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THE BRIANÇON-SKODA THEOREM VIA WEAK FUNCTORIALITY OF

BIG COHEN-MACAULAY ALGEBRAS

SANDRA RODRÍGUEZ-VILLALOBOS AND KARL SCHWEDE

Abstract. We prove that, given a sufficiently functorial assignment from rings to big
Cohen-Macaulay algebrasR 7→ B, that the associated big Cohen-Macaulay closure operation
on ideals I 7→ IB ∩ R necessarily satisfies the Briançon-Skoda type property. The proof
combines arguments of Lipman-Teissier, Hochster, Ma, and Hochster-Huneke. Specializing
to mixed characteristic, and utilizing a result of Bhatt on absolute integral closures, this
recovers a slight strengthening of a result of Heitmann.

1. Introduction

The Briançon-Skoda theorem relates integral closures of powers of ideals with ordinary
powers of ideals

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ Jλ

for integers λ ≥ 1 where J = (f1, . . . , fn) is generated by n elements. This was originally
shown when the ambient ring is C[x1, . . . , xd] in [SB74]. There have since been many gen-
eralizations to larger classes of Noetherian rings. Indeed, Lipman and Teissier showed that
for a d-dimensional pseudo-rational Noetherian local ring, we have that

Jd+λ−1 ⊆ Jλ,

[LT81]. Under moderate hypotheses1, every ideal can be generated by at most d = dimR
elements up to integral closure [HS06, Proposition 8.3.7] (by taking a minimal reduction) so
that the Lipman-Teissier bound is not so dissimilar to the one from [SB74], also see [LT81,
Corollary 2.2].

While one does not expect that such results hold in arbitrarily singular rings, there have
been numerous generalizations up to a closure operation on the term Jλ (as well as other
sorts of generalizations, see for instance [LS81, Hun92, Lip93, Laz04]). The most notable
example of the use of closure operations in this way is [HH90], where Hochster and Huneke
showed that

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ (Jλ)∗

for any Noetherian domain of characteristic p > 0, here (−)∗ denotes tight closure. Later,
they deduced the result for +-closure (still in characteristic p > 0):

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ (Jλ)R+ ∩ R =: (Jλ)+

where R+ is the absolute integral closure of R, see [HH95, Theorem 7.1]. These results
have been generalized to characteristic zero for many closure operations via comparison with
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1infinite residue field
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(methods related to) tight closure or plus closure in characteristic p > 0, see for example
[HH06, Theorem 1.3.7], [Bre03, Proposition 8.6], [AS07, Theorem 6.13].

In mixed characteristic, we have such results for certain extensions of plus closure (ex-
tended plus and rank 1 closures) and even have variants of it for +-closure itself [Hei97,
Hei01], also see [HV04, Theorem 3.4]. Indeed, the centrality of the Briançon-Skoda theo-
rem for closure operations has lead to Murayama coining as an axiom of potential closure
operations [Mur21, Axiom 3.7].

Big Cohen-Macaulay algebras themselves yield well behaved closure operations on ideals.
Indeed, if B is a big Cohen-Macaulay R-algebra, then we can define the B-closure of any
ideal I ⊆ R to simply be IB ∩R (such a closure defined by such an extension-contraction is
called an algebra closure). For instance, under moderate hypotheses in characteristic p > 0,
B-closure for sufficiently large B agrees with tight closure [Hoc94, Theorem 11.1]. For a
comparison of closure operations inducing and coming from big Cohen-Macaulay algebras
see [Die10, RG18].

The purpose of this article is to show that any closure operation defined by sufficiently
functorial choices of big Cohen-Macaulay algebras automatically satisfies the Briançon-Skoda
theorem.

Main Theorem (Theorem 4.1). Suppose (R,m) is a local excellent Noetherian domain and
we are given a weakly functorial2 assignment from essentially of finite type local integral
domain R-algebras (S, n) ⊇ (R,m) to balanced big Cohen-Macaulay algebras, S 7→ BS.
Suppose J ⊆ R is an ideal that can be generated by n elements.

Then for any integer λ ≥ 1:

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ JλBR ∩ R.

