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Abstract

We characterize the regularity of an FI-module using the derivative functors.
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1 Introduction

An FI-module is a functor FI → Z-Mod where FI is the category of finite sets and
injections and Z-Mod is the category of abelian groups. We write FI-Mod for the functor
category [FI,Z-Mod]. Given an FI-module W , we write

deg(W ) := min{d ≥ −1 : WS = 0 for |S| > d}

∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2, 3, . . .} ∪ {∞} .
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FI-homology and regularity. A systematic way of investigating the “unstable” part
of an FI-module V is to study its quotient HFI

0 (V ) defined by

HFI

0 (V )S := coker

(

⊕

A(S

VA → VS

)

.

The functor HFI

0 : FI-Mod → FI-Mod is right exact and has left derived functors HFI

i :=
LiH

FI

0 . Setting ti(V ) := deg
(

HFI

i (V )
)

, we say V is presented in finite degrees if
t0(V ) and t1(V ) are finite. We also set the regularity of V as

reg(V ) := max{ti(V )− i : i ≥ 1}

∈ {−2,−1, 0, 1, . . . } ∪ {∞}

which is finite whenever V is presented in finite degrees [CE17, Theorem A].

The derivative functor, iterated and derived. Given any FI-module V , we write ΣV

for the composition

FI
−⊔{∗}
−−−→ FI

V
−→ Z-Mod .

and call it the shift of V . This procedure defines the shift functor

Σ : FI-Mod → FI-Mod .

The inclusions S →֒ S ⊔ {∗} for all finite sets S define a natural transformation

ι : idFI-Mod → Σ ,

whose cokernel ∆ := coker(ι) we call the derivative functor: it is a right exact functor

∆ : FI-Mod → FI-Mod .

For every i, a ≥ 0, we write H∆
a

i := Li∆
a for the i-th left derived functor of the a-fold

composite ∆a.

The objective of this paper is to characterize the regularity of an FI-module in terms
of the derivative functor.

Definition 1.1. Given an FI-module V and i ≥ 0, we write

width∆

i (V ) := sup
{

deg
(

H∆
a

i (V )
)

+ a : a ≥ 0 with H∆
a

i (V ) 6= 0
}

∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .} ∪ {−∞,∞}

with the convention sup(∅) = −∞.

Theorem A. Let V be an FI-module presented in finite degrees which is not HFI

0 -acyclic.
Then for every i ≥ 1, we have

width∆

i (V )− i = reg(V ) .

Relationship with previous literature. The invariant width∆

1 (V ) was first considered
explicitly in [Ram18, Definition 3.7] (denoted ∂width there).
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The invariants width∆

i (V ) can be used to conceptually compartmentalize the proof of
[CE17, Theorem A], [Ram18, Theorem 3.19] bounding reg(V ) in terms of t0(V ), t1(V )
into three parts as follows:

Theorem 1.2 ([Ram18, Corollary 3.18], based on [CE17, Theorem E]). Every FI-
module V presented in finite degrees satisfies

width∆

1 (V ) ≤ t1(V ) + min{t0(V ), t1(V )} .

Theorem 1.3 ([CE17, proof of Theorem 4.8]). For every FI-module V , there is a weakly
decreasing sequence

width∆

1 (V )− 1 ≥ width∆

2 (V )− 2 ≥ width∆

3 (V )− 3 ≥ · · ·

Theorem 1.4 ([CE17, proof of Theorem A, pages 2403-2404]). For every FI-module V

with t0(V ) < t1(V ) < ∞, we have

reg(V ) ≤ max
(

{t1(V )− 1} ∪ {width∆

i (V )− i : i ≥ 2}
)

.

These are what partially led me to think something like Theorem A could be true,
collapsing the inequalities in the above two results to equalities. It is also perhaps
worth mentioning that combining [Ram18, Theorem 4.7, part (2)], [Bah24, Theorem A],
[Bah24, Corollary 2.9] with Theorem A, the bound in Theorem 1.2 can be sharpened
into the following:

Theorem 1.5. Given integers a, b ≥ −1 and i ≥ 1, we have

max

{

width∆

i (V ) :
V is an FI-module with
t0(V ) ≤ a , t1(V ) ≤ b

}

=











−∞ if a = −1 or b ≤ 0,

i+ a + b− 1 if 0 ≤ a < b,

i+ 2b− 2 if a ≥ b ≥ 1.

Another result which can be interpreted in terms of width∆

1 (V ) is about polynomial
conditions on FI-modules:

Theorem 1.6 ([RW17, proof of Proposition 4.18]). Let t, w ≥ −1 be integers and V an
FI-module with t0(V ) ≤ t and width∆

1 (V ) ≤ w. Then in the sense of [RW17, Definition
4.10], V is of degree t at w.

