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QUASI-F-SPLITTINGS IN BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY III

TATSURO KAWAKAMI, TEPPEI TAKAMATSU, HIROMU TANAKA, JAKUB WITASZEK,
FUETARO YOBUKO, AND SHOU YOSHIKAWA

Abstract. We prove that Q-Gorenstein quasi-F -regular singularities are klt. To
this end, we shall introduce quasi-test ideals.
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1. Introduction

One of the fundamental topics of research in both positive characteristic birational
geometry and commutative algebra is the theory of Frobenius splittings and Frobe-
nius regularity. Recently, the fifth author introduced a new notion in [Yob23], called
quasi-F -splitting, motivated by the theory of crystalline cohomology. It shares many
properties with the usual F -splitting but is much less restrictive. In turn, in [KTT+22]
and [KTT+23], we engaged in the development of the theory of quasi-F -splittings in
the context of birational geometry, from which we deduced new results on the liftabil-
ity of singularities and extensions of differential forms. We refer to the introductions
of [Yob23] and [KTT+22] for more information on quasi-F -splittings, and to [KTY22]
for Fedder’s criterion for quasi-F -splittings.

Having gained a basic understanding of quasi-F -splittings in the context of bira-
tional geometry, [TWY24] introduced and studied, amongst other things, the notion
of quasi-F -regularity, generalising strong-F -regularity. Our paper continues the work
of [KTT+22], [KTT+23], and [TWY24], with a focus on the local theory of singular-
ities.

The discovery of the connection between F -singularities and birational-geometric
singularities, such as rational or Kawamata log terminal, triggered impactful collab-
orations between commutative algebraists and birational geometers. In our main
result, we establish such connections for some quasi-F -singularities. In particular, we
generalise the fact that Q-Gorenstein strongly F -regular singularities are Kawamata
log terminal.

Theorem A (Theorem 5.8). Let R be an F -finite normal Noetherian Q-Gorenstein
domain over Fp. If R is quasi-F -regular, then it is klt.

In order to prove Theorem A, we introduce an analogue τ q(R) of the test ideal τ(R),
which we call the quasi-test ideal. This ideal measures how far the ring is from being
quasi-F -regular. A big part of this article is devoted to establishing foundational
results on τ q(R). For example, we prove the following.

(a) τ q(R) commutes with localisation and completion (Remark 4.24).
(b) τ q(R) = R if and only if R is quasi-F -regular (Proposition 4.30).
(c) τ q(R) ⊆ J (R) for the multiplier ideal J (R) (Corollary 5.7).

Theorem A is a consequence of (b) and (c).
The opposite implication to that in Theorem A does not hold in general, that is,

there exist klt singularities which are not quasi-F -regular (see [KTT+23, Theorem
8.3]). On the other hand, it is tempting to expect that such an implication holds
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in low dimensions and for high characteristic. In [KTT+23], we proved that three-
dimensional Q-Gorenstein klt singularities of characteristic p > 42 are quasi-F -split.
We can now generalise this result to prove their quasi-F -regularity.

Theorem B (Theorem 7.10). Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 42 and
let R be a three-dimensional Q-factorial klt ring of finite type over k. Then R is
quasi-F -regular.

In fact, quasi-F -regularity and quasi-test ideals τ q(R,∆) can be defined for ar-
bitrary pairs (R,∆). Similarly to Theorem B, we can now generalise the fact that
two-dimensional klt pairs are quasi-F -split to the quasi-F -regular case.

Theorem C (Theorem 7.9). Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 0 and let
(R,∆) be a two-dimensional klt pair of finite type over k. Then (R,∆) is quasi-F -
regular.

Finally, one of the fundamental properties of strongly F -regular singularities is
that they are Cohen-Macaulay, and so it is natural to wonder if the same holds for
quasi-F -regular singularities.

Theorem D. Let R be an F -finite normal Noetherian Q-Gorenstein domain over
Fp. Assume that R is quasi-F -regular and dim(R) ≤ 3. Then R is Cohen-Macaulay.

Alas, we do not know how to prove this statement in higher dimensions. Let us
point out that the restriction on the dimension is not a consequence of any clas-
sification or the minimal model program, but arises from surprising cohomological
constraints.

1.1. Various classes of singularities. Recall that a ring R is n-quasi-F -split for
an integer n > 0 if given a pushout diagram of WnR-modules

WnR F∗WnR

R QR,n,

F

Rn−1

ΦR,n

the R-module homomorphism ΦR,n : R → QR,n splits. This is equivalent to the
surjectivity of

HomR(ΦR,n, R) : HomR(QR,n, R)→ R.

In order to incorporate higher powers of Frobenius, [TWY24] considers the pushout

(1.0.1)

WnR F e
∗WnR

R Qe
R,n,

F e

Rn−1

Φe
R,n

and defines R to be n-quasi-F e-split if

(1.0.2) HomWnR(Φ
e
R,n,WnωR(−KR)) : HomWnR(Q

e
R,n,WnωR(−KR))→ R.
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is surjective. The reader should be warned that Qe
R,n is not an R-module anymore if

e > 1. We have the following two implications:

n-quasi-F e-split =⇒ (n+ 1)-quasi-F e-split.

n-quasi-F e-split =⇒ n-quasi-F e−1-split.

One can formulate similar definitions for pairs (R,∆). Then we say that

Definition 1.1. R is n-quasi-F -regular if for every Weil divisor E there exists ǫ > 0
such that (R, ǫE) is n-quasi-F e-split for every e≫ 0 (depending on E and ǫ).

Then R is quasi-F -regular if it is n-quasi-F -regular for some integer n > 0. Similarly,
one defines the notion of quasi-+-regularity (“quasi-splinter”) by replacing F e by
every possible finite surjective morphism in (1.0.1) and (1.0.2).

Remark 1.2. Before proceeding, let us briefly sketch how three-dimensional klt singu-
larities in large characteristic were proven to be quasi-F -split in [KTT+22,KTT+23]
so that we can later sketch the proof of Theorem B. First, one considers a special
projective birational map π : Y → SpecR, called a plt blow-up, which has a property
that the exceptional locus is a (log) del Pezzo surface. Then one shows that this
(log) del Pezzo surface is globally quasi-F -split if p ≥ 42. By using a special case of
global inversion of adjunction, one deduces that Y is globally quasi-F -split, which,
by pushing forward, shows that SpecR is quasi-F -split.

Since necessary variants of inversion of adjunction for global +-regularity have been
already established in [TWY24, Corollary 6.8], in order to conclude Theorem B, we
need to do two things. First, we need to compare quasi-F -regularity with quasi-+-
regularity (see Theorem E). Second we need to show that (log) del Pezzo surfaces are
globally quasi-+-regular (or quasi-F -regular) for p ≥ 42 and not just quasi-F -split
(see Theorem G).

Singh has shown in [Sin99] that a Q-Gorenstein ring is +-regular (that is, a splinter)
if and only if it is strongly F -regular (see also [BST15a]), and proving the same
statement for non-Q-Gorenstein rings is a big open problem in the theory of F -
singularities. We generalise Singh’s result to the quasi setting. Note that the easier
implication, from left to right, has already been established in [TWY24, Proposition
4.9].

Theorem E (Theorem 5.11). Let R be an F -finite normal Noetherian Q-Gorenstein
domain over Fp. Then R is quasi-F -regular if and only if R is quasi-+-regular.

The interaction between the parameters n and e in the definition of n-quasi-F e-
splitting, as well as with the divisor E and ǫ > 0 in the definition of quasi-F -regularity,
is very subtle (see the discussion below the sketch of the proof of Theorem G). The
following fundamental result streamlines the definition of quasi-F -regularity signifi-
cantly.1

1Let us briefly explain the key idea of the proof of this and many similar results in this paper. In
the usual theory of F -splittings and F -regularity, various definitions become often equivalent up to
multiplication by t for a test element t. In the quasi-setting for height n, we show by induction on n
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Theorem F (Theorem 4.33). Let R be an F -finite normal Noetherian Q-Gorenstein
domain over Fp. Let D be an effective Cartier divisor such that Sing(R) ⊆ SuppD,
where Sing(R) denotes the non-regular locus of SpecR. Then, for every rational
number ǫ > 0, there exists a constant e0(R,D, ǫ) such that the following holds.

The ring R is quasi-F -regular if and only if there exist a rational number ǫ > 0
and integers n > 0 and e ≥ e0(R,D, ǫ) such that (R, ǫD) is n-quasi-F e-split.

In fact, if replace D by a multiple (depending only on R), then it is enough to check
that (R, 1

pe
D) is n-quasi-F e-split for some integers n > 0 and e > 0.

Finally, we address how, in the case of (log) Fano varieties, to deduce quasi-F -
regularity from quasi-F -splitting (cf. Remark 1.2). This is particularly meaningful,
because quasi-F -splitting is the weakest notion and quasi-F -regularity is the strongest
one amongst what we have introduced (see Figure 1.1). The result is interesting even
when X is smooth. Also note that, in fact, we show that the same result holds for
strongly F -regular pairs with standard coefficients.

Theorem G (Theorem 7.5, Corollary 7.6). Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic
p > 0. Let X be a projective normal Q-factorial strongly F -regular variety over k
such that −KX is ample. Then X is quasi-F -split if and only if it is globally quasi-
F -regular.

Sketch of the proof. The proof consists of two parts. First, using Cartier operators,
we show that X is n-quasi-F e-split for some fixed n > 0 and all e > 0. In fact, we
show a bit more: that (X, 1

pe
H) is n-quasi-F e-split for a fixed, carefully chosen divisor

H and all e≫ 0.
Second, in the context of (log) Fano varieties, we establish a connection between

quasi-F -regularity of a projective variety and its cone (see Corollary 6.6). Thus by
taking a cone of X and applying Theorem F, we can deduce that X is globally quasi-
F -regular. �

In [KTY22], two variants of quasi-F∞ splittings were defined:

(1) R is quasi-F∞-split if for every integer e > 0, there exists an integer n > 0
such that R is n-quasi-F e-split.

(2) R is uniformly quasi-F∞-split if there exists an integer n > 0 such that R is
n-quasi-F e-split for every integer e > 0.

Note that quasi-F -regular rings are uniformly quasi-F∞-split. On the other hand,
elliptic curves are n-quasi-F e-split if and only if e ≤ n + 1; in particular, they are
quasi-F∞-split but not uniformly quasi-F∞-split.

What was not known before however is whether quasi-F -split rings are automati-
cally quasi-F∞-split.

that the same is often true up to multiplication by t2. Here one t allows to reduce the induction from
height n to height n−1, in which case the other t turns into tp, where clearly p ≥ 2, so the induction
can continue to be run. Note that for technical reasons, we sometimes consider t4 as opposed to t2.
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Theorem H (Corollary 8.6). Let R be an F -finite normal Noetherian Q-Gorenstein
domain over Fp. Assume that R is Cohen-Macaulay. Then R is quasi-F -split if and
only if it is quasi-F∞-split.

In fact, if R is n-quasi-F -split, then it is automatically (ne−e+1)-quasi-F e+1-split for
every e > 0. We do not know however if the assumption on the Cohen-Macauliness
of R can be dropped in the above theorem.

Combining the above work, we can now significantly extend the diagram of singu-
larities from [KTY22, p. 5].

quasi-F-regular quasi-+-regular uniformly quasi-F∞-split

quasi-F∞-split quasi-F-split

if R is CM

Figure 1. Relation between singularities when R is Q-Gorenstein.

One can also extend this diagram by adding notions of feeble quasi-F -regularity or
non-uniform quasi-F -regularity, but these notions are now known to agree with the
usual quasi-F -regularity by Theorem 4.34 and Remark 4.35.

Also note that in a forthcoming paper, Sato-Takagi-Yoshikawa will prove that quasi-
F∞-split singularities are log canonical. In particular, combined with Theorem H, this
addresses a long-standing question, at least in the Cohen-Macaulay case, whether the
usual quasi-F -split singularities are log canonical.

1.2. Construction of quasi-test ideals. For simplicity, we will start by explaining
how to construct the quasi-test submodule τn(ωR) of ωR. When R is Gorenstein, this
object agrees with the quasi-test ideal τn(R).

In the spirit of [KTY22] and the discussion in Subsection 1.1, one can define τn(ωR)
as follows:

(1.2.1) τn(ωR) :=
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

⋂

e≥e0

HomWnR(Q
e
R,n,WnωR(−KR))

(⋆)−→ R,

where (⋆) is the composition of HomWnR(Φ
e
R,n,WnωR(−KR)) from (1.0.2) and multi-

plication by the Teichmüller lift [cp
e−e0 ]. In this subsection, we shall present a different

perspective on τn(ωR), coming from commutative algebra, and which has some ad-
ditional benefits. We eventually show in Corollary 4.29 that this different approach
agrees with (1.2.1). The key idea that allows us to show Theorem A is to redefine
τn(ωR) in terms of a new object τ(WnωR) which behaves more naturally in terms of
birational morphisms. For more details, we refer to Section 3.

Let R be an F -finite Noetherian integral domain R of characteristic p > 0. Let
R◦ = R\{0} denote the subset of non-zero divisors. We first define τ(WnωR) as
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the smallest co-small T -stable WnR-submodule of WnωR. Here we say that a WnR-
submodule M ⊆ WnωR is

• co-small if there exists c ∈ R◦ such that [c] ·WnωR ⊆ M , where [c] ∈ WnR
denotes the Teichmüller lift of c;
• T -stable if Tn(F∗M) ⊆M , where Tn : F∗WnωX →WnωX is the trace map, that
is, theWnR-module homomorphism obtained by applying HomWnR(−,WnωR)
to Frobenius F : WnR→ F∗WnR.

Note that one can also construct τ(WnωR) via appropriate images of Frobenius trace
maps (see Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 4.25).

Using τ(WnωR), we introduce the quasi-test R-submodule τn(ωR) of ωR, which is
given as the inverse image of τ(WnωR) by (Rn−1)∗ : ωR → WnωR:

(1.2.2)

WnωR τ(WnωR)

ωR τn(ωR)

⊇
(Rn−1)∗

⊇
Inverse Image where τn(ωR) := ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωR)).

We say that R is quasi-F -rational if there exists an integer n > 0 such that R is
n-quasi-F -rational, i.e., τn(ωR) = ωR and R is Cohen-Macaulay.

When (R,m) is a local ring, it is often more convenient to work with the dual, via
Matlis duality, statements involing local cohomology. In our setup, we introduce two
modules 0̃∗n and 0∗n, which are summarised in the following square:

(1.2.3)

Hd
m(WnR) 0̃∗n

Hd
m(R) 0∗n.

⊇
Rn−1 Image

⊇

This square (1.2.3) corresponds to the square (1.2.2) via Matlis duality, for example,

HomR(0
∗
n, E) ≃ ωR/τn(ωR). As their notations indicate, 0̃∗n and 0∗n are obtained as

analogues of the usual tight closure 0∗M of 0 in an R-module M . For example, 0∗n is
defined as follows:

0∗n :=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
n ⊆ Hd

m(R),

where

Ke,c
n := Ker

(
Hd

m(R)
Φe,c

R,n−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,n)

)
.
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and Φe,cR,n and Qe,c
R,n are given by the following pushout diagram:

WnR F e
∗WnR F e

∗WnR

R Qe
R,n Qe,c

R,n.

F e

Rn−1

·F e
∗ [c]

Φe
R,n

Φe,c
R,n

1.2.1. Definition of τ q(X,∆). We now overview how to define the quasi-test ideal
τ q(R,∆), which is the main object of interest of this article. Let R be an F -finite
normal integral domain of characteristic p > 0 and let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on
X such that KR + ∆ is Q-Cartier. We introduce the log versions of 0∗n and τn(ωR),
specifically the n-quasi-tight closure 0∗D,n ⊆ Hd

m(R(D)) and the n-quasi-test submodule
τn(ωR, D) ⊆ ωR(−D) := HomR(R(D), ωR), respectively. Then the n-quasi-test ideal
τn(R,∆) is defined as

τn(R,∆) := τn(ωR, KR +∆) ⊆ R(⌈−∆⌉) ≃ ωR(⌈−(KR +∆)⌉).
It is easy to see that {τn(R,∆)}n≥1 forms an ascending chain of ideals

τ1(R,∆) ⊆ τ2(R,∆) ⊆ · · · ⊆ R.

Since R is a Noetherian ring, we have

τ q(R,∆) :=

∞⋃

n=1

τn(R,∆) = τn(R,∆)

for n≫ 0.
In constrast to the usual test ideal τ(R,∆), we define the n-quasi-test ideal τn(R,∆)

only through the n-quasi-test submodule τn(ωR, D). This definition is advantageous
due to its simplicity, but it requires the assumption that KR +∆ is Q-Cartier.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. In this subsection, we summarise notation and terminologies used in
this article.
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(1) Throughout the paper, p denotes a prime number and we set Fp := Z/pZ.
(2) We say that a ring R is of characteristic p > 0 if R is an Fp-algebra, i.e., the

ring homomorphism Z → R factors through Fp. We say that a scheme X is
of characteristic p > 0 if X is an Fp-scheme, i.e., the morphism X → SpecZ
factors through SpecFp.

(3) For a ring R of characteristic p > 0, F : R→ R denotes the absolute Frobenius
ring homomorphism, i.e., F (r) = rp for every r ∈ R. Given a scheme X of
characteristic p > 0, F : X → X denotes the absolute Frobenius morphism.

(4) Given a ring R, R◦ denotes the subset of R consisting of non-zero-divisors. In
other words, for x ∈ R, we have x ∈ R◦ if and only if the map R → R given
by r 7→ xr is injective. In particular, R◦ is a multiplicatively closed subset of
R.
• If R is an integral domain, then R◦ = R \ {0}.
• If R is a Noetherian reduced ring, then we have R◦ = R \ (p1 ∪ · · · ∪ pr),
where p1, ..., pr are all the minimal prime ideals of R.

(5) Given r ∈ R and n ∈ Z>0, we define

[r] := (r, 0, ..., 0) ∈ WnR.

and call it the Teichmüller lift of r ∈ R.
(6) We say that a Noetherian scheme X is equi-dimensional if dimY1 = dimY2 =
· · · = dimYr for all the irreducible components Y1, Y2, ..., Yr of X . We say that
a Noetherian ring R is equi-dimensional if so is SpecR.

(7) We say that an Fp-scheme X is F -finite if F : X → X is a finite morphism,
and we say that an Fp-algebra R is F -finite if SpecR is F -finite. Such schemes
admit many good properties.
(a) If R is an F -finite Noetherian Fp-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 dimR <∞.

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

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

(8) Let X be an integral normal F -finite Noetherian scheme X of characteristic
p > 0. For a Q-divisor D on X , we define OX(D) as the coherent OX-
submodule of the constant sheaf K(X) given by the formula

Γ(U,OX(D)) := {f ∈ K(X) | (div(f) +D)|U ≥ 0}.
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We define WnOX(D) as the subsheaf of the constant sheaf Wn(K(X)) given
by the formula

Γ(U,WnOX(D)) :=

n−1∏

m=0

Γ(U,OX(pmD))

=
{
(f0, ..., fn−1 ∈ Wn(K(X))

∣∣
(div(fi) + piD)|U ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1

}
.

It is known that WnOX(D) is a coherent WnOX -submodule of the constant
sheaf Wn(K(X)) [Tan22, Proposition 3.8].

(9) We say that f : Y → X is an alteration if f is a proper surjective morphism of
Noetherian integral schemes such that induced field extension K(X) ⊆ K(Y )
is of finite degree.

2.1.1. Frobenius push-forward modules F e
∗M . Let R be a ring of characteristic p > 0.

Fix integers e ≥ 0 and n > 0. For a WnR-module M , we define a WnR-module F e
∗M

as follows.

(1) As an additive group, we set F e
∗M :=M .

(2) For m ∈M , we set F e
∗M ∋ F e

∗m := m (in order to distinguish F e
∗M fromM).

(3) For x ∈ WnR and m ∈M , the WnR-linear structure on F e
∗M is defined by

x · (F e
∗m) := F e

∗ (F
e(x)m),

where the product F e(x)m is given by the one in M .

In particular, we have F e1
∗ F

e2
∗ M = F e1+e2

∗ M . Similarly, if 0 ≤ e′ ≤ e, x ∈ WnR, and
m ∈M , then we set

(2.0.1) (F e′

∗ x) · (F e
∗m) := F e′

∗ (x · (F e−e′

∗ m)) ∈ F e
∗M.

For example, if x = F e′(y) for some y ∈ WnR, then we have

(2.0.2) (F e′

∗ (F e′(y))) · (F e
∗m) = y · (F e

∗m) in F e
∗M,

because

(F e′

∗ (F e′(y))) · (F e
∗m) = F e′

∗ ((F e′(y)) · (F e−e′

∗ m)) = y · F e′

∗ (F e−e′

∗ m) = y · (F e
∗m).

Remark 2.1. Given a scheme X of characteristic p > 0 and a quasi-coherent WnOX-
module M (i.e., a quasi-coherent sheaf on the scheme (X,WnOX)), we have the e-th
iterated Frobenius morphism F e

∗ : WnX → WnX . The above definition coincides
with the usual scheme-theoretic push-forward F e

∗M for the case when X is affine via
the identification of quasi-coherent WnOX-modules and Γ(X,WnOX)-modules.

2.2. Recollection on the theory of F -singularities via closures. The goal of
this subsection is to provide a brief introduction to the theory of F-singularities via
closures and to justify some of the definitions we will use later in the context of
quasi-F -singularities. The results, proofs, and definitions in this subsection will not
be used anywhere else in our paper and are only provided for the convenience of the
reader. For this reason, we do not strive for the highest level of generality. Most
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general definitions may be found in Subsection 2.3. For more on this topic, we refer
the reader to [ST12, Section 3], [Tak21, Section 2], as well as the forthcoming book
[SS].

Let (R,m) be a d-dimensional Noetherian F -finite local domain of characteristic
p > 0. Set R◦ := R \{0}. By applying HomR(−, ωR) to F e : R → F e

∗R, we obtain
the trace of Frobenius T e : F e

∗ωR → ωR. We will often denote T 1 : F∗ωR → ωR by T .

Definition 2.2 (cf. [ST12, Definition 8.7 and Exercise 8.8]). For simplicity, assume
that R is Cohen-Macaulay. In this case, we say that R is F -injective if one of the
following equivalent conditions hold:

(1) T e : F e
∗ωR → ωR is surjective for every e > 0,

(2) Hd
m(R)→ Hd

m(F
e
∗R) is injective for every e > 0.

The equivalence of these two conditions follows by applying Matlis duality HomR(−, E),
where E = Hd

m(ωR) is the injective hull of the R-module R/m. Moreover, it is enough
to check these conditions for a single e > 0, for example, e = 1. Last, we point out
that if ωR ≃ R, then R is F -injective if and only if R is F -split.

Next, one constructs an R-submodule σ(ωR) of ωR that measures how far a ring
is from being F -injective. To this end, we define the Frobenius closure of 0 in the
R-module Hd

m(R) as follows:

0F,e
Hd

m(R)
:= Ker

(
F e : Hd

m(R)→ Hd
m(F

e
∗R)

)
, and

0FHd
m(R) :=

⋃

e>0

0F,e
Hd

m(R)
.

Definition 2.3. We define the R-submodule σ(ωR) of ωR by one of the following four
equivalent assertions:

(1) σ(ωR) :=
⋂
e>0 Im(T e : F e

∗ωR → ωR),

(2) σ(ωR) :=
(
lim−→e>0

Im(F e : Hd
m(R)→ Hd

m(F
e
∗R))

)∨
,

(3) σ(ωR) :=
(
Hd

m(R)/0
F
Hd

m(R)

)∨
,

(4) σ(ωR) := AnnωR
(0F
Hd

m(R)
).2

Here (−)∨ := HomR(−, E).
One can show that the intersection and colimit in these definitions stabilise for

e≫ 0 (see [KTY22, Lemma 8.1])

Brief sketch of the proof. By stabilisation, the equivalence of (1) and (2) follows from
Matlis duality. Further, the equivalence of (2) and (3) is ensured by the short exact
sequence:

(2.3.1) 0→ 0F,e
Hd

m(R)
→ Hd

m(R)→ Im(F e : Hd
m(R)→ Hd

m(F
e
∗R))→ 0.

2the annihilator is taken with respect to the multiplicative pairing η : ωR⊗Hd
m(R)→ Hd

m(ωR) = E;
specifically: AnnωR

(0F
Hd

m
(R)) = {x ∈ ωR | η(x⊗ y) = 0 for every y ∈ 0F

Hd
m
(R)}. This pairing is perfect

by Matlis duality.
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As for the equivalence of (3) and (4), since ωR⊗Hd
m(R)→ Hd

m(ωR) is a pefect pairing,
we can identify the annihilator AnnωR

(0F
Hd

m(R)
) with the R-submodule

HomR(H
d
m(R)/0

F
Hd

m(R), H
d
m(ωR)) ⊆ HomR(H

d
m(R), H

d
m(ωR)).

But the left hand side is exactly
(
Hd

m(R)/0
F
Hd

m(R)

)∨
[BH93, Corollary 3.5.9]. �

Remark 2.4. Note that (3) is equivalent to
(

ωR

σ(ωR)

)∨
= 0F

Hd
m(R)

. Indeed, by applying

Matlis duality to (2.3.1), we get the following short exact sequence

0→ σ(ωR)→ ωR →
(
0FHd

m(R)

)∨
→ 0,

thanks to the fact that Matlis duality is exact and Hd
m(R)

∨ ≃ ωR.

Now, we move to the definition of F -rationality. To this end, given c ∈ R, we define
T e,c as the composition of the following R-module homomorphisms:

T e,c : F e
∗ωR

·F e
∗ c−−→ F e

∗ωR
T e

−→ ωR.

Definition 2.5 (cf. [ST08, Definition 8.1] and [BST15a, Definition 2.31]). We say
that R is F -rational if R is Cohen-Macaulay and, for every c ∈ R◦, there exists an
integer e > 0 such that the following equivalent conditions hold:

(1) the R-module homomorphism T e,c : F e
∗ωR → ωR is surjective,

(2) the composition Hd
m(R)

F e

−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗R)

·F e
∗ c−−→ Hd

m(F
e
∗R) is injective.

To construct the R-submodule τ(ωR) of ωR measuring F -rationality, define

Ke,c := Ker
(
Hd

m(R)
F e

−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗R)

·F e
∗ c−−→ Hd

m(F
e
∗R)

)

for any integer e > 0 and c ∈ R◦.

Definition 2.6 ([ST08, Definition 5.19]). The tight closure of 0 in Hd
m(R) is given by

0∗Hd
m(R) :=

⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c ⊆ Hd
m(R).

Equivalently, given z ∈ Hd
m(R), we have z ∈ 0∗

Hd
m(R)

if and only if there exist c ∈ R◦

and an integer e0 > 0 such that z is contained in Ke,c for every integer e ≥ e0.

Remark 2.7. A key result in the theory of F -singularities is the existence of a test
element (cf. Definition 2.16). In particular, this implies the existence of t ∈ R◦ such
that t0∗

Hd
m(R)

= 0. We will see by equality (2.10.1) that this condition is the same as

tωR ⊆ τ(ωR) for the test submodule τ(ωR) defined below.

Finally, we say that an R-submodule M ⊆ ωR is T -stable if T (F∗M) ⊆ M for
T : F∗ωR → ωR.

Before proceeding, we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.8. Take t ∈ AnnR(0
∗
Hd

m(R)
) ∩R◦ and c ∈ (t2) ∩ R◦. Set

Ie,c := Im(T e,c : F e
∗ωR → ωR).

Then there exists an integer e0 > 0 such that

(1) K0,c ⊇ K1,c ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ke0,c = Ke0+1,c = · · · , and
(2) I0,c ⊆ I1,c ⊆ · · · ⊆ Ie0,c = Ie0+1,c = · · · .

Proof. By 0F
Hd

m(R)
⊆ 0∗

Hd
m(R)

, we get t ∈ AnnR(0
∗
Hd

m(R)
) ⊆ AnnR(0

F
Hd

m(R)
). This, together

with (0F
Hd

m(R)
)∨ = ωR/σ(ωR), implies tωR ⊆ σ(ωR). For c = t2c′, assertion (2) follows

from

Ie,c = Im(T e,t
2c′ : F e

∗ωR → ωR)

⊆ Im(T e,tc
′

: F e
∗σ(ωR)→ ωR)

⊆ Im(T e+1,tpc′p : F e+1
∗ ωR → ωR)

⊆ Im(T e+1,t2c′ : F e+1
∗ ωR → ωR) = Ie+1,c.

By Matlis duality, we have (Ie,c)∨ ≃ Hd
m(R)/K

e,c, and hence (2) implies (1). �

Definition 2.9 (cf. [BST15a, Definition 2.33]). We define the test submodule τ(ωR)
of ωR by one of the following equivalent assertions:

(1) τ(ωR) :=
⋂
c∈R◦

⋂
e0>0

∑
e≥e0

Im(T e,c : F e
∗ωR → ωR),

(3) τ(ωR) :=
(
Hd

m(R)/0
∗
Hd

m(R)

)∨
,

(4) τ(ωR) := AnnωR
(0∗
Hd

m(R)
),

(5) τ(ωR) :=
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e0>0 Im(T e0,c : F e0

∗ ωR → ωR),

(6) τ(ωR) is the smallest nonzero R-submodule of ωR which is T -stable,

(7) τ(ωR) := Im(T e,t
2
: F e

∗ωR → ωR), where t ∈ AnnR(0
∗
Hd

m(R)
) ∩ R◦ and e ≫ 0

(depending on t).

(8) τ(ωR) :=
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e0>0

⋂
e≥e0

Im(T e,c
pe−e0

: F e
∗ωR → ωR).

It is clear by (5) that τ(ωR) = R if and only if R is F -rational. Also note that we
skipped the analogue of (2) from Definition 2.3 as formulating a correct statement is
a bit subtle.

Sketch of the proof of the equivalences. For the sake of the proof, we define τ(ωR) by
assertion (1):

τ(ωR) :=
⋂

c∈R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

Im(T e,c : F e
∗ωR → ωR)

and show that it is equivalent to (3)–(7). Fix t ∈ AnnR(0
∗
Hd

m(R)
) ∩ R◦.
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(1) ⇐⇒ (3): By Matlis duality, Im(T e,c : F e
∗ωR → ωR) ≃ (Hd

m(R)/K
e,c)∨. Then since

Matlis duality interchanges limits and colimits, we get that

τ(ωR) =
⋂

c∈R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

(Hd
m(R)/K

e,c)∨

=
⋂

c∈t2R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

(Hd
m(R)/K

e,c)∨

(⋆)
= lim←−

c∈t2R◦

lim←−
e0>0

lim−→
e≥e0

(Hd
m(R)/K

e,c)∨

≃
(

lim−→
c∈t2R◦

lim−→
e0>0

lim←−
e≥e0

Hd
m(R)/K

e,c
)∨

=
(
lim−→
c∈R◦

lim−→
e0>0

lim←−
e≥e0

Hd
m(R)/K

e,c
)∨

(⋆⋆)
=
(
Hd

m(R)/0
∗
Hd

m(R)

)∨
,

where (⋆) and (⋆⋆) hold, because the following hold for e1 ≫ e0 (Lemma 2.8):

Ke0,c ⊇ Ke0+1,c ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ke1,c = Ke1+1,c = · · · .
(3) ⇐⇒ (4): This is exactly the same as in Definition 2.3.

(1) ⇐⇒ (5): Define τ ′(ωR) :=
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e0>0 Im(T e0,c : F e0

∗ ωR → ωR). Clearly
τ(ωR) ⊆ τ ′(ωR), so it suffices to prove the opposite inclusion. Take any t ∈ R◦

such that tωR ⊆ σ(ωR). Then

Im(T e0,ct) ⊆ Im(T e,c
pe−e0

) ⊆ Im(T e,c)

for all integers e ≥ e0 ≥ 0. This implies inclusion (†) in

τ ′(ωR) =
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

Im(T e0,ct)
(†)

⊆
⋂

c∈R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

Im(T e,c) = τ(ωR).

(5) ⇐⇒ (6): It is enough to prove that τ(ωR) =
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e0>0 Im(T e0,c : F e0

∗ ωR → ωR)
is T -stable and is contained in any nonzero T -stable R-submodule M of ωR. Clearly,

T (F∗τ(ωR)) ⊆
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

Im(T e0+1,cp : F e0+1
∗ ωR → ωR)

⊆
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

Im(T e0,c
p

: F e0
∗ ωR → ωR)

= τ(ωR).

Hence τ(ωR) is T -stable. To show that it is contained in M , pick d ∈ R◦ such that
dωR ⊆M . Then

τ(ωR) =
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

Im(T e0,cd) ⊆
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

T e0,c(F e0
∗ M) ⊆

∑

e0>0

T e0(F e0
∗ M) ⊆M,
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where the last inclusion is clear as M is T -stable.

(6) ⇐⇒ (7): We will implicitly use that the equivalence of (1) and (6) is already
proven. Define

τ ′′(ωR) :=
∑

e>0

Im(T e,t
2

: F e
∗ωR → ωR) = Im(T e,t

2

: F e
∗ωR → ωR),

where the latter equality holds for e≫ 0 (Lemma 2.8).
To finish the proof, it suffices to prove that τ ′′(ωR) is T -stable and is contained in

τ(ωR). Clearly

T (F∗τ
′′(ωR)) ⊆ Im(T e+1,t2 : F e+1

∗ ωR → ωR) = τ ′′(ωR).

Moreover,

τ ′′(ωR) = Im(T e,t
2

: F e
∗ωR → ωR) ⊆ Im(T e,t : F e

∗ τ(ωR)→ ωR)
(6)

⊆ τ(ωR).

This concludes the proof.

(5) ⇐⇒ (8): Let us denote the right hand side of (8) by τ ′′′(ωR). It holds that

τ ′′′(ωR) =
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

⋂

e≥e0

Im(T e,c
pe−e0

: F e
∗ωR → ωR)

⊆
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

Im(T e0,c : F e0
∗ ωR → ωR)

(5)
= τ(ωR).

It suffices to show the opposite inclusion τ ′′′(ωR) ⊇ τ(ωR). We now compute⋂
e≥e0

Im(T e,c
pe−e0

: F e
∗ωR → ωR). For c ∈ R◦, ζ ∈ ωR, and integers e ≥ e0, we have

that

T e((F e
∗ c
pe−e0

) · (F e
∗ ζ)) = T e0(F e0

∗ T
e−e0((F e−e0

∗ cp
e−e0

) · (F e−e0
∗ ζ)))

= T e0(F e0
∗ T

e−e0(c · (F e−e0
∗ ζ)))

= T e0(F e0
∗ (c · T e−e0(F e−e0

∗ ζ))).

Therefore, we get
⋂

e≥e0

Im(T e,c
pe−e0

: F e
∗ωR → ωR) =

⋂

e≥e0

T e0(F e0
∗ (c · Im(T e−e0)))

⊇ T e0(F e0
∗ (c · (

⋂

e≥e0

Im(T e−e0))))

= T e0(F e0
∗ (c · σ(ωR))).

Then, for an element d ∈ R◦ satisfying σ(ωR) ⊇ dωR, it holds that

τ ′′′(ωR) ⊇
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

T e0(F e0
∗ (c · σ(ωR))) ⊇

⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

T e0(F e0
∗ (cd · ωR))
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=
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

T e0(F e0
∗ (c · ωR))

(5)
= τ(ωR).

We are done. �

Remark 2.10. As in Remark 2.4, the third assertion is equivalent to

(2.10.1)
( ωR
τ(ωR)

)∨
= 0∗Hd

m(R).

One way to define the test ideal τ(R) is to first define a test submodule for pairs,
specifically, τ(ωR, D) for an effective Q-divisor D. Then, given a Q-divisor ∆ such
that KR +∆ is Q-Cartier, one sets

τ(R,∆) := τ(ωR, KR +∆).

If KR is Q-Cartier, then τ(R) := τ(R, 0). This object is discussed in more detail in
Subsection 2.3.

Remark 2.11. We conclude this subsection by a brief discussion on how to define
τ(ωR, D). We warn the reader that there are multiple ways to define test submodules
for pairs, which turn out to be often equivalent. In what follows, we give defini-
tions that, although being somewhat nonstandard, are most convenient for further
generalisations to quasi-F -splittings.

First, we need to introduce the following notation.

