say wy. It automatically holds that dim B < oo [Har66, Corollary V.7.2].

Given an irreducible S5 excellent scheme X and a separated morphism 7: X —
B of finite type, we set wy = Twp. Then wy is a dualising complex of X (cf.
[Stald, Tag 0AUS5]). In what follows, if a base scheme is not specified, then we
implicitly take X = B and © = id. There exists a unique e € Z such that H™¢(wy) # 0
and H'(wy) = 0 for i < —e. We say that wy is normalised if e = dim X. We set
wy = H “(wk). The sheaf wx is called a dualising sheaf of X, and it is known that
it is Sy [Stald, Tag 0AWE].

Throughout the article, we always assume that the dualising complex wy on the
base scheme B is normalised. In this case, given a proper morphism 7: X — B of
irreducible excellent schemes such that 7 is surjective or dim B = dim Op, for every
closed point b € B, the dualizing complex wy = 7wy is also normalised [KTT a,
Subsubsection 2.1.1].

Assume that X is integral and normal. Then the dualising sheaf wy is invertible
on the regular locus of X [Staldl Tag 0AWX]. We fix a Weil divisor Kx such that
Ox(Kx) ~ wyx. Any such Weil divisor is called a canonical divisor on X. If Kx and
K, are canonical divisors on X, then there exists an invertible sheaf L on B such

that Ox(Kx) ~ Ox(K%) ® m*L [Har66, Theorem V.3.1].

2.1.2. Singularities of minimal model program. We will freely use the standard nota-
tion in birational geometry, for which we refer to [Koll3] and [KM9§|. In particular,
we will use the abbreviated names for singularities such as klt or plt. We say that
(X, A) is a log pair if X is an integral normal excellent scheme admitting a dualising
complex and A is an effective Q-divisor such that Ky + A is Q-Cartier. In contrast to
[KoI13l Definition 2.8|, we always require that A is effective, and so a klt pair (X, A)
is always a log pair.

Remark 2.2. In [Kol13], it is assumed that all schemes X are of finite type over a
regular base scheme B. This assumption was only introduced so that B, and so X,
admit a dualising complex, but the results of [Kol13] go through for general excellent
schemes admitting dualising complexes. We point out that the discrepancy a(E, X, A)
for a log pair (X, A) and a prime divisor E over X does not depend on the choice of
the dualising complex w¥.

2.2. S5 sheaves. Let Y be an irreducible excellent Sy scheme admitting a dualising
complex wy-. Let F be a coherent sheaf with Supp F =Y. We say that F is 5, if
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depth 7, > min{r, dim Oy, } (note that we have dim F, = dim Oy, by Supp F =Y).
It is well known that (1-a) and (1-b) below are equivalent.
(l-a) Fis S;.
(1-b) If U and V' are non-empty open subsets satisfying U O V', then the restriction
map F(U) — F(V) is injective.
Moreover, (2-a) and (2-b) below are equivalent.
(2-a) Fis Sa.
(2-b) If U and V are non-empty open subsets satisfying U 2 V and codimy (U\V') >
2, then the restriction map F(U) — F(V) is bijective.

For the dualising sheaf wy on Y and an arbitrary coherent sheaf F with Supp F =Y,
we set

F* = Home, (Homo, (F,wy), wy)

which is called the Sy-hull (or Ss-fication) of F [Kol22, Theorem 2].

Remark 2.3. In the case of Noetherian integral normal schemes, we could have written
F** = Home, (Home, (F,Oy), Oy).

The reason we stated the above definition in this way, is that often for us we will
set Y := W, X for an integral normal excellent [F,-scheme X. In this case, it is more
natural to define duality by mapping to wy = W,wx, or, as will be the case in this
paper, to Wywx(—Kx).

For a coherent sheaf F with Supp / = Y, the following properties hold for its
So-hull F** (cf. [Kol22, Definition 13]).

(1) F*is Sy (Lemma 2.4]).

(2) We have the natural Oy-module homomorphism 6 : F — F**.
(3) Fis Sy if and only if 0 : F — F* is injective.

(4) codimy (F**/0(F)) > 2.

Lemma 2.4. Let Y be an irreducible excellent Sy scheme. Take a coherent sheaf F
and an Sy coherent sheaf G satisfying Supp F = SuppG =Y. Then Homo, (F,G) is
Ss.

Proof. Since G is Sy, it is easy to see that Homoe, (F,G) is Sy as well. Thus it is
enough to show that Home, (F,G)(U) — Home, (F,G)(V) is surjective for every
non-empty open subsets V' C U C Y such that the complement of the inclusion
i: V < U is of codimension > 2.

To this end, take ¢y € Home, (F,G)(V). Then the composition

ov  Flo — io(Flv) 225 i.(Glv) £ Glu

gives an element lifting ¢y under Home,, (F,G)(U) — Home, (F,G)(V), proving its
surjectivity. Here, the isomorphism 4, (G|y) < G|y follows from G being S,. O
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2.3. Generalities on restrictions.

Definition 2.5. Let X be an integral normal Noetherian scheme, let S be a prime
divisor, and let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor such that S ¢ Supp D. For a positive
integer m such that mD is Cartier, we define

Dls = —(mD)s).

which is a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on S. Note that D|g is independent of the choice of
m.

Proposition 2.6. Let X be an integral normal divisorially Cohen-Macaulay excellent
scheme admitting a dualising complex and let S be a normal prime divisor. Let D be
a Q-Cartier Q-divisor such that S € Supp D and (X, S + {D}) is plt. Then there
exists a unique Ox-module homomorphism

res: Ox(|D]) — Os(|D|s])

such that res |X\SuppD coincides with the restriction homomorphism p: Ox\ suppD —
Os\ suppn- Moreover, res is surjective.

Proof. See [KTTTal, Proposition 2.28]. O

2.4. Matlis duality. In this subsection, we recall the foundations of Matlis duality
and refer to [Stald, Tag 08XG] for details.

Let (R,m) be a local Noetherian ring admitting a normalised dualising complex
wy. Let E be the injective hull of the residue field R/m over R (the reader should be
aware that F is an injective Artinian R-module). The operation (—)" := Hompg(—, E)
is called Matlis duality. Note that (—)Y is exact, and so this operation extends
canonically to the corresponding derived categories; we will denote such an extension
by the same symbol (—)". If (R, m) is complete, then it is an anti-equivalence between
the category of Noetherian R-modules and the category of Artinian R-modules.

A key property of Matlis duality is that it turns the local cohomology of a complex
into its Grothendieck dual as indicated by the following result. This is a generalisation
of Serre duality to the relative setting. In what follows, (—)" denotes the derived m-
adic completion (see [Staldl Tag 0922] for the definition in the Noetherian case, cf.
[Staldl Tag 091V]).

Proposition 2.7 (cf. [Stald, Tag 0A84 and 0AAK]). Let (R, m) be a local Noetherian
ring and let K € D%, (R). Then
RHomp(K,wp)" ~ R, (K)Y.
In particular, if K is a finitely generated R-module, then
Exty (K, wp)" ~ HL(K)Y.

In the second isomorphism, (—)" denotes the usual m-adic completion, but there
is no ambiguity here as the derived m-adic completion agrees with the usual m-

adic completion for finitely generated modules over Noetherian rings by [Staldl Tag
0EEU(2)].
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In order to make proofs easier to read, we introduce the following notation used
throughout the article.

Notation 2.8. Given i € 7Z, a Noetherian local ring (R, m), a proper morphism of
schemes ¢g: Y — Spec R, and a coherent sheaf F on Y, we define

HL(Y,F):= H'RTwRI(Y, F),
which is an Artinian R-module. Here, RI'(Y, F) may be identified with Rg,F.

Given a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves on Y, the functors H: (Y, —)
induce a long exact sequence of cohomologies. Note that if Y = Spec R and ¢ = id,
then H{ (Y, F) agrees with the usual local cohomology, and if R = k is a field and
m = (0), then H! (Y, F)= H'(Y,F) is the coherent cohomology.

The following lemma will be useful in translating problems concerning global sec-
tions into problems concerning local cohomology.

Lemma 2.9. Let (R,m) be a Noetherian local ring admitting a dualising complex
such that Spec R is irreducible. Let X be a d-dimensional irreducible scheme which
is proper over Spec R and let F be a coherent sheaf on X. Then

H(X, F)Y ~ Homp, (F,wx)".
Moreover, if X is Cohen-Macaulay, then
Hi (X, F)Y ~ Ext$ (F,wx)".
Proof. Consider the following isomorphisms
(H'RUwRT(X, F))” ~ (H'RHomp(RT(X, F),wy))"
~ (H™'RT o RHomo, (F,wy))" =~ (H"'RHomo, (F,wy))",
where the first one holds by Matlis duality (Proposition 7)) and [Stal4, Tag 0A06],

whilst the second one is Grothendieck duality.
If X is Cohen-Macaulay, then wy = wx|d], and so

Hi(X,F)¥ = Ext§ (F,wx)".

For i = d, but without assuming Cohen-Macauliness, the higher cohomologies of
wy do not interfere, and so the same conclusion holds (see [KTTTa, Lemma 2.24] or
the proof of [BMP720, Lemma 2.2]). O

Lemma 2.10. Let (R,m) be a Noetherian local ring admitting a dualising complex
such that Spec R is irreducible. Let X be a d-dimensional irreducible scheme which
s proper over Spec R, let F be a coherent sheaf on X, and let A be an ample Cartier
divisor.

Suppose that X and F are Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exists so € Z~q such that

Hi (X, F(—sA) =0

for all integers i and s satisfying i < d and s > so, where F(—sA) = F Qo
Ox(—SA).
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Proof. Let s € Z~ and i < d. By Lemma [2.9]
Hi(X, F(—sA)) = Extg /(F(—sA),wx)".

Moreover,
Eatl (F(—sA),wx)" =0

for i < d, as F(—sA) is Cohen-Macaulay (see, e.g. Proposition [2.7)). Therefore, by
the Lerray spectral sequence for R Hom = RI' o RHom, we get that

Exté;i(f(—sA), wx)" ~ H7H(X, Homo (F(—sA),wx))",

which is zero for s > 0 by the Serre vanishing theorem. O

2.5. Witt dualising sheaves and W, wx(—Kx). Let X be an integral normal Noe-
therian F-finite F,-scheme. Fix n € Z-,. Recall that the ringed space W, X :=
(X, W,,Ox) is a Noetherian scheme over Z/p"Z. Then W,w% denotes the dualising
complex (if it exists) and W,wx denotes the dualising sheaf, which is an Sy coherent
W, Ox-module (cf. Subsection 2.1.1]). Throughout this paper, we shall basically work
under the following setting.

Setting 2.11 (general case). Let X be a d-dimensional integral normal Noetherian F'-
finite IF,-scheme such that W, X is an excellent scheme admitting a dualising complex
Wowy for every n € Z.

In some cases, we might need to assume that our scheme is projective over a fixed
affine base as described by Setting 2.12] to which we will refer whenever necessary.

Setting 2.12 (projective case). Let R be an F-finite Noetherian domain of charac-
teristic p > 0 such that W, R is an excellent ring admitting a dualising complex for
every n € Z~g. Let X be a d-dimensional integral normal scheme which is projective
over Spec R.

Remark 2.13. In the situation of Setting 2.I1], it automatically holds that d =
dim W, X = dim X < oo ([Har66, Ch. V, Corollary 7.2]). In the situation of Set-
ting 2.12] we have that dim W, R = dim R < co.

Remark 2.14. If S is a complete F-finite Noetherian local [Fj-algebra and R is a
ring essentially of finite type over S, then W,R is an excellent ring admitting a
dualising complex for every n € Z~o. Indeed, W,,S' is a complete Noetherian local ring
and W, R is a ring essentially of finite type over W,,S (cf. [Gro65, Scholie 7.8.3(iii)],
[Har66, Chapter V, §10]).

Remark 2.15. (1) In the situation of Setting 211l whenever we fix n, we always
assume that the dualising complexes on W,,,X and W,, X are compatible for
every m < n, i.e., we define W,wy = i'W,wy for the induced closed immer-
sion 7 : W,,X — W, X. The authors do now know whether we can assume
this compatibility condition without fixing n.
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(2) In the situation of Setting 2.12] we consider Spec W,,R (= W, (Spec R)) as
the base scheme of W, X. As in (1), when we fix n € Z-, we always assume
that the dualising complexes on Spec W,,R and Spec W, R are compatible
for every m < n. In this case, W,,wy and W,wy are also compatible by
Wawi = T (Winwépee w,, r) and Wowi = 7, (Wowipeew, g) (cf. Subsubsection
21.1), where m,, : W,,X — SpecW,,R and =, : W, X — SpecW, R denote
the induced morphisms.

In the situation of Setting .11l the Ss-hull F** of a coherent W, Ox-module F is
given as follows (Subsection [2.2)):

F** = Homw, o0 (Homw, o (F, Wawx), Wawx).

For a Weil divisor D on X, we define W,wx (D) as the Sy-hull of W,wx ®w, 0
W, Ox (D), where W,,Ox (D) denotes the Witt divisorial sheaf introduced in [Tan22|
Subsection 3.1]. Hence

WnWX (D) = HOmWnoX (HOmWnoX (anx(D), anX), anx)
= j*(anXreg ®Wnoxmg WnOXreg (D|Xreg))7

where j : X, — X denotes the open immersion from the regular locus Xeg
of X. By construction, W,wx (D) is S;. We shall frequently use the case when
D = —Kx, ie, Wywx(—Ky). For a coherent W,Ox-module F, we set F* :=
Homw, o (F, Wawx(—Kx)), which is an Sy coherent W,,Ox-module (Lemma 2.7]).
This notation F* is compatible with the notation F** introduced earlier up to iso-
morphism, because F** ~ (F*)* holds as follows:

F HOmWnoX (HOmWnoX (.F, anX), anx)

~ Homw,oy (Homw, o, (F, Wawx(—Kx)), Wawx(—Kx))
(F*)7,

where the isomorphism can be checked by restricting to the regular locus X, of X.

Remark 2.16. Take a coherent W,,Ox-module F with Supp F' = X. For n < m and
the induced closed immersion ¢ : W, X — W,, X, we have that F is an S, coherent
W,,Ox-module if and only if i, F is an Sy coherent W,,,Ox-module.

In the situation of Setting 2.11, we now recall the definition of p : W,_jwx —

W,wx. Since the kernel of the multiplication map p : W,,0x — W,,Ox is equal to
V(F.W,_10x), we obtain the following decomposition

(2.16.1) p: W,0x & W,_,0x = W,0x,

where R : W,,0x — W, 1Ox is surjective and p : W,,_1Ox — W, Ox is injective.
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We now apply Homw, 0, (—, Wywx) to (216.1]). We have Homw, 0, (W,,Ox, Wywx) ~
W, wx and
Homw, 0, (Wn_10x, Wywx) =~ J«Homw, oy, (Wn-10x,0, Wix,o,)
~ jHomw, oy, (Wn10x, Winoiwx,,, )
~ Homw, 0, (Wn-10x, Wy_1wx)
~ W, wx,
where j : X;¢e — X denotes the open immersion from the regular locus X,e, of X

and the second isomorphism follows from the Grothendieck duality (cf. Remark 2.15]).
Thus we obtain a composition of W,,Ox-module homomorphisms:

=p* p:=R*
(2.16.2) p: Whwx —— W,_jwx —— W,wy,
where p* := Homw, 04 (p, Wawx) and R* := Homw, o5 (R, Wywx).
Fix a Weil divisor D on X. We naturally get the following logarithmic version of
(216.2):
(2.16.3) p: Wawx (D) & W, _jwx (D) S Wawx (D).

More specifically, if X is regular, then we obtain (ZI6.3) from (ZIG.2) by taking
the tensor product with the invertible W, O x-module W,,Ox (D) [Tan22l, Proposition
3.12]. The general case is reduced to this case, because (2Z.16.3)) is obtained by applying
Jx t0 p i Whwx,, (Dl x..) =S Wh 1w, (Dl X100 ) 5 Whwx,ee (D] x,0 ), Where j 0 Xiog —
X is the open immersion from the regular locus X,e,. Note that p : W, _jwx (D) —
Wowx (D) is injective by definition.

Remark 2.17. Assume that X is a smooth variety over a perfect field k of characteristic
p > 0. In this case, we have W,wy ~ W,Q¥ for N := dim X [Eke84] Theorem 4.1
in page 197]. Via this isomorphism, (2I6.1]) coincides with the sequence given in
[[I79, Ch. I, Proposition 3.4]

p WY & w,_ o & w,af,

because each of them coincides with the unique decomposition of the p-multiplication
map into a surjection followed by an injection (cf. Proposition 2-T9(1)).

Remark 2.18. As pointed out in Remark 217, R : W,wxy — W, _jwyx is surjective
when X is a smooth variety over a perfect field of characteristic p > 0. On the
other hand, R : W,wx — W, _1wx is not necessarily surjective in general, whilst
p: Wh_jwx — Wywx is always injective. Indeed, if X is a Gorenstein affine normal
surface which is not F-split but n-quasi-F-split for some integer n > 2, then R :
Wawx — W, _jwx is not surjective (Proposition [2.19)).

Proposition 2.19. In the situation of Setting [2.11], assume that X is affine, Goren-
stein, and n-quasi-F-split for an integer n > 2. Consider the following conditions
(a) X 1s F-split.
(b) R: Wywx — W, _wx is surjective.
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Then the following hold.

(1) If (a) holds, then (b) holds.
(2) If (b) holds and dim X = 2, then (a) holds.

Proof. Since the problem is local, we may assume that X = Spec R for a local ring
(R,m). In what follows, we set H',(F) := H:(I'(X,F)) for a coherent W,,Ox-module
F. Set d := dim X = dim R. The problem is reduced to to the case when d > 2, as
otherwise the assertions are clear.

For QXJL = prm = WHOX/anOX and BX,n = BX,O,n = Coker(F : WnOX —
F.W,0Ox), we have the following exact sequences [KTTTa, Remark 3.4]:

(2.19.1) 0— Oy 22 Qxn — Bxn — 0,
(2192) 0— Wn_lox 2) WnOX — QX,n — 0.

Since X is Cohen-Macaulay, we have HI"'(Ox) = 0. As X is n-quasi-F-split,
HI(®x,) : HY(Ox) — HI(Qx.,) is injective [KTTTa, Lemma 3.13]. Then these,
together with (2.19.1)), imply

(2.19.3) HIY(Qx.) ~ HE Y (Bxp).

By applying Homw, 0, (—, Wawx) to (2.19.2), we obtain another exact sequence

*=R
Whwx B—) Whiwx — 5$t%/vnoX(QX,n> WnWX) — gl’t%/VnOX(WnOX, anX) =0.

Since Qx , is naturally a coherent O x-module [KTTa, Proposition 3.6], Grothendieck
duality yields Exty, o (Qxm, Wawx) =~ Exté (Qxn,wx). Therefore, we obtain the
equivalence (b) < (b’) for the condition (b’) below:

(b,) 5xt}9X(QX,n,wX) =0.
Moreover, we get (b) < (b’) < (b”) by applying Matlis duality (Proposition 2.7):
(b”) Hi H(Qx.n) = 0.

Since X is Gorenstein, (a) is equivalent to the following condition (a’) by the the
exact sequence 0 — Ox — F.Ox — Bx1 — 0.

(a’) Hﬁ_l(BXJ) = 0.

Let us show (1). Assume (a). Since (a’) holds, we obtain H!(Bx,) = 0 by the
exact sequence [KTTT a, (3.8.2)]:

(2.19.4) 0 — F.Bxn-1 — Bxn,— Bx1 —0.

Then (2.19.3) implies (b”). This completes the proof of (1).

Let us show (2). Assume d = dim X = 2 and (b). It follows from (b”) and [2I19.3))
that H.(Bx,) = 0. Observe that H2(Bx 1) =0 as H2(F.Ox) =0 and H}:(Ox) = 0.
Thus, by ([2I9.4), we obtain HL(Bx.,_1) = 0. Applying this argument repeatedly,
we obtain Hy(Bx,;) = 0 for every 1 <4 < n by descending induction on 7. Thus (a’)
holds. This completes the proof of (2). O
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3. ITERATIVE QUASI-F-SPLITTING

3.1. Definition of quasi-F*-splitting. Let X be as in Setting .11l Take e € Z~q
and let A be a (non-necessarily effective) Q-divisor on X. We define a W,,Ox-module
Q% an and a W,O0x-module homorphism ®% , ,, by the following pushout diagram
of W,,Ox-module homomorphisms:

W,0x(A) - FeW,0x(p°A)

(3.0.1) an_l .- l
Ox(A) — Q,EX,A,n'

For the definition of the Witt divisorial sheaf W, Ox(A), we refer to [Tan22, Subsec-
tion 3.1]. We remind the reader that Ox(A) = Ox(|A]), but it is not true in general
that W,,0x(A) = W,0x(|A]).

We define a W,,Ox-module B 4 ,, by

(3.0.2) B ap = Coker(W,0x(A) 55 FEW,0x (1°A))
= FeW,0x(p°A)/F(W,Ox(A)).,

Remark 3.1. The key properties of the construction of Q% A ., Bk an, and @ A,
may be encapsulated by the following diagram

All the horizontal and vertical sequences are exact, as F*: W,,0x(A) — FEW,Ox (p°A)
is injective, R"™': W,,0x(A) — Ox(A) is surjective, and 301 is a pushout dia-

gram.

One can now check that

(3.1.2) Q% aspm ~ Q% an Ownox WanOx (D)

for any Cartier divisor D. Indeed, W, Ox (D) is an invertible W, Ox-module, and
hence both sides of (B.1.2) are isomorphic to the pushout of

FEW,0x (p°A + p°D) &5 W,0x (A + D) 5 Oy (A + D).
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In what follows, we shall often assume that |[A| = 0, which is equivalent to the
condition that the coefficients of A are contained in [0, 1). In this case, Ox(A) = Ox.

Definition 3.2. In the situation of Setting 2.1l let A be a Q-divisor on X. We
define a W, Ox-module homomorphism

(P an)”  (@xan)" = Ox(A)
by applying (—)* := Homw, oy (—, Wawx(—Kx)) to the W, Ox-module homomor-
phism P an: Ox(A) — Q%Am.
More explicitly, (9% 4 ,)* can be written as follows:
(Pxan)” : Homw, 0, (@ an Wawx (—Kx)) = Homw, o, (Ox(A), Wwx (—KXx)).
Note that Ox(A)* = Homw, 0, (Ox(A), Wowx(—Kx)) ~ Ox(—[A]).

For the case when |A| = 0, the following are equivalent.

(A) Pxan:Ox — Qx.an splits as a W,,Ox-module homomorphism.
(B) HO(X, ((I)X,A,n>*> : HomWnOX(QX,A,mOX) — HOmWnoX(OX,Ox) is surjec—

tive.

On the other hand, their iterative versions are not equivalent in general.
(A7) @5 A Ox — Q% A, sPlits as a W,Ox-module homomorphism.
(B) HY(X, (®5 an)") : Homy, 0, (Q% a n Wawx (—Kx)) = Homy, 0, (Ox, Wawx (—Kx))
is surjective.
As Yobuko’s original definition is given by (A), it is tempting to adopt (A’) as the
definition of quasi- F**-splitting. However, condition (A’) is too restrictive (e.g., if (A’)
holds for A = 0 and e > 2, then X is F-split (Proposition [3.§)), and so our definition
is (B’), which is weaker than (A’).

Definition 3.3. In the situation of Setting .11l let A be a Q-divisor on X. Take
n,e € Z~o. We say that (X, A) is n-quasi-F¢-split if |A| = 0 and the induced map
(P5a0) s HI(X, (Q5 a0)") = HY(X,0%)

is surjective, where O% ~ Ox.

We call (X, A) quasi-F¢-split if it is n-quasi-F*°-split for some n € Z.o. We
call (X, A) n-quasi-F*-pure (resp. quasi-F-pure) if there exists an open cover X =
U,es Xi such that (X, Alx,) is n-quasi-F"*-split (resp. quasi-F"*-split) for all i € I.
Remark 3.4. By definition, we have Qxan = QX A, (compare Definition and
[KTT*a, (3.3.1)]). In particular, (X,A) is quasi-F-split if and only if (X, A) is
quasi- F1-split.

Definition 3.5. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A be a Q-divisor on X. For
e € Z~q, we define
he(X,A) € ZsoU {0}
as follows.
o If (X, A) is not quasi-F*-split, then we set h°(X,A) := oo.
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o If (X,A) is quasi-F*-split, then h(X,A) is defined as the smallest positive
integer n such that (X, A) is n-quasi-F-split. In this case, we say that X is
quasi-F¢-split of height n.

When 1 < h¢(X,A) < oo, X is quasi-F*®-split of height n if and only if X is not
(n — 1)-quasi- F*-split but n-quasi- F'¢-split.