Due to Theorem 1.6, I had initially thought that establishing Theorem A for i = 1
would be a necessary step to prove the characterization of polynomiality in [Bah23,
Theorem B], but later found a more direct argument during writing that paper. The
current paper is a result of revisiting the invariants width∆

i (V ).
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2 Homological algebra of FI-modules

2.1 Preliminaries

In this section we recall relevant homological results from the FI-module literature. The
first one is a short exact sequence that facilitates inductive arguments about the derived
functors H∆

a

i .

The kernel functor. Recall from the introduction that the inclusions S →֒ S ⊔ {∗} for
all finite sets S define a natural transformation

ι : idFI-Mod → Σ ,

whose cokernel is the derivative functor ∆. For its kernel, we write K := ker(ι): it is a
left exact functor

K : FI-Mod → FI-Mod .

Proposition 2.1 ([CE17, (18)]). For every FI-module V and integers i, a ≥ 1, there is
a short exact sequence

0 → ∆
(

H∆a−1

i (V )
)

→ H∆a

i (V ) → K
(

H∆a−1

i−1 (V )
)

→ 0

of FI-modules.

Torsion and local cohomology. We say an FI-module V is torsion if for every finite
set S and x ∈ VS, there is an injection α : S →֒ T such that Vα(x) = 0 ∈ VT . We write

H0
m
: FI-Mod → FI-Mod

for the functor which assigns an FI-module its largest torsion FI-submodule; it is left
exact. For each j ≥ 0, the j-th local cohomology functor is the j-th derived functor
Hj

m
:= RjH0

m
of H0

m
, for which we set

hj(V ) := deg(Hj
m
(V ))

∈ {−1, 0, 1, . . .} ∪ {∞}

for every FI-module V .

We recall the characterization of regularity via local cohomology, which then justifies
the well-definition of the critical index.

Theorem 2.2 ([NSS18, Theorem 1.1, Remark 1.3]). Let V be an FI-module presented
in finite degrees which is not HFI

0 -acyclic. Then the maximum of the finite set

∅ 6= {hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0} ⊆ Z≥0

is equal to reg(V ).
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Definition 2.3. For an FI-module presented in finite degrees which is not HFI

0 -acyclic,
we define its critical index as

crit(V ) := min
{

j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and hj(V ) + j = reg(V )
}

.

2.2 Proving Theorem A

In this section we prove Theorem A. As ingredients towards that end, we relate the
vanishing degrees of the derived functors H∆

a

i with the local cohomology degrees in
Proposition 2.4 (the most technical part of the paper) and identify non-vanishing degrees
for these functors in Proposition 2.5 using the critical index.

Proposition 2.4. For an FI-module V presented in finite degrees, the following hold:

(1) For every a ≥ 0 and u ≥ 0, if hu(∆aV ) ≥ 0 then we have

hu(∆aV ) + u+ a ≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ u+ a
}

.

(2) For every a ≥ 1 and i ≥ 1, if H∆
a

i (V ) 6= 0 then we have

deg H∆
a

i (V ) + a ≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− i
}

.

Proof. (1) We employ induction on a: the base case a = 0 is immediate so assume a ≥ 1.
By [Bah23, Proposition 2.6] applied to ∆a−1V , there is an exact sequence

ΣHu
m

(

∆a−1V
)

→ Hu
m
(∆aV ) → Hu+1

m

(

∆a−1V
)

of FI-modules each of finite degree. If deg Hu
m
(∆a−1V ) = hu(∆a−1V ) ≥ 0, then

degΣHu
m

(

∆a−1V
)

+ u+ a =
(

deg Hu
m

(

∆a−1V
)

− 1
)

+ u+ a

= hu(∆a−1V ) + u+ a− 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ u+ a− 1
}

by the induction hypothesis. If deg Hu+1
m

(∆a−1V ) = hu+1(∆a−1V ) ≥ 0, then

deg Hu+1
m

(

∆a−1V
)

+ u+ a = hu+1(∆a−1V ) + u+ a

= hu+1(∆a−1V ) + (u+ 1) + (a− 1)

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ u+ a
}

again by the induction hypothesis. Therefore if deg Hu
m
(∆aV ) = hu(∆aV ) ≥ 0, by the

exact sequence we have started with, we have that either

deg Hu
m

(

∆a−1V
)

≥ 0 or deg Hu+1
m

(

∆a−1V
)

≥ 0 .

Thus

hu(∆aV ) + u+ a ≤ max
{

degΣHu
m

(

∆a−1V
)

+ u+ a, deg Hu+1
m

(

∆a−1V
)

+ u+ a
}

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ u+ a
}

as desired.