• Given c ∈ R◦ and a Q-divisor D, we define T e,cD as the composition:

T e,cD : F e
∗ωR(−peD)

·F e
∗ c−−→ F e

∗ωR(−peD)
T e

−→ ωR(−D),

where we set ωR(E) := HomR(R(−E), ωR) for a Q-divisor E.
• For e > 0 and c ∈ R◦, we also define

Ke,c
D := Ker

(
Hd

m(R(D))
F e

−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗R(p

eD))
·F e

∗ c−−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗R(p

eD))
)

and set3

0
∗,{D}

Hd
m(R(D))

:=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
D ⊆ Hd

m(R(D)).

• Finally, we say that an R-submodule M ⊆ ωR(−D) is stable under4

T eD := T e,1D : F e
∗ωR(−peD)→ ωR(−D)

if for every g ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D) we have that T e,g(F e
∗M) ⊆M , or equivalently

that the image of the composition

F e
∗M →֒ F e

∗ωR(−D)
·F e

∗ g−֒−→ F e
∗ωR(−peD)

T e
D−→ ωR(−D)

3the following is not the usual definition of 0
∗,{D}

Hd
m
(R(D))

(see Definition 2.12), but we show later in

Proposition 2.15 that it is equivalent to the usual one
4the intuitive way to read this assertion is that T e

D(F e
∗M(−(pe − 1)D)) ⊆ M , but of course

M(−(pe − 1)D) does not make sense if D is not Cartier
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is contained in M . In the above, we implicitly use that

(2.11.1) ⌈−D⌉ + ⌊−(pe − 1)D⌋ ≤ ⌈−peD⌉
which follows from ⌈a⌉ + ⌊b⌋ ≤ ⌈a + b⌉ for a, b ∈ Q.

Let D be an effective Q-divisor and pick t ∈ R◦ such that t0
∗,{D}

Hd
m(R(D))

= 0. One can

check that the test submodule τ(ωR, D) of ωR(−D) (see [BST15a, Definition 2.33])
can be equivalently defined by one of the following assertions:

(1) τ(ωR, D) :=
⋂
c∈R◦

⋂
e0>0

∑
e≥e0

Im(T e,cD : F e
∗ωR(−peD)→ ωR(−D)),

(3) τ(ωR, D) :=
(
Hd

m(R(D))/0∗
D,Hd

m(R(D))

)∨
,

(5) τ(ωR, D) :=
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e0>0 Im(T e0,cD : F e0

∗ ωR(−pe0D)→ ωR(−D)),

(6) τ(ωR, D) is the smallest nonzero R-submodule of ωR(−D) which is stable un-
der T eD for every e > 0,

(7) τ(ωR, D) = T e(F e
∗ (cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉ωR)) for c = f ⌈a⌉t2 and every e ≫ 0 (depending
on t), when D = adiv(f), a ∈ Q≥0, and f ∈ R◦.

We leave it to the reader to verify the equivalence of all these definitions (see [BSTZ10,
Definition-Proposition 3.3] or [ST08, Theorem 6.4] for a similar discussion).

2.3. Tight closure and test ideals. In this subsection, we further summarise the
definitions and some known results on tight closure and test ideals. For more details,
we refer to [ST12, Section 3], [Tak21, Section 2], and references therein.

Definition 2.12 ([HH90, Definition 8.2], [Tak04, Definition 2.1]). Let R be an F -
finite Noetherian reduced ring of characteristic p > 0. Let M be an R-module.

(1) We define the tight closure 0∗M (of 0 in M) by (1a) and (1b) below.
(1a) 0∗M is an R-submodule of M .
(1b) Take z ∈ M . Then z ∈ 0∗M if and only if there exist an integer e0 ≥ 0

and c ∈ R◦ such that, for every e ≥ e0, the equality z ⊗R F e
∗ c = 0 holds

in M ⊗ F e
∗R.

(2) Assume that R is a normal integral domain. Take an effective Q-divisor ∆ on
X . We define the ∆-tight closure 0∗∆M (of 0 in M) by (2a) and (2b) below.
(2a) 0∗∆M is an R-submodule of M .
(2b) Take z ∈ M . Then z ∈ 0∗∆M if and only if there exist an integer e0 ≥ 0

and c ∈ R◦ such that, for every e ≥ e0, the equality z ⊗R F e
∗ c = 0 holds

in M ⊗ F e
∗R((p

e − 1)∆).

Lemma 2.13. Let (R,m) be a d-dimensional F -finite Noetherian normal local ring
of characteristic p > 0. Take a Weil divisor D and a Q-divisor Γ on SpecR. Then
we have

Hd
m(R(D))⊗R F e

∗R(Γ) ≃ Hd
m(F

e
∗R(p

eD + Γ))

for every integer e ≥ 0.
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Proof. We consider the natural R-module homomorphism

η : R(D)⊗R F e
∗R(Γ)→ F e

∗R(p
eD + Γ)

and the exact sequences

0→ K := Ker(η)→ R(D)⊗R F e
∗R(Γ)→ Im(η)→ 0,

0→ Im(η)→ F e
∗R(p

eD + Γ)→ Coker(η) =: C → 0.

Since η is an isomorphism at every point of codimension ≤ 1, we get

dimSuppK ≤ d− 2 and dimSuppC ≤ d− 2,

which imply Hj
m(K) = Hj

m(C) = 0 for j ∈ {d − 1, d}. Therefore, we get the induced
R-module isomorphism:

Hd
m(η) : H

d
m(R(D)⊗R F e

∗R(Γ))
≃−→ Hd

m(F
e
∗R(p

eD + Γ)).

Then it is enough to show that

(2.13.1) Hd
m(M)⊗R N ≃ Hd

m(M ⊗R N).

To this end, let x1, . . . , xd be a system of parameters of R. Set Rd := R[x−1
1 , . . . , x−1

d ]
and Rd−1 :=

∏
1≤i≤dR[x

−1
1 , . . . , x−1

i−1, x
−1
i+1, . . . , x

−1
d ]. In view of [Sta14, Tag 0A6R] or

[BH93, Theorem 3.5.6], we have an exact sequence

(2.13.2) M ⊗R Rd−1 →M ⊗R Rd → Hd
m(M)→ 0.

Then, by tensoring the above exact sequence (2.13.2) with N we obtain

(2.13.3) M ⊗R N ⊗R Rd−1 →M ⊗R N ⊗Rd → Hd
m(M)⊗R N → 0.

Moreover, we also have an exact sequence

(2.13.4) M ⊗R N ⊗R Rd−1 →M ⊗R N ⊗R Rd → Hd
m(M ⊗R N)→ 0.

Comparing exact sequences (2.13.3) and (2.13.4), we obtain (2.13.1), as required. �

Remark 2.14. Let R be an F -finite Noetherian normal integral domain of character-
istic p > 0. Take an effective Q-divisor ∆ on SpecR. We now prove that we may
replace “pe − 1” by “pe” in Definition 2.12. Specifically, we show

(2.14.1) 0∗∆M = (0∗∆M )′

for (0∗∆M )′ defined by (a) and (b) below.

(a) (0∗∆M )′ is an R-submodule of M .
(b) Take z ∈ M . Then z ∈ (0∗∆M )′ if and only if there exist an integer e0 ≥ 0

and c ∈ R◦ such that, for every e ≥ e0, the equality z ⊗ F e
∗ c = 0 holds in

M ⊗ F e
∗R(p

e∆).

Proof of (2.14.1). By the natural inclusion

R((pe − 1)∆) →֒ R(pe∆),

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A6R
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we get 0∗∆M ⊆ (0∗∆M )′. Let us prove the opposite inclusion 0∗∆M ⊇ (0∗∆M )′. Fix z ∈ (0∗∆M )′.
Then there exist e0 ≥ 0 and c ∈ R◦ such that z⊗F e

∗ c = 0 in M ⊗F e
∗R(p

e∆) for every
e ≥ e0. Take c

′ ∈ R◦ satisfying div(c′) ≥ ∆. By c′ ∈ R(−∆), we get

·c′ : R(pe∆)→ R((pe − 1)∆),

which induces

M ⊗ F e
∗R(p

e∆)
·(1⊗F e

∗ c
′)−−−−−→M ⊗ F e

∗R((p
e − 1)∆).

Therefore, z ⊗ F e
∗ (cc

′) = 0 in M ⊗ F e
∗OX((pe − 1)∆). �

Proposition 2.15. Let (R,m) be a d-dimensional F -finite Noetherian normal local
ring of characteristic p > 0. Take a Q-divisor D on SpecR and z ∈ Hd

m(R(D)). Then
the following are equivalent.

(1) z ∈ 0
∗{D}

Hd
m(R(D))

.

(2) There exist an integer e0 ≥ 0 and c ∈ R◦ such that

z ∈
⋂

e≥e0

Ker(Hd
m(R(D))

F e

−→ Hd
m(R(p

eD))
·F e

∗ c−−→ Hd
m(R(p

eD))).

Proof. It follows from Remark 2.14 that (1) ⇔ (2)’.

(2)’ There exist an integer e0 ≥ 0 and c ∈ R◦ such that, for every e ≥ e0, the
equality z ⊗ F e

∗ c = 0 holds in Hd
m(R(p

eD))⊗ F e
∗R(p

e{D}).
By Lemma 2.13, it holds that

Hd
m(R(D))⊗ F e

∗R(p
e{D}) ≃ Hd

m(F
e
∗R(p

e⌊D⌋+ pe{D})) = Hd
m(F

e
∗R(p

eD))

z ⊗ F e
∗ c ↔ (F e

∗ c) · F e(z).

Therefore, we get (2) ⇐⇒ (2)’. �

Definition 2.16 ([BSTZ10, Definition-Proposition 3.3]). Let R be a Noetherian F -
finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 0. Set E :=

⊕
m
ER(R/m), where m runs

over all the maximal ideals of R in the direct sum
⊕

m
, and ER(R/m) denotes the

injective hull of the R-module R/m.

(1) We set
τ(R) := AnnR(0

∗
E),

which is called the test ideal of R.
(2) We say that t ∈ R is a test element of R if t ∈ τ(R). In other words, t ∈ R is a

test element if and only if t · 0∗M = 0 for every R-module M (Remark 2.18(1)).
(3) Assume that R is a normal integral domain. We set

τ(R,∆) := AnnR(0
∗∆
E ).

This ideal is called the test ideal of (R,∆).

Remark 2.17. In some literature, our test ideal τ(R) is denoted by τ̃ (R) or τb(R) (cf.
[Tak21, Remark 2.6]).

Remark 2.18. Let R be a Noetherian F -finite reduced ring of characteristic p > 0. It
is known that the following hold.
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(1) If t is a test element of R (i.e., t ∈ τ(R)) andM is an R-module, then t·0∗M = 0
[BSTZ10, the same proof as in Definition-Proposition 3.3].

(2) If R is a normal integral domain, ∆ is an effective Q-divisor on SpecR, and
t ∈ τ(R,∆), then t · 0∗∆M = 0 [BSTZ10, Definition-Proposition 3.3].

(3) If t is a test element of R, then t is a test element of Rp for every prime ideal
p of R by [LS01, Theorem 7.1(2)].

(4) (ωR/τ(ωR))
∨ ≃ 0∗

Hd
m(R)

by a similar argument to [BST15b, the proof of Lemma

3.5] (cf. (2.10.1)).

2.4. Witt dualising modules.

Notation 2.19. Let X be an F -finite Noetherian equi-dimensional reduced scheme
of characteristic p > 0. For e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1, we define the finite morphism
ιeX,m,n : WmX →WnX as the composition

ιeX,m,n : WmX
F e

−→WmX →֒WnX,

where WnX := (X,WnOX),WmX := (X,WmOX), and WmX →֒ WnX denotes the
closed immersion corresponding to Rn−m : WnOX →WmOX . Assume that there exist
objects

W1ω
q

X , W2ω
q

X , ...

of the derived category of WnOX-modules and a set of isomorphisms

{ρeX,m,n : Wmω
q

X
≃−→ (ιeX,m,n)

!Wnω
q

X | e ≥ 0, n ≥ m ≥ 1}
in the derived category of WnOX -modules which satisfy the following.

(1) Wnω
q

X is a dualising complex on WnX = (X,WnOX) for every integer n > 0.

(2) The equality (ιe
′

X,l,m)
!ρeX,m,n ◦ ρe

′

X,l,m = ρe+e
′

X,l,n holds for all e, e′, l, m, n ∈ Z
satisfying e, e′ ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ l ≥ 1.

Notation 2.20. We use the same notation as in Notation 2.19. Moreover, assume
that X is an integral normal scheme.

Remark 2.21. If R is an F -finite Noetherian ring of characteristic p > 0 andX is a sep-
arated scheme of finite type over R, then there exist dualising complexes {Wnω

q

X}n≥1

and a set of isomorphisms {ρeX,m,n}e≥0,n≥m≥1 satisfying the above properties (1) and
(2) (Theorem 9.1).

Remark 2.22. We use Notation 2.19.

(1) For all e,m, n ∈ Z satisfying e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1, we define the morphism
T eX,m,n by

T eX,m,n : (ι
e
X,m,n)∗Wmω

q

X

ρe
X,m,n−−−−→ (ιeX,m,n)∗(ι

e
X,m,n)

!Wnω
q

X

adj−→ Wnω
q

X ,

where adj is the natural morphism induced by the fact that (ιeX,m,n)
! is the

right adjoint of (ιeX,m,n)∗ [Sta14, Tag 0A9Y]. Then the equality

T eX,m,n ◦ (ιeX,m,n)∗T e
′

X,l,m = T e+e
′

X,l,n
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holds for all e, e′, l, m, n ∈ Z satisfying e, e′ ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ l ≥ 1 (cf. Step
1 in the proof of Theorem 9.1).

(2) There exists an F e
∗WnOX -module isomorphism

RHomWnOX
(F e

∗WmOX ,Wnω
q

X) ≃ F e
∗Wmω

q

X

for every triple (e,m, n) ∈ Z3 satisfying e ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ m ≤ n.

Remark 2.23. We use Notation 2.19. Then there exists e ∈ Z such that He(Wnω
q

X) 6=
0 and Hi(Wnω

q

X) = 0 for every i < e. We define the dualising WnOX-module WnωX
by WnωX := He(Wnω

q

X). Since X is equi-dimensional, it holds that

WnωX |U =WnωU

for every open subset U of X [Sta14, Tag 0AWK] (cf. [KTT+22, 2.1.1]).

2.24 (V ∗, R∗, T en). We use Notation 2.19. In this article, we shall often consider
the WnωX-dual denoted by (−)∗ := HomWnOX

(−,WnωX). For example, the WnOX-
module homomorphisms

V : F∗Wn−1OX → WnOX and R : WnOX →Wn−1OX
induce

V ∗ : WnωX → F∗Wn−1ωX and R∗ : Wn−1ωX →WnωX .

Here, in order to get V ∗, we used the following isomorphisms (Notation 2.19):

HomWnOX
(WnOX ,WnωX) ≃WnωX , HomWnOX

(F∗Wn−1OX ,WnωX) ≃ F∗Wn−1ωX .

For integers n > 0 and e ≥ 0, we define

T en : F e
∗WnωX →WnωX

as the trace map of F e :WnOX → F e
∗WnOX , that is, T en is the WnOX -module homo-

morphism obtained by applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) to the e-the iterated Frobenius
homomorphism F e : WnOX → F e

∗WnOX , which is WnOX-linear. Set Tn := T 1
n .

Remark 2.25. By applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) to the short exact sequence

0→ F∗Wn−1R
V−→WnR

Rn−1

−−−→ R→ 0,

we get the following exact sequence

0→ ωR
(Rn−1)∗−−−−→WnωR

V ∗

−→ F∗Wn−1ωR → (⋆),

where
(⋆) = Ext1WnR(R,WnωR).

If R is Cohen-Macaulay, then (⋆) ≃ Ext1R(R, ωR) = 0, and so V ∗ : WnωR → F∗Wn−1ωR
is surjective.

Definition 2.26. We use Notation 2.20. For an integer n > 0 and a Q-divisor D on
X , we define the coherent WnOX-module WnωX(D) as follows

WnωX(D) := HomWnOX
(WnOX(−D),WnωX)

Set ωX(D) := W1ωX(D).
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Remark 2.27. We use the same notation as in Definition 2.26.

(1) If n = 1, then

ωX(D) = W1ωX(D) = HomOX
(OX(−D), ωX)(2.27.1)

≃ OX(KX − ⌊−D⌋) = OX(KX + ⌈D⌉).
In particular, if D is a Weil divisor, then ωX(D) ≃ OX(KX + D). On the
other hand, we have

ωX(D) 6≃ OX(KX +D) (= OX(⌊KX +D⌋))
in general.

(2) We now consider the case when n is an arbitrary positive integer. In contrast
to (2.27.1), we have WnOX(−D) 6≃WnOX(−⌊−D⌋), and hence

WnωX(D) 6≃ WnOX(KX + ⌈D⌉)
in general.

Remark 2.28. We use Notation 2.20. Take Q-divisors D1 and D2 on X satisfying
D1 ≤ D2. Then the natural inclusion j : WnOX(−D2) →֒ WnOX(−D1) induces

j∗ :WnωX(D1)→WnωX(D2),

which can be explicitly written as

j∗ : HomWnOX
(WnOX(−D1),WnωX)→HomWnOX

(WnOX(−D2),WnωX).

Let us show that j∗ : WnωX(D1) → WnωX(D2) is injective. Both WnωX(D1) and
WnωX(D2) are S2, and hence we may assume that X is regular. It is easy to see
that we have the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence
is exact:

0 ωX(D1) WnωX(D1) F∗Wn−1ωX(pD1) 0

0 ωX(D2) WnωX(D2) F∗Wn−1ωX(pD2) 0.

(Rn−1)∗

j∗

V ∗

j∗ j∗

(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

Then the injectivity of j∗ follows from the snake lemma and induction on n.

2.29 (The log versions of V ∗, R∗, T en). We now introduce the log version of (2.24).
We use Notation 2.20. Take an integer e ≥ 0 and a Q-divisor D on X . By applying
(−)∗ := HomWnOX

(−,WnωX) to the WnOX -module homomorphisms

F e : WnOX(−D)→ F e
∗WnOX(−peD)

V : F∗Wn−1OX(−pD)→ WnOX(−D)

R : WnOX(−D)→Wn−1OX(−D),

we get the following WnOX -module homomorphisms

T en : F e
∗WnωX(p

eD)→WnωX(D)

V ∗ : WnωX(D)→ F∗Wn−1ωX(pD)

R∗ : Wn−1ωX(D)→WnωX(D)
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Set Tn := T 1
n .

Lemma 2.30. Let R be a Noetherian F -finite equi-dimensional reduced ring of char-
acteristic p > 0.

(1) If S is a multiplicatively closed subset of R, then

WnωR ⊗WnRWn(S
−1R) ≃ WnωS−1R.

(2) If (R,m) is a local ring and R̂ denotes the m-adic completion of R, then

WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂ ≃WnωR̂.

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from the fact that S−1A can be written as a direct
limit of Af , because the corresponding statement holds for open immersions (Remark
2.23).

Let us show (2). Recall that we have

E := EWnR = EWnR ⊗WnRWnR̂ = EWnR̂
.

for the injective hulls EWnR and EWnR̂
of the residue field. By Matlis duality, we have

Hd
m(WnR) = HomWnR(WnωR, E) and Hd

m(WnR̂) = HomWnR̂
(WnωR̂, E) = (WnωR̂)

∨,

where (−)∨ := HomWnR̂
(−, E). Therefore,

Hd
m(WnR̂) = Hd

m(WnR)⊗WnRWnR̂

= HomWnR(WnωR, E)⊗WnRWnR̂

= HomWnR̂
(WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂, E ⊗WnRWnR̂)

= HomWnR̂
(WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂, E)

= (WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂)
∨.

Applying (−)∨ = HomWnR̂
(−, E) again, we obtain

WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂ ≃ (WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂)
∨∨ ≃ Hd

m(WnR̂)
∨ ≃ (WnωR̂)

∨∨ ≃WnωR̂.

Thus (2) holds. �

2.5. Quasi-F e-splitting and quasi-F -regularity. In this subsection, we recall the
definition of a quasi-F e-splitting and its variants. For their foundational properties,
we refer to [TWY24].

We use Notation 2.20. Take e ∈ Z>0 and let ∆ be a (non-necessarily effective) Q-
divisor onX . We define aWnOX -moduleQe

X,∆,n and aWnOX -module homomorphism
ΦeX,∆,n by the following pushout diagram of WnOX-module homomorphisms:

(2.30.1)

WnOX(∆) F e
∗WnOX(pe∆)

OX(∆) Qe
X,∆,n.

F e

Rn−1

Φe
X,∆,n
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Definition 2.31. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X . Take integers
n > 0 and e > 0. We say that (X,∆) is n-quasi-F e-split if ⌊∆⌋ = 0 and the map

HomWnOX
(ΦeX,∆,n,WnωX(−KX)) : HomWnOX

(Qe
X,∆,n,WnωX(−KX))

−→ HomWnOX
(OX ,WnωX(−KX))

is surjective.
We say that (X,∆) quasi-F e-split if it is n-quasi-F e-split for some n ∈ Z>0. We

say that (X,∆) n-quasi-F e-pure (resp. quasi-F e-pure) if there exists an open cover
X =

⋃
i∈I Xi such that (Xi,∆|Xi

) is n-quasi-F e-split (resp. quasi-F e-split) for all
i ∈ I.

The following characterisation of n-quasi-F e-splitting in terms of local cohomology
will be used extensively in this paper.

Lemma 2.32. Let (R,m) be a d-dimensional Noetherian F -finite normal local ring
of characteristic p > 0. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on SpecR. Take integers n > 0 and
e > 0. Then (R,∆) is n-quasi-F e-split if and only if ⌊∆⌋ = 0 and the map

Hd
m

(
ΦeR,KR+∆,n

)
: Hd

m (R (KR +∆))→ Hd
m

(
Qe
R,KR+∆,n

)

is injective.

Proof. See [TWY24, Lemma 3.10]. �

Definition 2.33. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X . Take n ∈ Z>0.

(1) We say that (X,∆) is globally n-quasi-F -regular if
(a) ⌊∆⌋ = 0, and
(b) for every effective Q-divisor E on X , there exists ǫ ∈ Q>0 such that

(X,∆+ ǫE) is n-quasi-F e-split for all e ∈ Z>0.
(2) We say that (X,∆) is globally quasi-F -regular if (X,∆) is globally m-quasi-

F -regular for some m ∈ Z>0.

Definition 2.34. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X . We say that
(X,∆) is feebly globally quasi-F -regular if

(1) ⌊∆⌋ = 0, and
(2) for every effective Q-divisor E on X , there exist n ∈ Z>0 and ǫ ∈ Q>0 such

that (X,∆+ ǫE) is n-quasi-F e-split for all e ∈ Z>0.

In this article, we mainly treat the case when X is affine. Under this assumption,
we drop “globally”.

Definition 2.35. We use Notation 2.20. Further, assume that X is affine.

(1) We say that (X,∆) is (n-)quasi-F -regular if (X,∆) is globally (n-)quasi-F -
regular.

(2) We say that (X,∆) is feebly quasi-F -regular if (X,∆) is globally feebly quasi-
F -regular.

(3) Let R be an F -finite Noetherian normal integral domain of characteristic
p > 0. We say that (R,∆) is (n-)quasi-F -regular (resp. feebly quasi-F -regular)
if so is (SpecR,∆).
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By definition, it holds that

quasi-F -regular⇒ feebly quasi-F -regular.

We shall prove that the opposite implication holds when X is affine and KX is Q-
Cartier (Theorem 4.34).

3. Quasi-test submodules and quasi-F -rationality

Let R be a Notherian F -finite equi-dimensional reduced ring of characteristic p > 0.
The purpose of this section is to introduce quasi-F -rational singularities and establish
some foundational results about them. The key objects we consider are

(1) the n-quasi-test R-submodule τn(ωR) ⊆ ωR, and
(2) the n-quasi-tight closure 0∗n ⊆ HdimR

m (R),

where (2) is defined only when (R,m) is a local ring, whilst we do not need such an
additional assumption for (1). For an overview of this section, we refer to Subsection
1.2.

We will work with two natural settings.

Notation 3.1. Let (R,m) be a Noetherian F -finite equi-dimensional reduced local
ring of characteristic p > 0. Set d := dimR.

Notation 3.2. Let R be a Noetherian F -finite equi-dimensional reduced ring of
characteristic p > 0. Set d := dimR.

3.1. Quasi-test submodules (no boundary) and quasi-F -rationality. Recall
that we have the trace map

Tn : F∗WnωR → WnωR,

which is the WnR-module homomorphism obtained by applying HomWnR(−,WnωR)
to Frobenius F :WnR→ F∗WnR (2.24).

Definition 3.3. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Let M be a WnR-
submodule of WnωR.

(1) We say that M is T -stable if Tn(F∗M) ⊆M .
(2) We say that M is co-small if there exists c ∈ R◦ such that [c] ·WnωR ⊆M . In

other words, there exists an open dense subset U ofX such that M̃ |U =WnωU .

Remark 3.4. If M is co-small, then [c] ·M is also co-small for c ∈ R◦. On the other
hand, even if M is T -stable, [c] ·M is not necessarily T -stable. For example, if R is
F -rational, then R has no non-trivial T -stable R-submodules of ωR [BST15b, Lemma
2.34]. In particular, [c] · ωR is not T -stable for every c ∈ R◦ satisfying [c] · ωR 6= ωR.

Recall that we have the following WnR-module homomorphisms (2.24):

V ∗ : WnωR → F∗Wn−1ωR

R∗ : Wn−1ωR → WnωR.
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Proposition 3.5. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Fix a test element
t ∈ R◦ (see Definition 2.16(2)). Let M be a T -stable co-small WnR-submodule of
WnωR. Then the following hold.

(1) (R∗)−1(M) and Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(M) are co-small and T -stable.
(2) [t2] ·WnωR ⊆M .

Proof. Let us show (1). First, we prove that (R∗)−1(M) and Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(M) are co-

small. We take an affine open dense subset U ofX := SpecR such that M̃ |U =WnωU ,
and both Tn−1 and V ∗ are surjective. Then we have

(R∗)−1(M̃)|U = (R∗)−1(WnωU) =Wn−1ωU ,

Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(M̃)|U = Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(WnωU) = Tn−1(F∗Wn−1ωU) = Wn−1ωU .

Thus (R∗)−1(M) and Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(M) are co-small.
Now, the fact that (R∗)−1(M) and Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(M) are T -stable follows from the

commutative diagrams

F∗Wn−1ωR F∗WnωR

Wn−1ωR WnωR

F∗R∗

Tn−1 Tn

R∗

F∗WnωR F 2
∗Wn−1ωR F∗Wn−1ωR

WnωR F∗Wn−1ωR Wn−1ωR.

F∗V ∗

(†)Tn

F∗Tn−1

F∗Tn−1 Tn−1

V ∗ Tn−1

Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (2) by induction on n. We may assume that R is local with maximal

ideal m (Remark 2.18(3)). The base case n = 1 of this induction follows from τ(ωR) ⊆
M [BST15b, Definition 2.33] and Matlis duality: ωR/τ(ωR) ≃ HomR(0

∗
Hd

m(R)
, E) (Re-

mark 2.18). In particular, we have t · ωR ⊆ τ(ωR) ⊆ M . We assume n ≥ 2. By the
following exact sequence

0→ ωR
((Rn−1)∗)−1(M)

(Rn−1)∗−−−−→ WnωR
M

V ∗

−→ F∗Wn−1ωR
V ∗(M)

,

it is enough to show that

[t] · F∗Wn−1ωR ⊆ V ∗(M).

This is a consequence of

[t] · F∗Wn−1ωR = F∗([t
p] ·Wn−1ωR) ⊆ F∗(Tn−1 ◦ V ∗(M)) = V ∗ ◦ Tn(F∗M) ⊆ V ∗(M),

where the first inclusion follows from the induction hypothesis and the fact that Tn−1◦
V ∗(M) is co-small and T -stable, whilst the subsequent equality is the commutativity
of the diagram (†) above. Thus (2) holds. �

Proposition 3.6. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Fix an integer
n > 0. Let t ∈ R◦ be a test element and let c ∈ (t2) ∩R◦.

(1) There exists the smallest co-small T -stableWnR-submodule τ(WnωR) ofWnωR.
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(2) For every co-small WnR-submodule M of WnωR, it holds that

τ(WnωR) =
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M)).

(3) For every integer e ≥ 0, the inclusion

T en(F
e
∗ [c] · τ(WnωR)) ⊆ T e+1

n (F e+1
∗ [c] · τ(WnωR))

holds.
(4) There exists an integer e0 ≥ 0 such that the equality

τ(WnωR) = T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M))

holds for every integer e ≥ e0 and every co-small T -stable WnR-submodule M
of WnωR.

(5) Let L be a co-small WnR-submodule of WnωR. Then there exists an integer
eL ≥ 0 such that

τ(WnωR) = T en(F
e([c] · L))

for every integer e ≥ eL.

We call τ(WnωR) the n-quasi-test (WnR-)submodule of WnωR. By (2) and (3), we
have τ(WnωR) = T en(F

e
∗ ([c] ·WnωR)) for e≫ 0, where T en : F

e
∗WnωR → WnωR.

Proof. Let us show (1). Set

τ(WnωR) :=
⋂

M

M,

whereM runs over all the T -stable co-smallWnR-submodulesM ofWnωR. Then it is
clear that τ(WnωR) is T -stable. Moreover, [t2] ·WnωR ⊆ τ(WnωR) for a test element
t ∈ R◦ (Proposition 3.5(2)), and hence τ(WnωR) is co-small. Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (2). Set N to be the right hand side of (2). Since T 0
n(F

0
∗ [c]·M) = [c]·M

is co-small, also N is co-small. Furthermore, we have

Tn(F∗N) = Tn

(
F∗

∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M))

)
=
∑

e≥1

T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M)) ⊆ N,

and hence N is T -stable. Since N is co-small and T -stable, (1) implies τ(WnωR) ⊆ N .
On the other hand, we have

N =
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M))

⊆
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·WnωR))

(⋆)

⊆
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ τ(WnωR))

⊆ τ(WnωR),

where (⋆) follows from (1) and Proposition 3.5(2). Therefore, we get τ(WnωR) = N .
Thus (2) holds.
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Let us show (3). Since Tn(F∗τ(WnωR)) is co-small and T -stable, we have τ(WnωR) ⊆
Tn(F∗τ(WnωR)). Furthermore, since τ(WnωR) is T -stable, we obtain the opposite in-
clusion Tn(F∗τ(WnωR)) ⊆ τ(WnωR), and hence Tn(F∗τ(WnωR)) = τ(WnωR). There-
fore, it holds that

T e+1
n (F e+1

∗ ([c] · τ(WnωR))) ⊇ T e+1
n (F e+1

∗ ([cp] · τ(WnωR)))

= T en(F
e
∗ ([c] · Tn(F∗τ(WnωR))))

= T en(F
e
∗ ([c] · τ(WnωR))).

Thus (3) holds.
Let us show (4). Since WnR is a Noetherian ring and WnωR is a finitely generated

WnR-module, the assertion (3) enables us to find e0 > 0 such that

T e0n (F e0
∗ ([c] · τ(WnωR))) = T e0+1

n (F e0+1
∗ ([c] · τ(WnωR))) = · · · .

Fix an integer e ≥ e0. Then (2) and (3) imply

τ(WnωR) = T en(F
e
∗ ([c] · τ(WnωR))).

Therefore,

T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M))

(2)

⊆ τ(WnωR) = T en(F
e
∗ ([c] · τ(WnωR)))

(1)

⊆ T en(F
e
∗ ([c] ·M)).

Thus (4) holds.
Let us show (5). Since L is co-small, there exists cL ∈ R◦ such that [cL]WnωR ⊆

L ⊆WnωR, which implies

[ccL]WnωR ⊆ [c]L ⊆ [c]WnωR.

By (4), we can find an integer eL ≥ 0 such that

τ(WnωR) = T en(F
e
∗ ([ccL]WnωR)) and τ(WnωR) = T en(F

e
∗ ([c]WnωR))

for every integer e ≥ eL, where the first equality is obtained by applying (4) after
replacing ccL by c (note that eL depends on cL, and hence on L). Then τ(WnωR) =
T en(F

e
∗ ([c] · L)). This concludes the proof of (5). �

Proposition 3.7. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Then the following
hold.

(1) If S is a multiplicatively closed subset of R, then

τ(WnωR)⊗WnRWn(S
−1R) ≃ τ(WnωS−1R).

(2) If (R,m) is a local ring, then

τ(WnωR)⊗WnRWnR̂ ≃ τ(WnωR̂),

where R̂ denotes the m-adic completion of R.

Proof. Let t ∈ R◦ be a test element. Recall that

Wn(S
−1R) = [S]−1WnR,
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where [S] := {[s] ∈ WnR | s ∈ S}, which is a multiplicatively closed subset of WnR
(indeed, it is easy to construct a ring homomorphism θ : [S]−1WnR → Wn(S

−1R);
then we can directly check that θ is injective and surjective). We have the trace maps

T eR,n : F e
∗WnωR →WnωR and T eS−1R,n : F e

∗WnωS−1R → WnωS−1R.

Then we get

τ(WnωR)⊗WnRWn(S
−1R)

(i)
=

(∑

e≥0

T eR,n(F
e
∗ [t

2] ·WnωR)

)
⊗WnRWn(S

−1R)

(ii)
=
∑

e≥0

(
T eR,n(F

e
∗ [t

2] ·WnωR)⊗WnRWn(S
−1R)

)

(iii)
=
∑

e≥0

T eS−1R,n(F
e
∗ [t

2] ·WnωS−1R)

(iv)
= τ(WnωS−1R),

where (i) and (iv) hold by Proposition 3.6(2), (ii) follows from the fact that
∑

e≥0

commutes with the flat base change (−) ⊗WnR Wn(S
−1R), and (iii) is assured by

Lemma 2.30. Thus we obtain the assertion (1). The assertion (2) follows from a

similar argument as above by using WnωR ⊗WnRWnR̂ ≃WnωR̂ (Lemma 2.30). �

Definition 3.8. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2).

(1) For an integer n > 0, we set τn(ωR) := ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωR)), that is, τn(ωR)
is the R-submodule of ωR which is the inverse image of τ(WnωR) by WnR-
module homomorphism

(Rn−1)∗ : ωR →WnωR.

We call τn(ωR) the n-quasi-test (R-)submodule of ωR. We have the following
inclusions (Remark 3.9):

(3.8.1) τ1(ωR) ⊆ τ2(ωR) ⊆ · · · ⊆ τn(ωR) ⊆ τn+1(ωR) ⊆ · · · ⊆ ωR.

(2) We set τ q(ωR) :=
⋃∞
n=1 τn(ωR), which we call the quasi-test (R-)submodule of

ωR. Since (3.8.1) is an ascending chain of R-submodules of ωR, there exists
n0 > 0 such that

τ q(ωR) =

∞⋃

n=1

τn(ωR) = τn(ωR) ⊆ ωR

for every integer n ≥ n0. In particular, τ q(ωR) is an R-submodule of ωR.

Remark 3.9. By applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) to

0→ F∗Wn−1R
V−→WnR

Rn−1

−−−→ R→ 0,
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we get the following commutative diagram (2.24) in which each horizontal sequence
is exact:

0 ωR WnωR F∗Wn−1ωR

0 τn(ωR) τ(WnωR).

(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

By diagram chase, (Rn−1)∗ induces an isomorphism

τn(ωR)
≃−→ Ker

(
τ(WnωR) →֒WnωR

V ∗

−→ F∗Wn−1ωR

)
.

By the injectivity of R∗ and the following diagram of exact sequences

0 τn(ωX) τ(WnωX) F∗Wn−1ωX

0 τn+1(ωX) τ(Wn+1ωX) F∗WnωX ,

V ∗

R∗ R∗

V ∗

we obtain an inclusion τn(ωX) ⊆ τn+1(ωX).

Theorem 3.10. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Then the following
hold.

(1) If S be a multiplicatively closed subset of R, then

τn(ωR)⊗R S−1R ≃ τn(ωS−1R) and τ q(ωR)⊗R S−1R ≃ τ q(ωS−1R).

(2) We have

τn(ωR)⊗R R̂ ≃ τn(ωR̂) and τ q(ωR)⊗R R̂ ≃ τ q(ωR̂).

Proof. Both assertions follow from Proposition 3.7. Here, we implicitly use that

(F e
∗WmR) ⊗WnR WnR̂ ≃ F e

∗WmR̂ holds for e ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ m ≤ n, which can be
proven by an induction on m. �

The following proposition describes the behaviour of τn under alterations and bi-
rational morphisms.