For parameter ideals, we can easily explain exactly what functoriality we need.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.6). Suppose (R,m) is a normal local excellent domain and J ⊆ R
is an ideal generated by a partial system of parameters J = (f1, . . . , fn). Let S = R[Jt]N

denote the normalized Rees algebra with homogeneous maximal ideal n = mS+S>0. Suppose
we have a commutative diagram:

Sn
// //

��

R

��

B // C.

where the top horizontal map is projection onto the degree 0 part and where B and C are
balanced big Cohen-Macaulay Sn and R-algebras respectively. Then for any integer λ ≥ 1:

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ JλC ∩ R.

The normal hypothesis on R can be weakened, see the referenced theorem. Note, if for
instance Sn is Cohen-Macaulay, then we take C to be any balanced big Cohen-Macaulay
R-algebra.

2In fact, we only need weak functoriality for R-algebra surjections, see Definition 2.4.
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Regardless, in mixed characteristic, by utilizing [Bha20] to create our weakly functorial
big Cohen-Macaulay algebras, our main result specializes to a partial strengthening of some
of the main results of [Hei97, Hei01].

Main Corollary (Corollary 5.1). Suppose (R,m) is an excellent Noetherian local domain of

mixed characteristic (0, p > 0). Let R̂+ denote the p-adic completion of the absolute integral
closure of R. Then for any ideal J ⊆ R generated by n elements, and any integer λ ≥ 1

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ JλR̂+ ∩R.

1.1. An outline of the proof. We first prove our main result in the case that λ = 1 and J is
a parameter ideal. For this we begin similarly to the method of Lipman-Teissier (Lemma 3.1)
which we then combine with an argument due to Ma in (Theorem 3.2) using a Sancho de
Salas sequence. To handle the case when λ ≥ 1 we use an argument due to Hochster as
presented in Lipman-Teissier, see Theorem 3.6. To generalize to the case of non-parameter
ideals, we mimic an argument of Hochster-Huneke which does a generic computation, see
Theorem 4.1.
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2. Background and preliminaries

We begin by recalling Hochster’s notion of big Cohen-Macaulay algebras. See [Hoc75,
Sha81], also compare with [Bha20, Section 2.1] for an essentially equivalent notion defined
by local cohomology.

Definition 2.1 (BCM algebras). Suppose (R,m) is a Noetherian local ring. A balanced big
Cohen-Macaulay R-algebra (or R-module) is an R-algebra B (respectively an R-module)
such that every system of parameters on R is a regular sequence on B.3 Such B we call
BCM (note the balanced is implicit but suppressed).

It is not obvious that any local ring has a balanced BCM module or algebra, however
BCM modules and algebras exist quite generally. In equal characteristic p > 0 or 0, see for
example [Hoc75, HH92, HH95, Sch04, HL07, Mur21]. In mixed characteristic see for instance
[And20, Gab18, HM18, Bha20].

We will need the following well known result whose proof we include because we do not
know of a suitable reference. A different argument which can also be used to obtain the
same result can be found in [Kov17].

3If at least one system of parameters becomes a regular sequence, the balanced modifier is removed, but if
one is willing to m-adically complete such a B, it becomes balanced [BH93, Exercise 8.1.7 & Theorem 8.5.1].
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Lemma 2.2. Let R be a Noetherian local ring. Suppose B is a BCM R-module. If I is an
ideal of height4 r, then I contains a partial system of parameters of length r and so

H i
I(B) = 0 for i = 0, . . . , r − 1.

Proof. First we produce our sequence. Let s be the maximal length of a partial system
of parameters, x1, . . . , xs, contained inside I. We claim that s = r. Suppose for a con-
tradiction that s < r. As every minimal prime Q1, . . . , Qt of (x1, . . . , xs) has height ≤ s
(by Krull’s height theorem), none of them can contain I. Thus by prime avoidance there
exists xs+1 ∈ I not contained in any Qi. As x1, . . . , xs is part of a system of parame-
ters, dimR/(x1, . . . , xs) = dimR − s. Thus, since xs+1 is not in any minimal prime of
R/(x1, . . . , xs), dimR/(x1, . . . , xs+1) = dimR− s− 1 and so x1, . . . , xs+1 is part of a system
of parameters, a contradiction.