(2) Let us call the desired statement P (a, i) and employ induction on a + i. For
a+ i = 2, we have a = i = 1 so that the higher left derived functors of ∆a−1 = idFI-Mod
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vanish, and Proposition 2.1 reduces to an isomorphism H∆

1 (V ) ∼= K(V ). Indeed here

deg H∆

1 (V ) + 1 = deg(K(V )) + 1 = h0(V ) + 1 ,

verifying P (1, 1). For a+ i ≥ 3, there are three cases:

• a = 1 and i ≥ 2: the higher left derived functors of ∆a−1 = idFI-Mod vanish, and
Proposition 2.1 reduces to the fact H∆

i (V ) = 0, therefore P (1, i) is vacuously true.
• a ≥ 2 and i = 1: By Proposition 2.1 we have a short exact sequence

0 → ∆
(

H∆a−1

1 (V )
)

→ H∆a

1 (V ) → K
(

∆a−1(V )
)

→ 0 .

If H∆a−1

1 (V ) 6= 0, then

deg∆
(

H∆a−1

1 (V )
)

+ a ≤ deg H∆a−1

1 (V ) + a− 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + 1 : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− 2
}

by the induction hypothesis P (a− 1, 1). If h0(∆a−1(V )) ≥ 0, then

degK
(

∆a−1(V )
)

+ a = h0
(

∆a−1(V )
)

+ (a− 1) + 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− 1
}

+ 1

by part (1). Therefore if H∆a

1 (V ) 6= 0, we have

deg H∆a

1 (V ) + a ≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + 1 : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− 1
}

,

establishing P (a, 1).

• a ≥ 2 and i ≥ 2: if H∆
a−1

i (V ) 6= 0, then

deg∆
(

H∆
a−1

i (V )
)

+ a ≤ deg H∆
a−1

i (V ) + a− 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ (a− 1)− i
}

by the induction hypothesis P (a− 1, i). If H∆a−1

i−1 (V ) 6= 0, then

degK
(

H∆
a−1

i−1 (V )
)

+ a

≤ deg H∆a−1

i−1 (V ) + a = degH∆a−1

i−1 (V ) + (a− 1) + 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i− 1 : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− i
}

+ 1

by the induction hypothesis P (a−1, i−1). Therefore if H∆
a

i (V ) 6= 0, by Proposition

2.1 either H∆a−1

i (V ) 6= 0 or H∆a−1

i−1 (V ) 6= 0, and

deg H∆a

i (V ) + a = max
{

deg∆
(

H∆a−1

i (V )
)

+ a, degK
(

H∆a−1

i−1 (V )
)

+ a
}

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− i
}

,

establishing P (a, i).

Proposition 2.5. Let V be an FI-module presented in finite degrees which is not HFI

0 -
acyclic. Setting ρ := reg(V ) and γ := crit(V ), the Sρ−γ-modules

(1) Hγ−j
m

(∆jV )ρ−γ for each 0 ≤ j ≤ γ,
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(2) K(∆γV )ρ−γ ,

(3) H∆
γ+i

i (V )ρ−γ for each i ≥ 1,

are all nonzero and pairwise isomorphic.

Proof. By Definition 2.3, we have hγ(V ) ≥ 0 and hγ(V ) + γ = ρ, so that

0 ≤ deg Hγ
m
(V ) = hγ(V ) = ρ− γ

and hence Hγ
m
(V )ρ−γ 6= 0. Next we will show that

Hγ
m
(V )ρ−γ

∼= Hγ−j
m

(∆jV )ρ−γ

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ γ by induction on γ = crit(V ). The base case γ = 0 is a tautology, so
we assume γ ≥ 1. By [Bah23, Proposition 2.10] the FI-module ∆V is not HFI

0 -acyclic
with

reg(∆V ) = ρ− 1 and crit(∆V ) = γ − 1 .

Therefore we may apply the induction hypothesis to ∆V and get

Hγ−1
m

(∆V )ρ−γ = Hγ−1
m

(∆V )(ρ−1)−(γ−1)

∼= Hγ−1−j′

m
(∆j′∆V )(ρ−1)−(γ−1)

= Hγ−(j′+1)
m

(∆j′+1V )ρ−γ

as Sρ−γ-modules for every 0 ≤ j′ ≤ γ − 1. Reindexing as j = j′ + 1,

Hγ−1
m

(∆V )ρ−γ
∼= Hγ−j

m
(∆jV )ρ−γ

for every 1 ≤ j ≤ γ. By [Bah23, Proposition 2.6], there is an exact sequence

ΣHγ−1
m

(V ) → Hγ−1
m

(∆V ) → Hγ
m
(V ) → ΣHγ

m
(V )

for which we have
(

ΣHγ−1
m

(V )
)

ρ−γ
= Hγ−1

m
(V )ρ−γ+1 = 0

because hγ−1(V ) + γ − 1 < ρ, and

(ΣHγ
m
(V ))ρ−γ = Hγ

m
(V )ρ−γ+1 = 0

because hγ(V ) + γ = ρ by the definition of γ = crit(V ). Thus evaluating the exact
sequence at degree ρ− γ results in an isomorphism

Hγ−1
m

(∆V )ρ−γ
∼= Hγ

m
(V )ρ−γ

of Sρ−γ-modules, completing the j = 0 case of (1).