Proposition 3.11. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Fix an integer
n > 0. Let f : Y → X := SpecR be an alteration between integral schemes. Then the
following hold.

(1) We have that

τn(ωX) ⊆ ((Rn−1)∗)−1(Im(T fn : f∗WnωY →WnωX)),

where T fn : f∗WnωY → WnωX denotes the WnOX-module homomorphism ob-
tained by applying HomWnOX

(−,WnωX) to the induced WnOX-module homo-
morphism f ∗ : WnOX → f∗WnOY .

(2) If f : Y → X is a proper birational morphism, then τn(ωX) ⊆ f∗ωY ⊆ ωX .
(3) If τ q(ωX) = ωX , then X is pseudo-rational, that is, f∗ωY = ωX for every

proper birational morphism f : Y → X from an integral normal scheme Y .
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Proof. Let us show (1). Consider the following commutative diagram in which each
horizontal sequence is exact:

(3.11.1) 0 // f∗ωY
(Rn−1)∗

//

T f
1

��

f∗WnωY
V ∗

//

T f
n

��

f∗F∗Wn−1ωY

F∗T
f
n−1

��

0 // ωX
(Rn−1)∗

// WnωX
V ∗

// F∗Wn−1ωX .

On the regular locus of X , the homomorphism T f1 : f∗ωY → ωX is surjective and so
are the horizontal homomorphisms V ∗ in the above diagram. Hence T fn : f∗WnωY →
WnωX is surjective by the snake lemma and induction on n. Therefore the image

In := Im(T fn : f∗WnωY → WnωX)

is co-small. Since In is T -stable, we get τ(WnωX) ⊆ In by the minimality of τ(WnωX).
Therefore,

τn(ωX) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωX)) ⊆ ((Rn−1)∗)−1(In)

Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (2). Since f is birational, the vertical arrows in Diagram (3.11.1) are

injective (as they are injective after removing the non-regular loci of X and Y ), and
so the statement follows by (1) and diagram chase. Specifically, pick a ∈ τn(ωX).
Then by (1),

(Rn−1)∗(a) = T fn (b)

for some b ∈ f∗WnωY . Since V
∗((Rn−1)∗(a)) = 0 and F∗T

f
n−1 is injective, we get that

V ∗(b) = 0, and so b = (Rn−1)∗(c) for some c ∈ f∗ωY . Finally, as (Rn−1)∗ : ωX →
WnωX is injective, we obtain a = T f1 (c). In particular, a ∈ f∗ωY as desired.

Now (3) follows immediately from (2), because, as in Definition 3.8(2), there exists
n > 0 such that τn(ωX) = τ q(ωX) = ωX . �

Definition 3.12. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). For an integer
n > 0, we say that R is n-quasi-F -rational if R is Cohen-Macaulay and ωR = τn(ωR).
We say that R is quasi-F -rational if R is n-quasi-F -rational for some integer n > 0.

Remark 3.13. Recall that we have the inclusions τn(ωR) ⊆ τn+1(ωR) ⊆ ωR (3.8.1).
Therefore, if R is n-quasi-F -rational, then R is (n + 1)-quasi-F -rational.

Corollary 3.14. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Take an integer
n > 0. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) R is n-quasi-F -rational.
(2) Rp is n-quasi-F -rational for every prime ideal p of R.
(3) Rm is n-quasi-F -rational for every maximal ideal m of R.

Proof. Assume (1). Let p be a prime ideal of R. Since τn(ωR) commutes with locali-
sation (Theorem 3.10(1)), we get

τn(ωRp
) = τn(ωR)⊗R Rp = ωR ⊗R Rp = ωRp

.
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Therefore, Rp is n-quasi-F -rational. Thus the implication (1) ⇒ (2) holds. The
implication (2)⇒ (3) is clear.

Let us prove the remaining implication (3)⇒ (1). Assume (3). Then R is Cohen-
Macaulay. For every maximal ideal m of R, we have τ(ωR)⊗RRm = τn(ωRm

) = ωRm
=

ωR ⊗R Rm, which implies τn(ωR) = ωR. Thus (1) holds. �

Corollary 3.15. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). If R is quasi-F -
rational, then τ q(ωR) = ωR and R is pseudo-rational.

Proof. Recall that we have τn(ωR) = τ q(ωR) for n ≫ 0 (Definition 3.8). Since R is
quasi-F -rational, we obtain τ q(ωR) = τn(ωR) = ωR for some n > 0. By Proposition
3.11(3), R is pseudo-rational. �

3.2. Quasi-tight closure in local cohomologies (no boundary). In the above
subsection, we defined quasi-F -rationality of Cohen-Macaulay ring by requiring that
τn(ωR) = ωR. The next natural step is to find a more intrinsic definition similar to
that of quasi-F -regularity from [TWY24]. This will be achieved in Corollary 3.32.
To this end, it is convenient to work in the setting of local cohomology and introduce
the notion of quasi-tight closure.

In this paragraph, we work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Take c ∈ R◦

and integers e ≥ 0 and n > 0. We define the WnR-modules Qe
R,n and Qe,c

R,n, and the

WnR-module homomorphisms ΦeR,n and Φe,cR,n by the following diagram in which all
the squares are pushouts:

(3.15.1)

WnR F e
∗WnR F e

∗WnR

R Qe
R,n Qe,c

R,n.

F e

Rn−1

·F e
∗ [c]

Φe
R,n

Φe,c
R,n

We start by defining the quasi-tight closure.

Definition 3.16. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Take integers n > 0
and e ≥ 0.

(1) For c ∈ R◦, we set

K̃e,c
n := Ker

(
Hd

m(WnR)
F e

−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR)

·F e
∗ [c]−−−→ Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR)

)
.

which is a WnR-submodule of Hd
m(WnR). We define 0̃∗n by

0̃∗n :=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

K̃e,c
n ⊆ Hd

m(WnR).

Equivalently, given z ∈ Hd
m(WnR), we have z ∈ 0̃∗n if and only if there exist

c ∈ R◦ and e0 ∈ Z>0 such that z is contained in K̃e,c
n for every integer e ≥ e0.

Note that 0̃∗n is a WnR-submodule of Hd
m(WnR) (Remark 3.17).
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(2) For c ∈ R◦, we set

Ke,c
n := Ker

(
Hd

m(R)
Φe,c

R,n−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,n)

)
,

which is an R-submodule of Hd
m(R). We define the n-quasi-tight closure 0∗n by

0∗n :=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
n ⊆ Hd

m(R).

Equivalently, given z ∈ Hd
m(R), we have z ∈ 0∗n if and only if there exist c ∈ R◦

and e0 ∈ Z>0 such that z is contained in Ke,c
n for every integer e ≥ e0. Note

that 0∗n is an R-submodule of Hd
m(WnR) (Remark 3.17).

(3) We define the R-submodule 0q∗ of Hd
m(R) by

0q∗ :=

∞⋂

n=1

0∗n,

which we call the quasi-tight closure.

Remark 3.17. We use the same notation as in Definition 3.16. Let us show that 0̃∗n
is a WnR-submodule of Hd

m(WnR). Since it is clear that 0̃∗n is stable under scalar

product, we only check that 0̃∗n is stable under sum. Take z1, z2 ∈ 0̃∗n. Then there
exist c1, c2 ∈ R◦ and e1, e2 ∈ Z>0 such that z1 ∈

⋂
e≥e1

Ke,c1
n and z2 ∈

⋂
e≥e1

Ke,c2
n . By

Ke,c1
n ⊆ Ke,c

n and Ke,c2
n ⊆ Ke,c

n for c := c1c2 ∈ R◦, we obtain

z1 + z2 ∈
⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
n

for e0 := max{e1, e2}. Similarly, we see that 0∗n is an R-submodule of Hd
m(R).

Remark 3.18. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1).

(1) Consider the commutative diagram

Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R) Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R) Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R)

Hd
m(WnR) Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR) Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR)

Hd
m(R) Hd

m(Q
e
X,n) Hd

m(Q
e,c
X,n),

V F eV (·F e
∗ [c])◦F

eV

F e

Rn−1

·F e
∗ [c]

Φe,c
R,n

in which all the vertical sequences are exact. By diagram chase, we get

Rn−1(K̃e,c
n ) = Ke,c

n .
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Specifically, given α ∈ Ke,c
n , we can find α̃ ∈ Hd

m(WnR) such that Rn−1(α̃) = α.
Then the exactness of the rightmost vertical sequence allows us to find β ∈
Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R) such that α−V β ∈ K̃e,c
n . By construction, Rn−1(α−V β) = α̃.

(2) Take z̃ ∈ Hd
m(WnR) and z ∈ Hd

m(R) satisfying Rn−1(z̃) = z. Then z ∈ 0∗n if
and only if there exist c ∈ R◦ and e0 ∈ Z>0 such that given an integer e ≥ e0,
we can find we ∈ Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R) satisfying

(F e
∗ [c]) · F e(z̃ − V (we)) = 0.

(3) We have

Hd
m(R) ⊇ 0∗1 ⊇ 0∗2 ⊇ 0∗3 ⊇ · · · .

Indeed, this holds by the following factorisation:

Φe,cR,n : Hd
m(R)

Φe,c
R,n+1−−−−→ Hd

m(Q
e,c
R,n+1)→ Hd

m(Q
e,c
R,n).

Since Hd
m(R) is an Artinian R-module, we have 0q∗ = 0∗n for n≫ 0.

(4) It holds that

0∗1 = 0̃∗1 = 0∗Hd
m(R),

where the first and second equalities follow from Definition 3.16 and Proposi-
tion 2.15, respectively.

We recall the following standard lemma.

Lemma 3.19. Let (R,m) be an equi-dimensional reduced Noetherian local ring and
let M be a finitely generated R-module. Then there exists r ∈ R◦ such that

r ·H i
m(M) = 0

for all i < dimR.

Proof. Set d := dimR. The assertion holds by applying [Sta14, Tag 0EFC] for s :=
d− 1, T := V (m) = {m}, and T ′ :=

⋃
f∈R◦ V (f), which is applicable because we have

dim(R/p)q = d > d− 1 for every p 6∈ T ′ and every q ∈ T . �

Proposition 3.20. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Then the following
hold.

(1) R(0̃∗n+1) ⊆ 0̃∗n.

(2) V −1(0̃∗n) = F∗0̃∗n−1.

Statement (1) says that the first commutative diagram below exists, whilst Statement
(2) implies that the second diagram exists and is Cartiesian:

Hd
m(Wn+1R) Hd

m(WnR)

0̃∗n+1 0̃∗n,

R

R

Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R) Hd

m(WnR)

F∗0̃
∗
n−1 0̃∗n.

V

V

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EFC
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Proof. By Definition 3.16, (1) holds. Let us show (2). By Definition 3.16, we get

0̃∗n ⊇ V (F∗0̃
∗
n−1),

that is, V −1(0̃∗n) ⊇ F∗0̃∗n−1. In what follows, we prove the opposite inclusion

V −1(0̃∗n) ⊆ F∗0̃∗n−1.

Take F∗z ∈ V −1(0̃∗n), that is, V (F∗z) ∈ 0̃∗n. Then there exist c ∈ R◦ and e0 > 0

such that V (F∗z) ∈
⋂
e≥e0

K̃e,c
n . Moreover, recall that we can pick c′ ∈ R◦ satisfying

c′ ·Hd−1
m (R) = 0 (Lemma 3.19), which implies that

(F e
∗ c

′) ·Hd−1
m (F e

∗R) = (F e
∗ c

′) · F e
∗H

d−1
m (R) = F e

∗ (c
′ ·Hd−1

m (R)) = 0

for every e ≥ 0. The exact sequence

Hd−1
m (R)→ Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R)
V−→ Hd

m(WnR)

induces the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

Hd−1
m (R) V −1(0̃∗n) 0̃∗n

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R) F e
∗V

−1(0̃∗n) F e
∗ 0̃

∗
n

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R) F e
∗V

−1(0̃∗n) F e
∗ 0̃

∗
n

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R) F e
∗V

−1(0̃∗n) F e
∗ 0̃

∗
n.

F e

V

F e F e

·F e
∗ [c]

V

·F e
∗ [c] ·F e

∗ [c]

·F e
∗ [c

′]=0

V

·F e
∗ [c

′] ·F e
∗ [c

′]

V

By the diagram chase starting with F∗z ∈ V −1(0̃∗n) (located in the centre at the top),

we get (F e
∗ [cc

′]) ◦ F e(F∗z) = 0 for every e ≥ e0, and hence F∗z ∈ F∗0̃∗n−1. Thus (2)
holds. �

The following result is the first step towards proving that the Teichmüller lift of a
fixed power of a test element is a quasi-test element.

Proposition 3.21. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Take t ∈ R◦ satis-
fying t · 0∗

Hd
m(R)

= 0. Then, for every n > 0 and every m ≥ 0, the following hold.

(1) [t2] · 0̃∗n = 0.
(2) [t2] ·Ker(Fm : Hd

m(WnR)→ Hd
m(F

m
∗ WnR)) = 0.

Proof. We have the following inclusion (Definition 3.16(1)):

Ker(Fm : Hd
m(WnR)→ Hd

m(F
m
∗ WnR)) ⊆ 0̃∗n.

Hence (1) implies (2).
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Thus, it is enough to show (1). Specifically, we will show that [t2] · 0̃∗n = 0 by an
increasing induction on n. The base case n = 1 holds by

[t] · 0̃∗1 = [t] · 0∗1 = t · 0∗Hd
m(R) = 0

(Remark 3.18(4)). Now assume n ≥ 2 and consider the exact sequence

(3.21.1) Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R)

V−→ Hd
m(WnR)

Rn−1

−−−→ Hd
m(R).

Fix z ∈ 0̃∗n. Since Rn−1(z) ∈ 0̃∗1 (Proposition 3.20(1)), we get that Rn−1([t]z) =
[t]Rn−1(z) = 0. Thus the exact sequence (3.21.1) enables us to find

F∗z
′ ∈ F∗H

d
m(Wn−1R) = Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R)

satisfying V (F∗z
′) = [t]z, where F∗z

′ ∈ F∗H
d
m(Wn−1R) denotes the same element as

z′ ∈ Hd
m(Wn−1R) (in order to clarify the R-module structure see Subsubsection 2.1.1).

As F∗z
′ ∈ V −1(0̃∗n) = F∗0̃

∗
n−1 (Proposition 3.20(2)), we get z′ ∈ 0̃∗n−1, and so, by the

induction hypothesis, [t2]z′ = 0. We thus obtain

[t2]z = [t]V (F∗z
′) = V ([t]F∗z

′) = V (F∗([t
p]z′)) = 0.

Hence (1) holds. �

Definition 3.22. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Fix n ∈ Z>0. Let S
be a WnR-submodule of Hd

m(WnR).

(1) We say that S is F -stable if F (S) ⊆ F∗S, where F∗S ⊆ Hd
m(F∗WnR) =

F∗(H
d
m(WnR)) denotes the same subset as S ⊆ Hd

m(WnR) via the identification
Hd

m(F∗WnR) = F∗H
d
m(WnR) = Hd

m(WnR).
(2) We say that S is small if there exists c ∈ R◦ such that [c] · S = 0.

Proposition 3.23. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Then 0̃∗n is the
largest WnR-submodule of Hd

m(WnR) that is small and F -stable.

Proof. By Definition 3.16, 0̃∗n is F -stable, and it follows from Remark 2.18(1) and

Proposition 3.21(1) that 0̃∗n is small. To show that 0̃∗n is the largest such submodule,
pick any small T -stableWnR-submoduleM ofHd

m(WnR) and take z ∈M . It is enough

to show that z ∈ 0̃∗n. Since M is small, there exists c ∈ R◦ such that [c] ·M = 0. For
every e > 0, we get

(F e
∗ [c]) · F e(z) ∈ (F e

∗ [c]) · F e(M) ⊆ (F e
∗ [c]) · F e

∗M = F e
∗ ([c] ·M) = 0,

which implies z ∈ 0̃∗n. �

The following proposition is fundamental as it shows that the infinite sum and
intersection in the definition of 0̃∗n stabilise for any choice of c ∈ (t4) ∩R◦, where t is
a test element in R◦.

Proposition 3.24. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Take t ∈ R◦ satis-
fying t · 0∗

Hd
m(R)

= 0. Fix n ∈ Z>0 and c ∈ (t4) ∩R◦. Then the following hold.

(1) Hd
m(WnR) ⊇ K̃0,c

n ⊇ K̃1,c
n ⊇ · · · ⊇ K̃e,c

n ⊇ K̃e+1,c
n ⊇ · · ·
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(2) There exists an integer e1 > 0 such that

0̃∗n = K̃e,c
n

for every integer e ≥ e1.

(3) Hd
m(R) ⊇ K0,c

n ⊇ K1,c
n ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ke,c

n ⊇ Ke+1,c
n ⊇ · · · .

Proof. Let us show (1). There exists c′ ∈ R◦ such that c = c′t4. Fix z ∈ K̃e+1,c
n . We

then have

F ((F e
∗ [c

′t2]) ·F e(z)) = (F e+1
∗ [c′pt2p]) · (F e+1(z)) = (F e+1

∗ [c1]) · (F e+1
∗ [c]) · (F e+1(z)) = 0

for c1 := c′p−1t2p−4 ∈ R◦, where the last equality is guaranteed by z ∈ K̃e+1,c
n . By

Proposition 3.21(2), we get

0 = (F e
∗ [t

2]) · (F e
∗ [c

′t2]) · F e(z) = (F e
∗ [c

′t4]) · F e(z) = (F e
∗ [c]) · F e(z),

which implies z ∈ K̃e,c
n . Thus (1) holds. The proof of (1) may be visualised by the

following diagram:

WnR F e
∗WnR F e

∗WnR F e+1
∗ WnR

WnR F e
∗WnR F e

∗WnR.

=

F e

==

·F e+1
∗ [c1c]◦F

·F e
∗ [c

′t2]

·F e
∗ [t

2]

F

F e ·F e
∗ [c]

Let us show (2). Since Hd
m(WnR) is an Artinian WnR-module, (1) enables us to

find e1 > 0 such that

K̃e,c
n = K̃e1,c

n

for every e ≥ e1. Then Definition 3.16(1) implies

0̃∗n =
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

K̃e,c
n ⊇

⋂

e≥e1

K̃e,c
n = K̃e1,c

n .

Conversely, if z ∈ 0̃∗n and e > 0, then we get

F e
∗ [c] · F e(z) ∈ F e

∗ [c] · F e(0̃∗n)
(i)

⊆ F e
∗ [c] · F e

∗ 0̃
∗
n

= F e
∗ ([c] · 0̃∗n) = F e

∗ ([c
′t2] · [t2] · 0̃∗n)

(ii)
= 0,

where (i) and (ii) follow from Proposition 3.23 and Proposition 3.21(1), respectively.

Hence z ∈ ⋂e>0 K̃
e,c
n = K̃e1,c

n . Thus (2) holds.

The assertion (3) follows from (1) and Rn−1(K̃e,c
n ) = Ke,c

n (Remark 3.18(1)). �

The following result will be used to relate the quasi-test submodule τn(ωR) of ωR
with the quasi-test submodule τ(WnωR) of WnωR.
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Theorem 3.25. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Fix n ∈ Z>0. Then

Rn−1(0̃∗n) = 0∗n.

Proof. Take t ∈ R◦ satisfying t · 0∗
Hd

m(R)
= 0. Set c := t4. By Proposition 3.24, we can

find e0 > 0 such that 0̃∗n = K̃e,c
n and Ke,c

n = Ke0,c
n for every e ≥ e0. In particular,

Rn−1(0̃∗n) = Rn−1(K̃e0,c
n )

(⋆)
= Ke0,c

n =
⋂

e≥e0

Ke0,c
n ⊆

⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke0,c
n = 0∗n,

where the equality (⋆) follows from Remark 3.18(1).

In view of the above, it is enough to show Rn−1(0̃∗n) ⊇ 0∗n. Take z ∈ 0∗n and t ∈ R◦

satisfying t · 0∗
Hd

m(R)
= 0. There exist c ∈ R◦ and e1 > 0 such that z ∈ ⋂e≥e1

Ke,c
n .

Replacing c by ct4 (which is allowed by Ke,c
n ⊆ Ke,ct4

n ), we may assume K̃e,c
n = 0̃∗n for

e≫ 0 (Proposition 3.24(2)). For e≫ 0, we obtain

z ∈
⋂

e≥e1

Ke,c
n ⊆ Ke,c

n

(⋆⋆)
= Rn−1(K̃e,c

n ) = Rn−1(0̃∗n),

where the equality (⋆⋆) follows from Remark 3.18(1). �

Below, (1) shows that the infinite sum and intersection in the definition of quasi-

tight closure 0∗n stabilise, whilst (2) shows that the triviality of Ke2,t3

n , as opposed to
just Ke2,t4

n , is already enough to deduce that 0∗n = 0. Although not needed in this
paper, this stronger result will be used in future work.

Proposition 3.26. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Take t ∈ R◦ satis-
fying t · 0∗

Hd
m(R)

= 0. Fix n ∈ Z>0 and c ∈ (t4) ∩R◦. Then the following hold.

(1) There exists an integer e1 > 0 such that 0∗n = Ke,c
n for every integer e ≥ e1.

(2) If there is an integer e2 > 0 satisfying Ke2,t3

n = 0, then 0∗n = 0.

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Rn−1(K̃e,c
n ) = Ke,c

n (Remark 3.18(1)), Proposi-
tion 3.24(2), and Theorem 3.25.

Let us show (2). Take z ∈ 0∗n. Then there exists z̃ ∈ 0̃∗n such that Rn−1(z̃) = z

(Theorem 3.25). We can find an integer e such that e ≥ e2 + 2 and z̃ ∈ K̃e,t4
n , i.e.,

(F e
∗ [t

4]) · F e(z̃) = 0 (Proposition 3.24(2)). Therefore,

F e−e2(F e2
∗ [t] · F e2(z̃)) = (F e

∗ [t]
pe−e2

) · F e(z̃) = 0,

which implies (F e2
∗ [t3]) ·F e2(z̃) = (F e2

∗ [t2]) · (F e2
∗ [t]) ·F e2(z̃) = 0 (Proposition 3.21(2)).

In particular, z ∈ Ke2,t3

n = 0, and hence z = 0. �

Proposition 3.27. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Assume that

V : Hd
m(F∗WmR)→ Hd

m(Wm+1R)

is injective for every integer m > 0. Then 0∗
Hd

m(R)
= 0 if and only if 0̃∗n = 0 for some

integer n > 0.
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Proof. By 0∗
Hd

m(R)
= 0∗1 = 0̃∗1 (Remark 3.18(4)), the only-if part is clear. Assume that

0̃∗n = 0 for some n > 0. By Proposition 3.20(2), we get

V n−1(F n−1
∗ 0∗Hd

m(R)) = V n−1(F n−1
∗ 0̃∗1) ⊆ 0̃∗n = 0,

which implies 0∗
Hd

m(R)
= 0 by the injectivity of V : Hd

m(F∗WmR)→ Hd
m(Wm+1R). �

3.3. Duality between quasi-test submodules and quasi-tight closure. We
start by relating quasi-test submodules with quasi-tight closure.

Proposition 3.28. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Take an integer
n > 0. Then the following equality of WnR-submodules of (WnωR)

∨ = Hd
m(WnR)

holds: (
WnωR

τ(WnωR)

)∨

= 0̃∗n.

In particular,

τ(WnωR) =
(Hd

m(WnR)

0̃∗n

)∨
.

Proof. Fix a test element t ∈ R◦. By Proposition 3.6(4), there exists e0 ≥ 0 such that
τ(WnωR) is the image of

T en ◦ (·F e
∗ [t

4]) : F e
∗WnωR →WnωR.

We now apply the Matlis duality functor HomWnR(−, E). Since (−)∨ := HomWnR(−, E)
is an exact functor (recall that E is an injective WnR-module), the diagrams

T e,t
4

n : F e
∗WnωR ։ τ(WnωR) →֒WnωR

0→ τ(WnωR)→WnωR →
WnωR

τ(WnωR)
→ 0

induce the following diagrams:

Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR) ←֓ τ(WnωR)

∨
և Hd

m(WnR)

(3.28.1) 0← τ(WnωR)
∨ ← Hd

m(WnR)←
(

WnωR
τ(WnωR)

)∨

← 0,

where the latter is exact. For e≫ 0, we get
(

WnωR
τ(WnωR)

)∨

= Ker(Hd
m(WnR)→ τ(WnωR)

∨)

= Ker((T en ◦ (·F e
∗ [t

4]))∨ : Hd
m(WnR)→ Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR))

= Ker((·F e
∗ [t

4]) ◦ F e : Hd
m(WnR)→ Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR))

(i)
=

⋂

e≥0

K̃e,t4
n

(ii)
= 0̃∗n,
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where (i) and (ii) follow from Definition 3.16 and Proposition 3.24(2), respectively.
The above equality and (3.28.1) immediately yield the in-particular part. �

Theorem 3.29. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Take an integer n > 0.
Then the following equality of R-submodules of (ωR)

∨ = Hd
m(R) holds:(

ωR
τn(ωR)

)∨

= 0∗n.

In particular,

τn(ωR) =
(Hd

m(R)

0∗n

)∨
.

Proof. Since τn(ωR) is the inverse image of τ(WnωR) by (Rn−1)∗ : ωR →֒ WnωR
(Definition 3.8), we obtain the following commutative diagram:

ωR WnωR

ωR

τn(ωR)
WnωR

τ(WnωR)
.

(Rn−1)∗

Applying the Matlis dual functor (−)∨ := HomWnR(−, E) (which is exact) to this
diagram, we get

Hd
m(R) Hd

m(WnR)

( ωR

τn(ωR)
)∨ ( WnωR

τ(WnωR)
)∨.

Rn−1

By ( WnωR

τ(WnωR)
)∨ = 0̃n (Proposition 3.28) and Rn−1(0̃n) = 0∗n (Theorem 3.25), we obtain

( ωR

τn(ωR)
)∨ = 0∗n. The in-particular part follows by Matlis duality applied to the short

exact sequence:

0→ τn(ωR)→ ωR →
ωR

τn(ωR)
→ 0. �

Next, we provide an explicit definition of τn(ωR) in terms of Qe,c
R,n. First, we need

the following remark.

Remark 3.30. Note that we have the following inclusions:

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

⊆ Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e′,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe′,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

for every e′ ≥ e if t ∈ R◦ is a test element and c ∈ (t4) ∩ R◦. Indeed, this can be
checked after localisation, in which case it follows by Proposition 3.24 and the fact
that

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)
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is Matlis dual to Im
(
Hd

m(R)
Φe,c

R,n−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,n)

)
= Hd

m(R)
Ke,c

n
. Moreover, since ωR is a

finitely gerenated R-module, there exists an integer e1 > 0 such that

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

= Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e1,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φ
e1,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

for every integer e ≥ e1.

Corollary 3.31. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Then the following
hold.

(1) τn(ωR) =
⋂
c∈R◦

⋂
e0>0

∑
e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)
,

(2) τn(ωR) =
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e>0 Im

(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)
,

(3) Fix a test element t ∈ R◦ and c ∈ (t4) ∩ R◦. Then there exists an integer e0 > 0
such that

τn(ωR) = Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

for every integer e ≥ e0.

Proof. First, we observe that (3) immediately implies (1). Indeed,

⋂

c∈R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

=
⋂

c∈t4R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

3.30
=

⋂

c∈t4R◦

∑

e>0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)

(3)
= τn(ωR).

The same argument shows that (3) implies (2).
In what follows, we fix a test element t ∈ R◦, take any c ∈ (t4) ∩ R◦, and aim for

showing (3). By Remark 3.30 and Noetherianity, it is enough to prove that

τn(ωR) =
⋃

e>0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)
.

In order to verify this, we may assume that R is a local ring by Theorem 3.10 and the
fact that localisation commutes with colimits (see also Lemma 2.30). In this case,

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,n

)∗

−−−−→ ωR

)
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is Matlis dual to

(3.31.1) Im
(
Hd

m(R)
Φe,c

R,n−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,n)

)
=
Hd

m(R)

Ke,c
n

.

Now, Theorem 3.29 and Proposition 3.26(1) imply

(3.31.2) τn(ωR) =
(Hd

m(R)

Ke,c
n

)∨
.

for every e ≫ 0 (depending on c ∈ (t4) ∩ R◦). Thus (3) follows by (3.31.1) and
(3.31.2). �

Corollary 3.32. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Fix an integer
n > 0. Then R is n-quasi-F -rational if and only if R is Cohen-Macaulay and one of
the following equivalent conditions hold.

(1) τn(ωR) = ωR.
(2) For every maximal ideal m of R and for every c ∈ R◦, the following map

Φe,cRm,n
: Hd

m(Rm)→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
Rm,n

)

is injective (a): for some e > 0, or equivalently

(b): for every e≫ 0 (depending on c).

(3) For every c ∈ R◦, the following map

HomWnR(Φ
e,c
R,n,WnωR) : HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,n,WnωR)→ ωR

is surjective (a): for some e > 0, or equivalently

(b): for every e≫ 0 (depending on c).

Proof. Note that (1) together with Cohen-Macauliness of R is exactly our definition
of n-quasi-F -rationality. By coherence of Qe,c

R,n and localisation from Theorem 3.10,
we may assume that R is a local ring with maximal ideal m.

Then, by Matlis duality, we get the equivalences (2a)⇔ (3a) and (3a)⇔ (3b). The
equivalence of (1) and (3a) follows from Corollary 3.31(2), whilst the equivalence of
(1) and (3b) follows from Corollary 3.31(3). �

One can use the above theorem to show that quasi-F -rationality agree with various
non-uniform versions thereof (see Remark 4.35 for a similar discussion in the context
of quasi-F -regularity).

Now we explain how to reconstruct τ(WnωR) from τn(ωR) when R is Cohen-
Macaulay. In particular, the following result shows that τ(WnωR) = WnωR if and
only if R is F -rational in the usual sense.

Proposition 3.33. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Assume that R is
Cohen-Macaulay. Then there exists the following commutative diagram in which each
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horizontal sequence is exact and the vertical homomorphisms are natural injections:

0 τn(ωR) τ(WnωR) F∗τ(Wn−1ωR) 0

0 ωX WnωX F∗Wn−1ωX .
(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

Specifically, the proof below shows that the graded pieces of the natural V -filtration
on τ(WnωR) are isomorphic to τn(ωR), F∗τn−1(ωR), . . . , F

n−1
∗ τ(ωR).

Proof. It is clear that there exists a complex like above:

0→ τn(ωR)→ τ(WnωR)→ F∗τ(Wn−1ωR)→ 0

and it remains to show that it is exact. To this end, we may assume that (R,m) is a
local ring.

Consider the exact sequence

Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R)

V−→ Hd
m(WnR)

Rn−1

−−−→ Hd
m(R)→ 0.

By Theorem 3.25 and Proposition 3.20, we get the following commutative diagram

Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R) Hd

m(WnR) Hd
m(R) 0

F∗0̃
∗
n−1 0̃∗n 0∗n 0,

V Rn−1

q
V Rn−1

where the left square is Cartesian. Since R is Cohen-Macaulay, the homomorphism
V : Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R) → Hd
m(WnR) is injective. Thus the required diagram exists by

applying Snake lemma, Matlis duality, Theorem 3.28, and Theorem 3.29. �

Proposition 3.34. We work in the local setting (Notation 3.1). Then the following
hold.

(1) If τn(ωR) = ωR for some integer n > 0, then the induced Wm+n−1R-module
homomorphism

Rn−1 : 0̃∗m+n−1 → 0̃∗m

is zero for every integer m > 0.
(2) The following are equivalent.

(i) τ q(ωR) = ωR.

(ii) lim←−n 0̃
∗
n = 0.

(iii) lim−→n
τ(WnωR) = lim−→n

WnωR, where each inductive system is induced by
R∗.

We emphasise that R∗ : WnωR → Wn+1ωR is injective for every n > 0.

Proof. Let us show (1). We prove that

Rn−1 : 0̃∗m+n−1 → 0̃∗m
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is zero by induction on m ≥ 1. The base case m = 1 of this induction follows from
Rn−1(0̃∗n) = 0∗n = (ωR/τn(ωR))

∨ = 0 (Theorem 3.25, Theorem 3.29). Assume m ≥ 2.
Consider the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is
exact:

Hd
m(F∗Wm+n−2R) Hd

m(Wm+n−1R) Hd
m(R)

Hd
m(F∗Wm−1R) Hd

m(WmR) Hd
m(R).

V

Rn−1

Rm+n−2

Rn−1

V Rm−1

We have Rm+n−2(0̃∗m+n−1) = 0∗m+n−1 ⊆ 0∗n = 0 as m + n − 1 ≥ n (Remark 3.18(3),
Theorem 3.25). By the following equality (Proposition 3.20):

V −1(0̃∗m+n−1) = F∗0̃∗m+n−2,

it suffices to show Rn−1(0̃∗m+n−2) = 0, which follows from the induction hypothesis.
Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (2). By (1), we get the implication (i)⇒ (ii). To prove the implication
(ii) ⇒ (iii), it is enough to prove that

lim−→
n

(WnωR/τ(WnωR)) = 0

as lim−→n
is exact, which in turn follows from 0̃∗n = (WnωR/τ(WnωR))

∨ (Proposition

3.28) given that the Matlis duality functor (−)∨ turns colimits into limits. Let us show
(iii)⇒ (i). Pick a ∈ ωR. By (iii), there exists n > 0 such that (R∗)n−1(a) ∈ τ(WnωR).
Therefore, we have a ∈ τn(ωR), and thus ωR = τ q(ωR). �

3.4. Quasi-+-rationality. In this subsection, we briefly discuss the concept of quasi-
+-rationality and constructions of quasi-+-test submodules. These constructions
could be done analogously to the above subsections by ways of quasi-+-closure. How-
ever, we will not pursue such an approach for two reasons. First, we do not understand
quasi-+-closure as well as quasi-tight closure. Second, we wish to present a different,
more geometric, approach to the problem, which is useful in other contexts (see, for
example, Subsection 2.5). The main goal of this subsection is to show that quasi-+-
rationality implies pseudo-rationality, which, in turn, provides an alternative proof of
the same implication for quasi-F -rationality.

In this paragraph, we work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Take an integer
n > 0 and a finite extension f : R →֒ S of reduced rings (here a finite extension
f : R →֒ S is an injective ring homomorphism such that S is a finitely generated
R-module). We define a WnR-module Qf

R,n and a WnR-module homomorphism ΦfR,n
by the following pushout diagram:

WnR WnS

R Qf
R,n.

Wnf

Rn−1

Φf
R,n
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Definition 3.35. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). We define the
quasi-+-test submodule of ωR by the following formula:

τ+,n(ωR) :=
⋂

f :R→֒S

τf,n(ωR) for

τf,n(ωR) := Im
(
(ΦfR,n)

∗ : HomWnR(Q
f
R,n,WnωR)→ ωR

)
,

where (ΦfR,n)
∗ := HomWnR(Φ

f
R,n,WnωR) and the intersection is taken over all finite

extensions f : R →֒ S of reduced rings.

Definition 3.36. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). We say that R is
quasi-+-rational if τ+,n(ωR) = ωR. This is the same as saying that for every finite
extension f : R →֒ S of reduced rings, the following map is surjective:

(ΦfR,n)
∗ : HomWnR(Q

f
R,n,WnωR)→ ωR.

Proposition 3.37. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Assume that R
is quasi-F -rational. Then R is quasi-+-rational.

Proof. The proof is analogous to [TWY24, Proposition 4.9]. �

To demonstrate that quasi-+-rationality implies pseudo-rationality, we introduce
the quasi-+-test submodule of WnωR.

Definition 3.38. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). We define the
quasi-+-test WnR-submodule of WnωR by the following formula:

τ+(WnωR) :=
⋂

f :R→֒S

τf (WnωR) for

τf(WnωR) := Im
(
T fn : WnωS →WnωR

)
,

where T fn := HomWnR(Wnf,WnωR) and the intersection is taken over all finite exten-
sions f : R →֒ S of reduced rings.

Proposition 3.39. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Then

τ+,n(ωR) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ+(WnωR)).

In other words, there exists the following pullback diagram in which the vertical arrows
are natural inclusions

τ+,n(ωR) τ+(WnωR)

ωR WnωR.
(Rn−1)∗
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Proof. Let f : R → S be a finite extension of reduced rings. Consider the following
diagram

0 F∗Wn−1R WnS Qf
R,n 0

0 F∗Wn−1R WnR R 0.

=

V

Wnf

Rn−1

Φf
R,n

By applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) we get:

F∗Wn−1ωR WnωS HomWnR(Q
f
R,n,WnωR) 0

F∗Wn−1ωR WnωR ωR 0.