Remark 3.6. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A be a Q-divisor on X with |A| = 0.
Fix n € Z-y and e € Z~y. We have the following factorisations of W,,Ox-module
homomorphisms:

25 n e e
(b;(fi,n : OX i) QX,A,n - Q)a—i,n
e+1 * e+1 * e * (q)gfvﬁ,n)* *
((I)X,A,n) ( X,A,n) = (Q%an) —— (Ox),
where F* := Homy, 0, (F, Wawx(—Kx)). In particular, if (X, A) is n-quasi-F¢*!-
split, then (X, A) is n-quasi-F“-split. In other words, h¢(X, A) < h¢TH( X, A).

Remark 3.7. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A be an effective Q-divisor on X
with |A] =0, and let X’ be an open subset of X such that codimx (X \ X’) > 2. By
Definition B3] (X, A) is n-quasi-F-split if and only if (X', A|x/) is n-quasi- F**-split.

In what follows, we set Q% ,, = Q%,, and ®% , = &%, ,. The following result
shows that asking for the splitting of ®% ,: Ox — Q%,, for e > 2 gives a redundant
definition.

Proposition 3.8. In the situation of Setting (211, take integers e > 2 and n > 1.
Then the following are equivalent.

(1) X is F-split, i.e., F: Ox — F.Ox splits as an Ox-module homomorphism.
(2) ©%,, : Ox — Q%,, splits as a W,,Ox-module homomorphism.

Proof. By Remark 311 (1) implies (2). Let us show (2) = (1). Assume (2). We then
get W,,Ox-module homomorphisms:

. PxXn e 36
ld:OX—>QX,n_>OX-

By pOx = 0, the W,,Ox-module homomorphism ¢ : Q% ,, — Ox factors through

Qg{,n o F:WnOX — Fe WnOX
pQggn pF*eWnOX * anOX .

Therefore, we obtain the following W,,Ox-module homomorphisms:

id: Ox 2y F(W,0x /pW,0x) L Ox.
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It is enough to prove that ' : Ox — F¢(W,,Ox/pW, Ox) factors through F': Ox —
F,Ox, which holds by the following commutative diagram

W,0x —2 EW,0x — 5 FW, 0y

lR"*1 lF*Rnflzzp lﬂ

Oy — X s F.Ox - s F(W,0x /pW,Ox),

\g/

where the above dashed arrow exists, because the assumption e > 2 implies that
F 1 (Ker(p)) = F© Y (V(F2W,,_10x)) C pFW, Ox C Ker().
O

As the definition of quasi-F**-splitting (Definition B3] shows, we are mainly inter-
ested in the case when |A| = 0. However, we shall work under a more general setting,
as it will be necessary in our applications. We have the following cohomological cri-
terion for whether a pair is quasi- F'*-split.

Remark 3.9. In the situation of Setting 2.12] assume that (R, m) is a local ring. Recall
that (W, R, vW,m) is a local ring for every n > 0. For ¢ € Z, integers n’ > n > 0,
and a coherent W,,Ox-module F, we have that F is naturally a W,,,Ox-module and

Hii/l/n/m(Xa 'F) = HIZ;I/7Lm(Xa 'F)
Lemma 3.10. In the situation of Setting[2.12, assume that (R, m) is a local ring and

let A be a Q-divisor on X. Fix e,n € Z~q. Then the following are equivalent, where
(_)* = %OmWnOX(_> WHWX(_KX))'
(1) HOCX, (@ a,)") + HOOX, (Q.a)%) — HO(X, Ox (A)) is surjective.
(2) Ht(lil(X’ (I)eX,KX-I—A,n): Hr[ril(Xa OX(KX + A)) - Hr[ril(Xa Q?X,K;pi-A,ﬂ) is injective.
As a consequence, when |A] =0, (X, A) is n-quasi-F*-split if and only if
Hy (X, 95 geyran) Ha(X, Ox(Kx + A)) = Hy(X, Q% ky4an)
is injective (cf. Definition B.3). For the definition of H¢(X, —), see Notation 28

Proof. Consider the following exact sequence of W,, R-modules:

d
Hy(X®% gy yam

) e
’ H\ﬁ(Xv QX,KX—l—A,n)?

where K is the kernel of H (X, ®% k. . a.,)- By applying Matlis duality Homyy, z(—, E)
(which is exact), Lemma yields an exact sequence

HO(X,(®5 a,0) )"

(3.10.1) 0= K — HI(X,0x(Kx + A))

(3.10.2) 0+ K'Y+ H°(X,Ox(A)")" H(X, (Q%.an))"
where KV = Homyy, p(K, E) and we used the following (Lemma 2.4]):

Homw,ox (Q% kv sam Wawx) = Homw,ox (Q% A Wawx(—Kx)) = (Q%an)"
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Then the following is true:
HO(X, (P An)") s surjective <= H°

d
<~ Hj

(X, (P5a0)")" is surjective
(X, % iy +a.n) is injective.
Here the first equivalence holds by the fact that (—)" ~ (=) Qw(r) W, R and the com-

pletion W,,R — W, R is faithfully flat (cf. [Stald, Tag 00MA(3)], [Stald, Tag 00MC]),
and the second one follows from (BI0I) and [BI02). In the last assertion, we
used that K = 0 if and only if KV = 0, which is true because K" ~ K (cf.
[Staldl Tag 08Z9]). O

Lemma 3.11. In the situation of Setting [2.11], let A be a Q-divisor on X. Take
e,n € Z~g. Then we have the following exact sequence of coherent W,,Ox-modules:

Proof. The exact sequence ([B.I1.T]) is obtained by applying the snake lemma to the
following commutative diagram in which the horizontal sequence is exact

FEW,0x(pA) =———= F,W,Ox(pA)
lFe lVFe
0 —— FHW,0x(ptA) —Y— FeW, 1 Ox (prA) — FeOx(prA) —— 0.
O

Proposition 3.12. In the situation of Setting[2.11, let A be a Q-divisor on X. Then
B A and Q% A, are naturally coherent W.Ox-modules.

Proof. Since B 5 ,, and Q% a ,, are coherent W, O x-modules, there is nothing to show
when n < e. In what follows, we assume n > e. By the following exact sequence

B.LI):
0= Ox(A) X2 Q5 =5 Bép = 0,
it suffices to prove that Q% A, is a W.Ox-module. By (B.11]), we have
w,0 FeWw,Ox (peA
WOx = iy M Qran= VFG(F*Wni((]’;X(;A))'
Hence it is enough to show that
(VEFLQ) - (FL€) € VE(FW, ., Ox (pA)(U))

for F¢¢ € FEW,,—.Ox(U) and F¢€ € FEW,Ox(p°A)(U), where U is an affine open
subset of X. For C = (COv Cla ) Cn—e—l) € Wn—eOX(U>7 we set

C = (Co, Clv couy Cn—e—la 0, ceny 0) - WnOX(U)
For F°: W,0x(U) = FW, Ox(U), we obtain F°V¢(F() = p°FeC. Tt holds that

(VEFSQ) - (F2€) = FE((p°C) - €) = p°FE(C - €)
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€ pPFA(C- WoOx (p°A)(U)) C p* FEW,Ox (p°A)(U) C VF(F.W, 1 Ox(pA)).
Therefore, Q% ,, is a W.Ox-module. O
Remark 3.13. We use the same notation as in Proposition We then get

Hyy, (X, Q% an) = Hiym(X, @k an) = Him(X, Q% a0)
fori € Z, e € Z~g,n € Zo, and ¢ := min{e,n} (Remark B.9).

Lemma 3.14. In the situation of Setting [2.11), let A be a Q-divisor on X. Then we
have the following exact sequences

(3.14.1) 0= B an = BYAn = FEBypean — 0

(3.14.2) 0— FI'BS pons = B ants = Bxan — 0
for all e,n,r, s € Z~y.

Proof. The exact sequences ([B.14.1]) and (3.I4.2]) are obtained by applying the snake
lemma to the following commutative diagrams in which each horizontal sequence is
exact and all the vertical arrows are injective:

W,0x(A) ——— W,,0x(A)

| ==

0 —— FW,(p°A) 2 FrW,O0x(pt"A) —— FeBY pony — 0,

0 —— F"W,0x(p°A) —L— W,,,0x(A) —E— W,0x(A) ——— 0
[ | |
0 —— Frew,0x(pteA) = FW,,,Ox(p°A) - FW,0x(p¢A) — 0

O

3.2. Alternative definitions via splittings. Throughout this subsection, we fix
an isomorphism ¢ : Ox = wy(—Ky) and identify Oy with wx(—Kyx) via this fixed
isomorphism. For a Weil divisor D, the equality Ox (D) = wx(D — Kx) means the
fixed isomorphism Ox (D) =% wx (D — Kx).

Definition 3.15. In the situation of Setting [Z11] let A be a Q-divisor on X. Fix
e,n € Zsg. We define a W,Ox-module Q'¢,, and a W,,Ox-module homomorphism

S%,A,n : WNWX(_KX) - Q;%,A,n



22 H. Tanaka, J. Witaszek, F. Yobuko

by the following diagram, where each square is a pushout diagram of W,,Ox-modules:

W,0x(A) ———— FeW,0x (p°A)
[ .
(3.15.1) Ox(|A]) =wx(|A] — Kx) —" Q%.an
| v o |

Wawx([A] — Kx) ——="— Q% a0

Recall that p"~! is the dual of the restriction R"~'. Moreover, wx(|A] — Kx) =
(wX X Ox(LAJ — Kx))** and Wewx(LAJ — Kx) = (Wewx &® WeOX(LAJ — KX))**

Explicitly, Q% o, is defined via the short exact sequence

(3.15.2) 0 — Ox([A]) = Wowx(|A] = Kx) & Q5an — Qean — 0.

Remark 3.16. As explained above, the equality Ox(|A]) = wx(|A] — Kx) means
the isomorphism ¢ : Ox(|A]) = wx(|A] — Kx) induced by the fixed isomorphism
1 : Ox = wx(—Kx). Then the diagram (B.I5.1)) is a shortened version of the following
diagram:

W,0x(A) —— FeW,0x (p°A)

Rnfl

e q’g(,A,n r e
Ox(lA]) r Q% am

>~

wx(|A] - Kx)

n—1

P

2 ~

q),)?,A,n r /
Wawx ([A] = Kx) ——— Q% a -

It is easy to see that Q% 5 ,, and &% 4 ,, are unique up to isomorphisms.

Remark 3.17. We use the same notations as in Definition B.15 Since F° is injective,
% A, is injective and we have the following exact sequences of coherent W, Ox-
modules,
@/E n . .
0 — Wawx([A] — Kx) —=% Q% A, — Bian — 0,
because we have similar diagrams to (3.1 for Q% 5, (cf. (3.15.2)).

Definition 3.18. In the situation of Setting .11l let A be a Q-divisor on X. We
define a W, Ox-module homomorphism

(PXan): (Qxan)" = (Whwx([A] - Kx))*
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by applying (—)* := Homw, 0 (—, Wawx(—Kx)) to the W,,Ox-module homomor-
phism

/)e(,A,n: W”MX(LAJ - KX) - Q,eX',A,n’
More explicitly, (®% 5 ,,)* can be written as follows:

((I)le n)*
Homw, 0x (Q% A Wawx (—Kx)) —="— Homw, 0 (Wawx (|A] — Kx), Wawx (—Kx)).

~WnOx(—[A])
Proposition 3.19. In the situation of Setting [2.11), let A be a Q-divisor on X sat-
isfying |A] = 0. Fiz e,n € Z~y. Then the following are equivalent.
(1) (X,A) is n-quasi-F*-split.

(2) There exists a W,,Ox-module homomorphism o : FEW, Ox (p¢A) = Wowx (—Kx)

that commutes with the following diagram:

W,Ox(A) L > FW,O0x(p°A)
Rnfll ///’///
OX :(,UX(—KX) /,/3/0:
pnfll //////
P o
anX(—KX)

(3) There exists a W,,Ox-module homomorphism 3 : Q% a,, — Wawx(—Kx) that
commutes with the following diagram:

e
q)X,A,n

Ox = wx(—Kx)

Bn—ll k”,/”/ié’
anx(—KX)

4 Qg{,A,n

(4) % A, Wawx(=Kx) — Q% A, splits as a W,Ox-module homomorphism.
(5) The map
HY (X, (0% 20)") + H(X, (Q%a0)") = HY(X, (Wawx (—Kx))")
is surjective, where (—)* := Homw, 0, (—, Whwx(—Kx)).

Note that we have (W,wx(—Kx))* = Homw, o, Whwx(—Kx), Whwx(—Kx)) ~
HOMWnoX (anX, anx) ~ WnOX
Proof. First of all, we prove that (2) < (3) < (4) < (5). Since Q% A ,, and Q% 4 ,, are
the pushouts (cf. (B.I5.1])), we get (2) < (3) < (4). It is clear that (4) = (5). It is also
easy to see the opposite implication (5) = (4), because the surjectivity in (5) assures

the existence of 6 € Homy, 0, (Q% ., Wawx (—Kx)) satisfying (@5 5 ,)*(0) =id, i.e.,
0 o ®% 5, = id. This completes the proof of (2) & (3) & (4) & (5).

It is obvious that (1) = (3). Let us show (3) = (1). Assume (3). Let j : X —
W,X be the induced closed immersion. Recall that the equality Oy = wx(—Kx)
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in (3) means a fixed isomorphism ¢ : Ox — wx(—Kx). We have the following
isomorphisms:

HomWnOX (j*OX, anx(—KX)) HO(X7 HomWnox (j*OX, anx(—KX)))

H(X, Homo, (Ox,wx(—Kx)))
Homop, (Ox, wx(—Kx))

—
=)
=

12

Y HX,0x),

where (i) follows from the Grothendieck duality (as both hand sides are S3) and (ii)

is given by our fixed isomorphism ¢ : Ox — w x(—=Kx). It follows from
H(X,W,0x) = W,(H°(X, Ox))

that Homy, 0, (7.Ox, Wowx(—Kx)) has the generator as a H°(X, W,Ox)-module

which is corresponding to 1 € H(X,Ox). For the trace map p" ' : juwx(—Kx) —

W,wx(—Kx) (obtained as the dual of R"™' : W,0x — 7.0Ox), the first isomorphism
(i) is given as follows:

Homyy, 0 (j.Ox, Wowx (—Kx)) % Homo, (Ox,wx(—Kx)))

=

-1

(.Ox L5 jwx(—Kx) = Wawx(—Kx)) +— (¢:Ox = wx(—Kx)).
To summarise, we have

. () (ii)
Homw, o, (j.Ox, Wawx(—Kx)) =~ Homo, (Ox,wx(—Kx))) =~ H’X,0Ox)

n—1

j*OX B—O]*L> anX(_KX) < L OX — wX(—Kx) g 1.

Pick 8 : Q% A, — Wawx(—Kx) as in (3). The commutativity of the diagram in
(3) means that p" "o (j.) = B o PG A,,- By
e HO(X,(% A,0)") .
Homw, 0 (Q% A n Wawx (—Kx)) Homy, 0, (7+Ox, Whwx (—Kx))
B — B o ®% Ans
the image of HO(X, (9% A ,,)*) contains p"~'o(j.) = Bo® A ,, which is a generator of
Homy, 0 (7:O0x, Whwx (—Kx)) as an H°(X, W, Ox)-module. Since H°(X, (®5 A ,,)*)
is a H(X, W,,Ox)-module homomorphism, H°(X, (9% ,,)*) is surjective. O
One of the advantages of the splitting definition above is that it allows for showing

that sections of all line bundles are quasi-F*-stable when X is quasi-F*-split (Propo-
sition [3.40). This will be a consequence of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.20. In the situation of Setting (211, let A be an effective Q-divisor
with |A| = 0. Take e,n € Z~q and suppose that (X, A) is n-quasi-F¢-split. Let D be
a Weil divisor on X. Then the following induced maps are surjective:

HY (X, (2% avpn)”) + HY(X, (Qk arpn)") = H(X, Ox(D)")
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HY (X, (% avpn)) + HY(X, (Q% arpn)) = HY(X, (Wawx (—Kx+D))"),
where (—)* = Homw, o (—, Wawx(—Kx)) and W,Ox (D) denotes the Witt diviso-
rial sheaf.

Note that Ox(D)* ~ Ox(—D) and W,wx(—Kx + D)* ~ W,,Ox(—D).
Proof. We have the following pushout diagram (Definition B.15]):

e

q>X,A,n e
wx(—Kx) —= Q%an

e
X,An

[
anX(_KX) B g(L,A,n'

By applying (—) @w, 0y WnOx (D) and (—)* = Homw, 0 (—, Wawx(—KXx)), we ob-
tain the following commutative diagram

(CI)G’ ’")* e *
Ox(=D) o (QX,AJrD,n)

- |
W,Ox(—D) w (Q¥ Atpn)"

Since @ 4 ,, is a split injection (Proposition B.I9), (®% o, p,,)* is a split surjection.
Therefore,

HY (X, (% aspn)) + HY(X, (Q% arpn)") = H(X, W, Ox (D))

is surjective. Note that
R HY(X,W,,Ox(=D)) — H*(X,Ox(-D))

is surjective, because an arbitrary element s € H(X, Ox(—D)) has its Teichmiiller
lift s € HY(X,W,Ox(—D)), which satisfies R""!(s) = s. By diagram chase, the
induced map

H(X, (®% arpn)”) + HY(X, Q% aspn)’) = H(X, Ox(-D))

is surjective. U

3.3. Finite covers.

Proposition 3.21. In the situation of Setting [211, let f : Y — X be a finite sur-
jective morphism from an integral normal excellent scheme Y such that K(Y')/K(X)
is a Galois extension and its extension degree [K(Y') : K(X)] is not divisible by p.
Let D be a Q-divisor on X and set Dy = f*D. Then the induced W, Ox-module
homomorphism

I Q% pn = <@V py n
splits.
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Proof. Set G := Gal(K(Y)/K(X)) = {01, ...,0,}. For every Q-divisor E on X, we
have a W,,Ox-module homomorphism

15 W0y (f*E) = W,Ox(E),  aw— é > ota.

We then obtain the following diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

0 —— [ W, 1Oy(pDy) 5 [LFW, 0y (°Dy) — f.Q%p, ., — 0

J/T('D J,FfﬂpeD J/ﬁ

0 —— F*Wn_lOX(pD) & F*eWnOX(peD> BE— Qg(',D,n — 0

Indeed, the left square in the above diagram is commutative by the following com-
mutative diagram, and 7 is induced from the other vertical arrows

F.W,_10y(pDy) =5 FW, 0y (p°Dy)

E.W,_10y(pDy) 2 FeW, Oy (p¢Dy).

Note that we have Ffmyep o f* = id. By diagram chase, we have that 7 o f* = id,
and hence f*: Q% p, — f.QY p, , splits. O

Proposition 3.22. In the situation of Setting [2.13, let f : Y — X be a finite
surjective morphism from an integral normal excellent scheme Y. Let Ax and Ay be
effective Q-divisors on X and Y such that LAx1 = 0,LAys =0, and Ky + Ay ~
f*(Kx + Ax).
(1) Assume that f*: HY(X, Ox(Kx +Ax)) — HI(Y, Oy (Ky + Ay)) is injective.
If (Y, Ay) is n-quasi-F¢-split, then so is (X, Ax). In particular, h®(X, Ax) <
he(Y, Ay).
(2) Assume that K(Y)/K(X) is a Galois extension, its extension degree [K(Y) :
K(X)] is not divisible by p, and f* : HL(X, Ox(Kx+Ax)) = HL(Y, Oy (Ky+
Ay)) is bijective. Then (X, Ax) is n-quasi-F¢-split if and only if so is (Y, Ay ).
In particular, h*(X, Ax) = h¢(Y, Ay).

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

f*WnOy(Ky -+ Ay) i) f*FanOX(pe(Ky + Ay))

[r [r

W,0x(Kx +Ax) —— FW,O0x(p¢(Kx + Ax)).
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Taking the pushouts and HZ(Y, —), we obtain the following commutative diagram

d
HEY S iy ayn)

HL(Y, Oy (Ky + Ay))

Tf*::oz

Hi(X, Ox(Kx + Ax))

’ Hgl(}/? QEY,Ky+Ay,TL)

Tf*::B

Let us show (1). Assume that (Y, Ay) is n-quasi-F-split, i.e., HE(Y, 9§ i o n,0n)
is injective (Lemma B.I0). Since « is injective, so is HE(X, P g +a,.n) by diagram
chase. Then (X, Ay) is n-quasi-F*-split (Lemma B.I0). Thus (1) holds.

The assertion (2) follows from a similar argument by using the fact that 3 is an
injection (Proposition B.2T). O

d
Hm(qu)g(,KXJrAX,n)

Corollary 3.23. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0 and let
f:Y = X be a finite surjective morphism of projective normal varieties over k. Let
Ax and Ay be effective Q-divisors on X and Y such that LAx1=0,_LAy1 =0, and
Ky + Ay ~ f*(Kx + Ax). Assume that K(Y)/K(X) is a Galois extension and its
extension degree [K(Y') : K(X)] is not divisible by p. Then (X, Ax) is n-quasi-F*-
split if and only if so is (Y, Ay). In particular, h*(X, Ax) = h(Y, Ay ).

Proof. Set d := dim X = dimY. Since H4(X,Ox(Kx + Ax)) — HYY, Oy (Ky +
Ay)) is an isomorphism, the assertion follows from Proposition B.22)(2). O

Proposition 3.24. Let f : Y — X be an étale morphism of normal varieties over a
perfect field of characteristic p > 0. Take an effective Q-divisor Ax on X such that
|Ax | =0 and set Ay := f*A. If (X, Ax) is n-quasi-F°-split, then so is (Y, Ay). In
particular, h*(Y, Ay) < h*(X, Ax).

Proof. By removing the singular locus of X, we may assume that X and Y are
smooth (Remark[3.7). Since (X, Ax) is n-quasi- F'*-split, there exists a W,,Ox-module
homomorphism « which completes the following commutative diagram (Proposition

B19(2)):

W,0x(A) = s FeW,Ox (p°A)
Rn—ll ///,////
OX = OJX(—K)() //’3/(;/
v
anX(_KX)'

Recall that we have the induced étale morphism W, f : W, Y — W, X [[I79, Ch. 0,
Proposition 1.5.8]. By applying (W, f)* to the above diagram, we see that (Y, Ay) is
n-quasi- F'°-split. Indeed, for every d € Z>(, we have

(W f) (FIW,0x (1)) & FLW, £) (W, Ox (17A)) % FIW, 0y (51 A)
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and

(W f) (Wowox (=K x)) = (Wof)* (Wawx © WaOx(—Kx)) % Wowy @ W,Oy (—Ky),

where

(i) holds by [III79, Ch. 0, Proposition 1.5.8],
(ii) follows from [Tan22, Lemma 4.6], and
(iii) is obtained by (W, f)*(W,Q¥) ~ W,Q¥ [[I79, Ch. I, Proposition 1.14] and
(W) (W,0x(—Kx)) = W,,0y(—Ky) [Tan22, Lemma 4.6]. O

Proposition 3.25. Let k C k' be an algebraic separable field extension between perfect
fields of characteristic p > 0. Take a normal variety X over k such that X X, k' is
integral. Let A be an effective Q-divisor on X with [A] = 0. Assume that X is
projective over an affine variety V. over k. Then (X, A) is n-quasi-F¢-split if and
only if (X xg k', A Xy k') is n-quasi-F©-split, where A Xy k' denotes the pullback of
A to X Xy k. In particular, h®(X,A) = he(X X k', A X k).

Proof. Set R :=T'(V, Oy). Then all the conditions in Setting 2. 121hold (Remark 2.14)).
Since k C k' can be written as a direct limit of finite separable extension, the problem
is reduced to the case when k C £’ is a finite separable extension. In particular,
X X k' — X is étale. If (X, A) is n-quasi-F*-split, then so is (X X k', A X, k') by
Proposition In order to prove the opposite implication, it is enough to show
that

o HE(X, Ox(Kx)) = HUX X3 K, Ox o (Kxtsiurr))

is injective (Proposition B.22(1)), where we used that Ox(Ky + A) = Ox(Kx) and
Oxspi (Kxxir + A X k') = Ox iy (Kxx, k). Since k — k' is a split injection, so
are f* : OX — f*OXkal and f* . Ox(Kx) — f*OXka/(KXka/). ]

3.4. Quasi-F“-splitting criterion via Cartier operator. We refer to [KTT a,
Subsection 5.2] for the discussion on the Cartier operator for projective schemes over
domains essentially of finite type.

Lemma 3.26. Let (R, m) be a local domain essentially of finite type over a perfect field
of characteristic p > 0. Let (X,A) be a d-dimensional log pair which is projective
over R, where |[A| = 0. Let f: Y — X be a log resolution of (X,A) and let By
be a Q-divisor such that |By| < 0, —(Ky + By) is ample, and f.By = A. Set
E :=Supp(By). Take n € Z~y and suppose that (x) holds.