Setting x1, . . . , xr to be the guaranteed partial system of parameters, the vanishing follows
by induction on r (since x2, . . . , xr is a system of parameters of R/(x1) and B/x1B is BCM
over R/(x1)) and the long exact sequence

. . . −→ H i−1
I (B/x1B) −→ H i

I(B)
·x1−→ H i

I(B) −→ H i
I(B/x1B) −→ . . .

since the map labeled ·x1 cannot be injective unless H i
I(B) = 0. �

Definition 2.3 (Special functoriality of Big Cohen-Macaulay algebras). Suppose (R,m) is a
local Noetherian domain and J ⊆ R is an ideal. We say that a BCM R-algebra C is Rees-J

functorial if the following holds. For an ideal I ⊆ R, let Ĩ denote the integral closure of IRN

where RN is the normalization of R. Set S = R ⊕ J̃t⊕ J̃2t2 ⊕ . . . , assume it is Noetherian,
and note we have a surjection π : S −→ R by projection onto degree zero. Set n = mS + S>0

(a maximal ideal of S mapping to m). We then require that there exists a BCM Sn-algebra
B so that the diagram commutes:

Sn

��

// // R

��

B // C.

Definition 2.4 (Weakly functorial Big Cohen-Macaulay assignments). Suppose we have a
subcategory C of Noetherian rings (not necessarily full). We say an assignment for each ring
R ∈ C to a BCM R-algebra BR is weakly functorial if for each map f : S −→ R in C , there
exists some ring map g : BS −→ BR such that the following diagram commutes:

S

��

f
// R

��

BS g
// BR

The usual category we will need to work on is as follows. Fix (R,m) to be an excellent
Noetherian local domain. Consider the category of local R-algebras (S, n) where S is a
local domain essentially of finite type over R, and the structural map R −→ S is local and

4the minimum height of an associated prime of I
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injective. The maps in this category are surjective R-algebra homomorphisms. We denote
this category:

(2.4.1) DR.

In the end, we can even restrict our category to a certain tree of finitely many surjective
maps, see Remark 4.2.

In particular, the assignment of a Noetherian domain R to R+ in positive characteristic is

weakly functorial [HH92], and the assignment to the p-adic completion R̂+ (which is BCM
by [Bha20]) in mixed characteristic is weakly functorial (also see [And20]). In characteristic
zero, there are different approaches for certain maps of (certain) local rings and various sorts
of weak functoriality, see for instance [HH92], [HH95, Theorem 2.3], [Sch04], [DRG19], or
[Mur21, Theorem 2.8]. Some weak functoriality in characteristic zero can also be obtained
by reducing to mixed characteristic and then inverting p > 0.

We will need the following slight modification of the Sancho de Salas sequence is well
known to experts but we are not aware of a published reference.

Proposition 2.5 ([SdS87, Lip94, HM18]). Let R be an excellent Noetherian domain. Fix

J = (f1, . . . , fn) to be an ideal. Set J̃m = JmRN where RN is the normalization of R. Let

T = R⊕ J̃ t⊕ J̃2t2⊕ . . . denote the partially normalized Rees algebra. Let π : X = Proj T −→
SpecR. Let E ⊆ X denote the inverse image of V (J).

Then
[Hn

JT+(Jt)T (T )]0 −→ Hn
J (R) −→ Hn

E(X,OX)

is exact.

Proof. Notice that T is the normalized Rees algebra if R is normal. Furthermore, because
T and the normalized Rees algebra agree in positive degree, we see that X = ProjT is the
normalized blowup of J .

We closely follow the argument in [HM18, Pages 12-13].

Claim 2.6.
√

(Jt)T = T>0 and so the DX(fit) give an open cover of X.

Proof of claim. Let X0 = ProjR[Jt]. As the DX0
(fit) = X0 \ VX0

(fit) form an open affine
cover of X0, we see that DX(fit) also form an open affine cover of X (since X −→ X0 is

finite). It follows that VX((Jt)S) = ∅ and so
√
(Jt)T ⊇ T>0 by [Sta, Tag 00JP]. This proves

our claim as the other containment is clear. �

Consider the Čech complex Č
q

(X,OX) computing H i(X,OX) and compare it to the Čech
complex Č

q

(f1t, . . . , fnt, T ) computing H i
(Jt)T (T ) = H i

T>0
(T ). After taking the degree-0 part

of the second, these two complexes are nearly the same up to a shift. Indeed, we have a
short exact sequence of complexes:

0 −→ Č
q

(X,OX)[−1] −→ [Č
q

(f1t, . . . , fnt, T )]0 −→ R[0] −→ 0

which yields a triangle

[Č
q

(f1t, . . . , fnt, T )]0 −→ R[0] −→ Č
q

(X,OX)
+1
−→ .
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Now apply RΓJ and take cohomology, we obtain:

[Hn
JT+(Jt)T (T )]0 −→ Hn

J (R) −→ Hn
E(X,OX)

as desired. �

3. The main result for parameter ideals

We begin by recalling the following result of Lipman-Teissier, found within the proof of
[LT81, Theorem 2.1].

Lemma 3.1 (Lipman-Teissier). Suppose that R is a Noetherian domain, J = (f1, . . . , fn)
and π : X −→ SpecR is the blowup of J and set E = π−1(V (J)). Fix h ∈ Γ(X, JnOX) ∩ R,
then the Čech class

[
h

f1...fn

]
is in the kernel of the map

Hn
J (R) −→ Hn

E(X,OX) = HnRΓJ(RΓ(X,OX)).

As a consequence, if Y is (or factors through) the normalized blowup of J , then for any
h ∈ Jn, we have that [ h

f1...fn

]
is in the kernel of

Hn
J (R) −→ HnRΓJ(RΓ(Y,OY )).

Proof. We recall the argument of Lipman-Teissier for the convenience of the reader. We may
assume J 6= 0. If n = 1 then X = SpecR, the map H1

J(R) −→ H1
E(X,OX) is the identity,

and H1
J(R) = R[1/f1]/R. If h = xf1 ∈ (f1), then [h/f1] = [x/1] is already zero and we are

done, so we may assume that n ≥ 2. Consider the standard blowup charts Xi ⊆ X defined
by the property that fiOXi

= JOXi
. Set U = X \E and notice that the Ui := Xi ∩ (X \E)

are identified with SpecR[1/fi]. It suffices to show that
[

h
f1···fn

]
∈ Hn−1(U,OX) maps to

zero in Hn
E(X,OX).

Due to the exact sequence Hn−1(X,OX) −→ Hn−1(U,OX) −→ Hn
E(X,OX) we must show

that
[

h
f1...fn

]
is the image of a class in Hn−1(X,OX). We do this via Čech cohomology

aligning the cover Xi of X with the cover Ui of U . Set V =
⋂
iXi and notice that since

fiOXi
= JOXi

, we have that Jn · OV = (f1 · · · fn)OV . Thus considering h ∈ Γ(V, JnOX) =
Γ(V, (f1 · · · fn)OX), we see that

[
h

f1···fn

]
exists as a Čech class in

Hn−1(X,OX) = coker
(∏

j

Γ(X̂j,OX) −→ Γ(V,OX)
)

where X̂j =
⋂
i 6=j Xi. The first statement follows.

For the second statement, we recall that Γ(Y, JnOY ) ∩R = Jn. The result follows. �

We continue to follow the argument of Lipman-Teissier [LT81], now combining with an
argument of Ma’s taken from [Ma18, Section 3], [HM18, Corollary 4.3] or [MS21, Proposition
5.11].

Theorem 3.2. Suppose (R,m) is an excellent local domain with normalization RN and
f1, . . . , fn is part of a system of parameters which generates an ideal J . Then

(f1, . . . , fn)n ⊆ (f1, . . . , fn)C

where C is a Rees-J BCM R-algebra.
6



Proof. Fix h ∈ (f1, . . . , fn)n. Again we write J̃m = JmRN. Let S = R ⊕ J̃t ⊕ J̃2t2 ⊕ . . .
denote the partially normalized Rees algebra (fully normalized if R is normal) so that π :
X = ProjS −→ SpecR is the normalized blowup with E = π−1(V (J)).

Set J ′ = JS+S>0 ⊂ S. Since
√
(Jt)S = S>0 as noted in Claim 2.6, we see that JS+S>0

has the same radical as JS+(Jt)S and so we can use them interchangeably when computing
their local cohomology.