= T f
n (Φf

R,n
)∗

V ∗ (Rn−1)∗

(⋆)

Then (⋆) is a pullback square by diagram chase in which it is essential that the left
vertical arrow is an equality. This immediately implies that:

τ+,n(ωR) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ+(WnωR)). �

Remark 3.40. There are a couple of results we leave unproven in this subsection. For
starters, we do not argue that τ(WnωR) and τ+(ωR) are calculated by a single finite
extension, and, in particular, that they are stable under localisation and completion.
This should follow by the same argument as in [KTY22, Proposition 4.13].

Second, with a little bit of work, one should be able to establish that there exists
the following commutative diagram in which each row is exact and vertical maps are
natural injections:

0 τ+,n(ωR) τ+(WnωR) F∗τ+(Wn−1ωR) 0

0 ωR WnωR F∗Wn−1ωR.
(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

Specifically the graded pieces of the natural V -filtration on τ+(WnωR) should be
isomorphic to τ+,n(ωR), F∗τ+,n−1(ωR), . . . , F

n−1
∗ τ+(ωR).

We will also need the generalisation of Hochster-Huneke’s vanishing to the Witt
setting.

Lemma 3.41. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Fix an integer n > 0.
Let π : X → SpecR be a proper morphism. There there exists a finite surjective
morphism f : Y → X over R such that the pullback maps

H i(X,WnOX) f∗−→ H i(Y,WnOY )

are zero for every i > 0.
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Proof. The case of n = 1 follows from [Bha12, Introduction, Theorem 1.5]. In general,
we argue by an increasing induction on n. Let f : Y → X be a finite morphism over
R such that

H i(X,OX) f∗−→ H i(Y,OY )
is zero for every i > 0. Assume by induction that there exists a finite surjective
morphism g : Z → Y over R such that

H i(Y,Wn−1OY ) g∗−→ H i(Z,Wn−1OZ)

is also zero for every i > 0. Then the composition

H i(X,WnOX)
(f◦g)∗−−−→ H i(Z,WnOZ)

is zero for every i > 0 by tracing through the following commutative diagram

0 F∗Wn−1OZ WnOZ OZ 0

0 F∗Wn−1OY WnOY OY 0

0 F∗Wn−1OX WnOX OX 0

V Rn−1

g∗

V

g∗

Rn−1

g∗

f∗

V

f∗

Rn−1

f∗

with H i applied to it. �

Remark 3.42. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Fix an integer n > 0 and
let π : Y → X be a projective birational morphism over R. Then π∗WnOY =WnOX .
Indeed, we have the natural commutative diagram

0 π∗F∗Wn−1OY π∗WnOY π∗OY

0 F∗Wn−1OX WnOX OX 0.

π∗V π∗Rn−1

=

V

π∗

Rn−1

=

in which the left vertical arrow is an equality by ascending induction on n. Then
π∗R

n−1 is surjective by diagram chase, and so π∗ : WnOX → π∗WnOY is an equality
by Five Lemma.

By combining Lemma 3.41 and Remark 3.42, we may see that the ind-systems
{Rπ∗OX}π : X→SpecR and {π∗OX}π : X→SpecR taken over all alterations and all finite
surjective morphisms, respectively, are equivalent. By Matlis duality this yields the
following result.

Proposition 3.43. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Let π : X →
SpecR be a projective birational morphism. Then τ+(WnωR) ⊆ π∗WnωX .
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Proof. By Lemma 3.41 applied d times5 (see also [Bha12, Lemma 2.2], cf. the proof of
[Bha12, Theorem 0.4]), we get that there exists a finite surjective morphism f : Y →
X over R such that the pullback

f ∗ : R>0π∗WnOX → R>0ρ∗WnOY
is a zero map, where ρ := π ◦ f : Y f−→ X

π−→ SpecR. Let D denote the derived
category of WnR-modules. In particular, by applying HomD(Rπ∗WnOX ,−) to the
exact triangle (cf. the proof of [Bha12, Theorem 0.3]):

ρ∗WnOY → Rρ∗WnOY → R>0ρ∗WnOY +1−→,
we get an exact sequence of abelian groups:

HomD(Rπ∗WnOX , ρ∗WnOY )→ HomD(Rπ∗WnOX , Rρ∗WnOY )
→ HomD(Rπ∗WnOX , R>0ρ∗WnOY ).

By using this sequence, we get that

f ∗ : Rπ∗WnOX → Rρ∗WnOY
factors through ρ∗WnOY . Choose one such factorisation. By Remark 3.42, we have
that ρ∗WnOY = θ∗WnOW where θ : W → SpecR is the finite part of the Stein
factorisation of ρ : Y → SpecR:

Y X

W SpecR.

f

ρ
π

θ

To conclude, we have a sequence of maps:

θ∗ : WnR
π∗

−→ Rπ∗WnOX f∗−→ ρ∗WnOY = θ∗WnOW .
In particular, we get an induced surjection:

Im
(
π∗ : Hd

m(WnR)→ Hd
m(Rπ∗WnOX)

)
։ Im

(
θ∗ : Hd

m(WnR)→ Hd
m(θ∗WnOW )

)
.

By applying Matlis duality (−)∨ = HomWnR(−, E),
τθ(WnωR) →֒ π∗WnωX .

Here the Matlis dual Hd
m(Rπ∗WnOX)∨ can be computed as follows:

Hd
m(Rπ∗WnOX)∨ ≃ H0RHomWnR(Rπ∗WnOX ,Wnω

•
R) ≃ π∗WnωX ,

where the first isomorphism is [KTT+22, Proposition 2.2] and the second one is
Grothendieck duality. Therefore, τ+(WnωR) ⊆ π∗WnωX . �

Theorem 3.44. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Let π : X → SpecR
be a projective birational morphism. Then τ+,n(ωR) ⊆ π∗ωR. In particular, if R is
quasi-+-rational, then it is pseudo-rational.

5we warn the reader that it is not true in general that a map in the derived category is zero if
and only if it is zero on each cohomology
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Proof. Since WnωX is S1, the vertical arrows in the following diagram are injective

0 π∗ωX π∗WnωX F∗π∗Wn−1ωX

0 ωR WnωR F∗Wn−1ωR.

(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

By diagram chase, we can thus see that

π∗ωX = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(π∗WnωX).

Therefore, by Proposition 3.39 and Proposition 3.43, we get that

τ+,n(ωR) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ+(WnωR)) ⊆ ((Rn−1)∗)−1(π∗WnωX) = π∗ωX ,

concluding the proof of the theorem. �

4. Quasi-test ideals and quasi-test submodules for pairs

This section is the central part of this paper, in which we shall introduce the quasi-
test ideal τ q(R,∆), where R is an F -finite normal integral domain of characteristic
p > 0 and ∆ is a Q-divisor on SpecR such that KR + ∆ is Q-Cartier. Set D :=
KR + ∆. In Subsection 4.1 and Subsection 4.2, we shall introduce the n-quasi-test
submodule τn(ωR, D) ⊆ ωR(−D) := HomR(R(D), ωR) and the n-quasi-tight closure
0∗D,n ⊆ Hd

m(R(D)), respectively. We warn the reader again that R(D) = R(⌊D⌋) and
ωR(−D) = ωR(⌈−D⌉) in our notation (cf. Remark 2.27(1)).

These subsections are the log versions of Subsection 3.1 and Subsection 3.2. Then
the n-quasi-test ideal τn(R,∆) is defined by

τn(R,∆) := τn(ωR, KR +∆).

The quasi-test ideal τ q(R,∆) is given by

τ q(R,∆) :=
⋃

n≥1

τn(R,∆) = τn(R,∆)

for n ≫ 0, where the latter equality holds by τ1(R,∆) ⊆ τ2(R,∆) ⊆ · · · . We then
establish some fundamental properties of τn(R,∆) (Subsection 4.3):

(1) τn(R,∆) is compatible with localisations and completions (Remark 4.24).
(2) If E is an effective Cartier divisor on SpecR, then there exists a rational

number ǫ > 0 such that τn(R,∆) = τn(R,∆+ ǫE) (Theorem 4.36).
(3) (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular if and only if τn(R,∆) = R (Proposition 4.30).

In order to show (2) and (3), we prove the following duality for the case when R is a
local ring (Proposition 4.30):

HomR(R(⌈−∆⌉)/τn(R,∆), E) = 0∗KR+∆,n.

For example, we have

0∗KR+∆,n :=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
KR+∆,n = Ke,c

KR+∆,n ⊆ Hd
m(R(KR +∆))
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for suitable e > 0 and c ∈ R◦. In other words, the intersection
⋂

and sum
⋃

stabilise.

4.1. Quasi-test submodules (pairs).

Notation 4.1. Let R be an F -finite Noetherian normal integral domain of charac-
teristic p > 0. Set X := SpecR.

Definition 4.2. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be a Q-divisor on X . Take g ∈
R(−(pe − 1)D), which induces a WnR-module homomorphism:

WnR
·[g]−→WnR(−(pe − 1)D).

By applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) to the WnR-module homomorphisms

WnR
F e

−→ F e
∗WnR

·F e
∗ [g]−−−→ F e

∗WnR(−(pe − 1)D),

we obtain WnR-module homomorphisms

T e,gn : F e
∗WnωR((p

e − 1)D)
·F e

∗ [g]−−−→ F e
∗WnωR

T e
n−→WnωR,

where we used

• HomWnR(F
e
∗WnR,WnωR) ≃ F e

∗WnωR, and
• HomWnR(F

e
∗WnR(−(pe − 1)D),WnωR) ≃ F e

∗WnωR((p
e − 1)D).

For an integer e ≥ 0, we set

Ce
n(D) :=

{
T e,gn

∣∣ g ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D)
}
⊆ HomWnR(F

e
∗WnωR((p

e − 1)D),WnωR).

Definition 4.3. We use Notation 4.1. Take an integer n > 0. Let D be an effective
Q-divisor on X . Let M be a WnR-submodule of WnωR.

(1) We say that M is co-small if there exists c ∈ R◦ such that [c] ·WnωR ⊆M .
(2) We say that M is Cn(D)-stable if the inclusion

ϕ(F e
∗M) ⊆M

holds for every integer e ≥ 0 and every ϕ ∈ Ce
n(D). Note that F e

∗M ⊆
F e
∗WnωR ⊆ F e

∗WnωR((p
e − 1)D) (Remark 2.28).

Note that if (pe − 1)D = div(g) for some g ∈ R (for example, this is always true
when R is local and (pe−1)D is Cartier), then in Definition 4.3(2), it would be enough
for us to only consider ϕ = T e,gn for this particular choice of g.

Remark 4.4. Take T e,gn ∈ Ce
n(D) and T e

′,g′

n ∈ Ce′

n (D). Let us construct the natural
composition T e,gn ◦(F e

∗T
e′,g′

n ). Recall that g ∈ R(−(pe−1)D) and g′ ∈ R(−(pe′−1)D).
Consider the composition

WnR
F e

−→ F e
∗WnR

·F e
∗ [g]−−−→ F e

∗WnR(−(pe − 1)D)

F e′

−−→ F e+e′

∗ WnR(−pe
′

(pe − 1)D)
·F e+e′

∗ [g′]−−−−−→F e+e′

∗ WnR(−pe
′

(pe − 1)D − (pe
′ − 1)D)

= F e+e′

∗ WnR(−(pe+e
′ − 1)D).
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Applying HomWnR(−,WnωR), we obtain T e,gn ◦ (F e
∗T

e′

n,g′):

F e+e′

∗ WnR((p
e+e′ − 1)D)

F e
∗T

e′,g′

n−−−−−→ F e
∗WnR((p

e − 1)D)
T e,g
n−−→WnωR.

Moreover, we have T e,gn ◦ (F e
∗T

e′,g′

n ) = T e+e
′,gp

e′

g′

n by

((·F e+e′

∗ [g′]) ◦ F e′) ◦ ((·F e
∗ [g]) ◦ F e) = (·F e+e′

∗ [gp
e

g′]) ◦ F e+e′.

Proposition 4.5. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be an effective Q-divisor on X. Fix
a test element t ∈ R◦. Take d ∈ R◦ such that D ≤ div(d) =: D′. Then the following
hold.

(1) WnωR(−D) is a co-small Cn(D)-stable WnR-submodule of WnωR.
(2) For every Cn(D

′)-stable co-small WnR-submoduleM of WnωR(−D′), [d−1] ·M
is a co-small T -stable WnR-submodule of WnωR.

(3) For every Cn(D)-stable co-small WnR-submodule M of WnωR, it holds that

[t2d] ·WnωR ⊆M.

Proof. Let us show (1). Take an integer e ≥ 0 and g ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D). Then
T e,gn ∈ Cn(D) induces the following WnR-module homomorphisms:

F e
∗WnωR(−D)

·F e
∗ [g]−−−→ F e

∗WnωR(−peD)
T e
n−→WnωR(−D).

Therefore, WnωR(−D) is Cn(D)-stable. Since [d] · WnωR = WnωR(−div(d)) ⊆
WnωR(−D), we get that WnωR(−D) is co-small. Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (2). We have

[d−1] ·M ⊆ [d−1] ·WnωR(−D′) =WnωR(div(d)−D′) =WnωR.

Moreover, it holds that

[d] · T en(F e
∗ ([d

−1] ·M)) = T en(F
e
∗ ([d

pe−1] ·M)) ⊆ M,

because M is Cn(D
′)-stable and dp

e−1 ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D′). Therefore, [d−1] · M is
T -stable and co-small. Thus (2) holds.

Let us show (3). We now reduce the problem to the case when D = D′. By D ≤ D′,
we get the natural inclusion Ce

n(D
′) →֒ Ce

n(D) given by R(−(pe − 1)D′) ⊆ R(−(pe −
1)D). Specifically, if T e,hn ∈ Ce

n(D
′) with h ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D′) ⊆ R(−(pe − 1)D), then

we get

F e
∗WnωR((p

e − 1)D′) F e
∗WnωR WnωR

F e
∗WnωR((p

e − 1)D) F e
∗WnωR.

T e,h
n

·F e
∗ [h] T e

n

·F e
∗ [h]

SinceM is Cn(D)-stable,M is also Cn(D
′)-stable. Therefore, we may assume D = D′.
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Since WnωR(−D) = [d] ·WnωR is Cn(D)-stable by (1), alsoM ′ :=M ∩ [d] ·WnωR is
Cn(D)-stable and co-small. ReplacingM byM ′, we may assume thatM ⊆ [d]·WnωR.
By (2), [d−1] ·M is T -stable and co-small. By Proposition 3.5(2), we have

[t2d] ·WnωR = [d] · ([t2] ·WnωR) ⊆ [d] · ([d−1] ·M) =M.

Thus (3) holds. �

Proposition 4.6. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be an effective Q-divisor on X and
take d ∈ R◦ such that D ≤ div(d). Fix a test element t ∈ R◦ and c ∈ (dt2) ∩ R◦.
Then the following hold.

(1) There exists a smallest co-small Cn(D)-stable WnR-submodule τ(WnωR, D) of
WnωR. Moreover, τ(WnωR, D) ⊆WnωR(−D).

(2) For h ∈ R◦, it holds that

τ(WnωR, D + div(h)) = [h] · τ(WnωR, D).

(3) For every co-small WnR-submodule M of WnωR, it holds that

τ(WnωR, D) =
∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

ϕ(F e
∗ ([c] ·M))

(4) If f ∈ R◦ and D = adiv(f) for some a ∈ Q>0, then

τ(WnωR, D) =
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ ([cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] ·M))

for every co-small WnR-submodule M of WnωR.
(5) Assume D = adiv(f) and c ∈ (f ⌈a⌉)∩(dt2)∩R◦ for some a ∈ Q>0 and f ∈ R◦.

(a) For every integer e ≥ 0, the inclusion

T en(F
e
∗ ([cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · τ(WnωR, D)))

⊆ T e+1
n (F e+1

∗ ([cf ⌈a(pe+1−1)⌉] · τ(WnωR, D)))

holds.
(b) There exists an integer e0 ≥ 0 such that

τ(WnωR, D) = T en(F
e
∗ ([cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] ·M))

holds for every e ≥ e0 and every co-small Cn(D)-stable WnR-submodule
M of WnωR.

(c) If L is a co-small WnR-submodule of WnωR, then there exists an integer
eL ≥ 0 such that

τ(WnωR, D) = T en(F
e
∗ ([cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · L))
holds for every e ≥ eL.

We call τ(WnωR, D) the quasi-test (WnR-)submodule of (WnωR, D).
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Proof. Let us show (1). Set

τ(WnωR, D) :=
⋂

M

M ⊆WnωR,

where M runs over all the Cn(D)-stable co-small WnR-submodules M of WnωR. By
Proposition 4.5(3), τ(WnωR, D) is co-small. Proposition 4.5(1) implies the inclusion
τ(WnωR, D) ⊆WnωR(−D). Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (2). Since τ(WnωR, D+div(h)) is Cn(D+div(h))-stable, it follows from
a similar argument to the one of Proposition 4.5 that [h−1] · τ(WnωR, D + div(h)) is
Cn(D)-stable. By (1), we get τ(WnωR, D+div(h)) ⊇ [h] · τ(WnωR, D). The opposite
inclusion holds by (1) and the fact that [h] · τ(WnωR, D) is Cn(D + div(h))-stable.
Thus (2) holds.

Let us show (3). We denote by N the right hand side of (3). By idWnωR
∈ C0

n(D)
(where idWnωR

: WnωR →WnωR denotes the identity map), we obtain

N ⊇ idWnωR
(F 0

∗ [c] ·M) = [c] ·M.

Since [c] ·M is co-small, so is N . For every T e
′,h

n ∈ Ce′

n (D), we have

T e
′,h

n (F e′

∗ N) =
∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

T e
′,h

n (F e′

∗ ϕ(F
e
∗ [c] ·M))

=
∑

e≥0

∑

g∈R(−(pe−1)D)

T e
′,h

n (F e′

∗ T
e,g
n (F e

∗ [c] ·M))

(⋆)
=
∑

e≥0

∑

g∈R(−(pe−1)D)

T e+e
′,hp

e′

g
n (F e+e′

∗ [c] ·M)) ⊆ N,

where (⋆) follows from Remark 4.4. Therefore, N is Cn(D)-stable. Then (1) implies

τ(WnωR, D) ⊆ N.

The opposite inclusion N ⊆ τ(WnωR, D) holds by

N =
∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

ϕ(F e
∗ [c] ·M)

⊆
∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

ϕ(F e
∗ [c] ·WnωR)

(i)

⊆
∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

ϕ(F e
∗ τ(WnωR, D))

(ii)

⊆ τ(WnωR, D),

where (i) follows from Proposition 4.5(3) and (ii) holds by the fact that τ(WnωR, D)
is Cn(D)-stable. Thus (3) holds.

Let us show (4). Since D = adiv(f), we have ⌈a(pe − 1)⌉div(f) − (pe − 1)D ≥ 0,
Hence we get f ⌈a(pe−1)⌉ ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D), which shows that

T en(F
e
∗ [f

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · −) ∈ Ce
n(D).
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Then the assertion (3) implies
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ [cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] ·M) ⊆ τ(WnωR, D).

Let us prove the opposite inclusion. For every e ≥ 0 and every g ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D),
we get

div(g) + div(f) ≥ (pe − 1)D + div(f) = (a(pe − 1) + 1)div(f) ≥ ⌈a(pe − 1)⌉div(f),
which implies

T e,gn (F e
∗ [cf ]M) = T en(F

e
∗ [cfg]M) ⊆ T en(F

e
∗ [cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉]M).

As cf ∈ (dt2) ∩ R◦, we obtain

τ(WnωR, D)
(3)
=
∑

e≥0

∑

T e,g
n ∈Ce

n(D)

T e,gn (F e
∗ [cf ] ·M)

⊆
∑

e≥0

T en(F
e
∗ [cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉]M).

Thus (4) holds.
Let us show (5). By a similar argument to the proofs of Proposition 3.6(4)(5),

it is easy to see that (a) implies (b) and (c). Hence it is enough to prove (a). By
c ∈ (f ⌈a⌉), it holds that

div(cp−1) + div(f p⌈a(p
e−1)⌉) ≥ (p− 1)⌈a⌉div(f) + p⌈a(pe − 1)⌉div(f)

≥ (⌈a(p− 1)⌉+ p⌈a(pe − 1)⌉)div(f)
≥ ⌈a(pe+1 − 1)⌉div(f).

We then obtain

T e+1
n (F e+1

∗ ([cf ⌈a(pe+1−1)⌉] · τ(WnωR, D))) ⊇ T e+1
n (F e+1

∗ ([cpf p⌈a(p
e−1)⌉] · τ(WnωR, D)))

= T en(F
e
∗ ([cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · Tn(F∗τ(WnωR, D))))

⊇ T en(F
e
∗ ([cf

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · τ(WnωR, D))),

where the last inclusion follows from (1) and (♯) below.

(♯) Tn(F∗τ(WnωR, D)) is co-small and Cn(D)-stable.

Let us show (♯). Since it is easy to see that Tn(F∗τ(WnωR, D)) is co-small, we
only prove that Tn(F∗τ(WnωR, D)) is Cn(D)-stable. Pick an integer e ≥ 0 and g ∈
R(−(pe − 1)D). By

gp ∈ R(−p(pe − 1)D) ⊆ R(−(pe − 1)D),

we get

T en(F
e
∗ [g] · F e

∗Tn(F∗τ(WnωR, D))) = T e+1
n (F e+1

∗ ([gp]τ(WnωR, D)))

= Tn(F∗(T
e
n(F

e
∗ ([g

p]τ(WnωR, D))))

⊆ Tn(F∗(τ(WnωR, D))).

Thus (♯) holds.
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Then (a) holds, which completes the proof of (5). �

Definition 4.7. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be a Q-divisor on X . Take h ∈ R◦

such that D + div(h) is effective. We define the WnR-submodule τ(WnωR, D) of
WnωR ⊗WnRWn(K(R)) by

τ(WnωR, D) := [h−1]τ(WnωR, D + div(h)) ⊆WnωR ⊗WnRWn(K(R)).

This is independent of the choice of h ∈ R◦ by Proposition 4.6(2).

Proposition 4.8. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be a Q-divisor on X.

(1) If S is a multiplicatively closed subset S of R, then it holds that

τ(WnωR, D)⊗WnRWn(S
−1R) ≃ τ(WnωS−1R, j

∗D),

where j : SpecS−1R→ SpecR denotes the induced morphism.
(2) If (R,m) is a local ring, then it holds that

τ(WnωR, D)⊗WnRWnR̂ ≃ τ(WnωR̂, π
∗D),

where R̂ denotes the m-adic completion of R and π : Spec R̂→ SpecR is the
induced morphism.

Proof. Taking h ∈ R◦ such that D + div[h] is effective, we may assume that D is
effective (Definition 4.7).

Let us show (1). Pick d ∈ R◦ satisfying D ≤ div(d). Fix a test element t ∈ R◦ and
c ∈ (dt2) ∩ R◦. Note that the conditions in Notation 4.1 are preserved under taking
localisation. We have

τ(WnωR, D)⊗WnRWn(S
−1R) =


∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

ϕ(F e
∗ [c] ·WnωR)


⊗WnRWn(S

−1R)

=
∑

e≥0

∑

ϕ∈Ce
n(D)

(ϕ⊗WnRWn(S
−1R))(F e

∗ [c] ·WnωS−1R)

⊆
∑

e≥0

∑

ψ∈Ce
n(j

∗D)

ψ(F e
∗ [c] ·WnωS−1R)

= τ(WnωS−1R, j
∗D),

where the above inclusion holds because we have ϕ⊗WnRWn(S
−1R) ∈ Ce

n(j
∗D) for ϕ ∈

Ce
n(D). It is enough to show the opposite inclusion τ(WnωR, D)⊗WnR Wn(S

−1R) ⊇
τ(WnωS−1R, j

∗D). Take e ≥ 0, z ∈ WnωS−1R, and ψ ∈ Ce
n(D|U). It suffices to show

ψ(F e
∗ [c] · z) ∈ τ(WnωR, D)⊗WnR Wn(S

−1R). We have s1z ∈ WnωR for some s1 ∈ S.
We can write ψ = T e,gn for some

g ∈ OSpecS−1R(−(pe − 1)j∗D) = j∗R(−(pe − 1)D) = R(−(pe − 1)D)⊗R S−1R.

Then there exists s2 ∈ S such that s2g ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D). In particular, T e,c2gn ∈
Ce
n(D). Therefore, we have

[s1s2] · ψ(F e
∗ ([c] · z)) = T e,gn (F e

∗ ([cs
pe

1 s
pe

2 ] · z)) = T e,s2gn (F e
∗ ([c] · [sp

e−1
1 sp

e−1
2 ] · (s1z)))



56 T. Kawakami, H. Tanaka, T. Takamatsu, J. Witaszek, F. Yobuko, S. Yoshikawa

∈ T e,s2gn (F∗([c] ·WnωR)) ⊆ τ(WnωR, D).

Hence ψ(F e
∗ ([c] · z)) ∈ τ(WnωR, D)⊗WnRWn(S

−1R). Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (2). The inclusion π∗τ(WnωR, D) ⊆ τ(WnωR̂, π

∗D) follows from a

similar argument to the one of (1). Then we have the induced injective WnR̂-module
homomorphism

ι : π∗τ(WnωR, D) →֒ τ(WnωR̂, π
∗D)

of finitely generatedWnR̂. By the Artin-Rees lemma and completeness, it is enough to
show that ι is surjective after taking modulo Wn(m

l)WnωR̂ ∩ τ(WnωR̂, π
∗D) for every

positive integer l. If ψ ∈ Ce
n(π

∗D), then there exists g ∈ OX′(−(pe−1)π∗D) such that
ψ = T eg . By OX′(−(pe−1)π∗D) ≃ π∗R(−(pe−1)D), there exists g′ ∈ R(−(pe−1)D)

such that g−g′ ∈ (ml)[p
e]. Then we have α := [g]− [g′] ∈ Wn((m

l)[p
e]R̂). In particular,

we have
T e,α(F e

∗ [c]WnωR̂) ⊆Wn(m
l)WnωR̂.

Therefore, we have

ψ(F e
∗ [c] ·WnωR̂) = T e,gn (F e

∗ [c] ·WnωR̂)

≡ T e,g
′

n (F e
∗ [c] ·WnωR̂) mod Wn(m

l)WnωR̂ ∩ τ(WnωR̂, π
∗D)

⊆ π∗τ(WnωR, D).

Thus, we obtain the surjectivity of ι after taking moduloWn(m
l)WnωR̂∩τ(WnωR̂, π

∗D).
�

Proposition 4.9. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be a Q-divisor on X. Then, for every
integer n ≥ 2, the WnR-module homomorphism R∗ : Wn−1ωR → WnωR induces the
following WnR-module homomorphism:

R∗ : τ(Wn−1ωR, D)→ τ(WnωR, D).

Proof. Wemay assume thatD is effective. It is enough to show that (R∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D))
is co-small and Cn−1(D)-stable (as these imply τ(Wn−1ωR, D) ⊆ (R∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D))
by Proposition 4.6(1)). Since τ(WnωR, D) is co-small, we get [c]·WnωR ⊆ τ(WnωR, D)
for some c ∈ R◦, which implies

R∗([c] ·Wn−1ωR) = [c] · R∗(Wn−1ωR) ⊆ τ(WnωR, D),

i.e., [c] ·Wn−1ωR ⊆ (R∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D)). Thus (R∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D)) is co-small.
It suffices to show that (R∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D)) is Cn−1(D)-stable. Take e ≥ 0 and

T e,gn−1 ∈ Ce
n−1(D), where g ∈ R(−(pe − 1)D). We have

R∗ ◦ T e,gn−1 = T e,gn ◦R∗

for T e,gn ∈ Ce
n(D), because we have T e,gm (−) = T em(F

e
∗ [g] · −) for m ∈ {n − 1, n}.

Therefore, we get

R∗ ◦ T e,gn−1(F
e
∗ (R

∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D))) = T e,gn ◦R∗((R∗)−1(F e
∗ τ(WnωR, D)))

⊆ T e,gn (F e
∗ τ(WnωR, D)) ⊆ τ(WnωR, D),

where the last inclusion follows from the fact that τ(WnωR, D) is Cn(D)-stable (Propo-
sition 4.6(1)). Hence (R∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D)) is Cn−1(D)-stable. �
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Definition 4.10. We use Notation 4.1. Let D be a Q-divisor on X .

(1) We set

τn(ωR, D) := ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωR, D)),

which is theR-submodule of ωR(−D) obtained as the inverse image of τ(WnωR, D)
by

(Rn−1)∗ : ωR(−D)→WnωR(−D).

We call τn(ωR, D) the n-quasi-test R-submodule of ωR along D. We have the
following inclusions (Remark 4.11):

(4.10.1) τ1(ω,D) ⊆ τ2(ω,D) ⊆ · · · ⊆ τn(ω,D) ⊆ τn+1(ω,D) ⊆ · · · ⊆ ωR(−D).

(2) We set τ q(ωR, D) :=
∑∞

n=1 τn(ωR, D). Since (4.10.1) is an ascending chain of
R-submodules of ωR(−D) , there exists n0 > 0 such that

τ q(ωR, D) :=

∞∑

n=1

τn(ωR, D) = τn(ωR, D) ⊆ ωR(−D)

for every integer n ≥ n0. In particular, τ q(ωR, D) an R-submodule of ωR. We
call τ q(ωR, D) the quasi-test R-submodule of ωR along D.

Remark 4.11. We use the same notation as in Definition 4.10. We have the following
commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

0 ωR(−D) WnωR(−D) F∗Wn−1ωR(−pD)

0 ωR(−D) Wn+1ωR(−D) F∗WnωR(−pD).

(Rn−1)∗ V ∗

R∗ R∗

(Rn)∗ V ∗

This diagram, together with Proposition 4.9, induces the following commutative dia-
gram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

0 // τn(ωR, D)
(Rn−1)∗

// τ(WnωR, D)
V ∗

//

R∗

��

F∗Wn−1ωR(−pD)

R∗

��

0 // τn+1(ωR, D)
(Rn)∗

// τ(Wn+1ωR, D)
V ∗

// F∗WnωR(−pD).

Therefore, we obtain an inclusion τn(ωR, D) ⊆ τn+1(ωR, D).

Proposition 4.12. We use Notation 4.1. Take a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D and an
effective Q-divisor E on X. Then the following hold.

(1) For every integer n ≥ 1, there exists a rational number ǫn > 0 such that

τ(WnωR, D) = τ(WnωR, D + ǫnE)

(2) There exists a rational number ǫ > 0 such that

τn(ωR, D) = τn(ωR, D + ǫE) and τ q(ωR, D) = τ q(ωR, D + ǫE)

for every integer n > 0.
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Proof. We first reduce the problem to the case when

(i) D = adiv(f) for some a ∈ Q>0 and f ∈ R◦,
(ii) E = div(g) for some g ∈ R◦, and
(iii) a < 1.

Enlarging E, we may assume that E is an effective Cartier divisor. Taking a suitable
affine open cover of X , we may assume that (i) and (ii) hold. By D = adiv(f) =
a
r
div(f r) for every r ∈ Z>0, we may assume (iii).
Let us show (1). Fix n ∈ Z>0. For ǫ ∈ Q>0, the inclusion

τ(WnωR, D + ǫE) ⊆ τ(WnωR, D)

is clear by definition. Pick a test element t ∈ R◦ and c ∈ R◦ ∩ (fgt2) ∩ (f ⌈a⌉). By
applying Proposition 4.6(5)(c) for L =WnωR, there exists an integer e > 0 (depending
on n) such that

τ(WnωR, D) = T en(F
e
∗ [cg][f

⌈a(pe−1)⌉]WnωR).

Set ǫn := 1
pe−1

. We then get

τ(WnωR, D) = T en(F
e
∗ [cg][f

⌈a(pe−1)⌉]WnωR)

= T en(F
e
∗ [c][f

⌈a(pe−1)⌉g⌈ǫn(p
e−1)⌉]WnωR)

(⋆)

⊆ τ(WnωR, D + ǫnE),

where (⋆) can be proven as follows. By Proposition 4.6(3), it is enough to show

f ⌈a(pe−1)⌉g⌈ǫn(p
e−1)⌉ ∈ R(−(pe − 1)(D + ǫnE)),

that is, div(f ⌈a(pe−1)⌉g⌈ǫn(p
e−1)⌉) ≥ (pe − 1)(D + ǫnE), which is assured by

⌈a(pe − 1)⌉div(f) ≥ (pe − 1)D and ⌈ǫn(pe − 1)⌉div(g) = div(g) = ǫn(p
e − 1)E.

Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (2). For every ǫ > 0, the inclusion τ q(ωR, D+ǫE) ⊆ τ q(ωR, D) is clear.

Fix an integer n0 > 0 satisfying τ q(ωR, D) = τn0(ωR, D) (Definition 4.10). By (1) and
Definition 4.10, there exists ǫ0 > 0 (depending on n0) such that τn0(ωR, D + ǫ0E) =
τn0(ωR, D). Then we get

τ q(ωR, D + ǫ0E) ⊇ τn0(ωR, D + ǫ0E) = τn0(ωR, D) = τ q(ωR, D).

This completes the proof of τ q(ωR, D) = τ q(ωR, D + ǫ0E).
Again by Definition 4.10, we can find n1 > 0 such that

τn(ωR, D) = τ q(ωR, D) = τ q(ωR, D + ǫ0E) = τn(ωR, D + ǫ0E)

for every n > n1. Set

ǫ := min{ǫ0, ǫ1, ..., ǫn1},
where each of ǫ1, ..., ǫn1 is as in (1). Then, for every 1 ≤ n ≤ n1, we get τn(ωR, D) =
τn(ωR, D + ǫE) by (1). Thus (2) holds. �
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At this point, we do not know yet if the condition that τn(ωR, KR +∆) = R is
equivalent to (R,∆) being n-quasi-F -regular, when KR+∆ is Q-Cartier. In order to
verify this, we need to develop the theory of quasi-tight closure.

4.2. Quasi-tight closure in local cohomologies (pairs).

Notation 4.13. Let (R,m) be an F -finite Noetherian normal local ring of charac-
teristic p > 0. Set d := dimR and X := SpecR.

We use Notation 4.13. Take c ∈ R◦, a Q-divisor D on X , and integers n > 0
and e ≥ 0. We define the WnR-modules Qe

R,D,n and Qe,c
R,D,n and the WnR-module

homomorphisms ΦeR,D,n and Φe,cR,D,n by the following diagram in which all the squares
are pushouts:

(4.13.1)

WnR(D) F e
∗ (WnR(p

eD)) F e
∗ (WnR(p

eD))

R(D) Qe
R,D,n Qe,c

R,D,n.

F e

Rn−1

·F e
∗ [c]

Φe
R,D,n

Φe,c
R,D,n

Definition 4.14. We use Notation 4.13. Take integers n > 0 and e ≥ 0. Let D be a
Q-divisor on X .

(1) For c ∈ R◦, we set

K̃e,c
D,n := Ker

(
Hd

m(WnR(D))
F e

−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR(p

eD))
·F e

∗ [c]−−−→ Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR(p

eD))
)
,

which is a WnR-submodule of Hd
m(WnR(D)). Then we define 0̃∗D,n by

0̃∗D,n :=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

K̃e,c
D,n ⊆ Hd

m(WnR(D)).

Equivalently, given z ∈ Hd
m(WnR(D)), we have z ∈ 0̃∗D,n if and only if there

exist c ∈ R◦ and e0 ∈ Z>0 such that z is contained in K̃e,c
D,n for every integer

e ≥ e0. Note that 0̃∗D,n is a WnR-submodule of Hd
m(WnR(D)) (cf. Remark

3.17).
(2) For c ∈ R◦, we set

Ke,c
D,n := Ker

(
Hd

m(R(D))
Φe,c

R,D,n−−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,D,n)

)
,

which is an R-submodule of Hd
m(R(D)). We define the n-quasi-tight closure

0∗D,n by

0∗D,n :=
⋃

c∈R◦,
e0∈Z>0

⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
D,n ⊆ Hd

m(R(D)).
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Equivalently, given z ∈ Hd
m(R), we have z ∈ 0∗D,n if and only if there exist

c ∈ R◦ and e0 ∈ Z>0 such that z is contained in Ke,c
D,n for every integer e ≥ e0.

Note that 0∗D,n is an R-submodule of Hd
m(R(D)) (cf. Remark 3.17).

Remark 4.15 (cf. Remark 3.18). We use Notation 4.13. Take a Q-divisor D on X .