(x) HEY(Y, By pe(icy +By)m) = 0 for every 0 < ¢ <e— 1.
Then (X, A) is n-quasi-F*©-split.
Proof. Write Ky + Ay = f*(Kx + A). Since —(Ky + By) is ample and f,By = A,

the negativity lemma implies that Ky + By > Ky + Ay, and so f,Oy(Ky + By) =
Ox(Kx + A). Moreover, we obtain a natural map f*: Q% x.ian = [+QY iy 1By m
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featured inside the following commutative diagram:

d
HA®S 1oy vam)
%

H$<X7 Q,e)(,Kx+A,n)

lf*
d ((pe )
m Y, Ky +By ,n d
Hm(K Q?,Ky-f—By,n) :

Note that the injectivity of the upper horizontal arrow is equivalent to (X, A) being
n-quasi- F-split by Lemma [B.10. Thus, to prove the theorem, it is enough to show
that the lower horizontal arrow

(3.26.1) HE(PY i, 45y ) - Ho(Y, Oy (Ky + By)) = Hi(Q% k, +5, ) is injective.

By the exact sequence 0 — Oy (Ky +By) = Q% k. . 5, 1n — By xy 18y, — 0 BLI),
it suffices to prove that Hi™'(Y,B{ k. ,p,) = 0. By the following exact sequence

B.14.1):

Ha(X,0x(Kx + A))
|

HL(Y, Oy (Ky + By))

0— Bse/,_éerBy,n = BY kv iBym — Ff_lBY,pE*l(KerBy)m —0,
HI (B k., +p.n) = 0 holds by (x). O
Theorem 3.27. Let (R,m) be a local domain essentially of finite type over a perfect
field of characteristic p > 0. Let (X, A) be a d-dimensional log pair which is projective
over R, where |[A| = 0. Let f: Y — X be a log resolution of (X,A) and let By
be a Q-divisor such that |By| < 0, —(Ky + By) is ample, and f.By = A. Set
E := Supp By. Take n € Z~o and suppose that

(1) HiZ2(Y, 0 (log E) (p°(Ky + By))) =0 for every 0 < c <e—1,
(2) HE2(Y, BiQ% (log E)(p*(Ky + By))) = 0 for every k > 1, and
(3) HY(Y, 3 (log E)* ® Oy (Ky — p"*(Ky + By))) =0 for every 0 < c<e—1,
where Q- (log E)* := Home, (2 (log E), Oy).
Then (X, A) is n-quasi-F*€-split.

We refer to Notation for the definition of H’ (Y, —). Also, to avoid confusion, we
emphasise that

By (log B)(p* (Ky + By)) =~ Bi(Q3 (log E)(p" By)) ® Oy (p" ' Ky ).
Last, we point out that assumption (3) is valid by Serre duality as long as n > 0.
Proof. By Lemma 326 it is enough to show that the condition (x) holds.
(%) HI"UY, By pe(icy+By)n) = 0 for every 0 < ¢ <e—1.
Fix an integer ¢ satisfying 0 < ¢ < e — 1. Recall that ([JKTT"a, Lemma 5.9]):
By pe(ity +By)m = Bypeny m @0y Oy (0°Ky) ~ By (log E)(p"* By ) ®o, Oy (p°Ky).
Now we use the following exact sequence [KTTTa, (5.7.1)]:

cn.
0 — B, (log E)(p"°By) = Z,0L (log E)(p" "By ) —5 QL (log E)(p°By) — 0,
By tensoring by Oy (p°Ky ), the problem is reduced to showing that
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o HIT' (Y, Z,05 (log E)(p""By) ® Oy (p°Ky)) = 0, and
° H$_2(Y, Q%/(lOg E)(pcBy) X Oy(pcKy)) = 0.

The latter assertion is nothing but our Assumption (1). Thus it is sufficient to prove
the former assertion.
Now we use the short exact sequence [KTTTal, Lemma 5.8]:

0~ Ff Z, xQy (log E)(p" By ) » Ff ' Z, 194 (log E)(p"*° By) » FI B19Q% (log E) (p" ¢ By) -0

By tensoring by Oy (p°Ky) and repeatedly applying Assumption (2), we get the
following injections
Hy MY, Z,y (log E)(p™*By) ® Oy (p°Ky)) — Hy (Y, F.Z,-1Qy (log B)(p"**By ) ® Oy (p°Ky))
% PN
— Hy ™' (Y, FIQy (log E)(p"*By) ® Oy (5 Ky)).

Hence it suffices to show that
HENY, Fy (log E)(p"°By) ® Oy (p°Ky)) = Hy '(Y,Qy (log E) (p"*(Ky + By)))

is zero. By Matlis duality (Proposition2.7)) and exactness of the derived m-completion
in our setting ([Stald, Tag 0A06]), it is enough to verify that

H~" R Hom(Rm,. Q4 (log E) (p"*(Ky + By)),w;,)
= H'RHom(Qy (log E)(p""*(Ky + By)),wy)
= HY(Y,Qy (log B)* ® Oy (Ky — p"™(Ky + By)))

is equal to zero, where m: Y — Spec R is the natural projection. This is nothing but
Assumption (3). O

3.5. Definition of pure quasi-F“-splitting. Throughout this subsection, we work
under the assumptions of Setting [3.28

Setting 3.28 (general case, with boundary). Let X be a d-dimensional integral nor-
mal Noetherian F-finite F,-scheme such that W, X is an excellent scheme admitting
a dualising complex W, w5 for every n € Z-,. We fix a Weil divisor S on X which
either is a prime divisor or is equal to zero.

Setting 3.29 (projective case, with boundary). Let R be an F-finite Noetherian do-
main of characteristic p > 0 such that W, R is an excellent ring admitting a dualising
complex for every n € Z~y. Let X be a d-dimensional integral normal scheme which
is projective over Spec R. We fix a Weil divisor S on X which is either a prime divisor
or is equal to zero.

We denote the ideal sheaf of S by Zg. We remind the reader that W, Zs and
W,Ox(—S) are not equal in general. Let A be a (non-necessarily effective) Q-divisor
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on X. We define a coherent W,,Ox-module Qi, An and a W,,Ox-module homomor-
phism ®% 5, by the following pushout diagram of W,Ox-modules:

WoZs(A) —— FeW, Zs(p°A)
(3.29.1) lRH l
(I’S,e f

Is(A) —="= Q¥an
We remind the reader that Zg(A) = Ox (A — 95).

Remark 3.30. In our applications, we are mainly interested in the case when A = S+B
for a prime divisor S and a Q-divisor B such that S € Supp B and |B| = 0. Under
these assumptions, B > 0 and Zg(A) = Ox.

We define a coherent W,,Ox-module B}?Zm by

B, i= Coker(W,Zs(A) £ FEW, Is(p°A))
= FiW,Zs(p°A)/ F (W, Zs(A)).

Remark 3.31. The key properties of the construction of Q}q(’z,n, Bf(’z,n, and @}qng,n

may be encapsulated by the following diagram

14 FeV=VF¢

~ ~

(3.311) 0 ——— W,Ts(A) —Es FEW,Zs(p°A) —— BSS, —— 0

Rn—l ‘
~ (bf(,eA [~ S\f g
0 —— Tg(A) Ay QS —— By, —— 0.
0 0

All the horizontal and vertical sequences are exact, as F'¢: W, Zg(A) — FEW, Zs(p°A)
is injective, R"~1: W, Zs(A) — Zs(A) is surjective, and (3.29.1)) is a pushout diagram.

In what follows, we apply exactly the same arguments as in Subsection B.1] and
Subsection B.2] and hence we omit proofs.

Lemma 3.32. In the situation of Setting[3.28, let A be a Q-divisor on X. Then we
have the following exact sequences

(3.32.1) 0— By, = BYXT = FEBY p, — 0

(3.32.2) 0= FI'BYoens = BXanis = BXa, =0
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foralle,n,r, s € Zwyg.

For a Cartier divisor D, the following holds:
(3.32.3) S arpm = QXA Owa0x WaOx(D).

Definition 3.33. In the situation of Setting B.28 let A be a Q-divisor. We define
(@F00)"  (QXA0)" = Zs(A)* by applying (—)* := Homw,ox (—, Wawx(—Kx)) to
the W,,Ox-module homomorphism (ID}q(’fA’n: Zs(A) — Qf{’,eA,m

(@00 Homw, 0, (QX A s Wawx (—Kx)) = Homw, 0, (Zs(A), Wowx (—Kx)).

Note that Zg(A) = Ox (=S5 + A) and Zg(A)* = Homw, o0 (Zs(A), Whwx(—Kx)) ~
Ox([S = Al).

Definition 3.34. In the situation of Setting B.28 let B be a Q-divisor on X such
that S € Supp B and |B| = 0. Set A := S + B and take n,e € Z-o. We say that
(X, S + B) is purely n-quasi-F¢-split (along S) if the induced map

(DX - HY(X, (QXa0)") = HO(X, Zs(A)7) = HY(X, Ox)
is surjective. Note that we have
Is(A)* :HomWn@X (Is(S—I—B), anX(—Kx)) = %OmWnoX(Ox, anX(_KX)) ~ Ox.

We call (X, A) purely quasi-F*°-split if it is purely n-quasi-F-split for some n € Z.
We say that (X, A) is purely n-quasi-F¢-pure (resp. purely quasi-F¢-pure) if there
exists an open cover X = (J,.; X; such that (X;, Aly,) is n-quasi-F*-split (resp.
quasi-F'¢-split) for every i € I.

Lemma 3.35. In the situation of Setting[3.29, let B be a Q-divisor on X such that
S & Supp B and |B| = 0. Assume that R is a local ring with mazimal ideal m. Fiz
e,n € Zwg. Then (X,S + B) is purely n-quasi-F®-split if and only if the following
map 1s injective:
S,e S,e
Hi(X, D Kt 5+B.m) Hy(X,Ts(Kx + S + B)) — Hi(X, QX Ky t5+B0)-

Lemma 3.36. In the situation of Setting [3.28, let A be a Q-divisor on X. Take
e,n € Z~g. Then we have the following exact sequences of coherent Ox-modules:

(3.36.1) 0= BBYS A, — QXA s — FSZs(p"A) — 0.
Proposition 3.37. In the situation of Setting[3.28, let A be a Q-divisor on X. Then

s, s,
BYA, and QA ,, are naturally coherent W.Ox-modules.

3.6. Quasi-F“-stable sections ¢°S%(X, A; L) and ¢°S%;. (X, A; L).

adj,n
In this subsection, we introduce a submodule (subspace)

¢“SY(X,A; L) C H'(X,Ox([L — Al), and its adjoint variant
¢°S% 4 (X, A L) € HO(X, Ox([L — A]).
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Definition 3.38. In the situation of Setting 2.1l let L and A be Q-divisors on X.
Recall that we have W,Ox-module homomorphisms

g(,A—L,n: OX(A - L) — Qg{,A—L,n
(Pxa—zm)’t  (Qxa—rn) — Ox(A—L)" = Ox([L - Al),

where the lower one (®% o ,)" is obtained by applying (—)* = Homw, o (—, Wawx (—Kx))
to the upper one ®§ A 1. We define ¢°S)(X, A; L) by

HOX, (5 1))

¢°S(X, As L) i=Tm (H'(X, (Qx a-1.n)")
When |A] =0 and L is a Weil divisor, we have
¢°SY(X,A;L) C HY(X,Ox([L — A])) = H*(X, Ox(L)).

However, we do need to consider the most general case of the above definition as
non-integral L and non-effective A come up naturally in the context of pullbacks and
restrictions of Weil divisors.

» H(X, Ox([L — AY))).

Lemma 3.39. Under the same notation as in Definition[3.38, suppose that (W, X +
Bw) is a plt pair, Kx + A = (Kw + X 4+ Bw)|x, and L = Ly|x for a Weil divisor
Ly on W. Then |[A| =0 and A > {L}. In particular, [L — A] = |L| and

¢°Su(X, A1 L) = ¢°8,(X, A = {L}; | L]) € H'(X, Ox(|L]))-
Proof. See [KTT"a, Lemma 3.35]. O

Proposition 3.40. In the situation of Setting[2.11, let L and A be Q-divisors on X .
Suppose that (X, {A — L}) is n-quasi-F°-split. Then

¢°Sp(X, ;L) = HY(X, Ox([L — A])).

Proof. Since (X, {A—L}) is n-quasi- F-split, the following map is surjective by Propo-
sition [3.20]

H(X, (Q%a-1.0)") HY(X,0x (A~ L])*) = H'(X, Ox([L — A])).
Then the required equality follows from Definition O

HO(X,(®% a—p,0)")

Analogously, we make an adjoint definition.

Definition 3.41. In the situation of Setting [3.28] let L and B be Q-divisors on X.
Recall that we have W,,Ox-module homomorphisms

(I)Bqé,es+B—L,n¢ Zs(S+B—-L)— QBqé,es+B—L,n
(O sanrn)  (Q¥sip_rn) = Is(S+ B — L) = Ox([L - BY),

where the lower one (q)}ggfs+B_L7n)* is obtained by applying (—)* = Homw, 0y (—, Whwx(—Kx))

to the upper one (ID}q(’fSJrB_L’n. We define ¢°S}) (X, S+ B; L) by

S, *
HY(X,(2Xs15-1,n)")

G°Sp g (X, S+B; L) == Im (H*(X, (Q¥'s45_1.)")

H(X, Ox([L—BY))).

bl a‘dj
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Lemma 3.42. In the situation of Setting[3.28, let B be a Q-divisor on X such that
S & SuppB and |B| = 0. Let L be a Weil divisor on X. Then the following
inclusions hold for every rational number 0 <t < 1:

G°Spaqj(X, S+ B; L) C ¢°Sy(X,tS+B; L) € H(X, Ox(L)).
Proof. We have the following commutative diagram:
W,Ox(tS+B — L) —y FeW,O0x(p*(tS+B — L))
«i [j
W Ts(S + B — L) — % FeW,Zo(p(S + B — L))
g1

-

Ox(tS+B — L) = Ts(S + B — L),

where ¢ and j are the natural inclusions, and Fy and Fy denote the e-th iterated

. . S _ .
Frobenii. Since Q% ;5. p_1., and Q3. p_.,, are the pushouts of (Ff, R*"! 04) and

(F5, R"') respectively, we get a map Q% ,54p-1n — Q‘;’fSJFB_Lm sitting inside the
following diagram
O L q)g(,tS+BfL,n e S’e
X(_ ) QX,tS+B—L,n QX,S+B—L,n'

Now, by applying H°(X, (—)*) = Homy, 0, (—, Wawx(—Kx)), we get a factorisation
of HO(X(CDE(”GSJFB_LW)*) as follows:

S,e * e * HO(X’(¢§<, S BfL,n)*)
HY (X, QX5 p-1,)") = H'(X (Q%us45-1.0)") — » H'(X, Ox(L)),
which immediately implies the statement of the lemma. 0
Finally, we state a reformulation of quasi-F-stable sections via local cohomology.

Proposition 3.43. Fiz n € Zvg and e € Zq. In the situation of Setting [2.17,
assume that (R,m) is a local ring. Take Q-divisors L and A on X. Then

V
0“SO(X, A L) = I (H (X, Ox([Kx + A = L)) = Hif, (X, Qsesar))

where (—)" denotes m-completion, and (—)" denotes Matlis duality.
Similarly, in the situation of Setting[3.29, assume that (R, m) is a local ring. Take
Q-divisors L and A on X. Then

\%
0° S0 s (X, S+B; L) = T (HA(X, Ox (| Kx+5+BL])) = Hiy (X, Q¥y545-1)) -

Proof. This is immediate by Matlis duality (Lemma [2.9) and definitions of quasi-F-
stable sections (Definition B.38 and Definition [3.41]). O
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3.7. Quasi-F*°-splittings.
Definition 3.44. In the situation of Setting[2.11], let A be a Q-divisor on X satisfying
|A] =0. We say that (X, A) is
n-quasi-F>-split if V.o the pair (X, A) is n-quasi-F*-split
quasi-F*-split if V.~¢3p>0 s.t. the pair (X, A) is n-quasi- F**-split
uniformly quasi-F>-split if 3,50 Veso the pair (X, A) is n-quasi- F°-split.

We define local variants (i.e., n-quasi-F'*°-pure, quasi-F'*°-pure, uniformly quasi-F°-
pure) analogously to Definition [3.3]

As we will see later, Calabi-Yau varieties (e.g., elliptic curves) are never uniformly
quasi- F'*-split unless they are F-split (Proposition [T.4]).

Definition 3.45. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A and L be Q-divisors on X.
We define the following subspaces of H*(X, Ox([L — Al)):

¢°S°(X,A; L) U ¢°S%(X,A; L)
n=1

g SX, A L) = () ¢°SH(X, A L)

e>0
¢S (X, A L) = () | J ¢ SUX, A L) = () ¢°S°(X, A L)
e>0n>0 e>0
oS (X, A L) = () SuX, A L) = | ¢®S(X, A L).
n>0e>0 n>0

Note that for n < m:
¢“S%(X,A; L) C¢°S° (X, A; L), and
¢SYX, A L) C q™SY (X, A L).

Thus, if X is projective over a Noetherian ring R, then H°(X,Ox([L — A])) is a
finitely generated R-module, and so we get the stabilisation:

¢“S°(X, A L) = ¢°Sp(X, A L), and
o S" (X, A L) = ¢XSp(X, A L),
for n > 0. The stabilisation with respect to e will be discussed in the next subsection.

Remark 3.46. By definition and the above stabilisation, we immediately see that:
“S%(X,A; Ox) = H(X, Ox);
“S°(X,A; Ox) = H'(X, Ox);
C_IOOSSL(X>A§ Ox) = HO(X> Ox);
C_IOOSO(X>A§ Ox) = HO(X> Ox);

g (X, A; Ox) = HY(X, Ox).

X is n-quasi- F°-split
X is quasi-F°-split
X is n-quasi- F'*°-split
X is quasi- F'*°-split

[ A

X is uniformly quasi- F**°-split
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Remark 3.47. As in Subsection and Definition B.41], we define pure and adjoint
variants of Definition 3.44] and Definition 345 For sake of brevity, we do not spell
these definitions out.

Remark 3.48. In this remark, we sketch an interpretation of quasi- F'*°-splittings using
perfection. Define Q}iﬁjm as the pushout sitting in the following diagram:

W,0x(A) —— 7, W, 0% (1*A)

an— 1 l
<I)pcrf -

Ox(A) _ Xanm . ng’rim,

where XP°! denotes the perfection of X and 7: XP*f — X is the induced projection.
Recall that the perfection XP*! is defined as the scheme (X, Og’:rf), where

O = lim Oy = lim(Ox 5 F.Ox = F20x 5 ).
F

It holds that Qggim ~ lim Q% A, We define Q};ﬁﬁ = lm_ Q}iﬁjn. One can check
that ngfi is the pushout of Ox(A) <~ WOx(A) = mWOxpet(7*A), but we shall
not need this in our paper.

In the situation of Setting 212 we assume that (R,m) is a local ring. Given
n € Z~o, we have that (X, A) is n-quasi- F*°-split if and only if the natural map

HE(Ox(Kx + A)) = Hiy Q%% an)

is injective. Using Artiniaty of local cohomology, one can easily deduce from this that
(X, A) is uniformly quasi-F*°-split if and only if the natural map

HE(Ox(Kx + A)) = Hip o (Q% % 1a)
is injective.
Finally, we state a reformulation of quasi-F-stable sections via local cohomology.

Proposition 3.49. Fiz n € Zwo and e € Z~q. In the situation of Setting [2.13,
assume that (R, m) is a local ring. Take Q-divisors L and A on X. Then

Hg‘l(X7 Qg:l;f('X+A—L,n)v = 1&1 (HO(X7 (Q?{,A—L,n>*)/\) and

\
0 S8(X, A 1) = T (HA(X, Ox ([Kx + A = L)) = Hiy (X, Q%% 1a-0)

where (—)" denotes m-completion, and (=) := Homy, r(—, E) denotes Matlis dual-
1ty.

The proof is analogous to that of [BMP™20, Lemma 4.8].
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Proof. The first assertion holds by the following argument:
Hﬁ(X, Q§§3§X+A—L,n)v = HomWnR(Hg‘l(X’ @Q;,KXJFA—L,n)a E)
= HomWnR(hg”l Hﬁ(X, Q,GX,KX+A—L,7L>7 E)
(3.49.1) ~ lim Homyw, p(Hy (X, Q% k- +a-L)s E)
=~ lim (Homw, r(Q% kx 42— Wawx)")
~ lim (H(X, (Qx.a—£.)")") -

Let us show the second assertion. Take the image:

(3.49.2) HY(X,0x(Kx +A— L)) - I, — Hi (X, Q§§§§X+ AL

37

It suffices to show that I ~ ¢>*S°(X, A; L)". Since Matlis duality turns colimits into

limits, we get that
1y = (tg I2)" = lim(I5)",

where I¢ is defined as the image in

(3.49.3) Ho(X, Ox(Kx + A = L)) — Iy = Hyy (X, Q% ky1a-1.n)-

By Lemma 2.9 the Matlis duality functor (—)¥ = Homy, g(—, E) yields
HY(X,Ox(Kx +A— L)Y ~ H(X,Ox(L))" and
Hxi(Xa Qg{,KX+A—L,n>v = HomWnR(H{i(X, Qg{,KX+A—L,n>7 E)
~ Homw, 0, (Q% ky+a—1n Wawx)"
~ H'(X, (Q%a-1.))",

where (—)* := Homw, 0y (—, Wawx(—Kx)). By applying (=) = Homy, g(—, F) to

(BATF), we get
HO(Xv OX(L))/\ At ([5>\/ “ HO(X7 (Q,GX,A—L,n)*)/\‘
Therefore,

lim(I9)" = ()"

€ e>0

= () Im(H°(X,0x (L))" + H(X, (Q%a_1.,)")")

e>0

= q% S (X, A, L)%,

where the last equality follows from the fact that intersections commute with a flat

base change (—) ®w, r W.R (cf. the proof of [Mat89, Theorem 7.4]).

U
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When dealing with non-noetherian objects, one needs to be extra careful about
distinguishing theorems stated for local rings and arbitrary rings, as taking infinite
intersection may not commute with localisation. This will stop to be an issue after
we show stabilisation for quasi-F*°-stable sections in the next subsection (Corollary

3.52).

3.8. Stabilisation for quasi-F“-stable sections. In this subsection, we prove the
stabilisation of quasi-F*“-stable sections (Corollary 3.52)). For ease of notation, we
will work in the framework of local cohomology, but the proofs can be restated in
terms of usual trace maps. As we often twist our divisors by other nef divisors, we
shall consider all divisors of the form rA 4+ kN and establish necessary bounds to be
independent of the choice of r > 0 and k£ > 0.

We start with the following lemma generalising Lemma to the Witt case.

Lemma 3.50. In the situation of Setting[2.123, fix n € Z~q, let m be a maximal ideal
of R, let A be an ample Q-Cartier Q-divisor, and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor.
Assume that X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exists e > 0 such that
for every integer r € Z~q and every integer k > 0, the kernel of

Fe: Hi, (X, W,Ox(—(rA+kN))) = Hyj, (X, FSW,Ox(—p(rA+kN)))
1s independent of the choice of e > ey.

Proof. By abuse of notation, we replace rA+ kN by A in the following proof. All the
bounds we shall pick are clearly independent of r and k, as they come from Lemma
and the Fujita vanishing theorem.

Let e} > 0 be the bound coming from Lemma By Matlis duality (Lemma 2.9]),
we can assume that the kernel of

(3.50.1) Hy (X, Ox(=A)) = Hy (X, FOx (—p°A))

is independent of the choice of e > eg. By increasing eg further, we may also assume
that

(3.50.2) HY X, FeOx (—p°A)) =0

for all e > eg. This is possible, because X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay, and so by
Matlis duality we need the vanishing of H'(X, Ox(Kx + p°A)) = 0 which follows by
the Fujita vanishing theorem (cf. Lemma 2.10]).

Fix n € Z-y. By induction on n, we may assume that the statement of the lemma
is valid after replacing n by n — 1. Specifically, there exists an integer ey > 0 such
that the kernel of

(3.50.3) Fe: Hyy (X, W, Ox(—A) = HYf, (X, FEW,_1Ox (—p°A))

stabilises for all e > ey. Note that the same holds by A replaced by any rA + kN for
integers r > 0 and k£ > 0 with the same bound egT.

We will prove the statement of the lemma for ey := e} + ell. Take ¢/, e such that
e > e > eq. It is enough to show the following claim.
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Claim. Suppose that
¢ € Ker(HE, (X, W,O0x(—A)) = HE (X, FSW,0x(—p® A))).
Then
(3.50.4) ¢ € Ker(H{l, (X, W, 0x(—A)) = H}}, (X, FW,Ox(—p°A))).