By our variant of the Sancho de Salas sequence Proposition 2.5:

[Hn
J ′(S)]0 −→ Hn

J (R) −→ Hn
E(X,OX)

is exact and hence

ker
(
Hn
J (R) −→ Hn

E(X,OX)
)
⊆ Image

(
Hn
J ′(Sn)

ψ
−→ Hn

J (R)
)
.

where n = mS + S>0. Therefore, by Lemma 3.1, since h ∈ Jn we see that [h/(f1 · · · fn)] ∈
Imageψ.

By the hypothesis about C, there exists a commutative diagram

Sn

��

// // R

��

B // C

where B and C are BCM Sn and R-algebras, respectively. Notice the image of J ′ in R is
JR. We also notice that the height of J ′ is n+1 (as the height of the parameter ideal J was
n). We take local cohomology and obtain the diagram:

Hn
J ′(Sn)

��

// Hn
J (R)

��

Hn
J ′(B) // Hn

J (C)

By Lemma 2.2 and our observation on the height of J ′, we see that Hn
J ′(B) = 0. Thus, since

[h/(f1 · · · fn)] ∈ Imageψ, we see that

[h/(f1 · · · fn)] 7→ 0 ∈ Hn
J (C).

Since C is BCM, and J is a parameter ideal, we have that C/JC −→ Hn
J (C) injects (this

follows as Hn
J (C) = lim

−→i
C/(xi1, · · · , x

i
n)C and the maps in the system, ×(x1 · · ·xn), inject

due to Lemma 3.4 immediately below), and hence h ∈ JC, as desired. �

3.1. Generalizing beyond λ = 1. To generalize Theorem 3.2 beyond the case λ = 1, we
follow an argument due to Hochster, found in [LT81, Section 3], for which we need our regular
sequences on our big Cohen-Macaulay algebra to be permutable (that is, we explicitly use
that it is balanced).

Definition 3.3. We say that f1, . . . , fn is a permutable regular sequence if fσ(1), . . . , fσ(n) is
a regular sequence for every σ ∈ Sn.

The following well-known result will play a central role in reducing to the case λ = 1.
7



Lemma 3.4. If f1, . . . , fn is a permutable regular sequence on a possibly non-Noetherian
ring R, then

((fλ11 , . . . , fλnn )R : fµ11 · · · fµnn ) = (fλ1−µ11 , . . . , fλn−µnn )R.

Using the previous lemma, we can describe the powers of I as intersections of ideals
generated by powers of the elements of the generating regular sequence.

Lemma 3.5 (Hochster, cf. [LT81, Section 3]). If I = (f1, . . . , fn)R with f1, . . . , fn a per-
mutable regular sequence on a possibly non-Noetherian ring R, then

Iλ =
⋂

λ1,...,λn

(fλ11 , . . . , fλnn )R

where (λ1, . . . , λn) runs through all n-tuples of strictly positive integers with λ1 + . . .+ λn =
λ+ n− 1.

Proof. We proceed by induction on λ. When λ = 1 and (λ1, . . . , λn) is an n-tuple of strictly
positive integers with λ1 + . . . + λn = λ + n − 1 = n, it follows that λi = 1 for all i so the
statement reduces to

I = (f1, . . . , fn)R.

Suppose

Iλ−1 =
⋂

λ1,...,λn

(fλ11 , . . . , fλnn )R

where (λ1, . . . , λn) runs through all n-tuples of strictly positive integers with λ1+ . . .+λn =
λ − 1 + n − 1. Let x ∈

⋂
γ1,...,γn

(f γ11 , . . . , f
γn
n )R where (γ1, . . . , γn) runs through all n-tuples

of strictly positive integers with γ1 + . . . + γn = λ + n − 1. By the induction hypothesis,
x ∈ Iλ−1, so

x =
∑

α1+α2+...+αn

=λ−1

aα1,α2,...,αn
fα1

1 · · · fαn

n .

Note that if β1 + β2 + . . .+ βn = λ− 1, for (α1, α2, . . . , αn) 6= (β1, β2, . . . , βn), we have that

aα1,α2,...,αn
fα1

1 · · · fαn

n ∈ (fβ1+1
1 , . . . , fβn+1

n ) since αi > βi for some i. Thus,

aβ1,β2,...,βnf
β1
1 · · · fβnn ∈ (fβ1+1

1 , . . . , fβn+1
n ).