(1) Consider the commutative diagram

Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R) Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R) Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R)

Hd
m(WnR(D)) Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR(p

eD)) Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR(p

eD))

Hd
m(R(D)) Hd

m(Q
e
R,D,n) Hd

m(Q
e,c
R,D,n)

V F eV (·F e
∗ [c])◦F

eV

F e

Rn−1

·F e
∗ [c]

where the vertical sequences are exact. By diagram chase, we get

Rn−1(K̃e,c
D,n) = Ke,c

D,n.

(2) We have
Hd

m(R(D)) ⊇ 0∗D,1 ⊇ 0∗D,2 ⊇ 0∗D,3 ⊇ · · · .
Indeed, this holds by the following factorisation:

Hd
m(R(D))→ Hd

m(Q
e,c
R,D,n+1)→ Hd

m(Q
e,c
R,D,n).

(3) By Proposition 2.15 and Definition 4.14, it holds that

0̃∗D,1 = 0∗D,1 = 0
∗{D}

Hd
m(R(D))

.

Proposition 4.16. We use Notation 4.13. Take a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on X.
Then the following hold.

(1) R(0̃∗D,n+1) ⊆ 0̃∗D,n.

(2) V −1(0̃∗D,n) = F∗0̃∗pD,n−1.

Statement (1) says that the first commutative diagram below exists, whilst Statement
(2) implies that the second diagram exists and is Cartesian:

Hd
m(Wn+1R(D)) Hd

m(WnR(D))

0̃∗D,n+1 0̃∗D,n,

R

R

Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R(pD)) Hd

m(WnR(D))

F∗0̃∗pD,n−1 0̃∗D,n.

V

V

Proof. By Definition 4.14, (1) holds. Let us show (2). By Definition 4.14, we get

0̃∗D,n ⊇ V (F∗0̃∗pD,n−1),

that is, V −1(0̃∗D,n) ⊇ F∗0̃
∗
pD,n−1. In what follows, we prove the opposite inclusion

V −1(0̃∗D,n) ⊆ F∗0̃∗D,n−1.
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Take F∗z ∈ V −1(0̃∗D,n), that is, V (F∗z) ∈ 0̃∗D,n. Then there exist c ∈ R◦ and e0 > 0

such that V (F∗z) ∈
⋂
e≥e0

K̃e,c
D,n. Since R is a local ring and D is a Q-Cartier Q-divisor

on SpecR, there are finitely many possibilities for R(peD), up to isomorphisms, when
e ≥ 0. Hence we can find c′ ∈ R◦ such that c′ · Hd−1

m (R(peD)) = 0 for every e ≥ 0
(Lemma 3.19), which implies that

(F e
∗ c

′) ·Hd−1
m (F e

∗R(p
eD)) = (F e

∗ c
′) · F e

∗H
d−1
m (R(peD)) = F e

∗ (c
′ ·Hd−1

m (R(peD))) = 0

for every e ≥ 0. Given a Q-divisor E, we have the exact sequence

Hd−1
m (R(E))→ Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R(pE))
V−→ Hd

m(WnR(E)).

Hence we get the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence
is exact:

Hd−1
m (R(D)) V −1(0̃∗D,n) 0̃∗D,n

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R(p
eD)) F e

∗V
−1(0̃∗peD,n) F e

∗ 0̃
∗
peD,n

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R(p
eD)) F e

∗V
−1(0̃∗peD,n) F e

∗ 0̃
∗
peD,n

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R(p
eD)) F e

∗V
−1(0̃∗peD,n) F e

∗ 0̃
∗
peD,n.

F e

V

F e F e

·F e
∗ [c]

V

·F e
∗ [c] ·F e

∗ [c]

·F e
∗ [c

′]=0

V

·F e
∗ [c

′] ·F e
∗ [c

′]

V

By the diagram chase starting with F∗z ∈ V −1(0̃∗D,n) (located in the centre at the

top), we get (F e
∗ [cc

′]) ◦ F e(F∗z) = 0 for every e ≥ e0, and hence F∗z ∈ F∗0̃∗pD,n−1.
Thus (2) holds. �

The choice of t ∈ τ(R, {peD}) is motivated by Proposition 2.15 and Definition 2.16.

Proposition 4.17. We use Notation 4.13. Take a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on X and
t ∈ R◦ such that t is contained in τ(R, {peD}) for every e ≥ 0. Fix integers n > 0
and m ≥ 0. Then the following hold.

(1) [t2] · 0̃∗D,n = 0.

(2) [t2] ·Ker(Fm : Hd
m(WnR(D))→ Hd

m(WnR(p
mD))) = 0.

Proof. We have the following inclusion (Definition 4.14(1)):

Ker(Fm : Hd
m(WnR(D))→ Hd

m(F
m
∗ WnR(p

mD))) ⊆ 0̃∗D,n.

Hence (1) implies (2).

Thus, it is enough to prove (1). Specifically, we will show that [t2] · 0̃∗D,n = 0 by an

increasing induction on n (for D replaced by any pk-th multiple of D). The base case
n = 1 holds by

[t] · 0̃∗D,1 = [t] · 0∗D,1 = t · 0∗{D}

Hd
m(R(D))

= 0
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(Remark 4.15(3)). Now assume n ≥ 2 and consider the exact sequence

(4.17.1) Hd
m(F∗Wn−1R(pD))

V−→ Hd
m(WnR(D))

Rn−1

−−−→ Hd
m(R(D)).

Fix z ∈ 0̃∗D,n. Since Rn−1(z) ∈ 0̃∗D,1 (Proposition 4.16(1)), we get that Rn−1([t]z) =

[t]Rn−1(z) = 0. Then the exact sequence (4.17.1) enables us to find

F∗z
′ ∈ F∗H

d
m(Wn−1R(pD)) = Hd

m(F∗Wn−1R(pD))

satisfying V (F∗z
′) = [t]z. As F∗z

′ ∈ V −1(0̃∗D,n) = F∗0̃∗pD,n−1 (Proposition 4.16(2)), we

get z′ ∈ 0̃∗pD,n−1, and so, by the induction hypothesis, [t2]z′ = 0. We thus obtain

[t2]z = [t]V (F∗z
′) = V ([t]F∗z

′) = V (F∗([t
p]z′)) = 0.

Hence (1) holds. �

Proposition 4.18. We use Notation 4.13. Fix t ∈ τ(R) ∩R◦ and an integer n > 0.
Let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X. Assume that there exist g ∈ R◦ and a Q-
Cartier Weil divisor D′ on X such that D ≤ D′ ≤ D + div(g). Then the following
hold.

(1) [t2g] · 0̃∗D,n = 0.
(2) For every integer m ≥ 0,

[t2g] ·Ker(Fm : Hd
m(WnR(D))→ Hd

m(WnR(p
mD))) = 0.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

Hd
m(WnR(D)) Hd

m(WnR(D
′))

Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR(p

eD)) Hd
m(F

e
∗WnR(p

eD′)),

ι

F e F e

ι′

where ι and ι′ are theWnR-module homomorphisms induced by the natural inclusions
WnR(D) →֒ WnR(D

′) and WnR(p
eD) →֒ WnR(p

eD′), respectively. Thus ι(0̃∗D,n) ⊆
0̃∗D′,n. By Proposition 4.17(1), we have [t2]·0̃∗D′,n = 0, which implies [t2]·0̃∗D,n ⊆ Ker(ι).
By the factorisation:

·[g] : WnR(D) →֒WnR(D
′) →֒ WnR(D + div(g))

≃,·[g]−−−→ WnR(D),

we get [gt2] · 0̃∗D,n = 0. Thus (1) holds. The assertion (2) follows from (1) and

Ker(Fm) ⊆ 0̃∗D,n (Definition 4.14). �

Proposition 4.19. We use Notation 4.13. Let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X such
that D = a · div(g) for some a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦. Take a test element t ∈ R◦ and tD ∈
R◦ satisfying tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every integer e ≥ 0. Fix c ∈ R◦ ∩ ((g2t4) ∪ (t4D)).
Then the following hold.

(1) Hd
m(WnR(D)) ⊇ K̃0,c

D,n ⊇ K̃1,c
D,n ⊇ · · · ⊇ K̃e,c

D,n ⊇ K̃e+1,c
D,n ⊇ · · · .
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(2) There exists an integer e0 ≥ 0 such that

0̃∗D,n = K̃e,c
D,n

for every integer e ≥ e0.

Proof. We first treat the case when c ∈ R◦ ∩ (g2t4). In this case, we have c = c′g2t4

for some c′ ∈ R◦.

Let us show (1). Set De := ⌈ape⌉div(g) and take z ∈ K̃e+1,c
D,n . Since we have

cc1 = c′pgpt2p for c1 := c′p−1gp−2t2p−4 ∈ R◦, we get

0 = F e+1
∗ [cc1] · F e+1(z) = F e+1

∗ [c′pgpt2p] · F e+1(z) = F (F e
∗ [c

′gt2] · F e(z)).

As z ∈ Hd
m(R(D)), we have

F e
∗ [c

′gt2] · F e(z) ∈ F e
∗ [c

′gt2] ·Hd
m(F

e
∗R(p

eD)) ⊆ Hd
m(F

e
∗R(p

eD)).

By peD ≤ De ≤ peD + div(g), we may apply Proposition 4.18(1), and hence [t2g] ·
0̃∗peD,n = 0. Then

0 = F e
∗ [t

2g] · F e
∗ [c

′gt2] · F e(z) = F e
∗ [c

′g2t4] · F e(z) = F e
∗ [c] · F e(z).

Therefore, z ∈ K̃e,c
D,n. Thus (1) holds.

Let us show (2). Since Hd
m(WnR(D)) is an Artinian WnR-module, (1) enables us

to find an integer e0 > 0 such that K̃e,c
D,n = K̃e0,c

D,n for every e ≥ e0. Definition 4.14(1)
implies

0̃∗D,n ⊇
⋂

e≥0

K̃e,c
D,n = K̃e0,c

D,n.

Conversely, if z ∈ 0̃∗D,n and e ≥ 0, then we get

F e
∗ [c] · F e(z) ∈ F e

∗ [c] · F e(0̃∗D,n) ⊆ F e
∗ [c] · F e

∗ 0̃
∗
peD,n

= F e
∗ ([c

′g2t4] · 0̃∗peD,n) = F e
∗ ([c

′t2] · [gt2] · 0̃∗peD,n) = 0,

where the last equality follows from Proposition 4.18(1), which is applicable by peD ≤
De ≤ peD + div(g). Therefore, z ∈ ⋂e≥0 K̃

e,c
D,n = K̃e0,c

D,n. Thus (2) holds.

As for the case when c ∈ R◦ ∩ (t4D), we may apply the same argument as above by
using Proposition 4.17 instead of Proposition 4.18. �

Theorem 4.20. We use Notation 4.13. Let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X. Then

Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) = 0∗D,n.

Proof. First, we prove that Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) ⊆ 0∗D,n. Take z ∈ 0̃∗D,n. Then there exist

e0 ≥ 0 and c ∈ R◦ such that z ∈ ⋂e≥e0
K̃e,c
D,n. We get

Rn−1(z) ∈ Rn−1

(⋂

e≥e0

K̃e,c
D,n

)
⊆
⋂

e≥e0

Rn−1
(
K̃e,c
D,n

)
=
⋂

e≥e0

Ke,c
D,n,
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which implies Rn−1(z) ∈ 0∗D,n. Here the last equality follows from Remark 4.15(1).

This completes the proof of the inclusion Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) ⊆ 0∗D,n.

Now, it is enough to show the opposite inclusion Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) ⊇ 0∗D,n. We have
D = a · div(g) for some a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦. Take z ∈ 0∗D,n and t ∈ τ(R) ∩ R◦.

There exist c ∈ R◦ and e1 > 0 such that z ∈ ⋂e≥e1
Ke,c
D,n. Replacing c by cg2t4 (this

is allowed by Ke,c
D,n ⊆ Ke,cg2t4

D,n ), we may assume K̃e,c
D,n = 0̃∗D,n for e ≫ 0 (Proposition

4.19(2)). For e≫ 0, we obtain

z ∈
⋂

e≥e1

Ke,c
D,n ⊆ Ke,c

D,n

(⋆)
= Rn−1(K̃e,c

D,n) = Rn−1(0̃∗D,n),

where the equality (⋆) follows from (Remark 4.15(1)). Thus Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) ⊇ 0∗D,n. �

Proposition 4.21. We use Notation 4.13. Let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X
such that D = a ·div(g) for some a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦. Take t ∈ τ(R)∩R◦ and tD ∈ R◦

satisfying tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every integer e ≥ 0. Fix c ∈ R◦ ∩ ((g2t4) ∪ (t4D)).
Then the following hold.

(1) Hd
m(R(D)) ⊇ K0,c

D,n ⊇ K1,c
D,n ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ke,c

D,n ⊇ Ke+1,c
D,n ⊇ · · · .

(2) There exists an integer e1 ≥ 0 such that

0∗D,n = Ke,c
D,n

for every integer e ≥ e1.
(3) If there exists an integer e2 ≥ 0 satisfying Ke2,c

D,n = 0, then 0∗D,n = 0.

Proof. The assertions (1) and (2) follow from Proposition 4.19, Theorem 4.20, and

Rn−1(K̃e,c
D,n) = Ke,c

D,n (Remark 4.15(1)). �

The following lemma will be essential later in comparing the construction of τ(R,∆)
with the definition of quasi-F -regularity.

Lemma 4.22. We use Notation 4.1 and let D be an effective Q-divisor. Take tD ∈ R◦

satisfying tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every integer e ≥ 0. Further take f ∈ R◦ and set
c := ft2D. Fix integers e0 ≥ 0 and n > 0. Then

Ke,fp
e−e0

D,n ⊆ Ke0,c
D,n.

for every e ≥ e0.

Proof. Recall first that Ke,fp
e−e0

D,n is the kernel of

Φe,f
pe−e0

R,D,n : Hd
m(R(D))→ Hd

m(Q
e,fp

e−e0

R,D,n ).

Take z ∈ Ke,fp
e−e0

D,n and a lift z̃ ∈ ˜
Ke,fp

e−e0

D,n of z by the surjection

Rn−1 :
˜

Ke,fp
e−e0

D,n ։ Ke,fp
e−e0

D,n
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(Remark 4.15(1)). Now, for e ≥ e0, we have

0 = F e
∗ [f ]

pe−e0 · F e(z̃) = F e−e0(F e0
∗ [f ] · F e0(z̃)).

In view of

F e0
∗ [f ] · F e0(z̃) ∈ F e0

∗ Ker(F e−e0 : Hd
m(R(p

e0D))→ Hd
m(R(p

eD))),

Proposition 4.17(2) implies that

F e0
∗ [c] · F e0(z̃) = F e0

∗ [ft2D] · F e0(z̃) = 0,

which in turn yields z̃ ∈ K̃e0,c
D,n. Therefore, z = Rn−1(z̃) ∈ Rn−1(K̃e0,c

D,n) = Ke0,c
D,n. �

4.3. Duality and quasi-test ideals. We are ready to define and study quasi-test
ideals. We warn the reader again about our notation in which ωR(−(KR + ∆)) =
R(⌈−∆⌉) (cf. Remark 2.27(1)).

Definition 4.23. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KR+∆
is Q-Cartier. Take an integer n > 0. Set

τ(WnR,∆) := τ(WnωR, KR +∆) ⊆WnωR(−(KR +∆)),

τn(R,∆) := τn(ωR, KR +∆) ⊆ R(⌈−∆⌉) ≃ ωR(−(KR +∆)),

τ q(R,∆) := τ q(ωR, KR +∆) ⊆ R(⌈−∆⌉) ≃ ωR(−(KR +∆)).

In particular, τn(R,∆) and τ q(R,∆) are R-submodules of R(⌈−∆⌉), which we call
the n-quasi-test ideal and the quasi-test ideal of (R,∆), respectively.

Remark 4.24. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KR +∆ is
Q-Cartier. We here summarise some properties which can be immediately obtained
from the earlier parts.

(1) By Definition 4.10, it holds that τn(R,∆) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnR,∆)) for

(Rn−1)∗ : ωR(−(KR +∆))→WnωR(−(KR +∆)).

(2) We have

τ1(R,∆) ⊆ τ2(R,∆) ⊆ · · · ⊆ τn(R,∆) ⊆ τn+1(R,∆) ⊆ · · · ⊆ R(−∆)

and τ q(R,∆) =
⋃
n>0 τn(R,∆) = τn(R,∆) for every n≫ 0 (Definition 4.10).

(3) Quasi-test ideals commute with localisations and completions (Proposition
4.8). Specifically, the following hold.
(a) If S is a multiplicatively closed subset of R, then

(4.24.1) τ(WnωR,∆)⊗WnRWn(S
−1R) ≃ τ(WnωS−1R,∆

′)

(4.24.2) τn(R,∆)⊗R S−1R ≃ τn(S
−1R,∆′)

(4.24.3) τ q(R,∆)⊗R S−1R ≃ τ q(S−1R,∆′)

where ∆′ denotes the pullback of ∆ to Spec(S−1R).
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(b) If (R,m) is a local ring, then

(4.24.4) τ(WnωR,∆)⊗WnRWn(R̂) ≃ τ(WnωR̂, ∆̂)

(4.24.5) τn(R,∆)⊗R R̂ ≃ τn(R̂, ∆̂)

(4.24.6) τ q(R,∆)⊗R R̂ ≃ τ q(R̂, ∆̂)

where R̂ denotes the m-adic completion of R and ∆̂ is the pullback of ∆

to Spec R̂.

The goal of the next proposition is two-fold: we show that the ideal τ(WnR,∆) can
be computed using quasi-tight closure and, to this end, we simplify its definition (cf.
Proposition 4.6(3)) by showing that it is equal to τ c(WnR,∆) below. This equality
is intuitively clear, as τ(WnR,∆) and τ c(WnR,∆) differ by a “fixed constant” which
can be subsumed by perturbations inherent in the theory of quasi-test ideals.

Proposition 4.25. We use Notation 4.1. Fix an integer n > 0. Let ∆ be a Q-
divisor on X such that KR + ∆ is Q-Cartier. Take a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦ satisfying
KR +∆ = a · div(g). Pick t ∈ R◦ ∩ τ(R) and c ∈ R◦ ∩ (g2t4). Set

τ c(WnR,∆) :=
∑

e≥0

T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆))),

where

T e,cn : F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆))

·F e
∗ [c]−−−→ F e

∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆))
T e
n−→ WnωR(−(KR +∆))

is the WnR-module homomorphism obtained by applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) to

WnR(KR +∆)
F e

−→ F e
∗WnR(p

e(KR +∆))
·F e

∗ [c]−−−→ F e
∗WnR(p

e(KR +∆)).

Then the following hold.

(1) I0,cKX+∆ ⊆ I1,cKX+∆ ⊆ I2,cKX+∆ ⊆ · · · for Ie,cKX+∆ := T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆))).

(2) τ(WnR,∆) = τ c(WnR,∆).
(3) If (R,m) is a local ring, then the equality

(
WnωR(−(KR +∆))

τ(WnR,∆)

)∨

= ˜0∗KR+∆,n

of WnR-submodules of (WnωR(−(KR +∆)))∨ = Hd
m(WnR(KR +∆)) holds.

Proof. We start by proving the following claim.

Claim. If (R,m) is a local ring, then the equality
(
WnωR(−(KR +∆))

τ c(WnR,∆)

)∨

= ˜0∗KR+∆,n

of WnR-submodules of (WnωR(−(KR +∆)))∨ = Hd
m(WnR(KR +∆)) holds.
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Proof of Claim. Set D := KR + ∆. We define Ie,cD,n and Ce,c
D,n as the image and the

cokernel of

T e,cn : F e
∗WnωR(−peD)

·F e
∗ [c]−−−→ F e

∗WnωR(−peD)
T e
n−→WnωR(−D).

By definition, we have

τ c(WnR,∆) =
∑

e≥0

Ie,cD,n

and T e,cn is obtained by applying the Matlis duality functor HomWnR(−, E) to
F e,c : Hd

m(WnR(KR +∆)) → Hd
m(WnR(p

e(KR +∆)))

z 7→ F e
∗ [c] · F e(z).

By Proposition 4.19, we have

Hd
m(WnR(D)) ⊇ K̃0,c

D,n ⊇ K̃1,c
D,n ⊇ · · · ⊇ K̃e0,c

D,n = K̃e0+1,c
D,n = · · · = 0̃∗D,n.

We now apply the Matlis duality functor HomWnR(−, E). Then the kernel K̃e,c
D,n =

KerF e,c turns into the cokernel Ce,c
D,n = Coker T e,cn . Hence we get

WnωR(−D) ։ C0,c
D,n ։ C1,c

D,n ։ · · ·։ Ce0,c
D,n

≃
։ Ce0+1,c

D,n

≃
։ · · · = (0̃∗D,n)

∨.

Since Ie,cD,n = Ker(WnωR(−D) ։ Ce,c
D,n), it holds that

I0,cD,n ⊆ I1,cD,n ⊆ · · · ⊆ Ie0,cD,n = Ie0+1,c
D,n = · · · .

In particular,

τ c(WnR,∆) =
∑

e≥0

Ie,cD,n = Ie,cD,n

for e≫ 0, which implies

(4.25.1)

(
WnωR(−D)

τ c(WnR,∆)

)∨

=

(
WnωR(−D)

Ie,cD,n

)∨

=
(
Ce,c
D,n

)∨
= K̃e,c

D,n = 0̃∗D,n.

Thus Claim holds. �

Now (1) follows from the above argument and (3) is immediate from (2) and Claim,
and hence it is enough to prove (2). To this end, by taking a localisation at a prime
ideal, we may assume that R is a local ring (here τ c localises as it is defined as a
colimit, and τ localises by Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 4.8). The problem is thus
reduced to the case when KR and KR +∆ are effective. Then we have a ≥ 0 and

τ c(WnR,∆) =
∑

e≥0

T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆))) ⊆WnωR(−(KR +∆)),

τ(WnR,∆) =
∑

e≥0

T e,cg
⌈a(pe−1)⌉

n (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆))) ⊆WnωR(−(KR +∆)).

where the latter equality holds by Proposition 4.6(4).
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We first prove the inclusion τ(WnR,∆) ⊇ τ c(WnR,∆). By div(g) ≥ 0 and a(pe −
1) + 1 ≥ ⌈a(pe − 1)⌉, we get

−pe(KR +∆)− div(g) = −(KR +∆)− a(pe − 1) · div(g)− div(g)

≤ −(KR +∆)− ⌈a(pe − 1)⌉ · div(g)
= −(KR +∆)− div(g⌈a(p

e−1)⌉).

We have τ c(WnR,∆) = τ cg(WnR,∆) by Claim. Then it holds that

τ c(WnR,∆) = τ cg(WnR,∆)

= T e,cgn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆)))

= T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆)− div(g)))

⊆ T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆)− div(g⌈a(p

e−1)⌉)))

= T e,cg
⌈a(pe−1)⌉

n (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆))) ⊆ τ(WnωR, KR +∆),

as required.
The opposite inclusion τ(WnR,∆) ⊆ τ c(WnR,∆) follows from

T e,cg
⌈a(pe−1)⌉

n (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆)))

= T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆)− div(g⌈a(p

e−1)⌉)))

= T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆)− ⌈a(pe − 1)⌉div(g)))

⊆ T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−(KR +∆)− a(pe − 1)div(g)))

= T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆))).

This concludes the proof of (2) and the entire proposition. �

Proposition 4.26. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that
KR +∆ is Q-Cartier. Take h ∈ R◦. Then the following hold.

(1) τ(WnR,∆+ div(h)) = [h] · τ(WnR,∆).
(2) τn(R,∆+ div(h)) = h · τn(R,∆).
(3) τ q(R,∆+ div(h)) = h · τ q(R,∆).

Proof. We may assume that there exist a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦ satisfying KR + ∆ =
a · div(g). Take a test element t ∈ R◦ and c ∈ R◦ ∩ (h2g2t4). By Proposition 4.25(3),
the assertion (1) follows from

τ(WnR,∆+ div(h)) =
∑

e≥0

T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆+ div(h)))

=
∑

e≥0

[h] · T e,cn (F e
∗WnωR(−pe(KR +∆)))

= [h] · τ(WnR,∆).

By Remark 4.24, (1) implies (2) and (2) implies (3). �
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Theorem 4.27. In addition to Notation 4.1, assume that (R,m) is a local ring. Let
∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KR+∆ is Q-Cartier. Take an integer n > 0. Then
the equality (

R(⌈−∆⌉)
τn(R,∆)

)∨

= 0∗KR+∆,n.

of R-submodules of R(⌈−∆⌉)∨ = ωR(−(KR +∆))∨ = Hd
m(R(KR +∆)) holds.

In particular,

τn(R,∆) =
(Hd

m(R(KR +∆))

0∗KR+∆,n

)∨
.

Proof. Since τn(R,∆) is the inverse image of τ(WnR,∆) by (Rn−1)∗ : ωR(−(KR +
∆)) →֒ WnωR(−(KR + ∆)) (Remark 4.24), we obtain the following commutative
diagram:

ωR(−(KR +∆)) WnωR(−(KR +∆))

ωR(−(KR+∆))
τn(R,∆)

WnωR(−(KR+∆))
τ(WnR,∆)

.

(Rn−1)∗

By applying the Matlis dual functor (−)∨ := HomWnR(−, E) (which is exact) to this
diagram, we get

Hd
m(R(KR +∆)) Hd

m(WnR(KR +∆))

(ωR(−(KR+∆))
τn(R,∆)

)∨ (WnωR(−(KR+∆))
τ(WnR,∆)

)∨.

Rn−1

Since(
WnωR(−(KR +∆))

τ(WnR,∆)

)∨

= ˜0∗KR+∆,n and Rn−1
(

˜0∗KR+∆,n

)
= 0∗KR+∆,n

by Proposition 4.25 and Theorem 4.20, respectively, we obtain the following:
(
R(⌈−∆⌉)
τn(R,∆)

)∨

=

(
ωR(−(KR +∆))

τn(R,∆)

)∨

= Rn−1

((
WnωR(−(KR +∆))

τ(WnR,∆)

)∨)

= Rn−1( ˜0∗KR+∆,n) = 0∗KR+∆,n.

This concludes the proof. �

Next, we provide an explicit definition of τn(R,∆) (Corollary 4.29) in terms of
Qe,c
R,KR+∆,n (recall the notation from (4.13.1)). First, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.28. We use Notation 4.1 and let D be an effective Q-divisor. Write
D = a · div(g) for a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦. Take t ∈ τ(R) ∩ R◦ and tD ∈ R◦ satisfying
tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every integer e ≥ 0. Fix c ∈ R◦ ∩ ((g2t4) ∪ (t4D)). Then the
following assertions are valid.
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(1) The inclusion

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

⊆ Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e′,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe′,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

holds for every e′ ≥ e.
(2) There exists an integer e1 > 0 such that the equality

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

= Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e1,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φ
e1,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

holds for every integer e ≥ e1.

Proof. It is enough to prove (1), because (2) holds by (1) and the fact that ωR is a
finitely generated R-module. In order to show (1), we may assume that R is a local
ring. Let m be its maximal ideal. Then the assertion follows from Proposition 4.21(1)
and the fact that

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

is Matlis dual to Im
(
Hd

m(R(D))
Φe,c

R,D,n−−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,D,n)

)
= Hd

m(R)
Ke,c

D,n

. �

Corollary 4.29. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KR+∆
is Q-Cartier and set D = KR+∆. Take a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦ with D = a ·div(g). Then
the following hold.

(1) τn(R,∆) =
⋂
c∈R◦

⋂
e0>0

∑
e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)
,

(2) τn(R,∆) =
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e>0 Im

(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)
,

(3) τn(R,∆) =
⋂
c∈R◦

∑
e0>0

⋂
e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,cp
e−e0

R,D,n ,WnωR)
(Φe,cp

e−e0

R,D,n
)∗

−−−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)
,

(4) Take t ∈ τ(R) ∩ R◦ and tD ∈ R◦ satisfying tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every integer
e ≥ 0. Fix c ∈ R◦∩ ((g2t4)∪ (t4D)). Then there exists an integer e0 > 0 such that

τn(R,∆) = Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

for every integer e ≥ e0.

Proof. We start by proving (4). By Lemma 4.28, it is enough to prove that

τn(ωR) =
⋃

e>0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)
.
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In order to verify this, we may assume that R is a local ring by (4.24.2) and the fact
that localisation commutes with colimits. In this case,

(4.29.1) Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

is Matlis dual to

(4.29.2) Im
(
Hd

m(R(D))
Φe,c

R,D,n−−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e,c
R,D,n)

)
=
Hd

m(R(D))

Ke,c
D,n

.

Now, Theorem 4.27 and Proposition 4.21(2) imply

(4.29.3) τn(R,∆) =
(Hd

m(R(D))

Ke,c
D,n

)∨
.

for every e≫ 0 (depending on c). Thus (4) follows by (4.29.2) and (4.29.3).
Second, assertion (1) holds, because
⋂

c∈R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

=
⋂

c∈g2t4R◦

⋂

e0>0

∑

e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

4.28
=

⋂

c∈g2t4R◦

∑

e>0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φe,c
R,D,n

)∗

−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

(4)
= τn(R,∆).

Then (2) holds by the same argument.
Thus we are left with showing (3). We denote its right hand side by τ ′n(R,∆). By

(2), we immediately have that τ ′n(R,∆) ⊆ τn(R,∆). It suffices to show the opposite
inclusion τ ′n(R,∆) ⊇ τn(R,∆). Fix tD ∈ R◦ satisfying tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every
integer e ≥ 0. For every e ≥ e0 and c ∈ R◦, we have the the following inclusion
(Lemma 4.22):

Ke,cp
e−e0

D,n ⊆ K
e0,ct2D
D,n .

By applying Matlis duality to this inclusion, we get

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e,cp
e−e0

R,D,n ,WnωR)
(Φe,cp

e−e0

R,D,n
)∗

−−−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

⊇ Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e0,ct2D
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φ
e0,ct

2
D

R,D,n
)∗

−−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)
,

because (4.29.1) and (4.29.2) are Matlis dual to each other. Therefore,

τ ′n(R,∆) ⊇
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e0,ct2D
R,D,n,WnωR)

(Φ
e0,ct

2
D

R,D,n
)∗

−−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)

(2)
= τn(R,∆).

Thus (3) holds. �
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Proposition 4.30. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that
KR +∆ is Q-Cartier. Then the following hold.

(1) (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular if and only if τn(R,∆) = R.
(2) (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular if and only if τ q(R,∆) = R.

In particular, n-quasi-F -regularity and quasi-F -regularity commute with localisation.

Proof. Since (2) holds by (1), let us show (1). It follows from Corollary 4.29(3) that

τn(R,∆) =
⋂

c∈R◦

∑

e0>0

⋂

e≥e0

Im
(
HomWnR(Q

e
R,Dc,n,WnωR)

(Φe
R,Dc,n

)∗

−−−−−−→ ωR(−D)
)
,

where Dc := D + (1/pe0)div(c). In particular, by Definition 2.31, we get that
τn(R,∆) = R if and only if for every effective Cartier divisor E, there exists e0 > 0
such that (R,∆+ 1

pe0
E) is n-quasi-F e-regular for every e ≥ e0 (equivalently, for every

e ≥ 0). But this is clearly equivalent to the original definition of n-quasi-F -regularity
(see Definition 2.33). �

Theorem 4.31. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ an effective Q-divisor on X such that
⌊∆⌋ = 0 and D := KR+∆ is Q-Cartier. Take a ∈ Q and g ∈ R◦ with D = a ·div(g).
Pick t ∈ τ(R) ∩ R◦ and tD ∈ R◦ satisfying tD ∈ τ(R, {pe∆}) for every integer e ≥ 0.
Fix c ∈ R◦ ∩ ((g2t4) ∪ (t4D)) and an integer n > 0. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular.

(2) There exists e ∈ Z>0 such that (R,∆+ (1/pe)div(c)) is n-quasi-F e-split.

(3) There exists an integer e0 > 0 such that

(4.31.1) (Φe,cR,D,n)
∗ : HomWnR(Q

e,c
R,D,n,WnωR) −→ ωR(−D)

is surjective for every e ≥ e0.

(4) 0∗Dm,n = 0 for every maximal ideal m of R, where Dm denotes the pullback of
D to SpecRm.

In particular, (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular if and only if there exist integers n > 0 and
e > 0 such that (R,∆+ (1/pe)div(c)) is n-quasi-F e-split.

Proof. Note that 0∗Dm,n = Ke,c
Dm,n

for every e ≫ 0 by Proposition 4.21. Thus the
equivalence (3) ⇔ (4) is immediate by Noetherian induction and Matlis duality (cf.
Matlis duality between (4.29.1) and (4.29.2)). The equivalence (2) ⇔ (3) follows
from Lemma 4.28(1), because (R,∆ + (1/pe)div(c)) is n-quasi-F e-split if and only
if (4.31.1) is surjective. Finally, the equivalence (1) ⇔ (3) immediately holds by
Corollary 4.29(4) and Proposition 4.30(1).

The “in-particular” part is immediate from the equivalence of (1) ⇔ (2). �

Theorem 4.32. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on X such
that KR +∆ is Q-Cartier. Then the following hold.

(1) Fix an integer n > 0. Then (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular if and only if for
every f ∈ R◦, there exists an integer e > 0 such that (R,∆+ (1/pe)div(f)) is
n-quasi-F e-split.
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(2) (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular if and only if for every f ∈ R◦, there exists an
integer e > 0 such that (R,∆+ (1/pe)div(f)) is quasi-F e-split.

The reader should compare this result with Definitions 2.33 and 2.34. We emphasise
that in (2), for every f ∈ R◦, we just need to find integers n > 0 and e > 0 such that
(R,∆+ (1/pe)div(f)) is n-quasi-F e-split. In particular, we can take n≫ e, which is
not possible in the original definition.

Proof. Assertion (1) is immediate from Corollary 4.29(2) and Proposition 4.30(1).
Now we prove (2).

First, suppose that (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular for some integer n > 0. Then, up
to multiplying f by an element of R◦, we may assume that f ∈ R◦ ∩ ((g2t4) ∪ (t4D))
with notation as in Theorem 4.31. Then the same theorem implies that (R,∆ +
(1/pe)div(f)) is n-quasi-F e-split for some e > 0.

As for the other implication, pick f ∈ R◦ ∩ ((g2t4) ∪ (t4D)). Then there exist e > 0
and n > 0 such that (R,∆ + (1/pe)div(f)) is n-quasi-F e-split, which implies that
(R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular by Theorem 4.31 again. �

We can finally give the proof of a theorem from the introduction.

Theorem 4.33 (= Theorem F). Let R be an F -finite normal Noetherian Q-Gorenstein
domain over Fp. Let D be an effective Cartier divisor such that Sing(R) ⊆ SuppD,
where Sing(R) denotes the non-regular locus of SpecR. Then, for every rational
number ǫ > 0, there exists a constant e0(R,D, ǫ) such that the following holds.

The ring R is quasi-F -regular if and only if there exist a rational number ǫ > 0
and integers n > 0 and e ≥ e0(R,D, ǫ) such that (R, ǫD) is n-quasi-F e-split.

Proof. Taking a suitable finite affine open cover of SpecR, we may assume that D =
div(g). Since the non-regular locus of R is contained in SuppD, we have that gm ∈
τ(R) for some integer m > 0. Hence c := g4m satisfies the assumptions of Theorem
4.31. For every rational number ǫ > 0, choose a big enough integer e0(R,D, ǫ) so that
ǫ > 4m

pe0(R,D,ǫ) .

By writing ǫD = ǫ
4m

(4mD), we can conclude the proof by the “in-particular” part
of Theorem 4.31. �

Theorem 4.34. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on X such
that KR + ∆ is Q-Cartier. Then (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular if and only if (R,∆) is
feebly quasi-F -regular.

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 4.32. For the covenience of the reader, we
spell the argument out. First, quasi-F -regularity implies feeble quasi-F -regularity.
Now, assume that (R,∆) is feebly quasi-F -regular. By Definition 2.34 and Definition
2.35, for every effective Q-divisor E on X , there exist n ∈ Z>0 and ǫ ∈ Q>0 such that
(X,∆+ ǫE) is n-quasi-F e-split for all e ∈ Z>0. In particular, for every f ∈ R◦, there
exists an integer e > 0 such that (R,∆ + (1/pe)div(f)) is n-quasi-F e-split for some
n > 0. Thus (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular by Theorem 4.32(2). �
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Remark 4.35. When working with quasi-F∞-splittings, one needs to consider its two
variants: the usual one and the uniform one, depending on the order of the quantifiers
between n and e. This difference is fundamental. For example, cones over supersin-
gular elliptic curves are always quasi-F∞-split, but they are never uniformly quasi-
F∞-split. However, this difference disappears when working with quasi-F -rationality
or quasi-F -regularity. This idea is essential for many parts of our paper.