In what follows, we prove the above claim. We set Hi(—) := Hf, (X, —) by abuse
of notation. The exact sequence

0= E.W,_10x(pD) Y5 W,0x(D) X% 04 (D) = 0

induces the following commutative diagram:

0 & HL(FET Wy 1Ox (—p“ 1 A)) — HE(FEW,0x(—p® A)) — HL(FS Ox(—p” A)) = 0

0 — HL(FEW,1Ox (—p*TtA)) — HI(FEW,Ox(—p°A)) — HE(FEOx(—p°A)) — 0
- ; x

0 5 HL(FO W 1 Ox (—p14)) & HL(FOW,0x (—phA)) » HE(FDOx(—pA)) = 0

0 (1)

HE(FW,10x(—pA)) ——— HI(W,0x(—A)) —— HL(Ox(—A)) — 0.

Note that each horizontal sequence is exact by ([B.50.2)) the above claim now follows
immediately by diagram chase. Specifically, by (3.50.1]), ¢(() lies in the kernel of ().
Therefore, 0(¢) = ¥(¢’) for some

T
¢ € HE(FOT W, 0x (—pT1A)).

Then, by B503) and (e + 1) — (el +1) = e — e} > elf, ¢’ lies in the kernel of (1).
Therefore, (3.50.4) holds, which concludes the proofs of the above claim and Lemma
2,00l U

Proposition 3.51. In the situation of Setting [2.13, fit n € Z~q, let A be an ample
Q-Cartier Q-divisor, and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor. Assume that X 1is
divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exist eg € Z~q such that for

e all integers r, k,e satisfyingr > 1, k > 0, and e > eq, and
o cvery Q-diwisor A such that Kx + A is Q-Cartier,

the following equality holds:

¢°Sp(X,A;L) = ¢*Sp(X, A; L),
where L .= Kx + A+ rA+EkN.
In other words, ¢>S°(X,A; L) = ¢°S%(X, A; L) for e > e.
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Proof. By abuse of notation, we replace rA+kN by A. In particular, L = Kx+A-+A.
All the bounds in this proof are clearly independent of the choice of integers r > 1
and k > 0.

Let m be a maximal ideal of R. We shall prove the following statement: there
exists eg > 0 such that the kernel of

(3.51.1) Hy (X, Ox(=A)) = Hjy (X, Q% _an).

is independent of the choice of e > ey. By Matlis duality (Proposition[3.43) and Defini-
tion[3.38], this implies the statement of the proposition: ¢¢S°(X, A; L) = ¢*S°%(X, A; L)
for the case when (R, m) is a local ring. The general case is reduced to this case by
Noetherian induction.

We pick eg > 0 as in Lemma, and fix e > eg. Consider the following commu-
tative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact (Remark B.1]):

0 —— FW, 10x(—pA) —Y— W,0x(—A4) — Ox(—4) —— 0

! b |

0 —— FW,_10x(—pA) “5 FW,0x(—p*A) —— Q% _4n — 0.
By applying cohomology Hjy, (=) := Hy, (X, —), we get

0 — Hf  (FWn10x(—pA))/M —— H,  (W,0x(—A)) —— HL(Ox(—A)) — 0

| | !

0 — Hffy  oW(FiW, 10x(—pA))/N — Hyf, (FEW,Ox(—p°A)) — Hif (Q% _a,) — 0.
Here M and N are the images of Hi™1(Ox(—A)) and Hﬁ;}n(@g{r&n), respectively.
By the snake lemma,

K = Ker(Hiy, (WaOx(=A)) = Hiy, o (FiW,0x (—p°A)))

maps surjectively onto the kernel of (B.51.1]). Since K€ stabilises for e > ey by Lemma
350, the kernel of (B.51.1]) stabilises as well for e > ey. O

In particular, we obtain the following stabilisation result. We use quantifiers to
emphasise the sublety of how various indices depend on one another. We do not
know a similar statement for ¢®S°(X, A; L).

Corollary 3.52. In the situation of Setting[2.12, let A and L be Q-divisors on X such
that L — (Kx + A) is an ample Q-Cartier Q-divisor. Assume that X is divisorially
Cohen-Macaulay. Then the following hold.

(1) \v/n>0 EIe()>0 veZeo qOOSSL(Xa Av L) = qesg(Xa Aa L)
(2) EIno>0 anno E|eo>0 v6260 qlﬁiSO(Xv A7 L) = qesg(Xu Au L)

Proof. Statement (1) is clear by Definition .45 and Proposition B.511
Let us show (2). By Definition 3.45], we have an ascending chain

¢SV (X,A; L) C¢®SYX,A;L)C---C HYX,L)
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of R-submodules of H°(X, L). Since X is projective over an Noetherian ring R, there
exists ng > 0 such that for all n > ny,

Goni (X, A L) = | ¢ S0(X, A L) = ¢S)(X, A; L),
n=1
Fix n > ng. Then there exists ey (dependent on n) such that for all e > ey,
¢ S(X, A L) = ¢°Sp(X, A L)
by (1). O
Proposition 3.53. In the situation of Setting [2.12, fix n € Z~q, let A be an ample

Q-Cartier Q-divisor, and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-diwisor. Assume that X is
divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exists ro € Z~qo such that for
e all integers r, k, e satisfying r > rog, k >0, and e > 0, and
o cvery Q-divisor A such that Kx+ A is Q-Cartier, (X, A) is n-quasi-F'>°-pure,
and L := Kx + A+rA+ kN is a Weil divisor,

the following equality holds:
qu’rOL(X7 A; L) = HO(X> OX(L))

Since we are assuming that (X, A) is n-quasi-F'*°-pure, this implicitly requires that
|A] =0, and so A = {—(rA+ kN)}. Moreover, L = Kx + [rA+ EN].

Proof. By Proposition B.51], we may pick ey such that
¢°SYUX,A; L) = qSy(X,A; L)

for all integers e > eg, 7 > 1, and k > 0. On the other hand, we have ¢°S°(X, A; L) D
q®S%(X, A; L) when e < ¢. Hence it is enough to prove the statement of the propo-
sition for e = ey.

By Definition B.38]
¢S (X, A; L)
.= Im <HomWnoX (QL i v sy s Wawx (—Kx)) = HO(X, Ox (Kx+[rA+kN] ))) .
Define
G = Ker (Homwnox(Q;g,_(KWMNW Wowx(—Kx)) W Oy (Kx+ (rA+k:N1)).

Claim 3.54. There exists an integer ro > 0 such that H'(X,G,;) = 0 for all r > g
and k > 0.

Assuming this claim, we now finish the proof of Proposition B.53] Note that (1) is
surjective as (X, A) is n-quasi- F®-pure (see Proposition 320 for D = —(Kx + [rA+
kN]) and A+ D = —(Kx +rA+ kN)). Therefore, the claim immediately implies
that ¢ SY(X,A; Kx + [rA+kN]) = HY(X,Ox(Kx + [rA+kNY])) for r > rg, so it
is enough to prove the above claim.

To this end, take mg € Z~ such that mgA and myN are Cartier. Take the integers
r" and k" defined by ' := r mod mg and £k’ := k mod my (cf. Subsection 2.II[IT])). Since
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(r—1")A and (k—k")N are Cartier, we get G, = G p @ Ox ((r—1")A) + (k—k')N).
Thus there exists ry (independent of (r, k)) such that

HY X, G @Ox((r—7)A+ (k—K)N)) =0

for every r > ry and every k > 0 by the Fujita vanishing theorem ([Kee03, Theorem
1.5]), because there are only finitely many possibilities for G, ;.
O

4. QUASI—F—REGULARITY AND QUASI-+-REGULARITY
4.1. Quasi-F-regularity.

Definition 4.1. In the situation of Setting 2.TTl let A be a Q-divisor on X. Take
n e Z>0.
(1) We say that (X, A) is globally n-quasi-F -regular if
(a) |A] =0, and
(b) given an effective Q-divisor £ on X, there exist € € Q¢ such that (X, A+
eF) is n-quasi- F-split for every e € Z+.
(2) We say that (X, A) is globally quasi-F-reqular if (X, A) is globally m-quasi-
F-regular for some m € Z-.
(3) We say that (X, A) is locally n-quasi-F-reqular if there exists an open cover
X = ;e Xi such that (X;, Alx,) is globally n-quasi- F-regular for every i € I.
(4) We say that (X, A) is locally quasi-F-regular if (X, A) is locally m-quasi-F-
regular for some m € Z~(. This condition is equivalent to the following: there
exists an open cover X = (J,.; X; such that (X;, Alx,) is globally quasi-F-
regular for every ¢ € [.

Definition 4.2. In the situation of Setting 2.TT], let A be a Q-divisor on X. We say
that (X, A) is feebly globally quasi-F-regular if

(1) [A| =0, and

(2) given an effective Q-divisor E on X, there exist n € Z-q and € € Q¢ such

that (X, A + eF) is n-quasi-F*-split for every e € Z+.

We say that (X, A) is feebly locally quasi-F-reqular if there exists an open cover
X = U, Xi such that (X;, Alx,) is globally quasi-F-regular for every i € I.
Remark 4.3. If (X, A+¢€FE) is n-quasi- F¢*1-split, then (X, A +€F) is n-quasi- F'*-split
(Remark 3.6]). Therefore, (X, A + €F) is n-quasi-F°-split for every e € Z-q if and
only if (X, A + €F) is n-quasi- F'*-split for infinitely many e € Z,.

In order to compare our definition of global quasi- F-regularity (Definition d.T]) with
the global F-regularity, let us recall its definition.

Definition 4.4. Let X be an integral normal F-finite Noetherian scheme and let A
be an effective Q-divisor. We say that (X, A) is globally F'-regular if given an effective
Q-divisor E, there exists e € Z~ such that

F¢:Ox — F{Ox((p° = 1)A+ E)
splits.
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Note that some authors use the splitting of
F¢:0x = FOx("(p° = 1)A+ET)

for the definition of the global F-regularity (cf. [SS10, Definition 3.1]). It is easy to
see that two definitions are equivalent. The following result shows that our definition
of global quasi-F-regularity (Definition [4.1]) can be considered as an analogue of the
global F-regularity.

Proposition 4.5. In the situation of Setting [2.11, let A be a Q-divisor on X such
that | A] = 0. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) (X, A) is globally F-regular, i.e., given an effective Q-divisor E, there exists
e € Z~o such that

e OX — FfOX((pe — 1)A—|—E)

splits.

(2) (X,A) is globally 1-quasi-F-regular. In other words, given an effective Q-
divisor E, there exists € € Qs such that (X, A + €F) is 1-quasi-F°-split for
every e € Z~q, i.€.,

(451) ®§(,A,1 : OX — FfOX(pe(A + EE))
splits for every e € Z~g.

Proof. Let us show (2) = (1). Assume (2). Fix an effective Q-divisor E. Take
€ € Q-0 as in (2). Then we can find e € Z satisfying 1 < p°e, which implies

(P = 1A+ E < p°(A+eE).
Hence the composite Ox-module homomorphism
B ay 1 Ox —— FLOx((p° — DA+ E) = FLOx (p*(A + €E))
splits, and hence also « splits. Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (1) = (2). Assume (1). Fix E an effective Q-divisor. Then
(X, (1+90)(A+€E))

is globally F-regular for some €, € Q¢ [SS10, Corollary 6.1]. In particular, (X, (1+
J)(A + €F)) is globally sharply F-split in the sense of [SS10), Definition 3.1]. Then
there exists dy € Z~( such that

F Ox — FMOx([(p"" = 1)(1+0)(A + eB)])

splits for every d € Z- [SS10, Proposition 3.8(b)]. Since we have (p?® —1)(1+ ) >
p? and (p® — 1)(1 + 6)e > 1 for d > 0, we can find infinitely many e € Z-( such
that (4.5.0]) splits. Therefore, (4.5.1]) splits for every e € Z~o (Remark [A.3)). O
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4.2. Quasi-+-regularity.

Definition 4.6. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A be a Q-divisor. Let f: Y — X
be a finite surjective morphism from an integral normal scheme Y. Recall that f*A
can be naturally defined as in [KMO98, the proof of Proposition 5.20]. We define a
W,,Ox-module homomorphism <I>§(, A and a coherent W, Ox-module QQ, An O1 X
by the following pushout diagram:

(4.6.1) Rnfll f l

@
Ox(A) —"—= Qh an
We define (®§<,A,n)* by applying (—)* := Homw, 0, (—, Wawx(—Kx)) to ®§(,A,n:

(% an)"  (Qkan)” = Ox(A)

Note that Ox (A)* = Homw, 0, (Ox(A), Wawx(—Kx)) ~ Home, (Ox(A),wx(—Kx)) ~
Ox([-A1).

Definition 4.7. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A be a Q-divisor on X.

(1) Take n € Z+¢ and a finite surjective morphism f : Y — X from an integral
normal excellent scheme Y. We say that (X, A) is globally n-quasi-f-reqular
if |[A] =0 and the induced map

HO(X (% A )")

Homyw, 0, (Q% A Wawx (—Kx)) ———="= Homy,, 0, (Ox, Wawx (—Kx))
is surjective.

(2) Givenn € Z~o, we say that (X, A) is globally n-quasi-+-regularif | A] = 0 and
it is globally n-quasi- f-regular for every finite surjective morphism f : Y — X
from an integral normal excellent scheme Y. We say that (X, A) is globally
quasi-+-reqular if (X, A) is globally n-quasi-+-regular for some n € Z-.

(3) We say that (X,A) is feebly globally quasi-+-regular if |A] = 0 and, for
every finite surjective morphism f :Y — X from an integral normal excellent
scheme Y, there exists n € Z( such that (X, A) is n-quasi-F-regular.

We say that (X, A) is (feebly) locally quasi-+-regular (resp. (feebly) locally n-quasi-
+-regular) if there exists an open cover X = J,.; X; such that (X;, Alx,) is (feebly)
quasi-+-regular (resp. (feebly) n-quasi-+-regular) for every i € I.

Lemma 4.8. Let g : Y — Z be a finite surjective morphism of integral normal
Noetherian F'-finite F,-schemes. Assume that the induced field extension j : K(Z) —
K(Y) is separable. Fix n € Z~o. Then the following hold.
(1) Wo(K(Z)) is a local Artinian ring.
(2) The induced map Wyj « W, (K(Z)) — WL(K(Y)) splits as a W,(K(Z))-
module homomorphism, i.e, there exists a W, (K(Z))-module homomorphism
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0 Wo(K(Y)) = W,o(K(Z)) such that the composition

Whj

WK (Z)) =5 Wa(K(Y)) 5 Wa(K(Z))

15 the tdentity map id.

(3) Let ¢ : W (K(Y)) = W,o(K(Z)) be as in (2), i.e., a W,(K(Z))-module ho-
momorphism such that po W, j =id. Take a Q-divisor Ay. Then there exists
an effective Weil divisor Dy on Z which induces the following commutative
diagram consisting of W,,Oz-module homomorphisms for every m € 7Z

WK (2)) — s Wy (K(Y)) ——— Wo(K(Z))
] ] ]

W,0z(mAz) —2— g.W,0y(mg*Az) —22s W,04(mAy + Dy),
where W,,(K(Y)) and W,(K(Z)) denote the corresponding constant sheaves
on Z, and ¥, : g W, 0y (mg*Ay) — W,0z(mAz + Dy) is a W, 0z-module
homomorphism.

Proof. Let us show (1). Since K(Z) is an F-finite Noetherian F,-algebra, W, (K (Z2)) is
a Noetherian ring. As Spec W,,(K(Z)) ~ Spec K(Z) consists of one point, W,,(K(Z))
is a local artinian ring. Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (3) assuming (2). By removing the non-regular locus of Z, we may
assume that Z is regular. In particular, there exists mg € Z-g such that mgAy is
Cartier. Since g,W,,Oy(mg*Ay) is a coherent W,,Oz-submodule of W, (K (%)), it is
easy to find an effective Weil divisor Dy ,,, depending on m, satisfying

0(g WOy (mg*Az)) C W,Oz(mAz + Dyz,p).
Then the assertion holds for an effective Weil divisor Dy satisying Dy, < Dy for
every 0 < m < mg — 1, because ¥, : ¢.W,Oy(mg*Az) — W,0z(mAz + Dy)
induces VYrtmg © gWnOy (mE£mo)g*Az) — W,,O0z((m £ mg)Az+ Dz) by applying
(=) ®w,o, WnOz(£meAz).
Therefore, it is now enough to show (2). Set
K:=K(Z) and L:=K()

Fix a K-linear basis ay, g, ...,aq of L with oy = 1, so that L = @?:1 Ka;. Tt
suffices to show that W, (L) = @le Wy (K)o, where each a; € W,,(L) denotes the
Teichmiiller lift («;, 0, ...,0) of a;.

First, we prove that

(4.8.1) Wa(L) =) Wa(K)a.
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To this end, it follows from (1) that (W, (K),V(W,_1K)) is a Noetherian complete
local ring. By [Mat89, Theorem 8.4], it is enough to show that

is generated by the images of a, ..., ag. This follows from
Wa(L)/(V(Wya K) - Wi (L)) >~ Wi (L) @w, k) (Wn(K)/V(Wn1(K)))
~ Wy (L) @w, k) Wi (K) ~ Wi (L) =L
where the last isomorphism follows from the fact that K — L is étale [III79, Ch. 0,
Proposition 1.5.8]. This completes the proof of (L.8T]).
Fix e € Z-¢ and set ¢ := p°. It suffices to show that of,...,ad are linearly in-
dependent over K. Consider the following commutative diagram consisting of field

extensions:
Ke—>s [

/ [

KYi e« KVig, [ % [V

where K9® L is a field, because Spec of the horizontal arrows are étale and Spec of
the vertical arrows are universal homeomorphisms. Since 1®ay, ..., 1Qay € KY1@x L
is a K/9-linear basis of K9 ®y L, it follows from 0(1® ;) = a; that ay, ..., g € L9
are linearly independent over K/9. Take an equation

cal +---+cgal =0
with ¢; € K. Apply (=)' inside L4

1/q

ci/qal—i-“wl—cd ag = 0.

Note that cg/q € K4, Since oy, ...,aq € LY is linearly independent over K4, we
obtain ¢/? = - = ¢/? = 0, which implies ¢; = - - - = ¢ = 0. Thus (2) holds. O

Proposition 4.9. In the situation of Setting [211), let A be a Q-divisor on X. If
(X, A) is globally quasi-F-regular, then (X, A) is globally quasi-+-regular.

Proof. Assume that (X, A) is globally quasi-F-regular. In particular, |A] = 0. Fix
n € Z-o such that (X, A) is globally n-quasi-F-regular. It suffices to show the
following;:

(x) Let f : Y — X be a finite surjective morphism from an integral normal
excellent scheme Y. Then
HOX, (@ a,0)") + HOX, Hom(Q p y Wawx (= Kx))) = H(X, Ox)
is surjective.

In order to prove (%), we may take the normal closure L of K(Y)/K(X) and
replace Y by its normalisation in L. Then there exists an intermediate field K(X) C
M C K(Y) such that M/K(X) is purely inseparable and K(Y)/M is separable
[Lan02, Proposition 6.11].
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In particular, there is a factorisation of finite surjective morphisms of integral nor-
mal excellent schemes

Y%L znhx,
where h : Z — X is purely inseparable and g : Y — Z is separable. We have the
induced homomorphisms:

W,O0x(A) 2, hW,Oz(h*A) 7, heg W,Oy (g"h*A) = LIV, Oy (f*A).

By Lemma[L.8] there exist an effective Weil divisor Dz on Z and a W,, (K (Z))-module
homomorphism ¢ : W,,(K(Y)) — W,(K(Z)) which induces, for every e € Z-, a
W,,Oz-module homomorphism ¢ : ¢.W, Oy (p°f*A) — W, Oz (p°h*A + Dy) such
that p o g*(1) = 1:

Wa0L(p°h*A) L g W,0v (A S W02k A+ Dy),

1 —> g* (1) > pog"(l)=1.
Pick an effective Weil divisor Dy on X such that h*Dx > Dj. By enlarging D,
we may assume that Dy = h*Dx. Since h : Z — X is a finite purely inseparable
surjective morphism, we can find e; € Z-y such that the e;-th iterated absolute
Frobenius morphism F°' : X — X factors through h:
AEED S-S

In particular, we get the induced W, Ox-module homomorphism:

o h*WnOZ(h*(A—l-Dx)) — FflwnOX((Fel)*(A—FDx)) = FflwnOX(pel(A—i-Dx)).

Since (X, A) is globally n-quasi-F-regular, there exists € € Q¢ such that (X, A +
eDy) is n-quasi-F*-split for every e € Z-o (Definition [I1). Fix ey € Zs such
that ptte2e > p°, ie., p®2e > 1. By h,g.W,0y = f,W, Oy, the morphism f* :
W,O0x(A) — fW,0y(f*A) factors though the following composition:

W,O0x(A) £2 FeW, 05 (p2A) 25 F2h,W,0,(p2h* A) L5 F2h, g, W,0y (p f*A)
25 FEhW,05(ph* A + h* Dx) &5 FO+W,0x (p 2 A + p Dx)
s FOre ), Ox (p°7 (A + eDy)).

By pog*(1) = 1 and F°* = h o «, this composition coincides with the following
canonical one:

Fe1 +62

W,0x(A) —— FOT2W,0x (p T2 A) — FO W, 0x (p* (A + eDyx)).

Taking the pushouts, we obtain the following factorisation:

o7
e1+e2 . XvA’"E ! e1te2
(I)X,A-‘,-EDX,n : OX QX,A,n - QX,A—i—eDX,n‘

Since (X, A + eDy) is n-quasi- F1t2-gplit,
HY(X, (DY A2 py,)”) s Hom(QY X7 cp s Wawx (—Kx)) — Hom(Ox, Wywx (—Kx))
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is surjective. Therefore, also
HO(X, (@5 a,)) : Hom(QK 5 s Wawox (= Kx)) — Hom(Ox (A), Wowx (—Kx))
is surjective. U

Remark 4.10. In [KTT™¢|, it will be shown that in the Q-Gorenstein case X is locally
quasi- F-regular if and only if X is locally quasi-+-regular.

4.3. Quasi-+-stable sections and stabilisation.

Definition 4.11. In the situation of Setting 2.11] let A and L be Q-divisors on X.
Given n € Z+( and a finite cover f : Y — X (i.e., a finite surjective morphism from
an excellent integral normal scheme Y'), we set

qug(X> A; L) = Im((ég(,A—L,n)* : HO(X> (QfX,A—L,n)*) - HO(X> (QX(A - L)*))’

where (—)* := Homw, 0y (—, W,Ox(—Kx)) and Ox(A — L)* ~ Ox([L — A]). We
define

gBYX, A L) = () &/BUX, A L),
fiY—=X

gB(X, A L) = &/ Ba(X, A L) = ¢! BY(X, A L),
n>1

where f: Y — X runs over all finite covers and N is a sufficiently large integer (note
that we have ¢B)(—) C ¢BY,,(—))). Moreover, we set

+ — ) + — )
QX,A,n T hgl QX,A,n and BX,A,n T hgl BX,A,n’
fY =X fiY—X
where f :Y — X runs over all finite covers.

Proposition 4.12. Fiz n € Zvg and e € Z~q. In the situation of Setting [213,
assume that (R,m) is a local ring. Take Q-divisors L and A on X. Then

\%
aBO(X, 85 L) o= Tm (Ha(X, Ox ([ Kx + A = L)) = Hif (X, Qf sy iarrn)) -
where (—)" denotes m-completion, and (—)¥ denotes Matlis duality.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Proposition [3.49] O

Proposition 4.13. In the situation of Setting [2.12, fix n € Zq, let A be an ample
Q-Cartier Q-divisor, and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-diwvisor. Assume that X is
divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exists a finite surjective morphism f:Y —
X from a normal integral scheme Y such that for

e all integers r, k satisfying r > 1 and k > 0, and
o cvery Q-divisor A such that Kx + A is Q-Cartier,

the following equality holds:
qB?L(Xa A; L) = Im((q)g(,A—L,n)* : HO(X> (QfX,A—L,n)*) - HO(X> OX(A - L)*))a
where L .= Kx + A+rA+ EN.
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Proof. In view of Proposition 84 the proof is analogous to that of Lemma and
Proposition B.51l Therefore, we only sketch the key ideas and leave the verification
of the details to the reader. Let m: XT — X denotes the natural projection. By
abuse of notation, we replace rA + kN by A, but all the finite surjective morphisms
we shall construct in the proof are clearly independent of r and k.

First, take any finite surjective morphism f: Y — X from a normal integral scheme
Y. By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition B.51] looking at the commu-
tative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact

Hiy, m(FWn1 Ox(—pA)) — Hfj, (W,Ox(—A)) —— Hg(Ox(=A)) — 0

l !