By Lemma 3.4, it follows that aβ1,β2,...,βn ∈ I for all (β1, β2, . . . , βn) with β1+β2 + . . .+βn =
λ− 1. As a consequence, we have that x ∈ Iλ. �

We can now extend our result beyond λ = 1 just as in [LT81].

Theorem 3.6. Suppose (R,m) is an excellent local domain and f1, . . . , fn is a partial system
of parameters generating an ideal J . Then

(f1, . . . , fn)λ+n−1 ⊆ (f1, . . . , fn)
λC

where C is a Rees-J BCM R-algebra.
8



Proof. Let (λ1, . . . , λn) be an n-tuple of strictly positive integers with λ1+. . .+λn = λ+n−1,

µ = max{λ1, . . . , λn} and h ∈ (f1, . . . , fn)λ+n−1. Then, we have that

fµ−λ11 · · ·fµ−λnn h ∈ Jnµ−λ−n+1(f1, . . . , fn)λ+n−1 ⊆ (f1, . . . , fn)nµ.

Since (f1, . . . , fn)nµ = (fµ1 , . . . , f
µ
n )n and since, by Theorem 3.6, (fµ1 , . . . , f

µ
n )n ⊆ (fµ1 , . . . , f

µ
n )C,

we obtain that

h ∈ (fµ1 , . . . , f
µ
n )C : fµ−λ11 · · ·fµ−λnn .

Using Lemma 3.4, it follows that h ∈ (fλ11 , . . . , fλnn )C. Since λ1, . . . , λn are arbitrary, by
Lemma 3.5, h ∈ (f1, . . . , fn)

λC. Hence, we obtain

(f1, . . . , fn)λ+n−1 ⊆ (f1, . . . , fn)
λC.

�

4. The general case, non-parameter ideals

We will now follow an argument of Hochster-Huneke [HH95, Theorem 7.1] to extend the
main result to ideals that are not necessarily generated by partial systems of parameters.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose (R,m) is an excellent local domain and f1, . . . , fn ∈ R. Suppose we
have a weakly functorial BCM assignment on the category DR from (2.4.1), S 7→ BS. Then

(f1, . . . , fn)λ+n−1 ⊆ (f1, . . . , fn)
λBR.

Proof. Let c = λ+n−1, I = (f1, . . . , fn) and suppose h ∈ Ic. Then, hn+a1h
n−1+a2h

n−2+
...+ an = 0 for some ai ∈ (Ic)i; that is,

hn −
n∑

i=1




∑

α1+...+αn

=ci

aα1,...,αn
fα1

1 · · · fαn

n


 hn−i = 0

for some aα1,...,αn
∈ R.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and for each α1+. . .+αn = ci, let xi and yα1,...,αn
be indeterminates.

Let T = R[x, y, z] and consider the R-algebra map ϕ : T → R determined by ϕ(yα1,...,αn
) =

aα1,...,αn
, ϕ(xi) = fi and ϕ(z) = h. Then, if

g = zn −
n∑

i=1

( ∑

α1+...+αn

=ci

yα1,...,αn
xα1

1 · · ·xαn

n

)
zn−i,

g ∈ kerϕ and so we have an induced map ψ : T/(g) → R. Note that g is linear as a
polynomial on ycn,0,...,0 (with monomial coefficients). Additionally, the coefficient of ycn,0,...,0
in g, which is xcn1 , and the constant term of g as a polynomial in ycn,0,...,0 are relatively prime.
It follows that g is irreducible and T/(g) is a domain.

9



Let P = ψ−1(m) and S = (T/(g))P . We have a ring homomorphism S → R and S is an
excellent local domain. Then there exists a commutative diagram:

S

��

// // R

��

BS
// BR.

Since z ∈ (x1, . . . , xn)c and x1, . . . , xn is a partial system of parameters, it follows from
Theorem 3.6 that z ∈ (x1, . . . , xn)

λBS and, taking images under the map BS → BR, we
obtain that z ∈ (f1, . . . , fn)

λBR. �

Note Hochster-Huneke carried out essentially the same argument as part of proving Briançon-
Skoda for +-closure in characteristic p > 0. In their argument they set T = Fp[x, y, z], and
while we could replace Fp with Z, our choice keeps us in a similar class of rings (ie, equal
characteristic 0 or p > 0 stays equal characteristic) where numerous weak functoriality results
have previously been shown.