In particular, one can show much stronger statements than that quasi-F -regularity
and feeble quasi-F -regularity agree. For example, it is now easy to see from Theorem
4.31 that (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular if and only if for every effective Weil divisor E,
there exists a rational number ǫ > 0 such that for every e ≫ 0 there exists n > 0
such that (R,∆+ ǫE) is n-quasi-F e-split.

Theorem 4.36. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KR+∆
is Q-Cartier. Let E be an effective Q-divisor on X. Then the following hold.

(1) If E is Q-Cartier, then there exists a rational number ǫ > 0 such that

τn(R,∆) = τn(R,∆+ ǫE) and τ q(R,∆) = τ q(R,∆+ ǫE)

for every integer n > 0.
(2) Take n > 0. If (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular, then there exists a rational number

ǫ > 0 such that (R,∆+ ǫE) is n-quasi-F -regular.
(3) If (R,∆) is quasi-F -regular, then there exists a rational number ǫ > 0 such

that (R,∆+ ǫE) is quasi-F -regular.

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition 4.12(2). In order to show (2) and
(3), we may assume, by enlarging E, that E is Cartier. By Proposition 4.30, (1)
implies (2) and (3). �

The following result provides a reformulation of the splitting definition of a quasi-
F e-splitting from [TWY24, Proposition 3.19] and, together with Proposition 4.38
below, will be used in the proof that three-dimensional quasi-F -regular singularities
are Cohen-Macaulay.

Proposition 4.37. We use Notation 4.13. Let D a Q-divisor on SpecR. Take
c ∈ R◦ and integers n > 0 and e > 0. Assume that (R, {D} + (1/pe)div(c))) is n-
quasi-F e-split. Then there exists a WnR-module homomorphism α : F e

∗WnR(p
eD)→

WnωR(−KR + ⌊D⌋) such that the following diagram is commutative:

(4.37.1)

WnR(D) F e
∗WnR(p

eD)

R(D) = ωR(−KR + ⌊D⌋)

WnωR(−KR + ⌊D⌋)

(·F e
∗ [c])◦F

e

Rn−1

α

(Rn−1)∗

Proof. For every Q-divisor D′ on SpecR, we set

ϕD′ := (·F e
∗ [c]) ◦ F e : WnR(D

′)→ F e
∗WnR(p

eD′)
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Then ϕD′ coincides with the composition

WnR(D
′)

F e

−→ F e
∗WnR(p

eD′) →֒ F e
∗WnR(p

eD′ + div(c))
·F e

∗ [c]−−−→ F e
∗WnR(p

eD′),

where the second homomorphism is the natural injection. Since (R, {D}+(1/pe)div(c))
is n-quasi-F e-split, there exists a WnR-module homomorphism β : F e

∗WnR(p
e{D} +

div(c)) → WnωR(−KR) such that the following diagram is commutative [TWY24,
Proposition 3.19]:

WnR({D}+ (1/pe)div(c)) F e
∗WnR(p

e{D}+ div(c))

R

WnωR(−KR)

F e

Rn−1

β

(Rn−1)∗

Therefore, if we define a WnR-module homomorphism α′ as

α′ : F e
∗WnR(p

e{D}) ×F e
∗ [c]

−1

−−−−−→ F e
∗WnR(p

e{D}+ div(c))
β−→WnωR(−KR),

then we obtain the following commutative diagram:

(4.37.2)

WnR({D}) F e
∗WnR(p

e{D})

R

WnωR(−KR)

ϕ{D}

Rn−1

α′

By tensoring (4.37.2) with WnR(⌊D⌋) and taking the S2-fications, we obtain the
required commutative diagram. �

Proposition 4.38. We use Notation 4.13. Take integers n > 0 and m > 0. Let ∆
be an effective Q-divisor on X such that (R,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular. Assume that
the inequality {prD} ≤ ∆ holds for every integer r ≥ 0. Then the induced Wm+n−1R-
module homomorphism

Rn−1 : ˜0∗D,m+n−1 → 0̃∗D,m
is zero.

Proof. Let us show the assertion by induction on m. We emphasise that the assump-
tions of the proposition are valid for D replaced by pkD for any integer k ≥ 0.

First, we treat the base case m = 1 of this induction. Fix tD ∈ R◦ such that
tD ∈ τ(R, {peD}) for every integer e ≥ 0. Then there exist c ∈ R◦ ∩ (t4D) and

an integer e0 ≥ 0 such that 0̃∗D,n = K̃e,c
D,n for every integer e ≥ e0 (Proposition

4.19). Since (R, {D}) is quasi-F -regular, we can find an integer e ≥ e0 such that
(R, {D}+ (1/pe)div(c)) is quasi-F e-split (Theorem 4.31). By Proposition 4.37, there
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exists a WnR-module homomorphism α : F e
∗WnR(p

eD) → WnωR(⌊D⌋ − KR) fitting
inside the commutative diagram as in (4.37.1). By taking Hd

m, we obtain the following
commutative diagram:

Hd
m(WnR(D)) Hd

m(F
e
∗WnR(p

eD))

Hd
m(R(D))

Hd
m(WnωR(−KR + ⌊D⌋)).

(·F e
∗ [c])◦F

e

Rn−1

α′

β

By (·F e
∗ [c]) ◦ F e(0̃∗D,n) = 0, we get β ◦Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) = 0, that is,

Rn−1(0̃∗D,n) ⊆ Ker(β).

It suffices to show that β is injective. Applying the Matlis duality HomWnR(−, E) to
β, we get

Rn−1 : WnR(KR − ⌊D⌋)→ R(KR − ⌊D⌋),
which is surjective. Hence β is injective. This completes the proof for the case when
m = 1.

Next, we assume m ≥ 2. Consider the following commutative diagram in which
each horizontal sequence is exact:

Hd
m(F∗Wm+n−2R(pD)) Hd

m(Wm+n−1R(D)) Hd
m(R(D))

Hd
m(F∗Wm−1R(pD)) Hd

m(WmR(D)) Hd
m(R(D)).

V

Rn−1

Rm+n−2

Rn−1

V Rm−1

We have

Rm+n−2( ˜0∗D,m+n−1)
(i)
= 0∗D,m+n−1

(ii)

⊆ 0∗D,n
(iii)
= Rn−1(0̃∗D,n)

(iv)
= 0,

where (i) and (iii) hold by Theorem 4.20, (ii) follows from m + n − 1 ≥ n, and (iv)
is valid by the case when m = 1, which has been settled already. By the exactness

of the upper horizontal sequence and V −1( ˜0∗D,m+n−1) = F∗
˜0∗pD,m+n−2 (Proposition

4.16(2)), it is enough to show that Rn−1( ˜0∗pD,m+n−2) = 0. This holds by the induction
hypothesis. �

5. Quasi-test ideals via alterations

In this section, we investigate the relationship between quasi-test ideals and alter-
ations. Our goal is to prove the implication: quasi-F -regular ⇒ klt (Theorem 5.8).
This is established as a consequence of the inclusion τn(X,∆) ⊆ J (X,∆) (Corollary
5.7).

Moreover, in the log Q-Gorenstein case, we will show that for a sufficiently high
finite cover f : Y → X , the n-quasi-test ideal τn(X,∆) coincides with the image
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of the trace map of ΦfX,KX+∆,n : OX(KX + ∆) → Qf
X,KX+∆,n (Theorem 5.10). This

observation leads to the conclusion that (X,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular if and only if
(R,∆) is n-quasi-+-regular (Theorem 5.11).

As it is not natural to assume in this section that our schemes are affine, we start
by globalising the local concepts introduced earlier (Subsection 5.1).

5.1. Quasi-test ideals in the global case. In this subsection, we globalise some
notions obtained in earlier parts.

Definition 5.1. We use Notation 2.20. Take an integer n > 0 and a Q-divisor D on
X . For the generic point ξ of X , we denote the stalk of WnωX at ξ by WnωX,ξ, and
we let WnωX,ξ be the corresponding constant sheaf on X . Set ωX,ξ := W1ωX,ξ.

(1) τ(WnωX , D) is defined as the coherent WnOX -submodule ofWnωX,ξ such that

for every affine open subset U of X and R := Γ(U,OX), the following equality

Γ(U, τ(WnωX , D)) = τ(WnωR, D|U),
of R-submodules of the R-module WnωX,ξ = WnωR ⊗WnR Wn(K(R)) holds.
The existence of τ(WnωX , D) is assured by Proposition 4.8.

(2) τn(ωX , D) is defined as the coherent OX -submodule of ωX,ξ such that for every

affine open subset U of X and R := Γ(U,OX), the following equality

Γ(U, τn(ωX , D)) = τn(ωR, D|U),
of R-submodules of the R-module ωX,ξ = ωR ⊗R K(R) holds. Equivalently,
τn(ωX , D) is defined as

τn(ωX , D) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωX , D)),

where (Rn−1)∗ : ωX,ξ → WnωX,ξ.

Definition 5.2. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KX+∆
is Q-Cartier. Take an integer n > 0. Set

τ(WnX,∆) := τ(WnωX , KX +∆) ⊆WnωX(−(KX +∆))

τn(X,∆) := τn(ωX , KX +∆) ⊆ OX(⌈−∆⌉) ≃ ωX(−(KX +∆))

τ q(X,∆) := τ q(ωX , KX +∆) ⊆ R(⌈−∆⌉) ≃ ωR(−(KX +∆)).

In particular, τn(X,∆) and τ q(X,∆) are coherent OX -submodules of OX(⌈−∆⌉),
which we call the n-quasi-test ideal and the quasi-test ideal of (X,∆), respectively.

For an affine open subset U of X and R := Γ(U,OX), it is easy to see that

Γ(U, τ(WnX,∆)) = τ(WnR,∆|U),
Γ(U, τn(X,∆)) = τn(R,∆|U),
Γ(U, τ q(X,∆)) = τ q(R,∆|U).

Proposition 5.3. We use Notation 2.20. Take a Q-divisor ∆ such that D := KX+∆
is Q-Cartier. Let H be a Cartier divisor on X. Then the following hold.

(1) τ(WnωX , D +H) = τ(WnωX , D)⊗WnOX
WnOX(−H).
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(2) τn(ωX , D +H) = τn(ωX , D)⊗OX
OX(−H).

(3) τ(WnX,∆+H) = τ(WnX,∆)⊗WnOX
WnOX(−H).

(4) τn(X,∆+H) = τn(X,∆)⊗OX
OX(−H).

Proof. Let us show (1). Recall that τ(WnωX , D +H) ⊆ WnωX,ξ and τ(WnωX , D) ⊆
WnωX,ξ (Definition 5.1(1)), which implies

τ(WnωX , D)⊗WnOX
WnOX(−H) ⊆WnωX,ξ ⊗WnOX

WnOX(−H) = WnωX,ξ.

Therefore, both sides of (1) are coherent WnOX-submodules of the constant sheaf
WnωX,ξ. Taking an affine open cover of X on which H is principal, we may assume

that X = SpecR and H = div(h) for some h ∈ K(R)×. There exist h1, h2 ∈ R◦

satisfying h = h1/h2. Hence the problem is reduced to the case when h ∈ R◦, in
which it holds that

τ(WnωX , D)⊗WnOX
WnOX(−H) = [h] · τ(WnωX , D).

Then the assertion follows from Proposition 4.6(2), and so (1) holds.
The assertion (2) follows from (1) and τn(ωX , D) = ((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωX , D)) (Def-

inition 5.1(2)). Then (1) and (2) imply (3) and (4), respectively (Definition 5.2). �

Corollary 5.4. We use Notation 2.20. Take an effective Q-divisor ∆ such that
KX + ∆ is Q-Cartier and ⌊∆⌋ = 0. Fix an integer n ≥ 1 and a point x ∈
X. Then (SpecOX,x,∆x) is n-quasi-F -regular (resp. quasi-F -regular) if and only
if τn(X,∆)x = OX,x (resp. τ q(X,∆)x = OX,x). In particular, the n-quasi-F -regular
locus and quasi-F -regular locus of X are open subsets of X.

Proof. We take an affine open subset U = SpecR of X such that x ∈ U . By con-
struction, we have τn(X,∆)x = τn(U, (∆|U))x = τn(R, (∆|U))x. Thus, by Proposition
4.30, (SpecOX,x,∆x) is n-quasi-F -regular if and only if τn(X,∆)x = OX,x. Therefore,
the n-quasi-F -regular locus of X coincides with {x ∈ X | τn(X,∆)x = OX,x}, thus
it is open, as desired. The remaining assertion follows from a similar argument as
above. �

5.2. Behaviour of quasi-test ideals under alterations.

Proposition 5.5. We use Notation 2.20. Let f : Y → X be a finite surjective mor-
phism from an integral normal scheme Y , and let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X.
Then

T fn (τ(WnωY , f
∗D)) = τ(WnωX , D),

where T fn : f∗WnωY → WnωX denotes the trace map, obtained from the pullback
homomorphism WnOX → f∗WnOY by applying HomWnOX

(−,WnωX).

Proof. We may assume that X = SpecR, Y = SpecS, and D is effective. Set
JY := Im(T fn : f∗WnωY (−f ∗D) → WnωX(−D)). For the time being, we finish the
proof by assuming Claim below.

Claim. JY is a co-small WnOX-submodule of WnωX(−D).
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After taking a suitable affine cover of X , we may assume that D = adiv(g) for some
a ∈ Q≥0 and g ∈ R◦. By Proposition 4.6(4), there exists c ∈ R◦ such that

τ(WnωX , D) =
∑

e≥0

T eX,n(F
e
∗ [cg

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · JY ),

τ(WnωY , f
∗D) =

∑

e≥0

T eY,n(F
e
∗ [cg

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] ·WnωY (−f ∗D)),

where T eX,n and T eY,n denote the trace maps of X and Y , respectively:

T eX,n : F e
∗WnωX → WnωX , T eY,n : F e

∗WnωY →WnωY .

Therefore, we have

T fn (f∗τ(WnωY , f
∗D)) =

∑

e≥0

T fn (T
e
Y,n(F

e
∗ [cg

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] ·WnωY (−f ∗D)))

=
∑

e≥0

T eX,n(T
f
n (F

e
∗ [cg

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] ·WnωY (−f ∗D)))

=
∑

e≥0

T eX,n(F
e
∗ [cg

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · T fn (WnωY (−f ∗D)))

=
∑

e≥0

T eX,n(F
e
∗ [cg

⌈a(pe−1)⌉] · JY ) = τ(WnωX , D).

Thus it is enough to prove Claim. By shrinking X , we may assume that

• X and Y are regular,
• D = 0, and
• OX → f∗OY splits as an OX-module homomorphism (note that the induced
field extension K(X) →֒ K(Y ) splits as a K(X)-linear map).

Then we obtain the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence
is exact:

0 // f∗ωY //

T f
1

��

f∗WnωY //

T f
n

��

f∗F∗Wn−1ωY //

F∗T
f
n−1

��

0

0 // ωX // WnωX // F∗Wn−1ωY // 0.

Since OX → f∗OY splits, T f1 is surjective. By the snake lemma and the induction on
n, T fn is surjective for every integer n > 0. This completes the proof of Claim. �

Theorem 5.6. We use Notation 2.20. Let D be a Q-Cartier Q-divisor on X. Then
the following hold.

(1) For every integer n > 0 and every alteration f : Y → X from an integral
normal scheme Y , it holds that

(5.6.1) τ(WnωX , D) ⊆ Im(f∗WnωY (−f ∗D)→WnωX(−D)).

(2) For every integer n > 0, there exists a finite separable morphism f : Y → X
from an integral normal scheme Y such that

τ(WnωX , D) = Im(f∗WnωY (−f ∗D)→WnωX(−D)).
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Proof. We may assume that X = SpecR.
Let us show (1). We may assume that KX and D are effective. We consider the

diagram

(5.6.2) 0 // f∗ωY (−f ∗D)
(Rn−1)∗

//

T f
1

��

f∗WnωY (−f ∗D)
V ∗

//

T f
n

��

f∗F∗Wn−1ωY (−f ∗D)

T f
n−1

��

0 // ωX(−D)
(Rn−1)∗

// WnωX(−D)
V ∗

// F∗Wn−1ωX(−D).

First, we prove that the image Jn of T
f
n is co-small and Cn(D)-stable. Since f is finite

over a suitable open subset on X , Jn is co-small by the proof of Proposition 5.5. To
prove that it is Cn(D)-stable, take ϕ ∈ Ce

n(D). Then there exists g ∈ OX(−(pe−1)D)
such that ϕ = T eX,n ◦ (·F e

∗ [g]):

ϕ = T eX,n ◦ (·F e
∗ [g]) : F

e
∗WnωX((p

e − 1)D)
·F e

∗ [g]−−−→ F e
∗WnωX

T e
X,n−−→ WnωX .

For

ϕY := T eY,n ◦ (·F e
∗ [g]) ∈ HomWnOY

(F e
∗WnωY ((p

e − 1)f ∗D),WnωY ),

we have

ϕ(F e
∗Jn) = ϕ ◦ T fn (F e

∗WnωY (−f ∗D))

= T fn (ϕY (F
e
∗WnωY (−f ∗D)))

⊆ T fn (WnωY (−f ∗D)) = Jn,

where the inclusion follows from Proposition 4.5(1). Therefore, we have

τ(WnωX , D) ⊆ Jn

by minimality (Proposition 4.6(1)). Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (2). We first treat the case when D = 0. By (1) and Noetherian

induction, we may assume that R is a local ring. However, being local will not be
stable under the following argument, and hence we only assume that R is a semi-
local ring, that is, R has only finitely many maximal ideals m1, ...,mr. Set m to be
its Jacobson radical (m := m1 ∩ · · · ∩mr). For Xi := SpecOX,mi

,

(A) it holds that Hd
m(WnOX) =

⊕r
i=1H

d
m1
(WnOX1)⊕ · · · ⊕Hd

mr
(WnOXr

), and
(B) we set

0̃∗X,n :=

r⊕

i=1

0̃∗Xi,n
⊆

r⊕

i=1

Hd
mi
(WnOXi

) = Hd
m(WnOX),

where (A) follows from Hd
m(WnR) ≃ Hd

m̂
(WnR̂) [BH93, Proposition 3.5.4(d)] and

R̂ ≃ R̂m1 × · · · × R̂mr
[Nag62, Theorem 17.7]. Consider the following statement:

(⋆n) there exists a separable finite cover f : Y → X such that f ∗(0̃∗X,n) = 0 for the
pullback map

f ∗ : Hd
m(WnOX)→ Hd

m(f∗WnOY ).
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We now prove (⋆n) by induction on n. The base case (⋆1) of this induction follows
from [BST15b, Theorem 3.2(b)]. Assume n ≥ 2. By (⋆1), we can find a separable

finite cover f : Y → X such that f ∗(0̃∗X,1) = 0. Recall that we have

Hd
m(f∗OY )

(i)
= Hd

mOY
(OY )

(ii)
= Hd

mY
(OY )

where mY denotes the Jacobson radical of Y , (i) follows from [Sta14, Tag 0952] , and
(ii) holds by

√
mOY = mY . By applying (⋆n−1) to Y , there exists a separable finite

cover g : Z → Y such that g∗(0̃∗Y,n−1) = 0 for

g∗ : Hd
mY

(Wn−1OY )→ Hd
mY

(g∗Wn−1OZ).

Pick x ∈ 0̃∗X,n ⊆ Hd
m(WnOX). By the choice of f , we have Rn−1(f ∗x) = f ∗Rn−1(x) =

0. Then there exists y ∈ Hd
m(f∗F∗Wn−1OY ) such that V y = f ∗x. By (A) and Propo-

sition 3.20, we obtain y ∈ F∗0̃∗Y,n−1 ⊆ Hd
m(f∗OY ). By the choice of g, we have g∗y = 0.

Therefore, 0̃∗X,n maps to zero via the composite pullback map

g∗f ∗ : Hd
m(WnOX)→ Hd

m(f∗g∗WnOZ).
This completes the proof of (⋆n).

Let us settle the case when D = 0 by using (⋆n). Note that (⋆n) induces the map

f ∗ : Hd
m(WnOX) ։

Hd
m(WnOX)

0̃∗n
→ Hd

m(f∗OY ).

By applying the Matlis duality functor HomWnR(−, E), we get the following

WnωX ←֓ τ(WnωX)← f∗WnωY ,

where the middle term can be computed by Proposition 3.28. This, together with
(1), completes the proof for the case when D = 0.

Let us reduce the general case to this case. There exists a separable finite cover
f : Y → X from an integral normal scheme Y such that f ∗D is Cartier [BST15b,
Lemma 4.5]. Since the case when D = 0 has been settled already, we can find a finite
separable cover g : Z → Y such that

τ(WnωY ) = Im(g∗WnωZ → WnωY ).

By the following isomorphism (Proposition 5.3):

τ(WnωY , f
∗D) ≃ τ(WnωY )⊗WnOY

WnOY (−f ∗D),

we get

τ(WnωY , f
∗D) = Im(g∗WnωZ(−g∗f ∗D)→WnωY (−f ∗D)).

It follows from Proposition 5.5 that

τ(WnωX , D) = Im(f∗g∗WnωZ(−g∗f ∗D)→WnωX(−D)).

�

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0952
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Corollary 5.7. We use Notation 2.20. Let f : Y → X be an alteration from an
integral normal scheme Y . Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KX + ∆ is Q-
Cartier. Then the following hold.

(1) τn(X,∆) ⊆ ((Rn−1)∗)−1(Im(f∗WnωY (−f ∗(KX +∆))→ WnωX(−(KX +∆))))
(2) τn(X,∆) ⊆ J (X,∆).

Proof. By Definition 5.2, we have

τn(X,∆) = τn(ωX , KX +∆).

The assertion (1) follows immediately from Theorem 5.6(1) by taking the inverse
images by ((Rn−1)∗)−1 (cf. (5.6.2)).

Let us show (2). Set D := KX + ∆. Assume that f is birational. Then all the
vertical arrows in (5.6.2) are injective. Hence the left square in the diagram (5.6.2)
consists of injections. In what follows, we consider each WnOX-module in this square
as a WnOX -submodule of WnωX(−D). We then get

τn(ωX , D)
(i)

⊆ ωX(−D) ∩ f∗WnωY (−f ∗D)
(ii)

⊆ f∗ωY (−f ∗D),

where (i) holds by (1) and (ii) follows by chasing the diagram (5.6.2) (specifically, ζ ∈
ωX(−D) ∩ f∗WnωY (−f ∗D) ⇒ T fn−1 ◦ V ∗(ζ) = 0 ⇒ V ∗(ζ) = 0 ⇒ ζ ∈ f∗ωY (−f ∗D)).
Therefore, we get τn(ωX , KX +∆) ⊆ J (X,∆). Thus (2) holds. �

Theorem 5.8. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on X such
that KX +∆ is Q-Cartier. If (X,∆) is quasi-F -regular, then (X,∆) is klt.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 5.7(2) that

τn(X,∆) ⊆ J (X,∆) ⊆ OX .

Assume that (X,∆) is quasi-F -regular. Then τn(X,∆) = OX for some n > 0 (Propo-
sition 4.30(1)), which implies J (X,∆) = OX , that is, (X,∆) is klt. �

5.3. Quasi-F -regularity and quasi-+-regularity. In what follows, we recall the
definition of quasi-+-regularity from [TWY24].

Definition 5.9. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X . Take an integer
n > 0 and a finite surjective morphism f : Y → X from an integral normal scheme
Y . We define a WnOX -module Qf

X,∆,n and a WnOX -module homomorphism ΦfX,∆,n
by the following pushout diagram:

WnOX(∆) f∗WnOY (f ∗∆)

OX(∆) Qf
X,∆,n

f∗

Rn−1

Φf
X,∆,n
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(1) We say that (X,∆) is globally n-quasi-f -regular if ⌊∆⌋ = 0 and the induced
map

HomWnOX
(ΦfX,∆,n,WnωX(−KX)) : HomWnOX

(Qf
X,∆,n,WnωX(−KX))(5.9.1)

−→ HomWnOX
(OX ,WnωX(−KX))

is surjective, where the map (5.9.1) is obtained by applying

HomWnOX
(−,WnωX(−KX))

to ΦfX,∆,n : OX = OX(∆)→ Qf
X,∆,n.

(2) We say that (X,∆) is globally n-quasi-+-regular if ⌊∆⌋ = 0 and it is n-quasi-
f -regular for every finite surjective morphism f : Y → X from an integral
normal scheme Y . We say that (X,∆) is globally quasi-+-regular if (X,∆) is
globally n-quasi-+-regular for some n ∈ Z>0.

When X is affine, we simply say that (X,∆) is n-quasi-+-regular (resp. quasi-+-
regular) if it is globally n-quasi-+-regular (resp. globally quasi-+-regular).

Theorem 5.10. We use Notation 2.20. Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KX+∆
is Q-Cartier. For an alteration f : Y → X from an integral normal scheme Y , we
define the OX-submodule Ifn(∆) of OX(⌈−∆⌉) as the image of the WnOX-module
homomorphism

(ΦfX,KX+∆,n)
∗ : Hom(Qf

X,KX+∆,n,WnωX)→ Hom(OX(KX+∆),WnωX) = OX(⌈−∆⌉)

induced by applying HomWnOX
(−,WnωX) to ΦfX,KX+∆,n : OX(KX+∆)→ Qf

X,KX+∆,n.
Then the following hold.

(1) For every integer n > 0 and every alteration f : Y → X from an integral
normal scheme Y , it holds that

τn(X,∆) ⊆ Ifn(∆).

(2) For every integer n > 0, there exists a finite separable morphism f : Y → X
from an integral normal scheme Y such that

τn(X,∆) = Ifn(∆).

Proof. By Definition 5.1 and Definition 5.2, we have τn(X,∆) = τn(ωX , KX +∆) and

((Rn−1)∗)−1(τ(WnωX , KX +∆)) = τn(ωX , KX +∆),

where

(Rn−1)∗ : ωX(−(KX +∆))→WnωX(−(KX +∆)).

Fix an alteration f : Y → X from an integral normal scheme Y such that f ∗(KX+∆)
is Cartier. By Theorem 5.6, it is enough to show that

((Rn−1)∗)−1(Im(f∗WnωY (−f ∗(KX +∆))→WnωX(−(KX +∆)))) = Ifn(∆).
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Consider the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is
exact:

0 F∗Wn−1OX(p(KX +∆)) WnOX(KX +∆) OX(KX +∆) 0

0 F∗Wn−1OX(p(KX +∆)) f∗WnOY (f ∗(KX +∆)) Qf
X,KX+∆,n 0.

V Rn−1

Φf
X,KX+∆,n

ψ

Taking (−)∗ := HomWnOX
(−,WnωX), we get

0 Hom(Qf
X,KX+∆,n,WnωX) f∗WnωY (−f ∗(KX +∆))

0 ωX(−(KX +∆)) WnωX(−(KX +∆)).

ψ∗

(Φf
X,KX+∆,n

)∗ T f
n

(Rn−1)∗

By construction (specifically, because the leftmost vertical arrow in the first diagram
of this proof is an equality), we get that Coker(ψ∗) → Coker((Rn−1)∗) is injective.
Therefore, we obtain

((Rn−1)∗)−1(Im(T fn )) = Im((ΦfX,KX+∆,n)
∗) = Ifn(∆),

as required. �

Theorem 5.11. We use Notation 4.1. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor such that
⌊∆⌋ = 0 and KR +∆ is Q-Cartier. Take an integer n > 0. Then (R,∆) is n-quasi-
F -regular if and only if (R,∆) is n-quasi-+-regular.

Proof. Set X := SpecR. Note that the map (5.9.1) is the same as

HomWnOX
(ΦfX,KX+∆,n,WnωX) : HomWnOX

(Qf
X,KX+∆,n,WnωX)(5.11.1)

−→ HomWnOX
(OX(KX +∆),WnωX).

Let Ifn(∆) be the image of this WnOX-module homomorphism. It is enough to prove
that the following statements are equivalent.

(i) (X,∆) is n-quasi-F -regular.
(ii) τn(X,∆) = OX .
(iii) Ifn(∆) = OX for every finite surjective morphism f : Y → X from an integral

normal scheme Y .
(iv) (X,∆) is n-quasi-+-regular

The equivalences (i) ⇔ (ii) and (iii) ⇔ (iv) follow from Proposition 4.30 and Defini-
tion 5.9, respectively. We get (ii)⇔ (iii) by Theorem 5.10. �

Proposition 5.12. Let S be an integral scheme which is flat and of finite type over
Z. Let π : X → S be a morphism of finite type from an integral normal scheme X.
Let ∆ be a Q-divisor on X such that KX+∆ is Q-Cartier. Then there exists an open
dense subset U of S such that

J (Xµ,∆µ) = τ q(Xµ,∆µ) = τ(Xµ,∆µ)

for every closed point µ ∈ U , where Xµ := π−1(µ) and ∆µ = ∆|Xµ
.
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Proof. By [Tak04, Theorem 3.2] (cf. [dFDTT15, Theorem 11]), there exists an open
dense subset U of S such that

(5.12.1) J (Xµ,∆µ) = τ(Xµ,∆µ)

for every closed point µ ∈ U . By the definition of τ q(Xµ,∆µ), we have

(5.12.2) τ(Xµ,∆µ) = τ1(Xµ,∆µ) ⊆ τ q(Xµ,∆µ).

On the other hand, by Corollary 5.7, we have

(5.12.3) τ q(Xµ,∆µ) ⊆ J (Xµ,∆µ).

Combining (5.12.1, 5.12.2, 5.12.3), we obtain

J (Xµ,∆µ) = τ q(Xµ,∆µ) = τ(Xµ,∆µ).

�

Remark 5.13. Last, we point out that one can also prove that Q-Gorenstein quasi-+-
regular rings are klt by a similar argument to that of Theorem 3.44. In particular,
this gives a somewhat different proof that Q-Gorenstein quasi-F -regular rings are klt.

6. Cone correspondence for quasi-F -regularity

In this section, we establish the cone correspondences for n-quasi-F e-splitting (The-
orem 6.5) and quasi-F -regularity (Theorem 6.7). In most parts, the arguments are
identical to the one of the cone correspondence for n-quasi-F -splitting established in
[KTT+23].

Notation 6.1. (1) Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0. Let X be a
projective normal variety over k with dimX ≥ 1 and H0(X,OX) = k. Let D
be an ample Q-Cartier Q-divisor. Set

R := R(X,D) :=
⊕

d∈Z≥0

H0(X,OX(dD))td ⊆ K(X)[t],

which is a Z≥0-graded subring of the standard Z≥0-graded polynomial ring
K(X)[t]. Note that R is a finitely generated Z≥0-graded k-algebra and SpecR
is an affine normal variety ([KTT+23, Theorem 10.4]). Let D =

∑r
i=1

ℓi
di
Di be

the irreducible decomposition, where ℓi and di are coprime integers satisfying
di > 0 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Set D′ :=

∑r
i=1

di−1
di
Di.

(2) For the graded maximal ideal m :=
⊕

d>0H
0(X,OX(dD))td ⊆ R, we set

U := SpecR \ {m}. For n ∈ Z>0, let

WnR =
⊕

e∈p−(n−1)Z≥0

(WnR)e

be the p−(n−1)Z≥0-graded ring structure induced by Proposition [KTT+23,
Proposition 7.1]:

(WnR)e := {(r0, r1, ..., rn−1) ∈ WnR | r0 ∈ Re, r1 ∈ Rpe, ..., rn−1 ∈ Rpn−1e},
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where Rc := 0 for c ∈ p−(n−1)Z≥0 \Z≥0. Set (WnR)>0 :=
⊕

e∈p−(n−1)Z>0
WnRe,

which is a graded primary ideal such that
√

(WnR)>0 is a maximal ideal.
(3) For the induced isomorphism U ≃ SpecX

(⊕
d∈ZOX(dD)td

)
[KTT+23, The-

orem 10.4], let ρ : U → X be the natural morphism (cf. [KTT+23, Notation
7.7]). We note that ρ is flat over the regular locus of X by [KTT+23, Proposi-
tion 10.7(1)]. Let E be a Q-divisor on X such that Supp({E}) and Supp(D′)

have no common irreducible component. Then we define the Q-divisor Ẽ

on SpecR such that the restriction of Ẽ to U ′ := ρ−1(Xreg) coincides with
(ρ|U ′)∗(E|Xreg). Therefore, if E =

∑
i aiEi is the irreducible decomposition,

then Ẽ =
∑

i aiẼi is also the irreducible decomposition, and in particular,

⌊Ẽ⌋ = ⌊̃E⌋. Furthermore, for q ∈ Z, we have

R(Ẽ + qKR) = H0(Xreg, ρ
′
∗OU ′(Ẽ|U ′ + qKU ′))

= H0(Xreg, ρ
′
∗OU ′(⌊Ẽ⌋|U ′ + qKU ′))

= H0(Xreg,OXreg(⌊E⌋|Xreg)⊗ ρ′∗OU ′(qKU ′))

=
⊕

d∈Z

H0(X,OX(E + q(KX +D′) + dD)) · td

⊆ K(X)[t, t−1],

where ρ′ = ρ|U ′ (cf. [KTT+23, 7.9]). Here, the third equality follows from
[KTT+23, Proposition 7.12 (2)] and the equality

⌊E + q(KX +D′) + dD⌋ = ⌊E⌋ + ⌊q(KX +D′) + dD⌋,
which holds by the assumption on supports. In particular, R(Ẽ + qKR) has
the natural Z-graded R-module structure. We further define the p−(n−1)Z≥0-

graded structure on WnR(Ẽ + qKR) by a similar way to the one of [KTT+23,

Proposition 7.5]. In particular, WnR(Ẽ + qKR) is a graded WnR-module.

Proposition 6.2. We use Notation 6.1. Fix d, n ∈ Z>0. Then, for every e ∈ Z>0,
the following commutative diagram consists of graded WnR-module homomorphisms
of p−(n+e−1)Z-graded WnR-modules

(6.2.1)

Hd(U,OU(KU + Ẽ|U)) Hd(Qe
U,KU+Ẽ|U ,n

)

Hd+1
m (R(KR + Ẽ)) Hd+1

m (Qe
R,KR+Ẽ,n

),

Φe

U,KU+Ẽ|U ,n

≃ ≃

Φe

R,KR+Ẽ,n

where all the maps are the natural ones, each vertical map is an isomorphism, and
the graded structures are given in Remark 6.3.

Proof. The assertion follows from a similar argument to the proof of [KTT+23, Propo-
sition 7.14]. �
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Remark 6.3. We use the same notation as in Proposition 6.2. The graded structure
on the WnR-modules in (6.2.1) are defined as follows.

(1) Since R(KR + Ẽ) is a Z-graded R-module (Notation 6.1(3)), the Z-graded
R-module structure on Hd+1

m (R(KR + Ẽ)) is introduced by [KTT+23, 7.6].
(2) We define the p−(n+e−1)Z-graded WnR-module structure on Qe

R,KR+Ẽ,n
by the

same way as in [KTT+23, Remark 7.13]. The p−(n+e−1)Z-gradedWnR-module
structure on Hd+1

m (Qe
R,KR+Ẽ,n

) is introduced by [KTT+23, 7.6].

(3) We have the Z-graded R-module structure OU (KU + Ẽ|U) induced by the

restriction of that of
˜

R(KR + Ẽ), where the Z-graded structure on
˜

R(KR + Ẽ)
is given in (1). Then the Z-graded R-module structure on Hd(U,OU(KU +

Ẽ|U)) is introduced by [KTT+23, 7.6]. We get the p−(n+e−1)Z-graded WnR-
module structure on Hd(Qe

U,KU+Ẽ|U ,n
) in the same way as in (2).

Proposition 6.4. We use Notation 6.1. Set d := dimX. Then, for every e ∈ Z>0,
we have the commutative diagram

Hd(U,OU(KU + Ẽ|U))0 Hd(U,Qe
U,KU+Ẽ|U ,n

)0

Hd(X,OX(KX +D′ + E)) Hd(X,Qe
X,KX+D′+E,n).

Hd(U,Φe

U,KU+Ẽ|U ,n
)0

Hd(X,Φe
X,KX+D′+E,n

)

≃ ≃

Proof. The assertion follows from a similar argument to the proof of [KTT+23, Propo-
sition 7.15]. �

Theorem 6.5. We use Notation 6.1. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on X such
that ⌊∆⌋ = 0 and Supp(∆) and Supp(D′) have no common irreducible component.