Hiy, m(EWa1Ox(=pA)) — Hypy W (fWaOx(—f*A)) — Hiy, (Q% _a,) — O,

we get that
Ker <H€Vnm(X, WoOx(=A)) = HE, (X, f.W, Oy (— f*A)))

surjects onto
Ker (Ha(X, 0x(=A)) = Hip, o(X,Q% _1,)

for every finite surjective morphism f: Y — X from a normal integral scheme Y. In
particular, it is enough to show that

Ker (Hgvnm(x, W,0x(—A)) — Hi, (X*, WnOX+(—7r*A)))
= Ker (Hif, (X, WaOx (=A)) = Hip, (Y, WaOy (—[*4)))

for some fixed finite surjective morphism f.
To this end, by Proposition 84] we pick f: Y — X such that

Ker (H;i(x, Ox(—A)) — Hi(XT, OX+(—7T*A))>
= Ker (Ha(X, Ox(=A)) = Ha(Y, Oy (=" A)).
Now by induction on n applied to Y, we can find f': Z — Y such that
Ker (Hﬁfnflm(Y, Wi Oy (—f*A)) = HE, (V*, Wn_lo;(—w*A)))
— Ker (Hgvnflm(y, WOy (—f*A)) = HE, (7, Wn_lOZ(—g*A))),

where g := fo f'.
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Note that ZT =Y * = X*. We claim that the statement of the proposition holds
true for f replaced by g. To this end, consider the following diagram
HA(Fom W, 10x+ (—pr*A)) ) HE (1 W, Ox+ (—7*A)) — HL(m.Ox+(—7*A)) — 0

Hﬁ(F*g*Wn_loz(—pg*A)) E— Hg(g*Wn(’)Z(—g*A)) — Hﬁ(g*OZ(—g*A)) — 0

Hgl(F*f*Wn—IOY(_pf*A)) B Hﬁ(f*WnOY(_f*A)) B Hgl(f*OY(_f*A)) — 0

Hi (FiWy10x (—pA)) ——— Hg(WOx(=4)) ——— H}(Ox(-A4)) —— 0.

Note that H& (X, 7, Ox+ (—7*A)) = 0 by [BMP*20, Corollary 3.7], and so the map
() is injective. Then

Ker (HE(W,0x(~A)) — B (. W, 0 (~7*4)))
— Ker (Hﬁ(WnOX(—A)) — H(g.W,O04(—g*A))

by a diagram chase similar to that in the proof of Proposition [3.511 O

Proposition 4.14. In the situation of Setting [2.12, fir n € Z~g, let A be an ample
Q-Cartier Q-divisor, and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor. Assume that X 1is
divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exist ro € Z~qo such that for

e all integers r, k satisfying r > ro and k > 0, and
o cvery Q-divisor A such that (X, A) is Q-Gorenstein, locally n-quasi-+-regular,
and L := Kx + A+rA+ kN is a Weil divisor,

the following equality holds:
4By (X, A; L) = H'(X, Ox(L)).

Proof. In view of Proposition .13] the proof is analogous to that of Proposition 3.53]
We leave the verification of the details to the reader. O

In order to be as explicit as possible in the proof of the proposition below, we intro-
duce two more non-standard definitions. Let ¢: {A,}n>0 — {Bn}n>0 be a homomor-
phism of projective systems induced by ¢, : A, — B,. We denote the projections in
the first projective system by 7, ,: A,, = A, for m > n. For an integer ng > 0, we
say that ¢ is 2-injective at ng if mony n, (Ker(@on, 1 Aong — Ban,)) = 0. We say that
{A, }ns0 18 2-zero at ng if Ty 0, = 0.

In what follows, we show that quasi-+-stable sections ¢B°(—) agree with uniformly
quasi- F'>*-stable sections ¢2°,S%(—) when the singularities are locally quasi-+-regular.

Theorem 4.15. In the situation of Setting [2.13, let A be an effective Q-divisor on
X such that (X, A) is locally quasi-+-reqular. Let L be a Weil divisor such that
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L — (Kx + A) is ample. Assume that X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then
qB°(X,A; L) = ¢.S°(X, A L).

Proof. Set A := L — (Kx + A). Since X is projective over a Notherian ring R, we
can find ng > 0 such that

¢B°(X,A;L) = ¢B)(X,A; L) and
g (X, A L) = ¢®SY(X,A; L)

for all n > ngy. By increasing ng, we may assume that (X, A) is locally n-quasi-+-
regular for all n > ng. In view of Proposition B.51] and Proposition T3], the question
is stable under localisation, and so we may assume that R is local. Let m be the
maximal ideal of R.

Step 1. Reduction to (ZI5.T]).

By Proposition [3.49 and Proposition [£.12] it is enough to prove that the natural map

erf
HgVnm(X7 QPX7—A7H) - HTC/anm(X’ Q},—A,n)

is an injection. Unfortunately, this is too much to hope for, but we will show the
following weaker (but sufficient) statement: the homomorphism of projective systems

erf .. .
{Hiy (X, Q% 4,0 Yns0 = {Hiy, (X, Q% 4 )Inso 1s injective.

Specifically, we will show that this homomorphism is 2-injective at ng, which imme-
diately implies the statement of the proposition by chasing the following diagram:

erf
Hi(X,0x(=A)) — Hij, (X, QX" 40,) — Hif (X, Q% _45,)

5 I !

H:i(X7 OX(_A>> I HIC/anm(X7 Qg(ﬁfA,n) - HIC/anm(X7 Q;,fA,n)

for n = ng. Since Qg’gf_fA,n = hﬂe Q% _ 4., it is enough to prove that

{H Yy, m(X,Q% —n) }n>0 = {Hip,m(X,Q% 4 0) buso

(4.15.1) neo = U
is 2-injective at ng for e > 0.

Step 2. The proof of (EI5.T]).

To prove (LI5T]), consider the natural projection m: X+ — X and the factorisation

mx+t D ox I x Although 7 and 7’ are isomorphic to each other via F©: X+ =
X, we shall distinguish them in what follows. We have the following commutative
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diagram with horizontal and vertical sequences exact:

F*anl(/)X(_pA> — F*anIOX(_pA)

J:FEOV \[TI'*OV

0 —— F*W,O0x(—p°A4) ——— 7, W,Ox+(—7"A) s Fo > 0.
0 ———— Q% _an > QX _Am > Fn > 0.

It is enough to show that {HI%ZL;(X, Fn)tnso is 2-zero at ng. We also see that F,,
features in the following commutative diagram with horizontal and vertical sequences
exact:

FetWo 1 Ox (—=p™1A) —— FIHW, 1 Ox (—p ' A)

\[V J}r’*oV

0 —— FW,0x(—p°A) — = 7,W,Ox+(—7"A) s Fn > 0.
iRn71 l l:
0 ——— FfOx(—p°A) > (%) > Fn > 0.

Since Fon’ = m: X* — X, we get that
T WoOx+(—7*A) =~ Fén' W, Ox+ (—7"p°A).
Then (%,) is isomorphic to FfQY _4,,, as 7 and 7’ are isomorphic. Thus to show
that {HI%ZL;(X, Fn) Inso is 2-zero at nyg, it is sufficient to prove that for e > 0,
(1) {Hjy (X, Q% _pean) bnso 18 2-zero at ng, and
(2) Hiy, (X, Ox(=p°A)) = Hipy (X, QX _ea,) is injective for n = 2ng.

Now (1) follows from Lemma .17 below in view of Propostion .14 whilst (2) holds
by Proposition FET4] thanks to Matlis duality (Proposition E12). This concludes the
proof of the theorem. O

Lemma 4.16. In the situation of Setting [2.11], fir n € Z~q and let A be a Q-divisor
on X.

(1) For a finite surjective morphism f:Y — X, there is a canonical exact se-
quence

0= F,BY n, = Qkan = £OV(fFA) = 0.

(2) For the induced morphism w: X* — X, there is a canonical exact sequence
0= F.BX jpn = Qxan — TOx+(17A) = 0.

(3) There is a canonical exact sequence

0= Ox(A) = Qxan — BXan, — 0.
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Proof. The assertion (1) holds by applying the snake lemma to the following commu-
tative diagram in which the horizontal sequence is exact:

Ir Jrer

0 —— EfIWV,0p(pf*A) —Y f WOy (F5A) — £.Oy(f*A) —— 0.

Then (1) implies (2) by applying hﬂ B where f runs over the finite surjective mor-
phisms f: Y — X from normal integral schemes Y. Similarly, (3) is obtained by
applying liﬂf to 0 — Ox(A) — QfXA’n — B;(,A,n — 0. O

Lemma 4.17. In the situation of Setting[Z12, fixt n € Z~o and suppose that (R, m)
1s a local ring. Let A be an ample Q-Cartier Q-divisor such that

(4.17.1) 4By, _i(X, {p'A}, Kx + [p'A]) = H(X, Ox(Kx + [p'A]))
for all0 < i <n. Then
Hg[/_nal(X> Q;—Q—Azn) - HIC/ZVTL}n(X’ Q},—A,n)

1S G 2ero map.
Proof. More generally, we will show by descending induction on 0 <i < mn — 1 that
(4.17.2) Hip o(X, Q% _ipon i) = Hiyo (X, Q% _iany) is zero.
The base case i = n — 1 of this induction follows from

i (X, QR peian) = Hiy H(X T, Oxe (=917 A)) = 0,

where the latter equality is a consequence of [BMP*20, Corollary 3.7]. Thus we may
assume that (LI7.2]) holds for some 0 < ¢ < n — 1 and aim for showing that:

(4.17.3) Hip (X Q% i gonint) = Hipon (X, Q% _jmigpiyy) 8 zerO,

First, consider the following map of short exact sequences (Lemma [A.16(2)):

0 ’ F*(Bj(,—piA,Qn—i) ’ Qj{,—piflA,zn—iH r mOx+(—p' =7 A) > 0

l l |

0 —— F.(BY ) —— Q% i, . — TOx+(—pTin*A) —— 0.

X,—ptAn—i

Note that Hi (X, m.Ox+(—p~'7*A)) = 0 for j < d by [BMPT20, Corollary 3.7].
Thus, it is enough to show that

d—1 + d—1 T
(4.17.4) Hy, (XvBX7_piA’2n_i)_>Hm (X’BX7—piA,n—i)

is zero.
Consider the following diagram (Lemma E.T6(3))
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i s +
0 — OX<_p1A) QX’fp"A,Zn g X,—ptA2n—i

5 | |

: +
0 OX(_plA) QX,fpiA,n i X,—ptAn—i

By our assumption (LI7T]), Proposition 412 gives us that

Hlf(il(X7 OX(_pZA)) — Hd(X CQX —ptA2n— Z)

is injective. Moreover,

Hy '(X,Q% _, — Hy '(X, Q%

7”'A,2n—7l) ,—piA,n—i)

is a zero map by the induction hypothesis. Therefore, a diagram chase shows that
(4I74) is a zero map as well. O

Remark 4.18. Note that the key assumption (LI7.1]) of Lemma .17 is satisfied when
n >0 if

o (X, {p'A}) is localy quasi-+-regular and A is sufficiently ample, or

o (X,{p'A}) is globally quasi-+-regular,
for 0 <i<n.

Corollary 4.19. In the situation of Setting[2.13, let A be an effective Q-divisor on
X. Assume that X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay, (X, A) is locally quasi-+-regular,
and —(Kx + A) is ample. Then (X, A) is globally quasi-+-reqular if and only if
(X, A) is uniformly quasi-F>°-split.

Proof. The assertion holds by applying Theorem for L := 0. U
Finally, we give definitions in the adjoint setting.

Definition 4.20. We work in the situation of Setting 328 We say that f : (Y, Sy) —
(X, 95) is a finite cover (of (X, 95))if f:Y — X is a finite surjective morphism from
an integral normal scheme Y and Sy is a prime divisor on Y satisfying f(Sy) = S.

By abuse of notation, the induced morphism Sy — S is also denoted by f.
Suppose that S € Supp L. For a finite cover f : (Y, Sy) — (X, 5), we set

¢’ By oq(X, S + B; L) :=Im (H*(X, (QXs1p-1,,)7) = H(X,0x(L)),
We define
anadJ(X,S+B;L) = ﬂqugadJ (X,S+ B; L),
[ T)—=(X,5)
qBY;(X, S+ B;L) = | JaBY (X, S+ BiL) = ¢BY (X, S + B; L),

n>1

runs over all finite covers and N is a sufficiently large

where f : (V,T) — (X,9)
) € 4By ().

integer (note that ¢B%(—
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5. INVERSION OF ADJUNCTION

5.1. The restriction map for ¢°S°. We start by showing that the restriction of
QfXAn to S is equal to ngs’n.

Proposition 5.1. In the situation of Setting [2.11, suppose that X is divisorially
Cohen-Macaulay. Let S be a normal prime divisor on X and let A be a Q-Cartier
Q-divisor on X such that S € Supp A and (X, S + {p'A}) is plt for every i > 0.
Then restricting Q% a ,, to S yields the following short exvact sequence:

S.e e e
0= Qxan = Wxan = Qsagn 0,
where Ag := Al|g (cf. Definition[2.3).

Proof. By [KTTTa, the first paragraph of the proof of Proposition 4.1] we have the
following exact sequence

(5.1.1) 0 — WoZs(A) = W,0x(A) = W,05(Ag) — 0.
Note that the W,,Ox-module homomorphism res: W, Ox(A) — W,0s(Ag) is defined
by the formula

(CL(], e 7an—1) — (a0|57 sty an—l‘S)v

where a; € F!Ox(p'A)(U) for some open subset U C X, and a;|s := res(a;) for the
surjective homomorphism res: F/Ox(p'A) — F!Og(p'Ag) induced from Proposition
2.8 By (B1.T]), we get the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal
sequence is exact

0 —— F*Wn_lzs(pA) E— F*Wn_lox(pA) BELLA F*Wn_los(pAs) — 0

lFeV lF‘eV lFeV

0 —— FW,Zs(p°A) —— FW,Ox(p*A) —=— F*W,05(p°Ag) —— 0.

Since all the vertical arrows are injective, the snake lemma yields the required exact

sequence (cf. (B3LI). O

We now construct a restriction map for ¢¢S°, which will be a key tool for inversion
of adjunction. With exactly the same assumptions as in Proposition 5.1l consider the
following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

; S7
0 QX,EA,n Qg{,A,n QeS,AS,n 0

(5.1.2) o5a] Vi | s |

0 —— Ox<A—S) — Ox(A) — Os(As) — 0.

Applying Homw, 0 (—, Whwx) = (— @w,0x WaOx(—Kx))* (recall that (—)* :=
Homw, o (—, Wawx(—Kx))), we get the following commutative diagram in which
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each horizontal sequence is exact:

S,
0— (Qg(,A—KX,n)* — ( XfA—KX,n)* —— (Qs,a5-Ksn)*

(5.1.3) l l l

0— Ox(Kx—LAJ) — Ox(Kx—i-S—I_AJ) — 05<K5—|_A3J) — 0.

The existence of this diagram follows by the same argument as in [KTTTa, p.47].
Note that the lower sequence is exact, because the cokernel of Ox(Kx —|A]) —
Ox(Kx+S—|A]) is reflexive, due to X being divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. We are
ready to define the restriction map for ¢¢S°.

Definition 5.2. In the situation of Setting 2.11l let (X,S + B) be a divisorially
Cohen-Macaulay plt pair, where S is a normal prime divisor and B is a Q-divisor
such that |B] = 0. Suppose that (X,S + {p'B}) is plt for every i > 0 and write
Ks+ Bs = (Kx + S+ B)ls.

Let L be a Q-Cartier Weil divisor such that S & Supp L. Recall that

¢°S% i(X, S+ B; L) = Im (H(X, (Q% s p_r.n)") = H°(X,0x(L)), and
q°Sn(S, Bs; Lls) = Im (H*(S, (Q%,p,-1)5.,n)") = H(S, Os([Lls — Bs1))).
Then we obtain a map
¢°Sy 1qi(X, S + B; L) = ¢°S)(S, Bg; L|s)
induced by plugging A = Kx + S + B — L into the above diagram (5.1.3) to get

S:
0 — (Q§,S+37L,n>* — ( X,€S+BfL,n>* - (QZ’,BS—L|S,n)

(5.2.1) l | |

0— Ox(L— S) E— Ox(L> — Os((Lls _BS—I) — 0.

*

By taking the union (J, ., we obtain a map

¢“S%:(X, S + B; L) — ¢°S°(S, Bs; L|s)

adj

Under our assumptions, [L|s — Bg] = |L|s] (see Lemma [B.39), and so the lower
horizontal row in Diagram (5.2.1]) does not contradict Proposition

Remark 5.3. In the above definition, in order to make (Ky + S + B)|s well-defined,
we always, implicitly, pick a canonical divisor Kx so that S & Supp (Kx + S + B).
Specifically, this is achieved by using prime avoidance to pick Ky = —S + D for a
WEeil divisor D such that S & Supp D.

More importantly, we will apply Definition even when S C Supp L. In that
case, we implicitly find L' ~ L such that S & Supp L’ and then replace L by L'.
As making such replacements in the body of the text would make the proofs and
notation impenetrable, we elected not to do it.
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Lemma 5.4. In the situation of Setting[2.12, assume that (R, m) is a local ring. Let
(X,S + B) be a divisorially Cohen-Macaulay plt pair, where S is a normal prime
divisor and B is a Q-divisor such that | B| = 0. Suppose that (X, S + {p'B}) is plt
for every i > 0 and write Kg + Bs = (Kx + S + B)|s. Let L be a Q-Cartier Weil
divisor on X . Fiz an integer e > 0. Then the following hold.

(1) If Hgl_l(Xv Q},KX+S+B_L,7L) - 0, then
0°Spaai(X; S + B L) = ¢°S,(S, Bs; L|s)

1S surjective.

(2) Assume that for every ng, there exist integers m and n such that m > n > ng
and

HI (X, Q% Kx+5+B-Lm) = Ha'(X, QX Ky 1S+B—Ln)

18 zero. Then
q°Saq; (X, S + B; L) — ¢°S°(S, Bg; Ll )
1S surjective.

Proof. By definition, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

H(X, ( ?(’,eSJrBfL,n)*) — H(S, (Qg,BS—LLq,n)*)

} |

(5.4.1) ¢°S (X, S + B; L) —— ¢¢S%(S, Bg; L|s)

I l

HY(X,0x(L)) —— H°(S,0s([L|s — Bs])).

By applying Matlis duality (—)" := Homy,, gr(—, E), we obtain

d S, an d—1
Hm(Xv QX,EKX—i—S—i-B—L,n) — Hm (S’ Q§7K5+357L|5,n)

| [E2

(5.4.2) S0 (X,S+ B;L) <L q°SY(S, Bs; L|s)"

n,adj
f v I

Hi(X, Ox(Kx — L)) +—— Hy™\(S, Os((Kx — L)|s)),

where we used He(X, F) ~ HY(X, Homw, o0, (F, Wowx))" for a coherent sheaf F on
W, X (see Lemma 2.9 applied to W, X). Note that the diagram (5.4.1]) coincides with
the one obtained from (5.1.2)).

Let us show (1). By Hi™' (X, Q% xy+5+8-Ln) = 0, @ is injective. By chasing the
diagram (5.4.2)), 5 is injective, and hence 3, is surjective. Thus (1) holds.
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Let us show (2). Pick ng > 0 and take integers m and n as in the statement of
(2). In particular, m > n > ng > 0. Recall that we have
q¢°SY(S, Bs; L|s) € -+ € ¢°Sp(S, Bs; Lls)
= q652+1(57 Bg;L|s) = --- = ¢°S°(S, Bg; L|s).
Applying (—)¥ (= Homy, g(—, F)), we obtain
q°SY(S, Bs; L|s)" « -+ « ¢°Sp(S, Bs; Lls)”
& ¢°S0,1(S, Bs; Llg)Y & -+ < ¢°S°(S, Bs; Lg)".
(X,S+4B; L)Y < ¢°S° .(X,S+B;L)V. Tt is

Similarly, we may assume that ¢¢S® m,adj

n,adj
enough to show that 5 is injective.

To this end, pick ¢, € ¢°S°(S, Bs; L|s)" such that 3(¢,) = 0. Via the induced
isomorphism
q°Sn(S, Bs; L|s) < ¢°Sp (S, Bs; Ll s),
there is an element (,, € ¢°S° (S, Bs; L|s)" corresponding to ¢, € ¢°S°(S, Bs; L|s)".
Therefore, 5 (¢n) = 0. Then j,,(¢y) is the image of some element

a-1
Em € Hy (X, Q% Ky 451B-Lm)-

By our assumption, the image of &, in Hi™'(X, Q% x,4+5+5-1,) 15 zero. Then
Jn(Cn) = 0, and hence ¢, = 0. Thus (2) holds. O

Remark 5.5. Assertion (2) can be replaced by a more precise statement. Specifically,
pick an integer n > 0 such that

q652<5, BS; L|5> = q652+1(5, BS; L‘S) =...= qu(](S, BS; L|5),

d—1 e d—1 e :
and assume that Hi™" (X, Q% kv ys:8-rm) — Ha (X, Q% kyis18-1n) 18 zero for
some m > n. Then

qesg,adj(Xv S + Bv L) — qesg(sv BS7 L‘S)
is surjective. We emphasise that the choice of n depends on e!

Remark 5.6. With some work involving the Mittag-Leffler condition, one can check
that the assumption in (2) is equivalent to the vanishing H2™(Q% x\+s15-1) = 0,
where Q% x4s+p-r = UM Q% k, +s1p-Ln Which one can use to give a unified
proof of both (1) and (2).

5.2. Inversion of adjunction in the log Calabi-Yau case.

Theorem 5.7. Fixn € Z~y and e € Z~qg. Let k be an F-finite field of characteristic
p > 0 and let (X,S 4+ B) be a divisorially Cohen-Macaulay plt pair, where X is
projective over k, S is a normal prime divisor, and B is a Q-divisor such that | B| = 0.
Set d := dim X and define the effective Q-divisor Bs on S by adjunction Kg+ Bg =
(Kx + S+ B)|s. Suppose that the following hold.

(1) (X, S+ {p'B}) is plt for every i > 0.
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(2) (S, Bs) is n-quasi-F*-split.
(3) HYX,Ox(p'(Kx + S+ B)) =0 for every f € {1,2,....,e + 1}.
(4) HYX,Ox(p/(Kx + S+ B)) =0 for every f € {1,2,...,e}.

Then (X, S + B) is purely n-quasi-F*-split.
Proof. After replacing k by H°(X,Ox), we may assume that H°(X,Ox) = k. By

(2), we have ¢°S2(S, Bs;0) = HY(S, Og), and hence ¢°S°(S, Bg;0) # 0. It suffices to
show

(5.7.1) H" X, Q% kx+5+8m) =0 for every me{l1,2,...,n},

because the equality H? (X, Q% ky+5+Bn) = 0, together with Lemma [5.4] implies
q°SY (X, S + B;0) # 0, which in turn yields ¢°S) ,4:(X,S + B;0) = H°(X, Ox),
i.e., (X,S + B) is purely n-quasi- F-split.

Let us prove (L.ZT]) by induction on m. The base case m = 1 is settled by

H U X, Q% kyrsep1) = HTH (X, FLOx (0°(Kx + S + B))) = 0,
where the latter equality follows from Assumption (3). We have the following exact
sequence (3.I4.2):
0— Ff_13§,p(KX+s+B),1 = Q% ky+518m — QX ky+5+Bm-1 0,

and hence the problem is reduced to H% (X, B§(7P(KX+S+B)71) =0.
As a more generalised statement, it suffices to show

(5.7.2) HYNX, BY yevvsemya) =0 for every  fe{0,1,....e}.

We prove (5.7.2) by induction on f. The base case f = 0 follows from Bg(’p( Kx+S+B)1 =
Coker(F° : Ox — F°Ox) = Coker(id : Ox — Ox) = 0. By the following exact se-
quence (BI4T):

f-1 f f—1pl1
0= BX pkx+5+8)1 7 Bxpxsina = Fe Bxprayrsta = 0,

it is enough to prove

(5.7.3) H™(X, B}cvpf(KXJrSJFB)vl) =0 for every fe{l,2,... e}
By the definition of By ;. g5, B02), we have an exact sequence

0= Ox(p/(Kx + S+ B)) = F.Ox(p"" (Kx + S+ B)) = BX prxy 15481 = 0
Then (5.7.3) follows from Assumption (3) and Assumption (4). O

Remark 5.8. We use the same notation as in the statement of Theorem B.7.

e Assumption (1) holds if X is Q-factorial and B has standard coefficients.
Indeed, as we are assuming that (X, B) is plt, also (X, {p'B}) is plt for every
i >0, because Kx + S + {p'B} is Q-Cartier and {p'B} < B.
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e Assumption (4) holds when Kx + S+ B =0 and B has standard coefficients,
because we have

h(X,0x(p'(Kx + S+ B))) = h’(X,0x(Kx — |p'(Kx + S+ B)]))
and
Kx —|p/(Kx +S+B)|=Kx+{p/B} < Kx +B=-5.