Remark 4.2. We can now explain somewhat more precisely what functoriality we need.
Indeed, fixing a λ, for each generator hi of Jn+λ−1 we can associate Ri = (Ti/(gi))Pi

as in
the proof above with a corresponding zi ∈ Si mapping to hi. That zi is in the integral
closure of an n-generated parameter ideal Ji ⊆ Ri (mapping to J = (f1, . . . , fn)). Hence
using a Rees-Ji BCM algebra for Ri is sufficient as long as it maps weakly functorially to
BCM R-algebra. In particular, for a fixed λ, we need only a BCM algebra assignment for a
certain finite tree of maps rooted at R (the final object of the associated finite category).

5. An application and further thoughts

Utilizing [Bha20] which proves that the p-adic completion of the absolute integral closure is
balanced big Cohen-Macaulay (and certainly sufficiently weakly functorial for our purposes),
we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.1. Suppose (R,m) is an excellent Noetherian local domain of mixed character-

istic (0, p > 0). Let R̂+ denote the p-adic completion of the absolute integral closure of R.
Then for any ideal J ⊆ R generated by n elements, and any integer λ ≥ 1

Jn+λ−1 ⊆ JλR̂+ ∩R.

Remark 5.2. This is very close to several results of Heitmann. In [Hei97, Theorem 2.13], he

proved that if J = (f1, . . . , fn) and p ∈
√

(x1, x2), then Jn+λ−1 ⊆ JλR+ and so we recover
that result in our setting of an excellent ring. The point being that since a power of p is

in J , then JR+ ∩ R = JR̂+ ∩ R. In [Hei97, Theorem 2.13], Heitmann also proved that

Jn+λ ⊆ JλR+ ∩R in general.

On the other hand, in [Hei01, Theorem 4.2], Heitmann proved that Jn+λ−1 ⊆ (Jλ)epf .

Because of [BM10], we might expect that Jepf ) JR̂+ ∩R in general. It seems possible that

Jepf and JR̂+ ∩R agree for parameter ideals J based on the characteristic p > 0 picture, see
[Smi94].
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Remark 5.3 (Comparison with multiplier/test ideal Skoda theorems). Another way to obtain
Briançon-Skoda-type theorems is to use the Skoda-type theorems for multiplier or test ideals.

For example, if R is essentially finite type over C and is normal and Q-Gorenstein, one
always has the following formula for multiplier ideals and any λ ≥ 0:

J(R, Jn+λ) = J · J(R, Jn+λ−1),

see for instance [Laz04, Section 9.6]. Indeed, we then have that

Jn+λ−1 · J(R) ⊆ J(R, Jn+λ−1) = J(R, Jn+λ−1) = JλJ(R, Jn−1) ⊆ Jλ.

The same formula holds for test ideals in F -finite or excellent local Noetherian domains of
characteristic p > 0 [HT04, Theorem 4.1], cf. [HY03, Theorem 2.1]. A version was proved
for the +-test ideal in [HLS22, Corollary 6.7] when R is complete, normal and Q-Gorenstein.

However, these sorts of formulations, such as:

τ(R) · Jn+λ−1 ⊆ Jλ,

are straightforward corollaries of the closure variants. Indeed, if Jn+λ−1 ⊆ (Jλ)∗, then since

τ(R) · I∗ ⊆ I for any I, we obtain τ(R) · Jn+λ−1 ⊆ Jλ. For more discussion on variants of
test ideals associated to BCM algebras and these sorts of closure properties as well as their
relation to the associated test ideal theory, see [DT23, Corollary 3.3.3] and [PRG21].
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Géométrie algébrique et applications, I (La Rábida, 1984), Travaux en Cours, vol. 22, Hermann,
Paris, 1987, pp. 201–209.

[Sch04] H. Schoutens: Canonical big Cohen-Macaulay algebras and rational singularities, Illinois J.
Math. 48 (2004), no. 1, 131–150. 2048219

[Sha81] R. Y. Sharp: Cohen-Macaulay properties for balanced big Cohen-Macaulay modules, Math. Proc.
Cambridge Philos. Soc. 90 (1981), no. 2, 229–238. 620732
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