Take integers n > 0 and e > 0. Then (SpecRm, ∆̃) is n-quasi-F e-split if and only if

(X,D′ + ∆) is n-quasi-F e-split. In particular, (SpecRm, ∆̃) is quasi-F e-split if and
only if (X,D′ +∆) is quasi-F e-split.

Proof. The assertion follows from a similar argument to the proof of [KTT+23, The-
orem 7.16] by using Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 6.4. �

Corollary 6.6. Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0 and let X be a
projective normal variety over k. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on X such that
−(KX + ∆) is Q-Cartier and ample. Assume that there exists an effective Weil
divisor H on X such that (1)-(3) hold.

(1) H ∼ −ℓ(KX +∆) for some integer ℓ > 0.
(2) (X \ Supp(H), {pe∆}|X\Supp(H)) is strongly F -regular for every integer e ≥ 0.
(3) For every integer m > 0, there exists an integer e > 0 such that

(X,∆+ (m/pe)H)

is quasi-F e-split.
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Then (X,∆) is globally quasi-F -regular.

Proof. We may assume H0(X,OX) = k. Replacing H by rH for some r ∈ Z>0, the
problem is reduced to the case when H is Cartier. Set D := H and we use Notation
6.1. Since D = H is Cartier, D′ = 0 and every fibre of ρ : U = SpecX R → X is
smooth, where

R :=
⊕

d∈Z

OX(dH)td.

As H is effective, we get t ∈ R by R =
⊕

d≥0H
0(X,OX(dD))td ⊆ K(X)[t] (Notation

6.1). Let H̃ be the Weil divisor on SpecR corresponding to H .

Let us show that H̃ = div(t). We take an affine open cover {Vi}i∈I of X such
that, for every i ∈ I, we have H|Vi = divVi(fi) for some fi ∈ OX(Vi). Recall that

ρ is induced by the natural injection OX → R. For Ui := ρ−1(Vi), we get H̃|Ui
=

divUi
(fi). By fi ∈ OVi(−H) and f−1

i ∈ OVi(H), both t−1fi and tf−1
i are contained

in R(Ui) = OU (Ui). Therefore, we have divUi
(t) = divUi

(fi) = H̃|Ui
. Since div(t)

coincides with H̃ on U , so does on Spec(R).
Therefore, ρ : U → X induces a smooth morphism

SpecRt = U\ Supp(H̃)→ X\ Supp(H).

By (2), (SpecRt, {pe∆̃}) is strongly F -regular for every e ≥ 0. Then τ(R, {pe∆̃})t =
τ(Rt, {pe∆̃}) = Rt. Since ∆̃ is a Q-divisor, there exists m > 0 such that tm ∈
τ(R, {pe∆̃}) for every e ≥ 0. By (3), there exists e0 > 0 such that (X,∆ + 3m

pe0
H) is

quasi-F e0-split. Then (SpecRm, ∆̃ + (1/pe0)div(t3m)) is quasi-F e0-split by Theorem

6.5. By Theorem 4.31, (SpecRm, ∆̃) is quasi-F -regular. Pick an effective Weil divisor

E on X . Since (SpecRm, ∆̃) is n-quasi-F -regular for some n > 0, there exists a

rational number ǫ > 0 such that (SpecRm, ∆̃+ ǫẼ) is n-quasi-F e-split for every e ≥ 0
(Definition 2.33). Again by Theorem 6.5, (X,∆ + ǫE) is n-quasi-F e-split for every
e ≥ 0, where n is fixed and e is independent of n. Therefore, (X,∆) is globally
quasi-F -regular (Definition 2.33). �

Theorem 6.7. Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0. Let X be a projective
normal variety over k with dimX ≥ 1 and H0(X,OX) = k. Take a Q-divisor B on X
such that all the coefficients of B are contained in {1− 1

m
|m ∈ Z>0} and −(KX +B)

is Q-Cartier and ample. Set

R := R(X,−(KX +B)) :=
⊕

d∈Z≥0

H0(X,OX(−d(KX +B)))td ⊆ K(X)[t],

which is a Z≥0-graded subring of the standard Z≥0-graded polynomial ring K(X)[t].
Set m :=

⊕
d>0H

0(X,OX(−d(KX +B)))td ⊆ R. Then Rm is quasi-F -regular if and
only if (X,B) is globally quasi-F -regular.

Proof. Set D := −(KX + B). In what follows, we use Notation 6.1. Then B = D′.
We take an ample effective Cartier divisor H on X such that

• Supp(H) and Supp(B) have no common irreducible components,
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• (X\ Supp(H), B|X\Supp(H)) is simple normal crossing, and
• H ∼ −ℓ(KX +B) = ℓD for some integer ℓ > 0.

First, we assume that Rm is quasi-F -regular. Then we can find a rational number

ǫ > 0 such that −(KX +B + ǫH) is still ample and (SpecRm, ǫH̃) is quasi-F -regular

by Theorem 4.36(3). In particular, there exists n ∈ Z>0 such that (SpecRm, ǫH̃) is

n-quasi-F e-split for every integer e > 0. Applying Theorem 6.5 by setting ∆̃ := ǫH ,
(X,B+ ǫH) is n-quasi-F e-split for every e > 0. For every integer m > 0, there exists
e ∈ Z>0 such that m/pe ≤ ǫ, and hence (X,B + (m/pe)H) is quasi-F e-split. Thus
(X,B) is globally quasi-F -regular by Corollary 6.6.

Next, we assume that (X,B) is globally quasi-F -regular. By the same argument

as in the second paragraph of the proof of Corollary 6.6, we get D̃ = div(t). Since

we have H ∼ ℓD, it holds that div(f) = H̃ ∼ ℓD̃ = div(tℓ) for some homogeneous
element f ∈ K(X)[t] of degree ℓ. We have the induced morphism:

SpecRf = U \ Supp(H̃)→ X \ Supp(H).

Since (X\ Supp(H), B|X\Supp(H)) is simple normal crossing, U \ Supp(H̃) has étale
locally toric singularities [KTT+23, Proposition 11.6], and hence Rf is strongly F -
regular, i.e., τ(R)f = τ(Rf ) = Rf . Therefore, there exists an integer m > 0 such that
fm ∈ τ(R). Then fm is a test element of Rm (Remark 2.18). Since (X,B) is globally
quasi-F -regular, there exist n ∈ Z>0 and e ∈ Z>0 such that (X,B + (3m/pe)H)

is n-quasi-F e-split. By H̃ = div(f) and Theorem 6.5, (SpecRm, (1/p
e)div(f 3m)) is

n-quasi-F e-split. Then it follows from Theorem 4.31 that Rm is quasi-F -regular. �

7. Quasi-F -regularity for Fano varieties and klt singularities

In this section, we apply our results to Fano varieties and klt singularities.

7.1. Fano varieties. It is natural to ask which Fano varieties are globally quasi-
F -regular. As a fundamental result, we prove that quasi-F -regularity is equivalent
to quasi-F -splitting for Q-factorial strongly F -regular Fano varieties (Corollary 7.6).
This result is meaningful, because it is much easier to check whether a given variety
is quasi-F -split. As a consequence, klt del Pezzo surfaces are globally quasi-F -regular
when p > 5 (Corollary 7.7).

Lemma 7.1. Let k ⊆ k′ be a field extension of F -finite fields of characteristic p > 0.
Let X be a projective normal variety over k such that H0(X,OX) = k and X ×k k′ is
normal. Take an effective Q-divisor ∆ on X. Then the following hold.

(1) If (X ×k k′,∆×k k′) is globally n-quasi-F e-split, then so is (X,∆).
(2) If (X ×k k′,∆×k k′) is globally n-quasi-F -regular, then so is (X,∆).

Proof. Let us show (1). Set X ′ := X ×k k′ and ∆′ := ∆ ×k k′. For the induced
morphism π : X ′ = X×k k′ → X , we have that π∗KX = KX′ , so we get the following
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commutative diagram:

OX(KX) Qe
X,KX+∆,n

π∗OX′(KX′) π∗Q
e
X′,KX+∆′,n

Φe
X,∆,n

α

Φe
X,∆,n

Since π is an affine morphism, we obtain the following commutative diagram by taking
Hd(X,−):

Hd(X,OX(KX)) Hd(X,Qe
X,KX+∆,n)

Hd(X ′,OX′(KX′)) Hd(X ′, Qe
X′,KX+∆′,n).

Hd(Φe
X,∆,n

)

β

Hd(Φe
X′,∆′,n

)

Since α is a split injection, so is β. Therefore, if Hd(ΦeX′,∆′,n) is injective, then so is

Hd(ΦeX,∆,n). Thus (1) holds. The assertion (2) follows from (1). �

Lemma 7.2. Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0. Let X be a normal
variety over k and take an effective Q-divisor ∆ on X. Fix an integer n > 0. Assume
that (X,∆) is n-quasi-F -split. Then (X ×k A1

k,∆×k A1
k) is n-quasi-F -split.

Proof. Since (X,∆) is n-quasi-F -split, there exists a WnOX-module homomorphism

σ : F∗WnOX(p∆)→ OX
such that σ(F∗1) = 1. Set Y := Spec k[t]. Then X ×k Y is the relative affine
spectrum of the OX -algebra OX [t] over X . We equip OX [t] with the natural graded
ring structure given by

OX [t] =
⊕

d∈Z≥0

OXtd.

Then Wn(OX [t]) has a 1
pn−1Z≥0-graded ring structure ([KTT+23, Proposition 7.1]):

Wn(OX [t]) =
⊕

e∈ 1
pn−1 Z≥0

Wn(OX [t])e,

where

Wn(OX [t])e := {(f0, . . . , fn−1) ∈ Wn(OX [t]) | f0 ∈ OXte, f1 ∈ OXtpe, . . . , fn−1 ∈ tp
n−1e}.

Here we set tc := 0 for c ∈ Q \ Z. Define s := [t] = (t, 0, ..., 0) ∈ Wn(OX [t]) to be the
Teichmüller lift of t.

Claim. The following equality

(WnOX)[s] =
⊕

d∈Z≥0

Wn(OX [t])d

of subrings of Wn(OX [t]) holds.
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Proof of Claim. The inclusion (WnOX)[s] ⊆
⊕

d∈Z≥0
Wn(OX [t])d holds by WnOX =

Wn(OX [t])0 and s ∈ Wn(OX [t])1. Let us show the opposite inclusion: (WnOX)[s] ⊇⊕
d∈Z≥0

Wn(OX [t])d. Take d ∈ Z≥0 and f ∈ Wn(OX [t])d. We can write f =
∑n−1

i=0 V
i([ait

pid]) = for some ai ∈ OX . Fix i ∈ {0, 1, ..., n − 1}. It suffices to show

V i([ait
pid]) ∈ (WnOX)[s], which follows from

V i([ait
pid]) = V i([ai] · F i[td]) = [td] · V i([ai]) = sd · V i([ai]) ∈ (WnOX)[s].

This completes the proof of Claim. �

We have the following decomposition into the integral and non-integral parts:

Wn(OX [t]) =
⊕

e∈ 1
pn−1 Z≥0

Wn(OX [t])e

=


⊕

d∈Z≥0

Wn(OX [t])d


⊕




⊕

e∈ 1
pn−1 Z≥0\Z

Wn(OX [t])e




= (WnOX)[s]⊕




⊕

e∈ 1
pn−1 Z≥0\Z

Wn(OX [t])e


 ,

where the last equality holds by Claim. Since each direct summand is a (WnOX)[s]-
submodule, the projection

π : Wn(OX [t])→ (WnOX)[s]
is a (WnOX)[s]-module homomorphism. Consider the additive homomorphism

τ : F∗((WnOX)[s]) → OX [t]

F∗(as
i) 7→

{
σ(F∗a)t

i
p if i ∈ pZ

0 otherwise,

where a ∈ WnOX . Then τ is a (WnOX)[s]-module homomorphism, because the
following holds for b ∈ WnOX :

τ(bsjF∗(as
i)) = τ(F∗(aF (b)s

i+pj)) = σ(F∗(aF (b)))t
i+pj
p

= (btj) · σ(F∗(a))t
i
p = (bsj) · τ(F∗(as

i)),

where we set tc := 0 for c ∈ Q \ Z.
Take the composite (WnOX)[s]-module homomorphism:

θ : F∗(Wn(OX [t])) F∗π−−→ F∗((WnOX)[s]) τ−→ OX [t].
We have θ(F∗1) = τ ◦ (F∗π)(F∗1) = τ(F∗1) = 1. After replacing OX by the function
field K(X) of X , we also have (WnK(X))[s]-module homomorphisms:

θ : F∗Wn(K(X)[t])
F∗π−−→ F∗Wn(K(X))[s]

τ−→ K(X)[t].
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It is enough to check the inclusion θ(F∗Wn(OX(p∆)[t])) ⊆ OX [t]. This follows from
π(Wn(OX(p∆)[t])) ⊆Wn(OX(p∆))[s] and σ(F∗WnO(p∆)) ⊆ OX . �

Lemma 7.3. Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0 and take a purely
transcendental extension k ⊆ k′ := k(t1, ..., tm) of finite degree. Let X be a projective
normal variety over k with H0(X,OX) = k. Take an integer n > 0 and an effective
Q-divisor ∆ on X. Then (X,∆) is n-quasi-F -split if and only if (X ×k k′,∆ ×k k′)
is n-quasi-F -split.

Proof. By induction on m, we may assume that k′ = k(t1). The “if” part holds by
Lemma 7.1. Conversely, assume that (X,∆) is n-quasi-F -split. Then (X×kA1

k,∆×k
A1
k) is n-quasi-F -split (Lemma 7.2), and hence so is (X ×k k′,∆×k k′) by taking the

localisation (−)×A1
k
Spec k′. �

Lemma 7.4. Let k be a field and let X be a normal variety over k. Assume that
X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then X ×k A1

k and X ×k k(t) are divisorially
Cohen-Macaulay, where k(t) := K(A1

k).

Proof. It is enough to show thatX×kA1
k is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay, which follows

from the fact that the pullback map

π∗ : Cl(X) → Cl(X ×k A1
k)

D 7→ π∗D

is an isomorphism for the projection π : X ×k A1
k → X [Har77, Ch. II, Proposition

6.6]. �

The following is the key theorem of this section. The reader should note that the
first assumption is satisfied, for example, when ∆ has standard coefficients.

Theorem 7.5. Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0 and let X be a
divisorially Cohen-Macaulay projective normal variety over k. Let ∆ be an effective
Q-divisor such that

(1) {pr∆} ≤ ∆ for every integer r ≥ 0,
(2) −(KX +∆) is Q-Cartier and ample,
(3) (X,∆) is strongly F -regular, and
(4) (X,∆) is quasi-F -split.

Then (X,∆) is globally quasi-F -regular.

Proof. Set d := dimX . We have ⌊∆⌋ = 0. Replacing k by H0(X,OX), the problem is
reduced to the case when H0(X,OX) = k. By Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.3, and Lemma
7.4, we may replace (X,∆) by (X ×k k′,∆ ×k k′) for a purely transcendental field
extension k ⊆ k′ of finite degree. By the Bertini theorem for the generic member
[Tan24, Theorem 4.9 and Theorem 4.19], we can find an integer ℓ > 0 and a normal
prime Cartier divisor H0 such that

(i) H0 ∼ −ℓ(KX +∆),
(ii) H0 6⊆ Supp∆, and
(iii) (X,∆+ aH0) is strongly F -regular for every rational number 0 ≤ a < 1.
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Fix an integer s0 > 0. For H := s0H0, we set

De := KX +∆+ (1/pe)H and D∞ := KX +∆.

By Corollary 6.6, it is enough to show that (X,∆+(1/pe)H) is quasi-F e-split for some
e > 0. Then the problem is reduced to showing (⋆) below (see [TWY24, Lemma 3.10]).

(⋆) There exist integers n > 0 and e > 0 such that

Hd−1(X,Be
X,De,n) = 0.

Recall that, given integers e > 0, n > 0, and a Q-divisor D, a coherentWnOX -module
Be
X,D,n is defined by the following exact sequence (cf. [TWY24, (3.0.2), (3.1.1)]):

0→WnOX(D)
F e

−→ F e
∗WnOX(peD)→ Be

X,D,n → 0.

Set QX,∆,n := Q1
X,∆,n and BX,∆,n := B1

X,∆,n. By (4), there is an integer m0 > 0 such
that (X,∆) is m0-quasi-F -split.

Step 1. BX,prDe,n and BX,prD∞,n are Cohen-Macaulay for every triple (e, n, r) ∈ Z3

satisfying e ≥ 0, n > 0, and r ≥ 0.

Proof of Step 1. Fix integers e ≥ 0 and r ≥ 0. By [KTT+22, Proposition 3.9], it
is enough to show that (X, {prDe}) is strongly F -regular, because this implies that
(X, {prDe}) is naively keenly F -pure. It holds that

{prDe} = {pr(KX +∆+ (1/pe)H)} (ii)
= {pr∆}+ {(pr/pe)H}

(1)

≤ ∆+ {s0pr/pe}H0.

Thus (X, {prDe}) is strongly F -regular by (iii). Similarly, BX,prD∞,n is Cohen-Macaulay,
because (X, {pr∆}) is strongly F -regular by (1) and (3). This completes the proof of
Step 1. �

Step 2. There exists an integer n0 > 0 such that

Hj(X,OX(prD∞)) = Hj(X,BX,prD∞,n) = 0.

for every triple (j, n, r) ∈ Z3 satisfying j < d, n ≥ n0, and r ≥ 0.

Proof of Step 2. By the Fujita vanishing theorem, there exists an integer r1 > 0 such
that

Hj(X,OX(prD∞)) = Hj(X,BX,prD∞,1) = 0

for every j < d and every r ≥ r1, where the latter equality holds by Serre duality
and the fact that BX,prD∞,1 is Cohen-Macaulay (Step 1). We have the following exact
sequence [KTT+22, Lemma 3.8]:

0→ F∗BX,pr+1D∞,n → BX,prD∞,n+1 → BX,prD∞,1 → 0.

Therefore, it holds that

(7.5.1) Hj(X,OX(prD∞)) = Hj(X,BX,prD∞,n) = 0 if j < d, n > 0, r ≥ r1.

Fix j < d. Set n0 := r1 +m0 and take an integer n satisfying n ≥ n0. It is enough
to prove that

(7.5.2) Hj(X,OX(prD∞)) = Hj(X,BX,prD∞,n−r) = 0
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for every r ≥ 0 by descending induction on r. The base case r ≥ r1 of this induction
has been settled by (7.5.1). Fix an integer r satisfying 0 ≤ r < r1. It is enough to
show the implication (7.5.3)⇒ (7.5.2), where

(7.5.3) Hj(X,OX(pr+1D∞)) = Hj(X,BX,pr+1D∞,n−r−1) = 0.

We have the following exact sequences [KTT+22, Lemma 3.8]:

0→ F∗BX,pr+1D∞,m−1 → QX,prD∞,m → F∗OX(pr+1D∞)→ 0,

0→ OX(prD∞)→ QX,prD∞,m → BX,prD∞,m → 0.

Since (X,∆) is m0-quasi-F -split and D∞ = KX + ∆, the latter sequence splits if
m ≥ m0. Therefore, we get the following implications for m ≥ m0:

Hj(X,OX(pr+1D∞) = Hj(X,BX,pr+1D∞,m−1) = 0

=⇒ Hj(X,QX,prD∞,m) = 0

=⇒ Hj(X,OX(prD∞)) = Hj(X,BX,prD∞,m) = 0.

By setting m := n − r, we get the required implication (7.5.3) ⇒ (7.5.2). Here the
condition m ≥ m0 holds by

m = n− r ≥ n0 − r1 = m0.

This completes the proof of Step 2. �

Step 3. There exist integers e1 > 0 and r0 > 0 such that

Hj(X,BX,prDe,n) = 0

for every quadruple (j, e, n, r) ∈ Z4 satisfying j < d, e ≥ e1, n > 0, and r ≥ r0.

Proof of Step 3. By the following exact sequence [KTT+22, Lemma 3.8]:

0→ F∗BX,pr+1De,n → BX,prDe,n+1 → BX,prDe,1 → 0,

we may assume n = 1, i.e., the required vanishing is reduced to

(7.5.4) Hj(X,BX,prDe,1) = 0.

In what follows, we shall provide some details, although the assertion follows from
the Fujita vanishing theorem.

It holds that

prDe = pr(KX +∆+ (1/pe)H) = pr(KX +∆) + (s0p
r/pe)H0.

Fix an integer e† > 0 such that 0 < s0/p
e† < 1. Depending on e, we shall treat the

following three cases separately.

(I) e ≤ r (e is small).
(II) r ≤ e ≤ r + 1 + e† (e is in the middle)
(III) e ≥ r + 1 + e† (e is large).
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It is enough to prove Step 3 under each of (I)-(III). In other words, we shall find pairs
(eI, rI), (eII, rII), (eIII, rIII), corresponding to the above cases, which assure the required
vanishings, and then it suffices to set e1 := max{eI, eII, eIII} and r0 := max{rI, rII, rIII}.

Fix an integer ν0 > 0 such that ν0(KX + ∆) is Cartier. For every r ≥ 0, we can
write

pr = arν0 + br

where ar and br are the non-negative integers satisfying 0 ≤ br < ν0. It is easy to see
that

pr

ν0
− 1 ≤ ar ≤

pr

ν0
.

We have

prDe = pr(KX +∆) + (s0p
r/pe)H0 = br(KX +∆) + arν0(KX +∆) + s0p

r−eH0.

(I) Assume e ≤ r. Then arν0(KX +∆) + s0p
r−eH0 is Cartier, and hence we get

BX,prDe,1 ≃ BX,br(KX+∆),1 ⊗OX(arν0(KX +∆) + s0p
r−eH0).

By 0 ≤ br < ν0, there are only finitely many possibilities for BX,br(KX+∆),n. Then it
is enough to show that −(arν0(KX +∆) + s0p

r−eH0) is sufficiently ample. We have
arν0
pr
≥ 1− ν0

pr
> 2

3
for r ≫ 0. There exists an integer eI > 0 such that

−
(
1

3
(KX +∆) +

s0
pe
H0

)

is ample for every e ≥ eI. It holds that

arν0(KX +∆) + s0p
r−eH0 = pr

(
arν0
pr

(KX +∆) +
s0
pe
H0

)

= pr
((

arν0
pr
− 1

3

)
(KX +∆) +

(
1

3
(KX +∆) +

s0
pe
H0

))

Note that we may apply Serre duality by Step 1. Then, by the Fujita vanishing
theorem for Q-divisors (cf. [Tan18, Lemma 3.5]), there exists rI > 0 such that the
required vanishing (7.5.4) holds for r ≥ rI and e ≥ eI under the assumption that
e ≤ r.

(II) As in (I), we get

BX,prDe,1 ≃ BX,br(KX+∆)+s0p−(e−r)H0,1 ⊗OX(arν0(KX +∆)).

If r ≤ e ≤ r + 1 + e†, then 0 ≤ e − r ≤ 1 + e†. Hence there are only finitely many
possibilities for br(KX + ∆) + s0p

−(e−r)H0. Then we may apply a similar argument
to the one of (I).

(III) Assume e ≥ r + 1 + e†. Recall that OX(D) = OX(⌊D⌋). We have

⌊pr+1De⌋ = ⌊pr+1(KX +∆)⌋ + ⌊s0p
r+1

pe
⌋H0.
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By 0 < s0/p
e† < 1 and e ≥ r + 1 + e†, we obtain

0 <
s0 · pr+1

pe
<
pe

† · pr+1

pr+1+e†
= 1.

Therefore, OX(pr+1De) = OX(pr+1(KX +∆)). Similarly, OX(prDe) = OX(pr(KX +
∆)). By the exact sequence

0→ OX(prDe)→ F∗OX(pr+1De)→ BX,prDe,1 → 0,

we get

BX,prDe,1 = BX,pr(KX+∆),1 if e ≥ r + 1 + e†.

As in (II), it holds that

BX,prDe,1 ≃ BX,br(KX+∆),1 ⊗OX(arν0(KX +∆)).

There are only finitely many possibilities for br(KX + ∆). Then we may apply a
similar argument to the one of (I).

This completes the proof of Step 3. �

Step 4. There exist integers e2 > 0 and n0 > 0 such that

(7.5.5) Hj(X,BX,prDe,n0) = 0

for every triple (j, e, r) ∈ Z3 satisfying j < d, e ≥ e2, and r ≥ 0.

Proof of Step 4. Let n0 be a positive integer as in Step 2. Take positive integers e1
and r0 as in Step 3. Fix j < d. If r ≥ r0 and e ≥ e1, then (7.5.5) follows from Step
3. If 0 ≤ r ≤ r0, then we get BX,prDe,n0 = BX,prD∞,n0 for e ≫ 0, and hence (7.5.5)
follows from Step 2. This completes the proof of Step 4. �

Step 5. There exist integers e2 > 0 and n0 > 0 such that

Hj(X,Bc
X,prDe,n0

) = 0

for every quadruple (j, c, e, r) ∈ Z4 satisfying j < d, c > 0, e ≥ e2, and r ≥ 0.

Proof of Step 5. Take positive integers e2 and n0 as in Step 4. We have the following
exact sequence [TWY24, Lemma 3.14]:

0→ Bc
X,prDe,n0

→ Bc+1
X,prDe,n0

→ F c
∗B

1
X,pc+rDe,n0

→ 0.

By induction on c ≥ 1, the assertion follows from Step 4. This completes the proof
of Step 5. �

Applying Step 5 by setting j := d − 1, c := e2, e := e2 and r := 0, we get
Hd−1(X,Be2

X,De2 ,n0
) = 0. Therefore, (⋆) holds. This completes the proof of Theo-

rem 7.5. �

Corollary 7.6. Let k be an F -finite field of characteristic p > 0 and let X be a
projective normal Q-factorial variety over k. Assume that X is strongly F -regular
and −KX is ample. Then X is quasi-F -split if and only if X is globally quasi-F -
regular.
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Proof. SinceX is strongly F -regular andQ-factorial,X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay
[PS14, Corollary 3.3]. Hence the assertion follows from Theorem 7.5. �

Corollary 7.7. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 5 and let X be a klt del
Pezzo surface over k. Then X is globally quasi-F -regular.

Proof. Since X is a normal surface, X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. By p > 5, X
is strongly F -regular. Hence the assertion follows from Theorem 7.5 and [KTT+22,
Theorem B]. �

Corollary 7.8. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 41 and let (X,∆) be
a log del Pezzo surface with standard coefficients over k. Then (X,∆) is globally
quasi-F -regular.

Proof. Note that X is divisorially Cohen-Macaulay and (X,∆) is strongly F -regular.
By [KTT+23, Theorem C], (X,∆) is quasi-F -split. Then it follows from Theorem 7.5
that (X,∆) is globally quasi-F -regular. �

7.2. Klt singularities.

Theorem 7.9. Let (X,∆) be a two-dimensional affine klt pair, where Γ(X,OX) is a
ring essentially of finite type over a perfect field of characteristic p > 0. Then (X,∆)
is quasi-F -regular.

Proof. Note that X is Q-factorial [Tan18, Corollary 4.11]. By [TWY24, Theorem
7.12], (X,∆) is feebly quasi-F -regular. Therefore, (X,∆) is quasi-F -regular (Theorem
4.34). �

Theorem 7.10. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 42 and let (X,∆)
be a three-dimensional Q-factorial affine klt pair of finite type over k, where ∆ has
standard coefficients. Then (X,∆) is quasi-F -regular.

Proof. Fix a closed point x ∈ X . After replacing X by an affine open neighbourhood
of x ∈ X , there exists a projective birational morphism f : Y → X such that x ∈
f(Exc(f)), E := Exc(f) is a prime divisor, −(KY +E+ f−1

∗ ∆) is ample, and (Y,E+
f−1
∗ ∆) is a Q-factorial plt pair (see [KTT+22, the proof of Theorem 6.19]).
Since E is normal (see, for example, [GNT19, Theorem 2.11]), we can write KE +

∆E = (KY +E+f−1
∗ ∆)|E . If f(E) is a point, then (E,∆E) is globally quasi-F -regular

(Corollary 7.8), and hence (E,∆E) is globally quasi-+-regular [TWY24, Proposition
4.9]. If f(E) is a curve, then (E,∆E) is globally quasi-+-regular by [TWY24, Theorem
7.14]. In any case, (E,∆E) is globally quasi-+-regular.

By the same argument as in [KTT+22, the proof of Theorem 6.19], we see that Y
is strongly F -regular and divisorially Cohen-Macaulay. Then we can apply [TWY24,
Corollary 6.8], so that (Y,E+f−1

∗ ∆) is globally quasi-+-regular. Therefore, its push-
forwad (X, f∗(E + f−1

∗ ∆)) = (X,∆) is quasi-+-regular. Then (X,∆) is quasi-F -
regular by Theorem 5.11. �
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8. Miscellaneous results

8.1. More on quasi-F e-splittings. The goal of this subsection is to prove that a
Cohen-Macaulay ring is quasi-F -split if and only if it is quasi-F∞-split. We define a
WnR-module Qe

R,n and aWnR-module homomorphism ΦeR,n by the following pushout
diagram:

WnR F e
∗WnR

R Qe
R,n.

F e

Rn−1

Φe
R,n

By applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) we get the following diagram

WnωR F e
∗WnωR

R HomWnR(Q
e
R,n,WnωR).

T e
n

(Rn−1)∗

(Φe
R,n)

∗

Recall that R is n-quasi-F e-split if and only if (ΦeR,n)
∗ is surjective.

In what follows, we will denote the usual projection of Witt rings WnR → WmR
for n ≥ m by Rn,m. Moreover, we define a WnR-module Qe

R,n,m and a WnR-module
homomorphism ΦeR,n,m for n ≥ m by the following pushout diagram:

WnR F e
∗WnR

WmR Qe
R,n,m.

F e

Rn,m

Φe
R,n,m

In other words,

Qe
R,n,m = Coker(Fm

∗ Wn−mR
Vm

−−→ WnR
F e

−→ F e
∗WnR).

By definition of a pushout, we have the inducedWnR-module homomorphismQe
R,n,m →

Qe
R,n,l for every 1 ≤ l ≤ m. In particular, in the case of l = 1, we get a factorisation:

(8.0.1) WmR Qe
R,n,m Qe

R,n.
Φe

R,n,m

Remark 8.1. For future use, we also construct the short exact sequence:

(8.1.1) 0→ F∗Q
e
R,n−1,m−1

ψ−→ Qe
R,n,m → F e

∗R→ 0

by applying Snake Lemma to:

Fm
∗ Wn−mR Fm

∗ Wn−mR

0 F e+1
∗ Wn−1R F e

∗WnR F e
∗R 0.

=

F e◦Vm−1 F e◦Vm

V Rn−1
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Proposition 8.2. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Assume that R is
Cohen-Macaulay and k-quasi-F e-split. Then

(ΦeR,n,m)
∗ := HomWnR(Φ

e
R,n,m,WnωR) : HomWnR(Q

e
R,n,m,WnωR)→ WmωR,

is surjective for every m ≥ 1 and n = k +m− 1,

Proof. We may assume that R is a local ring. Then, by Matlis duality, it suffices to
verify that

Hd
m(WmR)

Hd
m(Φe

R,n,m
)

−−−−−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e
R,n,m)

is injective for every m ≥ 1 and n = k +m− 1. We argue by ascending induction on
m, specifically, we may assume by inductive assumption that

(8.2.1) Hd
m(Wm−1R)

Hd
m(Φe

R,n−1,m−1)−−−−−−−−−−→ Hd
m(Q

e
R,n−1,m−1) is injective.

Note that the base case m = 1 of the induction follows from [TWY24, Lemma 3.10
and Proposition 3.20].

Pick α ∈ Hd
m(WmR) such that

Hd
m(Φ

e
R,n,m)(α) = 0 ∈ Hd

m(Q
e
R,n,m).

Then consider the following diagram (see (8.0.1)):

Qe
R,n,m Qe

R,n

WmR R.

Φe
R,n,m

Rm−1

Φe
R,n

Now Hd
m(Φ

e
R,n) is injective, because n ≥ k and R is k-quasi-F e-split. Therefore

Hd
m(R

m−1)(α) = 0 ∈ Hd
m(R).

Now, consider the following diagram (see (8.1.1) and construction thereof):

0 F∗Q
e
R,n−1,m−1 Qe

R,n,m F e
∗R 0

0 F∗Wm−1R WmR R 0.

ψ

F∗Φe
R,n−1,m−1

V

Φe
R,n,m

Rm−1

F e

By the above paragraph, we have α = Hd
m(V )(β) for some β ∈ Hd

m(F
e
∗Wm−1R).

Moreover, Hd
m(F∗Φ

e
R,n−1,m−1) is injective by (8.2.1) and Hd

m(ψ) is injective because

Hd−1
m (F e

∗R) = 0 in view of Cohen-Macauliness of R. Since

0 = Hd
m(Φ

e
R,n,m)(α) = Hd

m(Φ
e
R,n,m ◦ V )(β),

it holds that β = 0. Hence α = 0 as well, concluding the proof of the injectivity of
Hd

m(Φ
e
R,n,m). �



100 T. Kawakami, H. Tanaka, T. Takamatsu, J. Witaszek, F. Yobuko, S. Yoshikawa

Remark 8.3. Take integers n ≥ m and consider the following diagram

0 Fm
∗ Wn−mR F e

∗WnR Qe
R,n,m 0

0 Fm
∗ Wn−mR WnR WmR 0.

F e◦Vm

=

Vm

F e

Rn,m

Φe
R,n,m

By applying HomWnR(−,WnωR) we get:

Fm
∗ Wn−mωR F e

∗WnωR HomWnR(Q
e
R,n,m,WnωR) 0

Fm
∗ Wn−mωR WnωR WmωR 0.

= T e
n (Φe

R,n,m
)∗

V ∗ R∗
n,m

(⋆)

By diagram chase, (⋆) is a pullback diagram.

Corollary 8.4. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Suppose that R is
Cohen-Macaulay and k-quasi-F e-split. Then with notation of Remark 8.3 for every
m ≥ 1 and n = k +m− 1 we have that:

R∗
n,m(WmωR) ⊆ Im

(
T en : F

e
∗WnωR →WnωR

)
.

Proof. This is immediate from Remark 8.3 and Proposition 8.2. �

Note that the inclusion (Rn−1)∗(ωR) ⊆ im
(
T en : F

e
∗WnωR →WnωR

)
is equivalent to

R being n-quasi-F e-split.

Theorem 8.5. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Suppose that R is
Cohen-Macaulay. Further assume that R is m-quasi-F e-split and k-quasi-F e′-split.
Then R is (k +m− 1)-quasi-F e+e′-split.

Proof. Set n = k +m− 1 and consider the following diagram.

F e+e′

∗ WnωR

F e
∗WmωR F e

∗WnωR

ωR WmωR WnωR.

T e′
n

R∗
n,m

T e
m T e

n

(Rm−1)∗

(Rn−1)∗

R∗
n,m

Since R is k-quasi-F e′-split and m-quasi-F e-split, Corollary 8.4 yields

R∗
n,m(F

e
∗WmωR) ⊆ im

(
T e

′

n : F e+e′

∗ WnωR → F e
∗WnωR

)
(†)

(Rm−1)∗(ωR) ⊆ im
(
T em : F e

∗WmωR →WmωR

)
.(††)
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Therefore
(
Rn−1

)∗
(ωR) = R∗

n,m

((
Rm−1

)∗
(ωR)

)

(††)

⊆ R∗
n,m (T em (F e

∗WmωR))

= T en
(
R∗
n,m (F e

∗WmωR)
)

(†)

⊆ T en

(
T e

′

n

(
F e+e′

∗ WnωR

))

= T e+e
′

n

(
F e+e′

∗ WnωR

)
.

Therefore, R is n-quasi-F e+e′-split. �

In particular, a Cohen-Macaulay ring is quasi-F -split if and only if it is quasi-F∞-
split.

Corollary 8.6. We work in the general setting (Notation 3.2). Suppose that R is
Cohen-Macaulay and n-quasi-F -split. Then R is (ne− e+1)-quasi-F e-split for every
integer e > 0.

Note that this bound should be sharp by taking cones over Calabi-Yau varieties in
view of [TWY24, Theorem 7.1].