Corollary 5.9. Fizn € Z~y and e € Z~y. Let k be an F'-finite field of characteristic
p >0 and let X be a d-dimensional reqular projective variety over k. Take a regular
prime divisor S on X. Assume that
(i) H71(X,0x) =0,
(ii) Kx +5 ~0, and
(i) S is n-quasi-F*-split.
Then (X, S) is purely n-quasi-F°-split. In particular, X is n-quasi-F°-split.

Proof. We apply Theorem [5.7] by setting B := 0. It is enough to verify its assump-
tions. By Remark 5.8 Assumption (1) and Assumption (4) of Theorem [5.7] hold.
Assumption (2) of Theorem [5.7] follows from (iii). Finally, Assumption (3) of Theo-
rem [5.7 holds by (i) and (ii). O

5.3. Inversion of adjunction for anti-semi-ample divisors.

Setting 5.10. Let R be an F-finite Noetherian local domain of characteristic p > 0
such that W, R is an excellent ring admitting a dualising complex for every n € Z-.
Set m to be the maximal ideal of R. Let X be a d-dimensional integral normal scheme
such that X admits a projective morphism 7: X — Spec R and H°(X, Ox) = R. Let
(X, S+ B) be a divisorially Cohen-Macaulay Q-factorial plt pair, where S is a normal
prime divisor and B is a Q-divisor such that | B] = 0 and (X, S+{p'B}) is plt for every
integer ¢ > 0. We define an effective Q-divisor Bs on S by Ks+ Bs = (Kx+S+ B)|s.
Let L be a Weil divisor on X such that A := L—(Kx+ S+ B) is ample. For n € Z~
and a coherent W,Ox-module F, we set HL(X,F) = H}, (X, F) by abuse of
notation.
We also introduce two conditions on an integer ey > 0:

(%) HI(X,0x(—sA)) =0 forall j <dands>p®,
and in the case when —S is semiample over Spec R:
(%) HI(X,0x(—sA—kS))=0 forallj<dk>0,and s > p®.

Such eg may be chosen by Lemma 210 (more precisely, its variant using the Fujita
vanishing theorem).

The goal of this section is to establish that quasi-F°-stable sections of L lift from
S, when —S is semiample.

Remark 5.11. The main difficulty with working with iterative quasi-F'-splittings is
that one needs to be very careful about the order of quantifiers between the power of
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Frobenius e, and the height n. In this subsection we deal with non-uniform version
of quasi- F-splittings, and so the choice of e cannot depend on n.
Assume that —S is semiample and fix an integer eq satisfying Condition (Fx). We
will establish the following surjectivity as long as e > ¢y (see Theorem [5.18])):
¢°Spaai(X, S + B; L) — ¢°S,(S, Bs; Lls)
assuming that n is large enough. We emphasise that the choice of large enough n
depends on e itself, and not just ey. For example, we need n large enough so that:

0“5 i (X, S+ B; L) = ¢°Sp 41 (X, S+ B; L) = ... = ¢“Spyy(X, S + B; L),

adj

and similarly for ¢°S°(S, Bs; L|s). In fact, what we need is that n is large enough so
that the above equalities hold for L replaced by Kx + [p'A] — kS and B replaced
by {p'B} for all i,k > . The existence of such n follows by Noetherianity and the
stabilisation of quasi-F-stable sections for every ¢ > 0 and k& > 0 (see the lemma
below).

Last we point out that there are only finitely many possibilities for {p’B} when i
is an integer, and so the choice of ¢ will not affect the order of quantifiers.

Lemma 5.12. In the situation of Setting (210, fiz an integer e > 0 and a w-nef Weil
divisor N. Let n be a positive integer such that (X,{p'B}) is n-quasi-F-pure for
every integer i > 0. Then there exists i1 € Z~q such that

(5.12.1)  ¢“Sp(X, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A] + kN) = H(X, Ox(Kx + [p'A] + kN))
for all integers © > 11 and k > 0.
We immediately get that

¢“Sp (X, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A] + kN) = H(X, Ox(Kx + [p'A] + kN))

for alln’ > n, i > i, and k > 0. The following proof is the same as that of Proposition
3.53l For the reader’s convenience, we repeat it below.

Proof. By Definition B:38, ¢°SY(X, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A] + kN) is equal to
I (HO(X, Q% —ey st arinya)’) = HOX, Ox (Kx + [0 A+ ENT)) )
where (—)* := Homw, 0y (—, Waw(—Kx)). Define
Gr 1= Ker (@ sravima)” > Ox(Kx + [rA+ kNT)).

Claim 5.13. There exists an integer ro > 0 such that H'(X,G,;) = 0 for all r > g
and k > 0.

Assuming this claim, we now finish the proof of Lemma 512l Pick an integer i
such that p® > ry and set 7 = p’. Note that () is surjective as (X, {p'B}) is n-
quasi-F-pure (see Proposition for D = —(Kx + [pPA+ kN|) and A+ D =
—(Kx +p'A+kN)). Therefore, the claim immediately implies that ¢¢S°(X, A; Kx +

Sor to be more precise, for all 0 < k < ko where ko is bounded in terms of i (see Remark 5.17)



62 H. Tanaka, J. Witaszek, F. Yobuko

[p’A+EkN]) = H'(X,Ox(Kx + [p'A+ kNY)) for all i > i, so it is enough to prove
the above claim.

To this end, take mgy € Z~q such that mgA and myN are Cartier. Take integers r’
and k' defined by 7’ := 7 mod mg and k' := k mod mq (cf. Subsection ZI|[IT])). Since
(r—1")A and (k—k")N are Cartier, we get G, = G @ Ox ((r—1")A)+ (k—k')N).
Thus there exists ro (independent of (r, k)) such that

Hl(X, gr/7k/ X Ox((’l" — ’T’,)A + (k’ - k’l)N)) =0
for every r > ry and every k > 0 by the Fujita vanishing theorem ([Kee03, Theorem
1.5]), because there are only finitely many possibilities for G, ;. O

The following proposition allows one to run an inductive proof that quasi- F'*-stable
sections lift.

Proposition 5.14. In the situation of Setting[5.10, take integers e and ey satisfying
e > ey > 0 and Condition ([&). Suppose that the following hold.

(1) (X,{p'B}) is quasi-F*-pure for every integer i > 0.
(2) ¢°S°(X,{p'B}; Kx+[p'Al) = H*(X, Ox(Kx+[p'A])) for every integeri > 1.
Then the map
q°Saqj(X, S+ B; L) = ¢°S°(S, Bs; L)

adj
from Definition[5.2 is surjective (cf. Remark[2.3).
Note that Kx + [p'A] = Kx + {p'B} + p'A.

Proof. Pick an integer ¢ > 0 such that (X, {p’B}) is ¢-quasi-F-pure for every i > 0
and pick 7; € Zwq as in Lemma (.12l Then we have

¢°Sy (X {p'B}; Kx + [p'A]) = H(X, Ox (Kx + [p'A]))
for every i > iy. For every 1 < i <y, (2) enables us to find n; € Z-( such that
q°Sn, (X, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A]) = H°(X, Ox (Kx + [p'A])).
Fix integers n and m satisfying n > max{¢, n,...,n;, } and m > 2n. In particular,
(5.14.1) ¢“Sp (X, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A]) = H*(X, Ox(Kx + [p'A]))
if n' > n, 1> 1.

By Lemma [5.4(2), it is enough to show that the map
Hy ' (X, Q% ) — Hy H(X, Q% —an)
is zero. We shall prove a more general statement that
H‘f‘ll—l(X’ Q?X',—piflA,m—i—i-l) - Hlftll_l(X’ Q?X',—piflA,n—i—H)

is zero by descending induction on 1 < ¢ < n. This holds when ¢ = n, because
Condition (&) implies

Hrcrll_l(X> Qg{,—p”*ﬁl,l) = Hrcrll_l(X> F:OX(_pe+n_1A)) =0.
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Now consider the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence
is exact (Lemma [3.IT]):

0 —— F.(B¢ ) — Q% —— FOx(—p™1A) —— 0

X,—ptAm—i ,—pt~ 1A m—i+1
J/a?,m,n lﬂz 1,m,n H
e e e e+z 1
0 ) F (BX pzA n— ’L) QX,*pZ_lA,TLfi+1 ) F* OX A) O'

It suffices to show the implication HE '(X,f¢,,) = 0 = HE X, ,,,) = 0,
where

Hd 1(X ﬁfmn) Hd_l(X Q,GX —ptA;m— 7,) - Hd_l(X7 QGX,—piA,n—i)'
By HI72(X,Ox(—p*T1A)) = HI7L(X, Ox(—p“T1A)) = 0 (&), the above diagram

1mp11es that Hd~ 1(X Bf ) = 0 e HI'(X,af,,,) = 0. Consider the following
commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact (Remark B.1]):

e .
X,—p*A,m—i

0—)(9)((—]?114) CQX —ptAm— z—>B§( —ptAm— z—>0

e e
€ af
H /Bz,m,n i, m,n
Pe

0 —— Ox(—p'A) Xptandy Q% _piani — B _pians — 0.

By m —i¢ > 2n —n = n, (BI4]) implies that ¢¢S°,_,(X,{p'B}; Kx + [p'A]) =
HO(X, Ox(Kx + [p'A])), Le

0 e *
H (X’((I)X,—KX 7p7:A,m7i) )

H°(X,Ox(Kx + [p'A)))

HO(X> (QGX,—KX—piA,m—i)*)
is surjective. We get that
Hiy (X, ©5 i) + Ho(X, Ox(=p'4)) = Hi(X, Q% i m—i)

is injective by PropositionB.I0. Since HZ™'(p) is surjective, we obtain Hi (X, ¢, ,) =
0= HI (X, af,,,) = 0. To summarise,

HENX, B ) = 0= HEN(X, 0f,,,) = 0 HENX, B2 00) =0,

as required. O

zmn) zmn)

Remark 5.15. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition [5.14] we can show in
fact that ¢°S), ,4;(X, S + B; L) — ¢°S,(S, Bs; L|s) is surjective, provided we replace
Assumption (2) by the condition that there exists an integer n > 0 satisfying (5.14.1]).

Proposition 5.16. Fiz e € Z~o. In the situation of Setting [5.10, suppose that the
following hold.

(1) =S is semiample.

(2) (S, Bg) is quasi-F*°-split.

(3) ¢¢S%.(X,S + B; L — kS)—q°S°(S, Bs; (L — kS)|s) is surjective for all k > 0.

adj
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Then
(5.16.1) °Saq; (X, S+ B; L) = H'(X, Ox(L)).

In particular, ¢°S°(X, B; L) = H°(X,Ox (L)) (cf. Lemma[3.49).

We omit some details of the following proof, as it is identical to that of [KTTTal
Lemma 4.9].

Proof. Let m be the maximal ideal of R. We have m € 7(S5). First of all, we reduce
the problem to showing that

(5.16.2) HY(X,0x(L — kS)) +¢°S>(X,S + B; L) = H*(X, Ox(L))

adj

for every integer k > 0. To this end, we first observe that in order to prove (5.16.1),
it suffices to show

mH%(X,O0x(L)) + ¢°S°%(X,S + B; L) = H°(X, Ox(L))

adj
by Nakayama’s lemma. One can show that mH?(X, Ox (L)) 2 H°(X,Ox(L — kS))
for a large integer k£ > 0, and hence (5.16.1]) holds if (5.16.2]) holds for every k& > 0.
For more details, see [KTTTal, Reduction to (4.9.1) and Reduction to (4.9.3) in the
proof of Lemma 4.9].

We shall prove (.16.2)) for every integer k > 0 by increasing induction on k. Since
the base case of the induction k = 0 is trivial, we assume that (5.16.2)) is true for
some k > 0 and aim for showing that

(5.16.3) H°(X,0x(L — (k+1)S)) + ¢°S%(X,S + B; L) = H*(X, Ox(L)).

adj
We start by making two observations. First, note that

(5.16.4) ¢“S% (X, S+ B;L) 2 ¢°S%.(X,S + B; L — kS).

adj adj
Second, observe that Proposition .40 yields

(5.16.5) ¢°S°(8, Bs; (L — kS)|s) = H’(S, Os([(L — kS)|s — Bs])).

Here we used that (S, {Bs—(L—kS)|s}) is quasi- F*-split, which is true by Assumption
(2) and {Bg — (L — k5)|s} < Bs [KT'T"a, Claim 4.10 in the proof of Lemma 4.9].

Now pick a section v € H°(X,Ox(L)). By the induction hypothesis (516.2)), we
have v = 71 + 7o for some 7, € HY(X,Ox(L — kS)) and 7o € ¢°S%.(X,S + B; L).
Then

nls € H'(S,0s([(L — kS)|s — Bs]))

(cf. the lower horizontal sequence in the diagram (5.2.1])). By (5.16.5) and Assumption
(3), there exists a section

o€ ¢S (X,S+B;L—kS)C H(X,Ox(L—kS))

adj
such that o|s = 71|s. Hence
N =(n-—-o)+o,
where 1 — 0 € H(X,Ox(L — (k +1)5)) and 0 € ¢°Shy(X, S + B; L) by (5.I6.4).
This concludes the proof of the claim (5.16.3)). O
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Remark 5.17. The above proposition looks very subtle in that for different choices of
k we may be forced to pick a different height in assumption (3). Thus, at first glance,
it may seem that one cannot work with a fixed height depending on e. However, this
is not really the case as we only need to check this condition for k < kg, where kq is
chosen so that

mH°(X,0x(L)) 2 H'(X,Ox(L — koS9)).

Theorem 5.18. In the situation of Setting [L.10, take integers e and eq satisfying
e > ey > 0 and Condition [&=H). Suppose that the following hold.

(1) (X, B) is quasi-F*-pure.

(2) B > {p'B} for everyi € Z>y.

(3) =S is semiample.

(4) (S, Bg) is quasi-F*-split.
Then ¢°S%(X, S + B; L) — ¢°S°(S, Bs; L|s) is surjective.

Proof. Yor i € Z>o and k € Z>(, we set
e B;:={p'B},
[ ] KS —I— BSzi = (KX —I— S—l— Bi)|5’,
o Ay :=p'A—kS, and
o Liy:=[Kx+S+pA—kS]|=[Kx+S+Air]=Kx+S+ B+ A
Note that B = BQ, BS70 = Bs, A= ono, and L = Kx+S+B+A = |7Kx+S+A—| =
Lyp. All the conditions assumed in Setting hold after replacing (B, Bs, A, L) by
(Bi, Bsi, Aig, Li ). After such replacement, Condition (&) is guaranteed by Condition
(%), too. However, note that it is not necessarily true that B; > {p’ B;}.
By (1), (2), and (4), the following hold.
(1") (X, B;) is quasi-F®-pure.
(4’) (S, Bs,i) is quasi-F**-split.
For ¢ > 0, consider the following two assertions.
(a;) The following map is surjective for every k > 0:

¢S (X, S+ Bi; Lig) —q°S°(S, Bs; Likls).

adj

(b;) ¢°S°(X, Bi; Li ) = H°(X,Ox(Liy)) for all k > 0.

We prove (a;) and (b;) by descending induction on 7. We can find i; € Z~( such that
(b;) holds for every i > i; (Lemma[5.12)). Fix an integer ¢« > 0. It suffices to show («)
and (f) below.

() If (a;) holds, then (b;) holds.

(B) If (by) holds for every ¢ > i + 1, then (a;) holds.

Let us show («). Assume (a;). Fix k& > 0. We now apply Proposition for
m > 0 after replacing (B, Bs, A, L) by (Bj, B, Aix, Lix). The assumptions (1),
(2), and (3) of Proposition (.16 follow from (3), (4’), and (a;), respectively. We then
obtain ¢°S%(X, B;; Lix) = H°(X,Ox(Lix)), i.e., (b;) holds. Thus () holds.

Let us show (). Assume that (by) holds for every ' > i+ 1. Fix £ > 0. In order
to apply Proposition [5.14 after replacing (B, Bs, A, L) by (B, Bs.i, Ai k, Li ), we now
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verify its assumptions. First, Condition (&) is satisfied as mentioned earlier. Further,

for every j € Zso, it holds that {p’B;} = {p’{p'B}} = {p""?B} = B;;; and
PAr=p(pA—kS)=pTA—kpS = A jip-

Thus Assumption (1) in Proposition .14 holds by (17). As for Assumption (2) in

Proposition [5.14] it is enough to check the following.

(1) ¢S X, {p/B;}; Kx + [pPPAix]) = HY(X, Ox(Kx + [pPPAix])) for every j > 1.
We have Kx + [P’ Aix| = Kx + [Aiijupi | = Ligjgps — S= Lisjrpic1. Therefore, (1)
is equivalent to (1) below.

(1) ¢°S°(X, Biyj; Litjppiv1) = HO(X, Ox(Liyjppis1)) for every j > 0.

Then (f) holds, because we are assuming that (b;;;) holds for every j > 1. This
completes the proof of (/3). O

Corollary 5.19. With the same assumptions as in Theorem [5.18, we have that
qugdj(X, S+ B;L) = H(X,0x(L)).
Proof. By applying Theorem [5.18 with L replaced by L — kS, we get that

q°Spqj(X, S+ By L — kS) — ¢°S°(S, Bs; (L — kS)]s)

a

is surjective for every £ > 0. Then we can conclude by Proposition [5.16l U

Corollary 5.20. In the situation of Setting [2.12, suppose that R is a local ring and
H°(X,0x) = R. Let (X,S + B) be a divisorially Cohen-Macaulay Q-factorial plt
pair, where S is a normal prime divisor and B is a Q-divisor such that |B| = 0.
Suppose that —(Kx + S + B) is ample and the following hold.

(1) (X, B) is quasi-F¢-pure for every e € Zy.
(2) B > {p'B} for every i € Zy.
(3) =S is semiample.
(4) (S, Bg) is quasi-F¢-split for every e € Z~q, where Kg+ Bg = (Kx+ S+ B)|s.
Then (X, S + B) is purely quasi-F¢-split for every e € Z~yq.
Proof. Set A:= —(Kx + S+ B). Take ¢y € Z, such that
HI(X,0x(—sA—kS)) =0 for all integers j < d,k > 0,and s > p*,

whose existence is guaranteed by a variant of Lemma 2.10 using the Fujita vanishing
theorem. Fix an integer e > eg. Then it follows from Corollary [5.19] that

¢S (X, S + B;0) = H'(X, Ox),
and so (X, S + B) is purely quasi-F*-split (see Definition 3.34)). O
6. INVERSION OF ADJUNCTION FOR UNIFORM QUASI-F°*°-SPLITTING
Lemma 6.1. In the situation of Setting[5.10, the following hold.
(1) If HEY(X, Qgsr[f{XJrSJrB_L’n) =0 for some integer n > 0, then
¢Sy 1q;(X, S+ B; L) = ¢ S)(S, Bs; L)

1S surjective.
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(2) Suppose that for every ng, there exist integers m and n such that m > n > ng
and

— erf — erf
Hi ' (X, Qg{,KX—i—S-i—B—L,m) — Hy ' (X, Qg{,KX-i-S-‘rB—L,n)
1s zero. Then
qsflisgdj(Xv S + Bu L) - qL??IiSO(Sa B57 L‘S)

1S surjective.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [5.4] we have the following commutative diagram:

d S,perf Qn d—1 perf
Hm(X, QX,KX+S+B—L,n) — Hm (S’ Q57KS+BS—L|SW»>

| [E2

(6.1.1) I B I

f I

HA(X,0x(Kx — L)) +— HIY(S,0s((Kx — L)|s)),

where I, and J, are defined as the images of the vertical arrows. Note that by
Proposition .49 and an analogous statement in the adjoint case, we have that

I} ~q®S) (X, S+ B;L)", and

Ty = ¢ S)(S, Bs; Lis)".
Let us show (1). By HI (X, Qgg}f{XJrSJrB_Lm) = 0, we have that «,, is injective.
By chasing the diagram (G.I1.1]), 3, is injective. Thus 3 : q°°527adj (X,S+ B;L) —
q>S%(S, Bs; L|s) is surjective and hence (1) holds.

Let us show (2). Pick ng > 0 and take integers m and n as in the statement of
(2). In particular, m > n > ng > 0. Recall that we have

¢>S7(S, Bs; L|s) C --- C ¢~ S)(S, Bs; Lls)
= ¢ Sp41 (S, Bsi Lls) = -+ = qi538°(S. Bsi Lls).
Applying (—)" (= Homy,g(—, E)), we obtain
¢*5)(S, Bs; Lls)" « -+ « ¢*S)(S, Bs; Ls)”
& q°SY .1 (S, Bs; L|s)" & o & ¢89S, By Ls)Y.

Similarly, we may assume that qooSg,adj (X,S+ B; L)Y < ¢*S% (X,S+B;L)V. Tt

is enough to show that [, is injective.

) adj

To this end, pick ¢, € ¢*S%(S, Bs; L|s)¥ such that 3,(¢,) = 0. Via the induced
isomorphism

q>S0(S, Bs; L|s) < ¢>S%,(S, Bs; L|s),
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there is an element (,,, € ¢>S2, (S, Bgs; L|s)¥ corresponding to ¢, € ¢*°S%(S, Bs; L|s)".
Therefore, f,,(¢n) = 0. Then 7,,(¢y) is the image of some element

d—1 f
§m € Hy (X, QI))(C,rKX-i-S-i-B—L,m)'

. . . d—1 perf .
By our assumption, the image of &, in Hi ' (X,Q%x. s 15 1) is zero. Then

Jn(Cn) = 0, and hence ¢, = 0. Thus (2) holds. O
6.1. Uniformly quasi-F"*°-split case.

Lemma 6.2. In the situation of Setting [5.10, fix an integer e > 0 and a w-nef Weil
divisor N. Let n be a positive integer such that (X,{p'B}) is n-quasi-F>-pure for
every integer i > 0. Then there exists i1 € Z~q such that

(6.2.1)  ¢@SUX, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A] + kN) = H°(X,Ox(Kx + [p'A] + kN))
for all integers © > 11 and k > 0.
Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition [3.53 0

Proposition 6.3. In the situation of Setting [5.10, suppose that the following hold.
(1) (X, {p'B}) is uniformly quasi-F>-pure for every integer i > 0.
(2) ¢S5 X, {p'B}; Kx+[p'A]) = H'(X, Ox(Kx+[p'A))) for all integersi > 1.
Then the map
q0:S% (X, S + B; L) — ¢22,5°(S, Bs; Lls)

adj
induced from Definition[2.3 is surjective (cf. Remark[5.3).

Note that Kx + [p'A] = Kx + {p'B} + p'A.

Proof. Pick an integer ¢ > 0 such that (X, {p’B}) is ¢-quasi-F>-pure for every i > 0
and pick i; € Z~q as in Lemma Then we have

¢S (X Ap' B} Kx + [p'A]) = H'(X, Ox(Kx + [p'A]))
for every i > i;. For every 1 <i < iy, (2) enables us to find n; € Z-( such that

¢S, (X Ap' B} Kx + [p'A]) = H(X, Ox(Kx + [p' A])).
Fix integers n and m satisfying n > max{¢, ny,...,n;, } and m > 2n. In particular,
(6.1) ¢S (X Ap' B} Kx + WAW)E H(X, Ox(Kx + [P A1)
if n' > n, 1> 1.
By Lemma [6.1)(2), it is enough to show that the map

Hi ' (X, Q%2 ,,,) = Ha (X, Q%)
is zero. We shall prove a more general statement that
HE X QR i) = HENOLQE )

is zero by descending induction on 1 < i < n. This holds when ¢ = n, because

H\i_l(X’ QI))('C,r_fpnflA,l) = H:‘i_l(X’ 6)*(OXP’Crf(_pn_lA)) =0
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by Lemma and the fact that colimits commute with local cohomology, where
0: XPef 5 X denotes the canonical projection.

Now consider the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence
is exact (built from Lemma B.I1] by taking the colimit hﬂe):

f f i—
0 —— F*<B§(e7r_pi14,m_i) — Q?ér_piflA7m_i+1 — Q*OXPerf(_pz IA) — 0

lai,myn lﬁi*l,m,n H

0 —— Fu(BY" ) — Q% i — 0uOxpurt(—p 1 A) —— 0.