For the isomorphism between the modules between (1) and (2), apply [Bah23, Propo-
sition 2.6] to the FI-module ∆γV and get an exact sequence

0 → K(∆γV ) → H0
m
(∆γV ) → ΣH0

m
(∆γV ) ,

for which we have
(

ΣH0
m
(∆γV )

)

ρ−γ
= H0

m
(∆γV )ρ−γ+1 = 0
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because by [Bah23, Proposition 2.10] we have crit(∆γV ) = 0 and

h0(∆γV ) = reg(∆γV ) = reg(V )− γ = ρ− γ ,

resulting in an isomorphism

K(∆γV )ρ−γ
∼= H0

m
(∆γV )ρ−γ

of Sρ−γ-modules as desired.

Consider the short exact sequence

0 → ∆
(

H∆γ+i−1

i (V )
)

→ H∆γ+i

i (V ) → K
(

H∆γ+i−1

i−1 (V )
)

→ 0 (†)

of FI-modules given by Proposition 2.1. For i = 1 it becomes

0 → ∆
(

H∆
γ

1 (V )
)

→ H∆
γ+1

1 (V ) → K(∆γ(V )) → 0 . (††)

Here either H∆
γ

1 (V ) = 0, or by Proposition 2.4 we have H∆
γ

1 (V ) 6= 0 and

deg∆
(

H∆
γ

1 (V )
)

+ γ ≤ deg H∆
γ

1 (V ) + γ − 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + 1 : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ γ − 1
}

− 1

= max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ γ − 1
}

< reg(V ) = ρ

by the definition of γ = crit(V ). Thus we always have deg∆
(

H∆
γ

1 (V )
)

< ρ− γ and (††)
in degree ρ− γ becomes an isomorphism

H∆γ+1

1 (V )ρ−γ
∼= K(∆γ(V ))ρ−γ

of Sρ−λ-modules, bridging the module in (2) with the one in (3) when i = 1. We shall
complete the proof by showing

H∆γ+i

i (V )ρ−γ
∼= H∆γ+i−1

i−1 (V )ρ−γ

for every i ≥ 2. To that end either H∆γ+i−1

i (V ) = 0, or by part (2) of Proposition 2.4 we

have H∆
γ+i−1

i (V ) 6= 0 and

deg∆
(

H∆
γ+i−1

i (V )
)

+ γ + i ≤ deg H∆
γ+i−1

i (V ) + γ + i− 1

≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ γ − 1
}

= max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ γ − 1
}

+ i

< reg(V ) + i = ρ+ i

by the definition of critical index. In any case we have

deg∆
(

H∆
γ+i−1

i (V )
)

< ρ− γ

and hence evaluating (†) in degree ρ− γ results in an isomorphism

H∆γ+i

i (V )ρ−γ
∼= K

(

H∆γ+i−1

i−1 (V )
)

ρ−γ

of Sρ−γ-modules. Here by part (2) of Proposition 2.4, the FI-module W := H∆γ+i−1

i−1 (V )
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satisfies

degW + γ + i− 1 ≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i− 1 : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ γ
}

= ρ+ i− 1

by the definition of γ = crit(V ). Thus degW ≤ ρ− γ and hence (KW )ρ−γ = Wρ−γ .

Proof of Theorem A. For every i ≥ 1, whenever H∆a

i (V ) 6= 0 we necessarily have
a ≥ 1 and part (2) of Proposition 2.4 yields

deg H∆
a

i (V ) + a ≤ max
{

hj(V ) + j + i : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− i
}

= max
{

hj(V ) + j : hj(V ) ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ a− i
}

+ i

≤ reg(V ) + i

where the last line is by Theorem 2.2. As a result, reg(V ) + i is an upper bound for the
set

Di(V ) :=
{

deg
(

H∆a

i (V )
)

+ a : H∆a

i (V ) 6= 0
}

,

so that

width∆

i (V ) = supDi(V ) ≤ reg(V ) + i .

On the other hand, setting γ := crit(V ) and invoking Proposition 2.5, for every i ≥ 1

we have H∆γ+i

i (V ) 6= 0 and

deg
(

H∆γ+i

i (V )
)

≥ reg(V )− γ ,

deg
(

H∆γ+i

i (V )
)

+ γ + i ≥ reg(V ) + i .

But the left hand side of the last inequality is an element of Di(V ), whence

width∆

i (V ) = supDi(V ) ≥ reg(V ) + i .
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