It suffices to show the implication Hi (X, Bimn) = 0 = HI 'YX, Bi1mn) = 0,
where

Hg‘—l(X’ ﬁi,m,n) : Hg‘—l(X’ onrf ) N Hg‘_l(X, onrf )

X,—ptAm—i X,—ptAn—i
By HE2(X, 0,0 xpere (—p' ™1 A)) = HEYHX, 0,0 xpers (—p' 71 A)) = 0 (Lemma 2.10), the
above diagram implies that HI" (X, Bi_1mn) = 0 & HI (X, jmn) = 0. Consider
the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact (built
from Remark B1] by taking the colimit hﬂe):

perf

; X,—ptAm—i f p £
0 Ox(—piA) 2ty Qret B 0

H J/Bi,m,n J/aiamvn
cI>pe1rf

i X,—ptAn—i perf perf
e —p* EE—— (;2 ; > ; . — U,
0 OX( p A) X,—p*An—i BX,fplA,nfz 0

By m —i > 2n —n = n, [G3.0) implies that ¢*S°,_ (X, {p'B}; Kx + [p'A]) =
H°(X,0x(Kx + [p'A])). By Proposition 3.49, we get that
Hgt(Xv ®§§rfpiA7m_i) : Hg‘(X, OX(_piA)) - Hg‘(X, ngfp%m_i)

is injective. Since HZ(p) is surjective, we obtain HE N (X, B; ) = 0 = HEYX, qinn) =
0. To summarise,

Hgl_l(Xv Bi,m,n) =0= Hﬁ_l(Xa ai,m,n) =0& Hﬁ_l(Xa Bi—l,m,n) = 07
as required. [l
Proposition 6.4. In the situation of Setting [5.10, suppose that the following hold.

(1) =S is semiample.
(2) (S, Bg) is uniformly quasi-F'>-split.

3) ¢.5% (X, S + B; L — kS) — ¢.5°(S, Bs; (L — kS)|s) is surjective for all
uni*™ adj uni
k> 0.
Then

(6.4.1) 435S0y (X, S + B; L) = HY(X, Ox(L)).

a
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In particular, ¢°5,5°(X, B; L) = H(X,Ox (L)) (cf. Lemma[3.43, Definition|[3.73).

Proof. The same argument as in Proposition .16 works after replacing ¢¢S°(—) by
qlﬁiso(_)' O
Theorem 6.5. In the situation of Setting[5.10, suppose that the following hold.
(1) (X, B) is uniformly quasi-F>-pure.
(2) B > {p'B} for everyi € Zsy.
(3) =S is semiample.
(4) (S, Bs) is uniformly quasi-F*-split.
Then ¢°.S°

uni* adj

(X,S+ B; L) — ¢SS, Bs; L|s) is surjective.

Proof. Yor i € Z>o and k € Z>(, we set
[} Bz = {sz}7
° KS + Bszi = (KX + S+ Bi>|57
o Ajj=p'A—kS, and
Note that B = BQ, BS70 = Bs, A= ono, and L = KX‘I‘S“—B—I—A = |7Kx+S+A—| =
Lyp. All the conditions assumed in Setting hold after replacing (B, Bs, A, L) by
(Bi, Bs., Aik, Li ). However, note that it is not necessarily true that B; > {p’ B;}.
By (1), (2), and (4), the following hold.
(1") (X, B;) is uniformly quasi-F>°-pure.
(4’) (S, Bs,;) is uniformly quasi-F'*-split.
For ¢ > 0, consider the following two assertions.

(a;) The following map is surjective for every k > 0:

G280 (X, S + By Lig) — ¢2,8°(S, Bs.i; Lig|s).

adj

(bl) qgfliSO(X, B“ Lz,k) = HO(X, OX(Lz,k>> for all k > 0.
We prove (a;) and (b;) by descending induction on i. We can find i; € Z~q such that
(b;) holds for every i > i; (Lemma[6.2)). Fix an integer i > 0. It suffices to show («)
and () below.

() If (a;) holds, then (b;) holds.

(6) If (by) holds for every ¢ > i+ 1, then (a;) holds.

Let us show (). Assume (a;). Fix & > 0. We now apply Proposition for
m > 0 after replacing (B, Bg, A, L) by (B;, Bs, Aik, Lix). The assumptions (1), (2),
and (3) of Proposition [6.4] follow from (3), (4’), and (a;), respectively. We then obtain
28X, By; Li) = HY(X,Ox(Lix)), i.e., (b;) holds. Thus () holds.

Let us show (f). Assume that (by) holds for every ¢/ > i+ 1. Fix k¥ > 0. In
order to apply Proposition after replacing (B, Bs, A, L) by (Bi, Bsi, Aix, Li k),
we now verify its assumptions. Further, for every j € Zxo, it holds that {pPB;} =
{P’{p'B}} = {p"" B} = Biy; and

iji,k = pj(piA —kS) = ijA - kij = Aijhpi-
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Thus Assumption (1) in Proposition holds by (1). As for Assumption (2) in
Proposition [6.3] it is enough to check the following.

(1) @S (X, AP Bi}s Kx+[p Ay ]) = HY(X, Ox (Kx +[p? Ai 1)) for every j > 1.
We have Kx + [p?Aix] = Kx + [Aitjrpi| = Livjrps — S= Liyjrpit1. Therefore, (1)
is equivalent to (1) below.

(1) a3iS°(X, Bisjs Liyjap+1) = H(X, Ox(Liyjpp41)) for every j > 0.

Then (I) holds, because we are assuming that (b;;;) holds for every j > 1. This
completes the proof of (/). O

Corollary 6.6. With the same assumptions as in Theorem[6.5, we have that

a

Q$1150dj(X> S+ B;L) = H°(X,0x(L)).
Proof. By applying Theorem with L replaced by L — kS, we get that
i Saai (X, S+ B; L — kS) — q0:5°(S, Bs; (L — kS)|s)

QuniPa

is surjective for every k > 0. Then we can conclude by Proposition [6.4] U

Corollary 6.7. In the situation of Setting [212, suppose that R is a local ring and
H°(X,0x) = R. Let (X,S + B) be a divisorially Cohen-Macaulay Q-factorial plt
pair, where S is a normal prime divisor and B is a Q-divisor such that |B| = 0.
Suppose that —(Kx + S + B) is ample and the following hold.

(1) (X, B) is uniformly quasi-F*-pure.
(2) {p'B} < B for every i € Zy.
(3) =S is semiample.
(4) (S, Bs) is uniformly quasi-F>°-split, where Kg+ Bs = (Kx + S + B)|s.
Then (X, S + B) is purely uniformly quasi-F*-split.

Proof. By the same argument as in Corollary [5.20, this follows immediately from
Corollary 6.6l O

6.2. Quasi-+-regular case. In what follows, we shall work in the situation of Setting
until the end of this subsection. We say that f : (Y, Sy) — (X,95) is a finite
cover (of (X, 9))if f:Y — X is a finite surjective morphism from an integral normal
scheme Y and Sy is a prime divisor on Y satisfying f(Sy) = S. By abuse of notation,
the induced morphism Sy — S is also denoted by f.

By the same argument as in Proposition 5.1l we get the following commutative
diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

8./ ; ; ;
0 QX,A,n QX,A,n QS,AS,n 0
(6.7.1) 03] vhad]  whas]

0——r Ox<A—S) e Ox(A) E— Os(As) — 0.
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Applying Homw, o (—, Wawx) = (— Qw, 0, WaOx(—Kx))*, we get the following
commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

0— (QXA Kx, n) (QXA Kx, n) (Qé,AstS,n)*

(6.7.2) l l l

0 — Ox(Kx—LAJ) — Ox(KX—FS—LAJ) — 05<K5—LA3J) — 0.
We are ready to define the restriction map for ¢B°.

Definition 6.8. In the situation of Setting 5.10, suppose that S & Supp L. For a

finite cover f: (Y, Sy) — (X,S), we obtain a map
(6.8.1) ¢'B° (X,S+ B;L) = ¢'B%(S, Bs; L|s)

n,adj

induced by plugging A = Kx + S + B — L into the above diagram (6.7.2) to get

* S, *
0— (Qg(,SJrBfL,n) - (QX,{SUrBfL,n) (Qs Bs—L|s, n)

(6.8.2) l l |

0 — Ox(L—S) e Ox(L) _— Os(lrLls _BS—I) — 0.
Recall that

qBY . i(X,S+ B;L) = (| ¢/BY.g(X.S+B;L),
F(YT)=(X,5)
qBY(X, S+ B;L) = | JBY.y(X,S+ BiL) = ¢BY (X, S + B; L),
n>1

where f : (Y,T) — (X,S) runs over all finite covers and N is a sufficiently large
integer (note that ¢B2(—) C ¢BY,,(—))). By (6:81), we obtain the following induced
maps:

4By .0;(X, S+ B; L) = qBY(S, Bs; Lls), qBoy;(X,S + B; L) — ¢B°(S, Bs; L s).
As before, we shall apply the above definition even when S C Supp L (cf. Remark
5.3).

Recall that (X, S+ B) is purely globally n-quasi-+-regular if and only if ¢ B]) ,4;(X, S+

B;0) = H°(X,0Ox). Similarly, (S, Bg) is globally n-quasi-+-regular if and only if
qB%(S, Bs;0) = H(S, Og). Recall

QY% S+Bn = lim QXX ,S+B,n’
F:(Y,Sy )= (X,S)

Remark 6.9. One can drop the assumption that X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay in
the following theorem. As our article is already quite long, we refrain from doing that
here.

Theorem 6.10. In the situation of Setting 5. 10, suppose that the following hold.
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1) (X, B) is locally quasi-+-reqular.
2) B > {p'B} for every i € Z>o.

3) —S is semiample.

4) (S, Bg) is globally quasi-+-regular.

qBo;(X, S + B; L) —¢B°(S, Bs; L s)
18 surjective. Moreover,
@i Seg;(X, S + B; L) = H(X,Ox(L)).
Proof. 1t follows from Theorem and its adjoint version that
qoeiS"(S, Bs; Lls) = ¢B°(S, Bs; Lls) and ¢y, ey (X, S+B; L) = qBy(X, S+B; L).

i~a adj

Then the assertion holds by Theorem [6.5] and Corollary O

Corollary 6.11. In the situation of Setting[2.12, suppose that R is a local ring and
H°(X,0x) = R. Let (X,S + B) be a divisorially Cohen-Macaulay Q-factorial plt
pair, where S is a normal prime divisor and B is a Q-divisor such that |B| = 0.
Suppose that —(Kx + S + B) is ample and the following hold.

(1) (X, B) is locally quasi-+-regular.
(2) {p'B} < B for every i € Zy.
(3) =S is semiample.
(4) (S, Bs) is globally quasi-+-regular, where Ks + Bs = (Kx + S + B)|s.
Then (X, S + B) is purely globally quasi-+-regular.

Proof. By the same argument as in Corollary [5.20] this is immediate from Theorem
0. 10l ]

7. EXAMPLES

7.1. Calabi-Yau varieties. In this paragraph, we recall our constructions and re-
sults for the case when £ is an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0 and X
is a smooth proper variety over k. Set d := dim X. We have the induced morphism
T WX — Spec W, (k) and Wywy = m,(W,(k)) ~ Wowx[d]. Note that W, (k)
itself is the injective hull of the residue field k£ and hence the dualising module of the
Artin local ring W, (k). Let F be a coherent W, Ox-module. By the Grothendieck
duality for m,: W, X — Spec W,,(k), we have a canonical isomorphism

H' (X, RHomw, o (F, Wawx)) ~ Homy, o) (H* (X, F), W (k)).
In particular, we have
Homyy, o (F, Wywy)) =~ Homyy, g (H(X, F), W, (k).
We now apply this functorial isomorphism for ®%, : Ox — Q% ,, = Q% .- Then

HO(X, (9% ,,)")
Homy, 0, (Q% s Wawx (—Kx))) — " Homw, 0, (Ox, Wawx (—Kx)))
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is surjective if and only if its W, (k)-dual
HY(X, % g\ ) + HUX, Ox (Kx)) = HY(X, Q% a0 (Kx))
is injective.
Now assume Ky = 0. Then the above morphism fits into the following diagram

HYX, W,0x) —— HY X, W,0x)

|

HY(X,25 )
HY(X,0x) — HYX,Q%..)-

By definition, we have
Q% = WOx/(V'"WOx +VF‘WOx).

Set H := HY(X,WOx). Note that H is not necessarily finitely generated as a W (k)-
module but equipped with induced operators F and V. Since H%(X, —) is right exact,
we have

HYX,Q%.,) ~H/(V'"H + VF°H).

Further assume that H = HY(X,WQOy) is a finitely generated free W (k)-module
of rank A > 1. By the structure theorem of one-dimensional p-divisible group over an
algebraically closed field, there is a W (k)-basis vy, - -+ , v, of H such that

VU1 = V9, VUQ =V, ", vvh—l = Up, V/Uh = puq,
Fuvy =wp, Fva=pvy, -+, Fup_1 = pup_g, Fo,=pop_1.

When h = 1, these equations mean Vv, = pvy, Fvy = vy.
Observe that Fv; = V*~1y; for each i = 1,---, h. Then it holds that

V'H+VFH=V"H+ V" H

_Jvrm if eh—e+1>n,
C | yehmetlp if eh—e+1<n.

Theorem 7.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0. Let
X be a d-dimensional smooth proper variety over k with wx ~ Ox. Assume that
HY X, WOx) is a finitely generated free W (k)-module of rank h > 1. Take e € Z-y.
Then X s quasi-F-split of height eh — e + 1.

Proof. We use the same notation as above. The image of v; under the natural sur-
jection H —» HY(X,Oy) is a basis of the k-vector space H(X,Ox). Therefore, X
is n-quasi-F%-split (i.e., h°(X) < n) if and only if Fv; ¢ V"H + VF°H. Since
Fv, = VP lyy, we have
F6U1 = Veh_evl.
First assume that n < eh — e. Then

Fév, =V =4y, e V" *H CV"H CV"H + F°VH = V"H.
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Hence the image of F°vy in H/(V"H + VF°H) is zero. Then it holds that h¢(X) >
eh —e.

Next assume n = eh — e + 1. In this case, we have V"H + FVH = Veh—etlf,
Since V : H — H is injective and v; ¢ VH, the element Fév; = V¢~°p; is not
contained in V" ¢T1H. Thus h*(X) < eh —e+ 1. O

Corollary 7.2. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0. Let
X be a d-dimensional smooth proper variety over k with wx ~ Ox. Assume that
H¥YX,O0x) =0 when d > 2. Take e € Z~y. Then h*(X) = eh(X) —e+ 1.

Proof. If h(X) = oo, then we have h®(X) = oo by definition, and hence h*(X) =
eh(X) — e+ 1 holds. In what follows, we assume h(X) < co. By our assumption, X
has the associated Artin-Mazur formal group, which is a one-dimensional formal group
[AMT7, II. Proposition 1.8]. Note that we have h(X) = dimx HY(X, WOx) @w )
K for K := FracW (k) [Yobl9l Theorem 4.5]. Moreover, h(X) < oo implies that
HY(X,WOyx) is a finitely generated free W (k)-module. Then the assertion follows
from Theorem [7.1] O

Corollary 7.3. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 0. Let X be a g-
dimensional abelian variety over k. Set f(X) to be its p-rank.

(1) If f(X) =g, then h*(X) = 1.

(2) If f(X)=g—1, then h°(X) =e+1

(3) If f(X) < g—2, then h*(X) = co.

Recall that f(X) is equal to the F,-dimension of the p-torsion subgroup X (k)[p].

Proof. When f(X) =g (resp. f(X)=g9—1), H(X,WOyx) is a free W (k)-module
of rank one (resp. two) [Yob, Theorem 3.2 and its proof]. Hence (1) and (2) follow
from Theorem [Tl If f(X) < g — 2, then h(X) = oo [Yobl, Theorem 3.2], and hence
h¢(X) = oco. Thus (3) holds. O

Proposition 7.4. Let X be a smooth projective variety over a perfect field k of
characteristic p > 0. Assume that Kx is pseudo-effective (e.g., k(X) > 0). Then X
1s F'-split if and only if X s uniformly quasi-F*°-split.

Proof. By Proposition [3.25] we may assume that & is an algebraically closed field. As
the “only-if” part is clear, let us prove the “if” part. In what follows, we assume that
X is uniformly quasi-F**°-split. The proof consists of the following two steps.

(A) Reduction to the case when Kx ~ 0.
(B) The proof for the case when Kx ~ 0.

(A) Let us reduce the proof to the case when Kx ~ 0. Since X is quasi-F-split,
there exists an integer n > 0 such that H°(X, —(p" — 1)Kx) # 0 [KTT al, the proof
of Proposition 3.14]. Since Kx is pseudo-effective, we get (p" — 1)Kx ~ 0. Let
7Y — X be the associated cyclic étale cover from a smooth projective variety Y
with Ky ~ 0. It follows from Corollary B.23] that h¢(X) = h°(Y’), and hence the
problem is reduced to the case when Kx ~ 0.
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(B) Assume Kx ~ 0. Since X is uniformly quasi- F>-split, there exists eq > 1 such
that

RU(X) < h2(X) < -+ < B (z) = B (X) = - =i n < oo

Fix an integer e > ey + 1. By assumption, there exists a nonzero W, Ox-module
homomorphism a: FfW,Ox — Wywx(—Kx) such that a o F® = p"~1 o R* 1

.
P
P
R 1 e
.
.
.
.

OX :wx(—Kx> -

pnfll ,//
-
L

anx(—KX)
Consider the composition
Bi=ao V"l F 10y — FCW,0x — Whwx(—Kx).

Then (3 is nonzero by n = h¢(X) and the exact sequence

0 Fetn1oe V' pe 0 B pew, 0y — 0.
Also consider the composition
o =aoF: F'W,0x 5 FEW,0x & Wawx(—Kx),
which is nonzero, because o/ 0 F* ' = a0 F* = po R" ' £ 0. By n = h*'(X), 8/ :=
o/ o V" lis nonzero. By definition, under the induced W,,Ox-module homomorphism
F*: Hom(F“™ 'Ox, Whwx(—Kx)) — Hom(F" 20, Wywx (—Kx)),
we have
F*(B)=BoF=aoV"'oF=aocFoV" '=doV" =4,
Via Grothendieck duality, the above morphism is isomorphic to H® of
U: P Ox (1= p™ HKx) = FF20x (1 — p*t ) Kx),

which we know to be nonzero on global sections. By tensoring ¥ with Ox(Kx), we
get

Ff+n_1OX(Kx) — Ff+n_2OX(Kx)

which is the pushforward F¢t"~2 of the Carier operator C: F,Ox(Kx) — Ox(Kx).
Now assume that Ky is trivial. Then ¥ and C' are isomorphic to each other. So we
see that the Cartier operator C' on H°(X, Ox(Kx)) is nonzero, which implies that X
is F-split. O
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7.2. Log Fano curves.

Theorem 7.5. Let k be a field which is finitely generated over a perfect field k of
characteristic p > 0. Let X be a reqular projective curve over k and let A be an
effective Q-divisor on X such that |A] = 0 and —(Kx + A) is ample. Then the
following hold.

(1) (X, A) is feebly globally quasi-F-reqular.

(2) (X, A) is globally quasi-+-regular.

Proof. Let us show (1). Fix an effective Q-divisor £ on X. We can find a sufficiently
small € € Q- such that —(Kyx + A + €FE) is ample. It suffices to find n € Z-( such
that (X, A+ €eF) is n-quasi- F'*-split for every e > 0. This follows from Theorem B.27]
which can be applied for id: Y = X — X, because k is essentially of finite type over
k. Thus (1) holds. By Definition [3.44] and Definition [£.2] (1) implies that (X, A) is
uniformly quasi- F'*°-split, and hence (2) holds (Corollary [4.19)). O

At first, one could think that the above proof shows global quasi-F-regularity of
log Fano curves in the strong sense thanks to the Fujita vanishing theorem. Unfor-
tunately, as one imposes no bounds on the support of E, it is not easy to control the
fractional parts of divisors that come up in the above proof. Thus, to prove global
quasi- F-regularity of curves in the strong sense, one needs a more careful argument,
which is explained below. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 7.6. Let X be a normal projective variety over an F-finite field of charac-
teristic p > 0. Take an effective Q-divisor A on X satisfying |[A| = 0. Fize € Z+y
and n € Z~qy. Assume that
(1) (X, A) is n-quasi-F*-split.
(2) HImX-L(X Ox(p/(Kx + A))) = 0 for every integer f > e.
(3) F: Ox — F.Ox(p{p’A}) splits as an Ox-module homomorphism for every
integer [ > e.

Then (X, A) is n-quasi-F -split.

Proof. Set d := dim X and D := Kx + A. By construction, we have the induced
W,,Ox-module homomorphisms

(7.6.1) O Ox(D) X2 s ) B QL
Recall that the exact sequence
(7.6.2) 0 — FSW,0x(p°D) 55 FEW,0x (071 D) — FEBY yop, — 0
induces another exact sequence by taking pushouts:
(7.6.3) 0= Q% pm = Q5 b, — FEBY yopy — 0.
By (1), (Z6.1)), and Lemma 310, it suffices to show that
HY(X,¢) : HY(X, Q% p,) — HY(X,Q%p.,)
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is injective. It follows from (Z.6.3) that the problem is reduced to H* (X, By ,cp,) =
0. Then, by (7.6.2)), it is enough to prove that

(i) HY X, FeHW,0x(pet1D)) = 0, and

(i) F: HY(X,W,0x(p°D)) — HY X, F,W,Ox(p*T1 D)) is injective.
The assertion (i) follows from (2) and an exact sequence

0 — F 104 (p D) Y W,0x (01 D) 25 Wi O (571 D) — 0.

It suffices to show (ii). Consider the following commutative diagram in which each
horizontal sequence is exact:

0 — HYFr10x(pe D)) L5 HUW,0x(p°D)) —E— HYW,_10x(p°D)) — 0

|7 | [
0 — HYFrOx(peD)) L5 HYEW,Ox(p+H D) 2 HY(FW,_1Ox (p°+1D)) — 0,

where H%(—) := H%(X,—). By induction on n, it is enough to show that
F:HYX,0x(p'D)) - H'(X, F.Ox(p'*' D))

is injective for every f > e. This holds, because (3) implies that Ox(p/D) —
F.Ox(p'*1D) splits for every f > e. This completes the proof of (ii). O

Theorem 7.7. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0. Let X be
a smooth projective curve over k and let A be an effective Q-divisor on X such that
|A] =0 and —(Kx + A) is ample. Then (X, A) is globally quasi-F -reqular.

Proof. By enlarging the coefficients of A, the problem is reduced to the case when
T
a.
A= E —ZPZ', where V,Qqy ooy Oy €Z>0.
— p”
i=1

Replacing v by a larger integer, we may assume that |A’| = 0 and —(Kx + A') is

ample for

A = & T 1P-.
Then there is n € Z~ such that (X, A’) is n-quasi- F'-split for every e > 0 (Theorem
[7H(2)).
Fix an effective Q-divisor £ on X. Take the decomposition £ = E; + F5 into the
effective Q-divisors F; and FEs such that Supp F; C Supp A and Supp E, NSupp A =
. Fix ¢ € Qs satisfying

A + €1E1 S A/.
Since n and v are fixed, we have Q% ary ,m, n = @% ar,, for some 0 < €2 < 1, which
implies that

Hl(X7 (b,,;(,Kx-‘rA/-‘rEQE,n) : Hl(Xv OX(KX + A + €2E)) - Hl(X7 Qg{,Kx-‘rA/-‘rEQE,n)

is injective, i.e., (X, A’ 4+ & F) is n-quasi-F”-split. Let Fy = b1Q1 + - - - + bsQs be the
irreducible decomposition of F,. Pick positive integers pq, ..., s satisfying
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o v <y < pg << pg, and
.E2§62E2f0r

— 1 1
E2:%Ql++]ﬁQs

By A"+ Ey < A + F,, (X, A’ + E,) is n-quasi-F-split. We may assume that
—(Kx + A’ + E,) is ample and |A' + E| = 0.

We can find € € Q¢ such that € < ¢; and A + eE < A’ + E,. Then it suffices to
show that (X, A’ + E,) is n-quasi- F*-split for every integer e > v. Let us prove this
by induction on e. The base case (i.e., the case when e = v) has been settled already.
Since HY(X, Ox(p! (Kx + A’ + E3))) = 0 for every f € Zsy, it is enough, by Lemma
[7.6], to show that

F: Ox = F.Ox(p{p’ (A" + E»)})

splits for every f > v. If f > v, then we have that
= = / SNON 1
(a) p p
{pf(A/ + Ey)} = {prz} = {p_ﬂlQl 4ot ]EQS} < ]—)QJ + F(Qjﬂ -+ Q)

for some j, where (a) holds by p/ - a;—fl = p/7(a; + 1) € Z and (b) follows from
1 < --- < us. Hence the problem is reduced to the splitting of

1 1
F:0x — F.Ox(p- (Z;Qj + F(Qg’ﬂ +--+Qy))) = F.Ox(Q)),
which is well known. O

7.3. Log Calabi-Yau curves.

Definition 7.8. We work over an algebraically closed field k£ of characteristic p > 0.
We say that (X = P!, A) is a log Calabi-Yau pair (over k) with standard coefficients if
A is an effective Q-divisor whose coefficients are contained in {1}U{1—1/n|n € Z-o},
and deg A = 2.

It is easy to see that the classification of log Calabi-Yau curves (X = P!, A) with
standard coefficients (except for elliptic curves) is given as follows, where Py, P, Ps, P,
are distinct points:

(i) A=2P, + 2P, + 3P,
A=1iP +3P+2Pp;
A=3P +3P+ 2P
A=IP+ip+ 1P+ 1P

(vi) A =P, + P».
Since we are interested in the case when |A] = 0, we shall treat (i)-(iv).
Proposition 7.9. Let (X = P!, A) be a log Calabi- Yau pair with standard coefficients.

Assume that |A] = 0 and (p* — 1)A is Cartier for some s € Zo. Then (X,A) is
quasi-F-split for every e > 0. Moreover:
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(1) if (X, A) is quasi-F-split of height 1, then (X, A) is quasi-F©-split of height 1
for every e > 0;

(2) if (X, A) is not quasi-F-split of height 1, then (X, A) is quasi-F¢-split of height
e+ 1 for every e > 0.

Recall that (X, A) is quasi-F-split of height 1 if and only if Ox — F.Ox(pA) splits
as an Ox-module homomorphism. This condition is called naively keenly F'-split in
IKTT*a, Definition 2.19].

The assumption that (p® — 1)A is Cartier is equivalent to: p # 3 in Case (i), p # 2
in Cases (ii) and (iv), and p # 2,3 in Case (iii).

Proof. By the proof of [KTT™al Proposition 3.21] there is a finite Galois cover f : Y —
X from an elliptic curve Y such that deg f is not divisible by p and Ky ~ f*(Kx+A)
(note that the resulting field extension K (Y)/K(X) is a Kummer extension, because
K (X) contains an algebraically closed subfield). We point out that the proof therein
works even in the case of p = 2 and 3, as we are assuming that (p® — 1)A is Cartier.
By Corollary B.23, we have that h¢(X,A) = h¢(Y).

(1) Assume that (X, A) is quasi-F-split of height 1. Then h!(Y) = h'(X,A) =1,
i.e., Y is an ordinary elliptic curve. Therefore, h(X, A) = h*(Y") = 1 (Corollary [T.3)).

(2) Assume that (X, A) is not quasi-F-split of height 1. Then h'(Y) = h'(X, A) #
1, i.e., Y is a supersingular elliptic curve. Therefore, h®(X,A) = h(Y) = e+ 1
(Corollary [T.3)). O

Proposition 7.10. Let (X = P A) be a log Calabi-Yau pair with standard coeffi-
cients such that |A| = 0.
(1) Assume that HY(X,Ox(p"(Kx + A))) = 0 for every r € Z~y. Then (X, A) is
not quasi-F -split.
(2) Assume that p and (X, A) satisfy one of the following.
(a) p:2,A:%P1+%P2+%P3—|—%P4.
(b) p:2,A:%P1+%P2+%P3.
(C) pZQ,A:%Pl—I-%PQ—I—%Pg
(d) p:?),A:%Pl—i‘%Pg—i‘%Pg.
(e) p:?),A:%Pl—i‘%Pg—i‘%Pg.
Then HY(X, Ox(p"(Kx + A))) = 0 holds for every r € Z~q and (X, A) is not
quasi-F-split.

Proof. Let us show (1). Fixn € Z~g. It is enough to prove that the map H'(X, Px ry+a.n),
appearing below, is zero for every n € Z-q (Lemma [3.10):

HY (X, W,0x(Kx + A)) —— HX, EW,0x(p(Kx + A)))

Jr- |

HY X, 0x(Kx +A)) ————— HYX,Qx.xxt1am)
By an exact sequence

0= FW, 1 Ox(pH (EKx +A)) L Wo0x (0 (Kx +A)) 2 Ox(pf (Kx +A)) — 0,
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our assumption H'(X, Ox(p"(Kx + A))) =0 (r > 0) implies that
HYNX, FEW,0x(p' (Kx +A)) =0

for every r € Z~o and every n € Z~o. Hence the composite map H'(X, Px ry1+an) ©
R™ ! is zero. Since the left vertical arrow R"! is surjective, H (X, ®x rcy1an) i8
also zero. Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (2). If p"(Kx +A) ~ 0, then H'(X, Ox(p"(Kx+A))) ~ HY(X,Ox) =
0. Thus the cases (a) and (d) are settled by (1).

Case (b). Assume that p =2 and A = 3P, + 2P, + 2P,. Then it suffices to show
H' (X, 0x(p"(Kx +A))) =0

for every integer r > 1. If r > 2, then we have p"(Kx + A) ~ 0. We may assume
r = 1. In this case, we have

(7.10.1) WYX, 2(Kx+A)) = h°(X, Kx — .2(Kx+A)J) = h%(X, —Kx —L.2A) = 0.

Case (c). Assume that p =2 and A = 3Py + 2P, + 2 P;. Since we have
(2572 —25)(Kx + A) =21 6(Kx +A) ~ 0
for every s € Z, 2" (Kx +A) is linearly equivalent to either 2(Kx+A) or 4(Kx+A).
It suffices to show that H' (X, Ox(2(Kx + A)) = H(X, Ox(4(Kx + A)) = 0. The
former one follows from the same computation as in (.I0.1]). The latter one holds by
hYX,4(Kx +A)) = h%(X,-3Kx — L4AL) =0

where the last equality follows from deg L4A = [4-3]+[4-2]+[4-2] =2+243 =T.

Case (e). Assume that p =3 and A = %Pl + %Pg + %Pg. Since we have
(35T = 3%)(Kx +A) ~ 35 1. 6(Kx +A) ~0
for s € Zg, it holds that 3"(Kx + A) ~ 3(Kx + A). Thus it suffices to show that
HY (X, 0x(3(Kx +A))) = 0. This follows from
hY(X,3(Kx +A)) = h°(X,—2Kx —L3A1) =0

where the last equality holds by deg L3AL = [3-3]+[3-2]+[3-2] = 14+2+2=5. O

Theorem 7.11. Let (X =P A) be a log Calabi- Yau pair with standard coefficients.
Assume LAL = 0. Fix e € Z~y. Then the following hold.
(1) (X, A) is quasi-F-split if and only if there exists s € Z~q such that (p* —1)A
is Cartier.
(2) If h(X,A) =1, then h*(X,A) = 1.
(3) If 1 < h(X,A) < 00, then h*(X,A) =e+ 1.

Proof. The assertion follows from Proposition and Proposition [T.101 U

The following theorem is an explicit version of the above theorem.
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Theorem 7.12. Let (X =P A) be a log Calabi- Yau pair with standard coefficients.
Fiz e € Zwo and take distinct closed points Py, Py, Py, P, € P'. Then the following
hold.

(1) Assume A = %Pl + %Pg + 2P,
(a) If p=3, then (X,A) is not quasi-F*¢-split.
(

win

~

a
(b) If p=1 mod 3, then (X, A) is quasi-F¢-split of height 1.

c) If p=2 mod 3, then (X, A) is quasi-F*°-split of height e + 1.
(2) Assume A = %Pl + %Pg + %Pg.
(

(
) If p =2, then (X, A) is not quasi-F*-split.
(

T

) If p=1 mod 4, then (X, A) is quasi-F°-split of height 1.

o

2
) If p=3 mod 4, then (X,A) is quasi-F¢-split of height e + 1.

(3) Assume A = %Pl + %Pg + %Pg.
(a) If p € {2,3}, then (X, A) is not quasi-F*-split.
(b) If p=1 mod 3, then (X, A) is quasi-F¢-split of height 1.

(¢) If p# 2 and p =2 mod 3, then (X, A) is quasi-F*°-split of height e + 1.
(4) Assume A =1P + 1P+ 1P+ Py
(a) If p=2, then (X, A) is not quasi-F-split.
(b) Assume p # 2. Then (X, A) is quasi-F®-split of height 1 or e+ 1 (in this
case, h®(X,A) depends on Supp A ).

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem [.1T]and [Wat91, Theorem 4.2(2)]. Recall
that the following are equivalent.
(i) (X,A) is quasi-F-split of height 1.
(ii) F: Ox — F.Ox(pA) splits as an Ox-module homomorphism.
(iii) F: HIX (X Ox(Kx +A)) = HIX (X Ox(p(Kx + A))).
Then, for R as in the statement of [Wat91l, Theorem 4.2}, (X, A) is quasi-F-split of
height 1 if and only if R is F-pure [Wat91, Theorem 3.3(i)]. O

o o W

7.4. Two-dimensional klt singularities.

Theorem 7.13. Let R be a ring essentially of finite type over a perfect field of
characteristic p > 0. Let X be a two-dimensional integral normal scheme and let
m: X — Spec R be a projective morphism with dim7(X) > 1. Let A be an effective
Q-divisor on X such that (X,A) is kit and —(Kx + A) is ample. Then (X, A) is
feebly globally quasi-F -reqular.

In particular, if X is a Noetherian scheme essentially of finite type over a perfect field
k of characteristic p > 0 (i.e., there is a finite open affine cover X = JI_, Spec R; such
that each R; is a ring essentially of finite type over k) and (X, A) is a two-dimensional
klt pair, then (X, A) is feebly locally quasi-F-regular.

Proof. By taking the Stein factorisation of 7: X — Spec R and a localisation of R, we
may assume that H°(X, Ox) = R and R is a local domain. Take an effective Q-divisor
E on X. Fix € € Q¢ such that (X, A’ := A+ ¢F) is kit and —(Kx + A') is ample.
Let f: Y — X be a log resolution of (X, A’). We have the induced morphisms:

g:Y Lxo Spec R.
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Set Ky + A}, = f*(Kx +A’). As X is Q-factorial, there exists an f-exceptional
effective Q-divisor F' such that —F is f-ample. Set By := A} + 0F for some 0 <
J < 1. We may assume that | By | <0, —(Ky + By) is ample, and f,By = A'.

It is enough to find n € Z-q such that (X, A’) is n-quasi- F'*-split for every e € Z~q
(Definition [A.]). To this end, it suffices to find n € Z-, such that (1)-(3) of Theorem
hold for every e € Z~o. Recall that

H°RT,Rg.F = H2(g.F) =0

for a torsion-free coherent Oy-module F, where the first equality holds by RI['Rg. =
R(T'y 0 g«) and the second one follows from the fact that g, is also torsion-free.
Hence (1) and (2) of Theorem hold automatically for all n,e € Z-y. By the
Serre vanishing theorem, we can find n € Z~( such that

H'(Y, Q5 (log E)* @ Oy (Ky — p"**(Ky + By))) =0
holds for every ¢ > 0, i.e., (3) of Theorem holds for every e > 0. O

When the boundary has standard coefficients, we can prove a stronger result.

Theorem 7.14. Let R be a ring essentially of finite type over a perfect field of
characteristic p > 0. Let X be a two-dimensional integral normal scheme and let
m: X — Spec R be a projective morphism with dim7(X) > 1. Let B be an effective
Q-divisor on X such that (X, B) is kit, —(Kx + B) is ample, and B has standrad
coefficients. Then (X, B) is globally quasi-+-regular.

Proof. By Theorem [[13] (X, B) is feebly globally F-regular, and hence uniformly
quasi-F'*-split (Definition B:44] Definition £2)). Then it is enough to show that
(X, B) is locally quasi-+-regular (Corollary A.19). In other words, the problem is
reduced to the case when X = Spec R.
For a log resolution p: W — X of (X, B), we run a (K + p; ' B + Exc(pu))-MMP
over X [Tanl8 Theorem 1.1]. Let
f:Yy—X
be the last step of this MMP. By construction,
e I := Exc(f) is a prime divisor,
e (Y,E + By) is plt for By := f'B, and
e —F and —(Ky + E + By) are ample.
We define the effective Q-divisor Bg on E by adjunction: (Ky+FE+By)|g = Kg+Bg.
We now finish the proof assuming that
(1) (E, Bg) is globally quasi-+-regular, and
(2) (Y, By) is locally quasi-+-regular.
By (1) and (2), we may apply inversion of adjunction (Corollary [E.11]), and hence
(Y, E 4+ By) is purely globally quasi-+-regular. Then its pushforward (X, f.(E +
By)) = (X, B) is globally quasi-+-regular.
It is enough to show (1) and (2). The assertion (1) follows from Theorem [7.5
Since (F, Bg) is strongly F-regular, so is (Y, (1 — €)E + By) for every 0 < ¢ < 1
by [Dasld, Theorem 4.1] (although this reference works over an algebraically closed
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field of characteristic p > 0, the same argument works under our setting). Hence (2)
holds. O

8. APPENDIX: STABILISATION FOR S AND BY IN CHARACTERISTIC p > 0

In this appendix, we study the stabilisation for F-splittings. The results in this
section are well known to the experts (cf. [BST15]), but, as far as we know, they have
not been written with the exact assumptions we need.

8.1. Stabilisation for S°.

Lemma 8.1. In the situation of Setting [2.11] let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X.
Then the image of the trace map

tr’: F*Ox(Kx + [p°D]) = Ox(Kx + [D])

stabilises for e > 0, i.e., there exists eg > 0 such that Im tr® = Im tr for all e > eq.
We denote this image by Oxeen(Kx + [D]).

Proof. Fix n € Z~( such that nD is Cartier.

We now reduce the problem to the case when n & pZ. Otherwise, we can write
n = pin’ for some d € Zwo and ' € Zwg \ pZ. For e > d, we get the following
factorisation:

d I‘efd I‘d
01 FCOx(Ky + [p°D]) ——— F1Ox(Kx + [p*D]) % Ox(Kx + [D]).
As we are assuming that the statement holds for p?D, the image of
Fg tre =4 F*GOX(KX + [peD—‘) — FgOX(KX + [pdDD

stabilises for e > 0, and hence so is the image of tr°.

In what follows, we assume n ¢ pZ. By taking an open cover X = |J;o; X;
which trivialises Ox(nD), the problem is reduced to the case when there exists an
Ox-module isomorphism 6: Ox(nD) = Ox. For a positive integer m satisfying
p™ =1 mod nZ, we have that 6 induces an Ox-module isomorphism

O : Ox<KX —+ [D—I) = Ox<KX + (me—l)

Then the statement follows from |[Gab04, Lemma 13.1] (stating that the image of a
high enough power of a p~*-endomorphism \: M — M of a coherent Ox-module M
stabilises) applied to

m—1

M= @ Ox(Kx + (piDu-

=0

M;
Here the Ox-module homomorphism A: F,M — M is defined componentwisely for
direct summands F,M; as the compositions
o (for 0 <i<m-—1): F,M; — M; 1 — M, where the first homomorphism is
the trace map tr: F,M; = F.Ox(Kx+ [p'D]) = Ox(Kx + [p"™'D]) = M;_,,
and the second homomorphism is the natural inclusion;
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o (for i = 0): F,My—25F.0x(Kx + [p"D]) % F.Ox(Kx + [p™'D]) =

M,,—1 — M, where the first isomorphism is given by F,My; = F.Ox(Kx +

[D]) EALEN F.Ox(Kx + [p™D]), the second homomorphism tr is the trace
map, and the last homomorphism is the natural inclusion.

O

With the notation of the above lemma, we get the following sequence of surjective
O x-module homomorphisms induced by the trace map tr: FEOx(Kx+[p1D]) —
FiOx(Kx + [p°D]):

tr

tr tr
e ngkeen(KX + (peDD T Ukeen(KX + [D—I)
The key property of oyeen (Kx + [D]) is that for a Cartier divisor F, we have that
(811) Ukeon(KX + (D + E—‘) = Ukoen(KX —+ [D—I) & OX(E)

Lemma 8.2. In the situation of Setting[2.12, let A be an ample Q-Cartier Q-divisor
and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor. Then there exists eg > 0 such that for every
integer v > 1 and every integer k > 0, the image of

(8.2.1) Tr°: HY(X, FfOx(Kx + [p°(rA+EkN)))) — H°(X,Ox(Kx + [rA+ EkNT))
is independent of the choice of e > eq, i.e., Im Tr® = Im Tr®® for every e > eg.
Proof. Set A, ), :=rA+ kN and

Mgy, o= H(X, Fogeen(Kx + [p°Ark])).

As mentioned earlier, the trace map FeOx (Kx + [p Ank]) = FCOx(Kx + [p°Ark])
induces the following commutative diagram for every integer e > 0:

HOY X, FHOx (Kx + [p A4])) —2 HY(X, FeOx(Kx + [p°Ani]))

J w J

e+1 Tr e
ME} » Mey,

where the vertical arrows are the induced inclusions.

Claim 8.3. There exists e; > 0 such that for every r > 1 and k > 0, the image
Im(Tr : My, — Mfk) 1s independent of the choice of e > e.

Proof of Claim[8.3. We set

k= Ker(FS M ogeen (Kx + [pT Ark]) = Floween(Kx + [p°Ark]))-
By the long exact sequence in cohomology, it is enough to find e; € Z( such that
(8.3.1) HYX,Kf)) =0

forall e > ey, r > 1, and k > 0. Fix mg € Z-( such that mgA and moN are
Cartier. Pick e > 0. Take the integers v’ and k' defined by r’ := p®r mod my and



86 H. Tanaka, J. Witaszek, F. Yobuko

k' := p°k mod my (cf. Notation ZII([IT])). As (p°r —1r')A and (p°k — k') N are Cartier,
it holds that

Kip=F K, o, = FO(KD ,@0x ((p°r — ')A+ (p°k — K')N)).

Since there are only finitely many possibilities for " and k', the Fujita vanishing
theorem enables us to find e; > 0, independent of ' and &', such that the vanishing
[®3J) holds for all e > ey, r > 1, and k > 0. This concludes the proof of Claim
3.9l [l

We now observe that by Lemma 8.1l applied to D = p°A, x, it holds that for every
e>0,r > 0and k > 0, there exists e5 > 0 (possibly dependent on (e, r, k)) such that
the image of

0 Y Ox (K + [p7 Arg]) = FLOx(Kx + [ A])

is equal to Ffoyeen(Kx + [p°Ari|) for all € —e > ey. Moreover, we may pick ey to

be independent of (e, r, k). Indeed, by replacing r and k by p°r and p°k, respectively,

we may assume that e = 0. Then, by (811, it is enough to consider finitely many

possibilities for (7, k); more explicitly, if mgA and moN are Cartier for some mg € Z-o,

then we may assume that 0 < r < mg and 0 < k < mg. Hence a uniform ey exists.
In particular, we get the inclusions of images:

TIm (M), = M?,)

C o (HO(X, FEOx(Kx + [p°Ayp])) ™ HY(X, Ox(Kx + [A,4])))

~e—eo
C Im(M<;* M)

for every e > ey. By Claim R3] if we take e — e5 > ey, then the left hand side is equal
to the right hand side, and hence all these inclusions are equalities. In particular,
the images of (8.2.1]) stabilise for all e > ey := e; + e5. This completes the proof of
Lemma [8.2] O

8.2. Stabilisation for B°. We fix the assumptions and notation as in Setting 2.12]
For a finite surjective morphism f: Y — X from a normal integral scheme Y and a
Q-divisor D on X, we consider the trace map:

Teh: HO(Y, Oy (Ky + [f*D])) = H(X, Ox(Kx + [D])).
For Q-divisors A and L on X, we define
B(X, A L) = () Im(Tv]_ n):
f:Y=X

where the intersection is taken over all finite surjective morphisms f: Y — X from
normal integral schemes Y. Recall that the pullback f*D is naturally defined even if D
is not Q-Cartier. The following result immediately implies that the above intersection
stabilises.
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Proposition 8.4. In the situation of Setting[2.12, let A be an ample Q-Cartier Q-
divisor and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor.

Then there exists a finite surjective morphism f:Y — X from a normal integral
scheme Y such that

e for every integer r > 1, every integer k > 0, and
o cvery Q-diwisor A such that Kx + A is Q-Cartier,

the following equality holds:

BY(X,A; L) =Im(Ty]
where L .= Kx + A+ rA+EkN.
Proof. By definition,

(Kx+A) )’

BYX,A;L)= () Im(Txfy y).

g: Z—X

where g: Z — X runs over all finite surjective morphisms from normal integral
schemes Z. Now, pick a finite surjective morphism f:Y — X as in Lemma
below. Then

BYX, ALy = () Tm(Trfy ) 2 () Im(Tr iy ) = Im( T, )
g: Z—X e>0

for some eq > 0, where the last equality follows immediately from Lemma applied
to Y. Clearly,

BY(X,A; L) CIm( Tl ),
and so the conclusion of the proposition holds after replacing F'*° o f by f. U

Lemma 8.5. In the situation of Setting[2.12, let A be an ample Q-Cartier Q-divisor
and let N be a nef Q-Cartier Q-divisor.

Then there exists a finite surjective morphism f:Y — X from a normal integral
scheme'Y such that the following holds: for every finite surjective morphism g: Z —
X from a normal integral scheme Z, there exists eq > 0 such that

(8.5.1) Im(Trf ) 2 Im(Trfjika).
for every e > ey, r >0, and k > 0.
Proof. For a Q-divisor D on X, define
(D)= () Im(tr),
g: Z—X

where g: Z — X are finite surjective morphisms from normal integral schemes Z,
and trf, is the trace map:

tl"‘[l])i g*OZ(KZ + (g*D}) — Ox(KX + (D—‘)

Claim 8.6. 7. (A, ;) = Im(triflk) for some fixed finite surjective morphism f: Y — X
from a normal integral scheme Y , which is independent of r > 0 and k > 0.
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Proof of Claim[8.4. Fix mg € Z~q such that myA and myN are Cartier. Take the
integers 1’ and k' defined by ' := r mod my and k' := k mod my (cf. Notation
2I(II)). In particular, (r — ')A and (k — k') N are Cartier. Then

7o (Arg) = 7o (Ap ) @ Ox((r —r")A+ (k— K')N).
Moreover, if " and k' are fixed, then we get
(A = Ity )

for some finite surjective morphism f: Y — X (dependent on ' and k') from a
normal integral scheme Y by [BST15| Corollary 4.8(a)]. Since there are only finitely
many possibilities for " and &/, we can pick such f uniformly for all the choices. This
completes the proof of Claim O

We fix f as in Claim Define ﬁirk as the induced map as follows:

.
T‘rA'r,k

HOY, 74 (f*Ar)) » HO(X, 74 (Ark))

[ . [

HOY, Oy (Ky + [f*Arr])) —2 HY(X, Ox(Kx + [A4])).

Claim 8.7. For every other finite surjective morphism g: Z — X from a normal
integral scheme Z, there exists eg > 0 such that

[R— _Feof
Im(Tr) 4 o) 2 Im(Tr, 4 )
foralle > ey, r >0, and k > 0.

Proof of Claim[8.7. Pick a finite surjective morphism ¢: Z — X as in the statement
of Claim B7. After replacing g: Z — X by a higher one ¢': Z/ — X, we may assume
that g factors through f, that is, we have a diagram:

A 'Y
Set A, :=rA+ kN and consider the following commutative diagram:

=h
TI‘pef* A’r,k

HYZ, 7 (p°g" Ark)) ———— H(Y, 7. (p° [* Ari))

— € €
T T

Tfea, e
HY(Z,74(9* Arg)) ——— H (Y, 7 (f*Arg)) |05

Ar,k
Tt
N TrAr-,k
A'r,k

HO<X7 T+<Ar,k))'
For e > 0, we have that
Im (T, ,) 2 In(T¥y, ) = Im(Tey, ),
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where the last equality follows from the fact that Trze +a,, 1s surjective. The surjec-
tivity of Trge -4, holds, because the Fujita vanishing theorem assures

HY(Y, Kg,) =0,

where
tr?*ApeT Pk
= Ker (7‘+(peg*A,,,k) -y 7'+(pef*A,,,k)).
This is analogous to the proof of Claim [R.3] and so we leave the details to the reader.

This completes the proof of Claim B.1l O

By Claim applied to Y, there is a finite surjective morphism /: Y =Y from a
normal integral scheme Y such that

T—i—(f*AT,k‘) = Im(tr?*Ar’k),
which implies
HOY, 7, (f*Arg)) = HO(Y, Im(tr., ) 2 Im(HO(trh, ) = Im(Trf., ).
Taking the images by Trii‘;f , we get

(8.7.1) Im (Tx,y k) 2 I Tk )
for every e > 0.

Now pick a finite surjective morphism ¢g: Z — X from a normal integral scheme
Z. Then

L ) _ peo (ii) eofo
Im(Trd,y oy ) Qlﬂﬂq}inN)QIqu}iuiN)——Inquiﬂiﬁ)'

for e > ey, where (i) follows from Claim R7 and (ii) holds by (B8Z.1]). Thus the
statement of the lemma (that is, (85.1])) follows after replacing f o h by f. O
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