8.2. Three-dimensional quasi-F -regular rings are Cohen-Macaulay.

Lemma 8.7. We use Notation 4.13. Let D be a Q-Cartier Weil divisor on SpecR.
Then there exists c ∈ R◦ such that

[c] ·Hd−1
m (WnOX(peD)) = 0

for every e ∈ Z>0 and every n ∈ Z>0.

Proof. Since R is local and D is Q-Cartier, there are only finitely many possibilities
for R(peD), with e ≥ 0, up to isomorphism. Thus there exists f ∈ R◦ such that
f · Hd−1

m (R(peD)) = 0 for every integer e > 0 by Lemma 3.19. Set c := f 2. Let us
show that c satisfies the required property by induction on n. The base case n = 1
of this induction follows from the choice of f .

Assume n ≥ 2. Consider the exact sequence

0→ F∗Wn−1R(p
e+1D)

V−→WnR(p
eD)

Rn−1

−−−→ R(peD)→ 0.

Taking local cohomologies, we get the exact sequence

F∗H
d−1
m (Wn−1R(p

e+1D))
V−→ Hd−1

m (WnR(p
eD))

Rn−1

−−−→ Hd−1
m (R(peD)).

Pick α ∈ Hd−1
m (WnR(p

eD)). By the choice of f , we have Rn−1([f ]α) = 0. Therefore,
there exists β ∈ Hd−1

m (Wn−1R(p
e+1D)) such that V (F∗β) = [f ]α. By the induction

hypothesis, we have [c]β = 0, which implies

[c]α = [f ]V (F∗β) = V (F∗([f
p]β)) = V (F∗([cf

p−2]β)) = 0,

as required. �
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Lemma 8.8. We use Notation 4.13. Let ∆ be an effective Q-divisor on X such
that (X,∆) is quasi-F -regular. Take a Q-Cartier Q-divisor D on SpecR such that
{prD} ≤ ∆ for every integer r ≥ 1. Fix an integer m ≥ 2. Then the following hold.

(1) The WmR-module homomorphism

Rm−1 : Hd−1
m (WmR(D))→ Hd−1

m (R(D))

is surjective.
(2) The sequence

0→ ωR(−D)
(Rm−1)∗−−−−−→ WmωR(−D)

V ∗

−→ F∗Wm−1ωR(−pD)→ 0.

is exact, where this is obtained by applying HomWmR(−,WmωR) to the exact
sequence

0→ F∗Wm−1R(pD)
V−→WmR(D)

Rm−1

−−−→ R(D)→ 0.

Proof. Fix an integer n ≥ 1 such that R is n-quasi-F -regular.
Let us show (1). We consider the following commutative diagram in which each

horizontal sequence is exact:

0 F∗Wn+m−1R(pD) Wn+mR(D) R(D) 0

0 F∗Wm−1R(pD) WmR(D) R(D) 0.

V

Rn−1 Rn−1

Rn+m−1

V Rm−1

Taking local cohomologies, we obtain

Hd−1
m (Wn+mR(D)) Hd−1

m (R(D)) Hd
m(F∗Wn+m−1R(pD))

Hd−1
m (WmR(D)) Hd−1

m (R(D)) Hd
m(F∗Wm−1R(pD)).

Rn−1

σn+m

Rn−1

σm

By Im(σn+m) = V −1(0) ⊆ V −1(0̃∗n+m) = F∗
˜0∗pD,n+m−1 (Proposition 4.16(2)), we have

Im(σm) = Rn−1(Im(σn+m)) ⊆ Rn−1(F∗
˜0∗pD,n+m−1) = 0,

where the last equality follows from Proposition 4.38. Therefore, σm is zero, that is,
the map

Hd−1
m (WmR(D))→ Hd−1

m (R(D))

is surjective. Thus (1) holds.
Let us show (2). By applying RHomWmR(−,Wmω

q

R) to the exact sequence

0→ F∗Wm−1R(pD)
V−→WmR(D)

Rm−1

−−−→ R(D)→ 0,

it is enough to show that

(Rm−1)∗ : H−d+1RHomWmR(R(D),Wmω
q

R)→ H−d+1RHomWmR(WmR(D),Wmω
q

R)

is injective. This homomorphism is obtained by applying the Matlis fuality functor
HomWmR(−, E) to the surjection in (1). Thus (2) holds. �
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Theorem 8.9. Let R be an F -finite normal integral domain of characteristic p > 0.
Assume that dimR = 3, R is quasi-F -regular, and KR is Q-Cartier. Then R(D) is
Cohen-Macaulay for every Q-Cartier Weil divisor D on SpecR.

Proof. We may assume that R is a local ring. Let m be the maximal ideal of R. Fix
a Q-Cartier Weil divisor D and an integer n > 0 such that R is n-quasi-F -regular.
By definition,

WmωR(p(D −KR)) = Hom(WmR(p(KR −D)),WmωR)

for every integer m ≥ 1. Since WmωR is a dualising WmR-module, WmωR is (S2)
[Sta14, Tag 0AWK]. Therefore, WmωR(p(D −KR)) is also (S2), which implies

H1
m(WmωR(p(D −KR))) = 0

for every integerm ≥ 1. SinceKR−D is a Q-Cartier Weil divisor, we get the following
exact sequence (Lemma 8.8(2)):

0→ ωR(D −KR)
(Rn−1)∗−−−−→ WnωR(D −KR)

V ∗

−→ F∗Wn−1ωR(p(D −KR))→ 0.

By ωR(D −KR) ≃ R(D), we obtain an injection

(8.9.1) (Rn−1)∗ : H2
m(R(D)) →֒ H2

m(WnωR(D −KR)).

Take c1 ∈ R◦ such that c1 · H2
m(WnR(p

eD)) = 0 for every integer e ≥ 1, whose
existence is guaranteed by Lemma 8.7. For tD ∈ R◦ ∩ τ(R), we set c2 := t4D and
c := c1c2. Since R is n-quasi-F -regular, there exists an integer e ≥ 1 such that
(R, (1/pe)div(c)) is n-quasiF e-split (Theorem 4.31). By Proposition 4.37, we have
the commutative diagram

WnR(D) F e
∗WnR(p

eD)

R(D)

WnωR(−KR +D).

(·F e
∗ [c])◦F

e

Rn−1

α

(Rn−1)∗

Taking local cohomologies, we obtain

H2
m(WnR(D)) H2

m(F
e
∗WnR(p

eD))

H2
m(R(D))

H2
m(WnωR(−KR +D)).

(·F e
∗ [c])◦F

e

Rn−1

α

(Rn−1)∗

By using (8.9.1) and [c] ·H2
m(WnR(p

eD)) = 0, we get that

Rn−1 : H2
m(WnR(D))→ H2

m(R(D))

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AWK
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is zero. By Lemma 8.8(1), it is also surjective. Therefore H2
m(R(D)) = 0. �

9. Appendix: dualising complexes on Witt rings

Given an Fp-algebra R, we set ΩiR := ΩiR/Fp
. The purpose of this appendix is to

prove the following theorem.

Theorem 9.1. Let X be a separated scheme of finite type over an F -finite Noetherian
Fp-algebra. For e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1, we define the finite morphism ιeX,m,n : WmX →
WnX as the composition

ιeX,m,n : WmX
F e

−→WmX →֒WnX,

where WnX := (X,WnOX),WmX := (X,WmOX), and WmX →֒ WnX denotes the
closed immersion corresponding to Rn−m : WnOX →WmOX . Then there exist objects

W1ω
q

X , W2ω
q

X , ...

of the derived category of WnOX-modules and a set of isomorphisms

{ρeX,m,n : Wmω
q

X
≃−→ (ιeX,m,n)

!Wnω
q

X | e ≥ 0, n ≥ m ≥ 1}
in the derived category of WnOX-modules which satisfy the following.

(1) Wnω
q

X is a dualising complex on WnX = (X,WnOX) for every integer n > 0.

(2) The equality (ιe
′

X,l,m)
!ρeX,m,n ◦ ρe

′

X,l,m = ρe+e
′

X,l,n holds for all e, e′, l, m, n ∈ Z satis-
fying e, e′ ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ l ≥ 1.

(3) For all e,m, n ∈ Z satisfying e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1, we define the morphism
T eX,m,n by

T eX,m,n : (ι
e
X,m,n)∗Wmω

q

X

ρe
X,m,n−−−−→ (ιeX,m,n)∗(ι

e
X,m,n)

!Wnω
q

X

adj−→ Wnω
q

X ,

where adj is the natural morphism induced by the fact that (ιeX,m,n)
! is the right

adjoint of (ιeX,m,n)∗ [Sta14, Tag 0A9Y]. Then the equality T eX,m,n◦(ιeX,m,n)∗T e
′

X,l,m =

T e+e
′

X,l,n holds for all e, e′, l, m, n ∈ Z satisfying e, e′ ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ l ≥ 1.

Note that we set (ιeX,m,n)∗ := R(ιX,m,n)∗, as ι
e
X,m,n is a finite morphism.

The proof of Theorem 9.1 will be reduced to the case when X = SpecR and R is
regular. In this case, the de Rham-Witt complex {WnΩ

i
R}i≥0 will play a crucial role.

We now summarise some of its properties.

9.2 (de Rham-Witt complexes). Let R be a regular F -finite Fp-algebra. In [Ill79],
Illusie introduced the de Rham-Witt complex

0→WnΩ
0
R

d−→WnΩ
1
R

d−→ · · · d−→WnΩ
i
R

d−→WnΩ
i+1
R

d−→ · · · ,
where each WnΩ

i
R is a WnR-module and d is an additive homomorphism satisfying

d2 = 0. For all integers n ≥ 1 and i ≥ 0, we have Wn+1R-module homomorphisms

F : Wn+1Ω
i
R → F∗WnΩ

i
R V : WnΩ

i
R → F∗WnΩ

i
R, R : Wn+1Ω

i
R →WnΩ

i
R,

which satisfies the following properties [Ill79, Ch. I, Proposition 2.18]:

(1) p = FV = V F : WnΩ
i
R →WnΩ

i
R.
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(2) dF = pFd : Wn+1Ω
i
R →WnΩ

i+1
R .

(3) V d = pdV : WnΩ
i
R →Wn+1Ω

i+1
R .

(4) FdV = d : WnΩ
i
R →WnΩ

i+1
R .

Since R is regular, Illusie’s de Rham-Witt complexWnΩ
i
R coincides with the saturated

de Rham-Witt complexWnΩ
i
R introduced by Bhatt-Lurie-Mathew [BLM21, the proof

of Theorem 4.4.12].

Lemma 9.3. Let (R,m) be a regular F -finite local Fp-algebra. Then there exists a
smooth Fp-algebra S and a flat ring homomorphism ϕ : S → R such that

(1) pR = m for p := ϕ−1(m), and
(2) the induced S-module homomorphism

F e
∗Ω

i
S ⊗S R→ F e

∗Ω
i
R

is an isomorphism for every integer e ≥ 0 and every integer i ≥ 0.

Proof. By [KTY22, the proof of Lemma 3.1], there exists a p-basis x1, . . . , xr of R
such that x1, . . . , xs form a regular system of parameter (i.e., m = (x1, ..., xs) and
s = dimR) for some 0 ≤ s ≤ r. In particular, for every integer e > 0, the set

{F e
∗x

i1
1 · · ·xirr | 0 ≤ i1, . . . , ir ≤ pe − 1}

is a free R-linear basis of the R-module F e
∗R. In other words, {xi11 · · ·xirr | 0 ≤

i1, . . . , ir ≤ pe− 1} is a free Rpe-linear basis of the Rpe-module R. Here Rpe := {rpe ∈
R | r ∈ R} is a subring of R, which coincides with the image of the e-th iterated
Frobenius ring homomorphism F e : R→ R, r 7→ rp

e

.

Claim 9.4. dx1, . . . , dxr form a free R-linear basis of the R-module Ω1
R.

Proof of Claim 9.4. We have the following exact sequence [Mat89, Theorem 25.1]:

Ω1
Rp ⊗R R→ Ω1

R → Ω1
R/Rp → 0.

The first map is zero (because d(rp) = pd(rp−1) = 0 for every r ∈ R), and hence we

get Ω1
R

≃−→ Ω1
R/Rp . Furthermore, we consider the Rp-algebra homomorphism

θ : Rp[T1, . . . , Tr]/(T
p
1 − xp1, . . . , T pr − xpr) → R

Ti 7→ xi.

Since x1, . . . , xr form a p-basis of R, θ is an isomorphism. Thus we get R-module
isomorphisms

Ω1
R/Rp

(⋆)≃ Ω1
Rp[T1,...,Tr]/Rp/(d(T

p
1 − xp1), . . . , d(T pr − xpr)) ≃ Ω1

Rp[T1,...,Tr ]/Rp ,

where (⋆) follows from [Mat89, Theorem 25.2]. Note that the right term Ω1
Rp[T1,...,Tr]/Rp

has an R-linear basis dT1, . . . , dTr, and hence dx1, . . . , dxr form an R-linear basis of
Ω1
R/Rp(≃ Ω1

R). This completes the proof of Claim 9.4. �

Set S := Fp[X1, . . . , Xr] and consider the following Fp-algebra homomorphism:

ϕ : S = Fp[X1, . . . , Xr] → R

Xi 7→ xi.
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Then X1, . . . , Xr form a p-basis of S and dX1, . . . , dXr form a free S-linear basis of
the S-module Ω1

S . Therefore, the image of the S-linear basis

{F e
∗X

i1
1 · · ·X ir

r dXj | 0 ≤ i1, ..., ir ≤ pe − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ r}
of F e

∗ΩS by the natural map F e
∗ΩS → F e

∗ΩR is the basis

{F e
∗x

i1
1 · · ·xirr dxj | 0 ≤ i1, ..., ir ≤ pe − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ r}

of F e
∗ΩR. Thus we get the natural R-module isomorphism

F e
∗ΩS ⊗S R

≃−→ F e
∗ΩR.

Finally, it is enough to prove that ϕ : S → R is flat. Set p′ := (X1, . . . , Xs). Then
p′R = (x1, . . . , xs) = m.

Claim 9.5. We have (p :=)ϕ−1(m) = p′.

Proof of Claim. The inclusion ϕ−1(m) ⊇ p′ is clear. Let us show the opposite inclusion
ϕ−1(m) ⊆ p′. Take f ∈ ϕ−1(m), i.e., f ∈ S = Fp[X1, ..., Xr] and ϕ(f) ∈ m. We can
write

f =
∑

v∈Zr
≥0

nvX
v ∈ Fp[X1, ..., Xr],

where nv ∈ Fp and we set Xv := Xv1
1 · · ·Xvr

r for v = (v1, ..., vr) ∈ Zr≥0. Then we have
ϕ(f) =

∑
v∈Zr

≥0
nvx

v, where xv := xv11 · · ·xvrr . Since this sum ϕ(f) =
∑

v∈Zr
≥0
nvx

v

is a finite sum, we can find an integer e > 0 such that every nonzero coefficient
nv = n(v1,...,vr) satisfies 0 ≤ v ≤ pe− 1, i.e., 0 ≤ v1 ≤ pe− 1, . . . , 0 ≤ vr ≤ pe− 1. Note
that R =

⊕
0≤v≤pe−1R

pexv, i.e., {xv | 0 ≤ v ≤ pe − 1} is a free Rpe-linear basis of the

Rpe-module R. t By ϕ(f) ∈ m = Rx1 + . . .+Rxs, we get

ϕ(f) =
∑

0≤v≤pe−1

mvx
v for mv ∈ Rpe,

where every nonzero coefficient mv satisfies (a) or (b) below.

(a) vi > 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ s.
(b) mv ∈ Rx1 + · · ·+Rxs.

By ∑

0≤v∈pe−1

nvx
v = ϕ(f) =

∑

0≤v≤pe−1

mvx
v,

we obtain Fp ∋ nv = mv ∈ Rpe. If the case (b) occurs, then we would get nv = mv ∈
Fp∩ (Rx1+ · · ·Rxs) = 0, which contradicts mv 6= 0. Therefore, nv(= mv) 6= 0 implies
(a). Hence we get f ∈ SX1 + · · · + SXs = p′. This completes the proof of Claim
9.5. �

By Claim 9.5, ϕ induces a local ring homomorphism ϕ′ : Sp → R. As the lo-
calisation S → Sp is flat, it is enough to show that ϕ′ is flat. Explicitly, we
have Sp = K[X1, ..., Xs](X1,...,Xs) for K := Fp(Xs+1, ..., Xr). In particular, we get
dimSp = s = dimR. Furthermore, we have dimR/pR = dimR/m = 0. Then it
follows from [Mat89, Theorem 23.1] or [Sta14, Tag 00R4] that ϕ′ is flat. �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/00R4
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Lemma 9.6. Let ϕ : S → R be a flat ring homomorphism of regular F -finite Noe-
therian Fp-algebras. Assume that the induced R-module homomorphism

θe,i : F e
∗Ω

i
S ⊗S R→ F e

∗Ω
i
R

is an isomorphism for every integer e ≥ 0 and every integer i ≥ 0. Then the following
hold.

(i) We have the induced WnR-module isomomorphism

(F e
∗WmS)⊗WnS WnR

≃−→ F e
∗WmR

for every triple (e, n,m) ∈ Z3 satisfying e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1.
(ii) The induced ring homomorphism WnS → WnR is flat for every integer n > 0.
(iii) We have the induced WnR-module isomorphism

(F e
∗WnΩ

i
S)⊗WnS WnR

≃−→ F e
∗WnΩ

i
R

for every triple (e, n, i) ∈ Z3 satisfying e ≥ 0, n > 0, and i ≥ 0.

Proof. Let us show (i), i.e., the induced homomorphism

πen,m : F e
∗WmS ⊗WnS WnR→ F e

∗WmR

is an isomorprhism. For e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1, we have the following commutative
diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

Fm
∗ (F e

∗S ⊗WnS WnR) F e
∗Wm+1S ⊗WnS WnR F e

∗WmS ⊗WnS WnR 0

0 Fm+e
∗ R F e

∗Wm+1R F e
∗WmR 0.

Vm⊗id

Fm
∗ πe

n,1

R⊗id

πe
n,m+1 πe

n,m

Vm R

By the snake lemma and induction on m, it is enough to show that πen,1 is an isomor-
phism. Note that πen,1 can be written by

πen,1 : F
e
∗S ⊗WnS WnR

ρ
։ F e

∗S ⊗S R
θe,0,≃−−−→ F e

∗R,

where the left arrow ρ is the induced surjection given by

ρ : F e
∗S ⊗WnS WnR ։ F e

∗S ⊗WnS R ։ F e
∗S ⊗S R.

In particular, πen,1 is surjective. Taking a localisation of S at a prime ideal, we

may assume that F e
∗S ≃ S⊕ℓe for some integer ℓe > 0. By the construction of

ρ, we may replace F e
∗S by a direct summand S. Hence it suffices to show that

π0
n,1 : S ⊗WnS WnR→ S ⊗S R is an isomorphism.

Fix an integer n ≥ 1. It is enough to prove that π0
n,m is an isomorphism for

n ≥ m ≥ 1 by descending induction on m. It is clear that π0
n,n is an isomorphism.

Fix an integer 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1 and assume that π0
n,m+1 is an isomorphism. Since π0

n,1

is surjective and π0
n,m+1 is an isomorphism, the snake lemma implies that π0

n,m is an
isomorphism. Thus (i) holds.
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Let us show (ii). By assumption, we may assume n ≥ 2. We define ideals W≥1
n S

and W≥1
n R by

W≥1
n S := V (F∗Wn−1S) and W≥1

n R := V (F∗Wn−1R).

Then we have WnS/W
≥1
n S ≃ S and WnR/W

≥1
n R ≃ R. Since we have

W≥1
n S ⊗WnS WnR ≃ F∗Wn−1S ⊗WnS WnR ≃ F∗Wn−1R ≃ W≥1

n R

by (i), we obtain

W≥1
n S ⊗WnS WnR ≃WnS

≥1S ·WnR =W≥1
n (R).

Hence the homomorphism

S ≃WnS/W
≥1
n S → WnR⊗WnS WnS/W

≥1
n S ≃WnR/W

≥1
n (R) ≃ R

is flat. By the local criterion for flatness ([Mat89, Theorem 22.3] or [Sta14, Tag 051C]),
WnS →WnR is flat. Thus (ii) holds.

Let us show (iii). Given a smooth Fp-algebra T , we have the following exact
sequence of WnT -modules [Ill79, Ch. I, Proposition 3.11]:

0→ F n
∗ Ω

i−1
T

F∗Zn−1Ω
i−1
T

dV n−1

−−−−→ F∗WnΩ
i
T

V−→ Wn+1Ω
i
T

Fn

−→ ZnΩ
i
T → 0.

Note that this exact sequence is Wn+1T -linear (Lemma 9.7). Since each of R and
S can be written as a direct limit of smooth Fp-algebras, we get the corresponding
exact sequence for S and R (cf. [Shi07, Section 2 and Theorem 2.1]). Therefore, we
get the following commutative diagram in which each horizontal sequence is exact:

0 f∗

(
F e
∗

Fn
∗ Ωi−1

S

F∗Zn−1Ω
i−1
S

)
f∗(F e+1

∗ WnΩ
i
S) f∗(F e

∗Wn+1Ω
i
S) f∗(F e

∗ZnΩ
i
S) 0

0 F e
∗

Fn
∗ Ωi−1

R

F∗Zn−1Ω
i−1
R

F e+1
∗ WnΩ

i
R F e

∗Wn+1Ω
i
R F e

∗ZnΩ
i
R 0,

f∗(dV n−1)

β≃

f∗V

αe+1,i
n≃

f∗(Fn)

αe,i
n+1

γ≃

dV n−1 V Fn

where f ∗(−) := (−) ⊗Wn+1S Wn+1R. Let us prove that αe,in is an isomorphism for
all i ≥ 0 and e ≥ 0 by induction on n ≥ 1. The base case n = 1 of this induction
follows from our assumption. In particular, β and γ are isomorphisms (note that the
Cartier isomorphism holds for regular Fp-algebras [Shi07, Proposition 2.5], and hence
ZnΩ

i
R and BnΩ

i
R can be defined as in the smooth case). Fix n ≥ 1 and assume that

αe,in is an isomorphism for all i ≥ 0 and e ≥ 0 by induction on n ≥ 1. Take integers
i ≥ 0 and e ≥ 0. Then αe+1,i

n is an isomorphism by the induction hypothesis. By the
5-lemma, also αe,in+1 is an isomorphism. �

Lemma 9.7. Let R be an Fp-algebra. Take integers i ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1. Then the map

dV n−1 : F n
∗ Ω

i
R → F∗WnΩ

i+1
R

is a WnR-module homomorphism.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/051C
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Proof. Clearly, dV n−1 is an additive homomorphism. Fix a ∈ R and F n
∗ ω ∈ F n

∗ Ω
i
R,

where ω ∈ ΩiR. It suffices to show dV n−1(a · F n
∗ ω) = [a] · dV n−1(F n

∗ ω). The problem
is reduced to the case when ω = fdg1 · · ·dgi for some f, g1, ..., gi ∈ R, because dV n−1

is additive and ω can be written as a finite sum of elements of this form. Set dg :=
dg1 · · · dgi. We have

dV n−1(a · F e
∗ω) = dV n−1(F∗(a

p · F n−1
∗ ω))

= d(F∗[a
p] · V n−1(F n−1

∗ ω))

= d(F∗[a
p]) · V n−1(F n−1

∗ ω)) + (F∗[a
p]) · d(V n−1(F n−1

∗ ω))

= d(F∗[a
p]) · V n−1(F n−1

∗ ω)) + [a] · d(V n−1(F n
∗ ω)).

In what follows, we drop F∗ and F
n−1
∗ . Then it is enough to show d([ap])·V n−1(ω) = 0.

By
V n−1(ω) = V n−1(fdg1 · · ·dgi) = (V n−1f) · d(V n−1g1) · · ·d(V n−1gi),

it holds that

d([ap]) · V n−1(ω) = (p[a]p−1d[a]) · (V n−1f) · d(V n−1g1) · · ·d(V n−1gi) = 0,

because pV n−1f = FV nf = 0 in WnR. �

Remark 9.8. We use the same notation as in Lemma 9.6. Then the three operations

F : WnΩ
i
R → F∗Wn−1Ω

i
R, V : F∗Wn−1Ω

i
R →WnΩ

i
R, R : WnΩ

i
R →Wn−1Ω

i
R,

are obtained from the corresponding operations for S by taking the base change
(−)⊗WnSWnR. More explicitly, we have the following natural WnR-linear commuta-
tive diagrams in which all the vertical arrows are the canonical isomorphisms (Lemma
9.6(iii)):

WnΩ
i
S ⊗WnS WnR F∗Wn−1Ω

i
S ⊗WnS WnR

WnΩ
i
R F∗Wn−1Ω

i
R

F⊗WnSWnR

≃ ≃

F

(F∗Wn−1Ω
i
S)⊗WnS WnR WnΩ

i
S ⊗WnS WnR

F∗Wn−1Ω
i
R WnΩ

i
R

V⊗WnSWnR

≃ ≃

V

WnΩ
i
S ⊗WnS WnR Wn−1Ω

i
S ⊗WnS WnR

WnΩ
i
R Wn−1Ω

i
R.

R⊗WnSWnR

≃ ≃

R

This fact can be used to generalise many exact sequences known for smooth Fp-
algebras to regular Fp-algebras. For example, we have the following factorisation of
the pm-multiplication map [Ill79, Ch. I, Proposition 3.4]:

pm : WnΩ
i
S

Rm

։ Wn−mΩ
i
S

pm

→֒ WnΩ
i
S,
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which induces the R-version by taking the base change (−)⊗WnSWnR (Lemma 9.3):

pm :WnΩ
i
R

Rm

։ Wn−mΩ
i
R

pm

→֒ WnΩ
i
R.

Remark 9.9. Let R be a regular F -finite integral domain. For every p ∈ SpecR, there
exists a flat ring homomorphism Sp → Rp as in Lemma 9.3. By Remark 9.8, we get
the decomposition

pm : WnΩ
i
Rp

Rm

։ Wn−mΩ
i
Rp

pm
p→֒WnΩ

i
Ri
.

For the generic point η ∈ SpecR, we have the following commutative diagram, be-
cause Rm is surjective:

Wn−mωRη
WnωRη

Wn−mωRp
WnωRp

,

pm
η

pm
p

where the vertical arrows are the induced injections. Then it holds that

pm
η
(Wn−mωR)

(α)
= pm

η
(
⋂

p∈SpecR

Wn−mωRp
) ⊆

⋂

p∈SpecR

pm
η
(Wn−mωRp

)

=
⋂

p∈SpecR

pm
p
(Wn−mωRp

) ⊆
⋂

p∈SpecR

WnωRp

(β)
= WnωR,

where the equalities (α) and (β) can be checked by using the fact that the restriction
mapWnωR(U)→WnωR(V ) is injective for open subsets U and V satisfying SpecR ⊇
U ⊇ V 6= ∅. Then we get an R-module homomorphism pm : Wn−mωR → WnωR
satisfying pm ◦ Rm = pm. Moreover, for K := K(R) and the non-negative integer r
satisfying [K : Kp] = pr, the sequence

0→WmΩ
r
R

pn−→Wn+mΩ
r
R

Fm

−−→ Fm
∗ WnΩ

r
R → 0

is exact.

Proposition 9.10. Let R be a regular F -finite integral domain and set K := K(R).
Let r be the non-negative integer satisfying [K : Kp] = pr. Fix an integer n > 0. Let
WnΩ

q

R be the de Rham-Witt complex of length n. Set WnωR :=WnΩ
r
R. Then

(i) WnωR is a dualising WnR-module and
(ii) WnΩ

i
R = 0 for every integer i ≥ r + 1.

Proof. We may assume that R is local [Har66, Ch. V, Corollary 2.3]. Take a flat ring
homomorphism ϕ : S → R from a smooth Fp-algebra S as in Lemma 9.3. We note that
the following properties, corresponding to (i) and (ii), hold on S by [Eke84, Theorem
4.1, Lemma 0.6]:

(i)’ WnωS is a dualising WnS-module.
(ii)’ WnΩ

i
S = 0 for every integer i ≥ r + 1.
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By Lemma 9.6(iii), we have WnΩ
i
S ⊗WnS WnR

≃−→ WnΩ
i
R for all integers n ≥ 1 and

i ≥ 0. Therefore, the assertion (ii) follows from (ii)’.
It suffices to show (i). Since WnS is Cohen-Macaulay and WnωS is a dualising

WnS-module, the following hold [Sta14, Tag 0A7B].

(1) WnωS is a finitely generated WnS-module.
(2) WnωS is of finite injective dimension.
(3) The natural homomorphism

(9.10.1) WnS → RHomWnS(WnωS,WnωS)

is a quasi-isomorphism.

It is enough to show that the corresponding properties hold forWnωR [Sta14, Tag 0A7B].
By WnωR ≃ WnωS ⊗WnS WnR, WnωR is a finitely generated WnR-module, i.e., (1)
holds for R. Since WnR is flat over WnS [Mat89, Exercise 7.7], we get a quasi-
isomorphism

WnR
≃−→ RHomWnS(WnωS,WnωS)⊗WnS WnR ≃ RHomWnR(WnωR,WnωR)

by applying (−)⊗WnSWnR to the quasi-isomorphism (9.10.1). Thus (3) holds for R.
Set p := ϕ−1(m) and we get pR = m by Lemma 9.3. Furthermore, we have

ExtiWnS(S/p,WnωS)⊗WnRWnS ≃ ExtiWnR(R/m,WnωR).

Since WnωS has a finite injective dimension, there exists i0 > 0 such that

ExtiWnS(S/p,WnωS) = 0

for every i ≥ i0. Therefore, ExtiWnR(R/m,WnωR) = 0 for every i ≥ i0. By [Sta14,
Tag 0AVJ], WnωR is of finite injective dimension, i.e., (2) holds for R. �

Proposition 9.11. Let R be a regular F -finite integral domain and set K := K(R).
Let r be the non-negative integer satisfying [K : Kp] = pr. Let WnΩ

q

X be the de
Rham-Witt complex of length n. Set WnωR := WnΩ

r
R. Then there exists a unique set

of homomorphisms (called trace maps)

{T em,n : F e
∗WmωR → WnωR | e ≥ 0, n ≥ m ≥ 1}

which satisfies the following.

(i) For all integers n ≥ m ≥ 1, the WnR-module homomorphism

σem,n : F e
∗WmωR → HomWnR(F

e
∗WmR,WnωR)

F e
∗ ζ 7→ (F e

∗α 7→ T em,n(F
e
∗ (αζ))),

induced by the trace map T em,n : F e
∗WmωR → WnωR, is an isomorphism. More-

over, σem,n is F e
∗WnR-linear.

(ii) T e
′

l,m ◦F e′

∗ T
e
m,n = T e+e

′

l,n for all e, e′, l, m, n ∈ Z satisfying e, e′ ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥
l ≥ 1.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A7B
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0A7B
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AVJ
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(iii) T 0
m,n = pn−m and pe ◦ T en,n = V e for all e > 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1.

(9.11.1) F e
∗WnωR WnωR Wn+eωR

T e
n,n

V e

pe

Proof. We can directly check the F e
∗WnR-linearity in (i).

Step 1. The assertion of Proposition 9.11 holds for the case when R is a finitely
generated Fp-algebra.

Proof of Step 1. In this case, we have WnωR = π!Fp[−r] for π : SpecR → SpecFp.
We then define T em,n : F

e
∗WmωR → WnωR as the usual trace map that induces the

Grothendieck duality in (i). Then (i) and (ii) hold.
It is enough to show (iii). Recall that the Grothendieck dual (−)∗ := HomWnR(−,WnωR)

of F, V, R, p are V, F, p, R, respectively [Eke84, Lemma 2.2.4]. For example, we have
the following commutative diagram for R:

Wn−1ωR WnωR

HomWnR(Wn−1R,WnR) HomWnR(WnR,WnωR).

σ0n−1,n≃

p

canonical isom.≃

R∗

Hence it holds that T 0
m,n = pn−m. The other equality pe◦T en,n = V e in (iii) follows from

the fact that the diagram (9.11.1) is obtained by applying (−)∗ = HomWnR(−,WnωR)
to the following commutative diagram:

F e
∗WnR WnR Wn+eR.

F e

F e

Re

This completes the proof of Step 1. �

In what follows, we shall repeatedly reduce the problem to the case when R is
a finitely generated Fp-algebra. If we may assume that R is a local ring, then the
problem is reduced to the case when (⋆) holds (Lemma 9.3, Lemma 9.6).

(⋆) There exists a flat ring homomorphism ϕ : S → R of regular F -finite Noether-
ian domains such that S is a finitely generated Fp-algebra, [K(S) : K(S)p] =

pr, and we have the induced isomorphism (F e
∗WnΩ

i
S)⊗WnS WnR

≃−→ F e
∗WnΩ

i
R

for all e ≥ 0, n > 0, and i ≥ 0.

Step 2. If each of {T em,n | e ≥ 0, n ≥ m ≥ 1} and {T ′e
m,n | e ≥ 0, n ≥ m ≥ 1} satisfies

(ii) and (iii), then T em,n = T ′e
m,n for all e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1.

Proof of Step 2. By (iii), we get T 0
m,n = pn−m = T ′0

m,n and pe ◦ T en,n = V e = pe ◦ T ′e
n,n.

Since pe is injective, we get T en,n = T ′e
n,n. The general case is reduced to these cases

by (ii), because

T em,n
(ii)
= T 0

m,n ◦ T en,n = T ′0
m,n ◦ T ′e

n,n

(ii)
= T ′e

m,n.
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This completes the proof of Step 2. �

Step 3. Fix integers e > 0 and n > 0. Then there exists a WnR-module homomor-
phism T en,n : F

e
∗WnωR →WnωR such that pe ◦ T en,n = V e.

Proof of Step 3. By a similar argument to the one of Remark 9.9, we may assume that
R is a local ring. In this case, there exists a flat ring homomorphism S → R satisfying
the properties in (⋆). By Step 1, there is an WnS-module homomorphism T eS,n,n
satisfying pe ◦ T eS,n,n = V e. Set T en,n := T eS,n,n⊗WnSWnR. We then get pe ◦ T en,n = V e,
as required. This completes the proof of Step 3.

�

Step 4. There exists a set of homomorphisms

{T em,n : F e
∗WmωR → WnωR | e ≥ 0, n ≥ m ≥ 1}

which satisfies (i)-(iii).

Proof of Step 4. For integers e > 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1, we set T 0
m,n := pn−m and

T em,n := T 0
m,n ◦ T en,n,

where T en,n is defined in Step 3. Then (iii) holds.
Let us show (ii). The required equality can be checked after replacing R by Rp for

a prime ideal p of R, and hence we may assume (⋆). Then the problem is reduced to
the case when R is a finitely generated Fp-algebra. Thus (ii) holds by Step 1.

Let us show (i). Again, we may assume that (⋆) holds. By Step 2, (ii) and (iii)
assure the uniqueness of T em,n. Therefore, we obtain T

e
R,m,n = T eS,m,n⊗WnSWnR, where

T eR,m,n and T eS,m,n denote the trace maps on R and S, respectively. Hence (i) holds by
Step 1. This completes the proof of Step 4. �

Step 2 and Step 4 complete the proof of Proposition 9.11. �

Proof of Theorem 9.1. The proof consists of three steps.

Step 1. Theorem 9.1(1) and Theorem 9.1(2) imply Theorem 9.1(3).

Proof of Step 1. Take integers e, e′, l, m, n satisfying e, e′ ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ l ≥ 1.
Set f := ιeX,m,n, g := ιe

′

X,l,m, h := ιe+e
′

X,l,n, ρf := ρeX,m,n, ρg := ρe
′

X,l,m, ρh := ρe+e
′

X,l,n,

Tf := T eX,m,n, Tg := T e
′

X,l,m and Th := T e+e
′

X,l,n. Then Theorem 9.1(1) and Theorem
9.1(2) imply Theorem 9.1(3) by the diagram

(9.11.2)

h∗Wlω
q

X f∗Wmω
q

X Wnω
q

X

h∗g
!Wmω

q

X f∗f
!Wnω

q

X

h∗h
!Wnω

q

X .

f∗Tg

h∗ρg

h∗ρh

Tf

f∗ρf
adj

h∗g!ρf

adj

adj
adj

This completes the proof of Step 1. �
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Step 2. Let f : Y → X be a morphism of separated schemes which are of finite type
over an F -finite Noetherian Fp-algebra. If the assertion of Theorem 9.1 holds for X,
then so does for Y .

Proof of Step 2. Take Wnω
q

X and ρeX,m,n as in Theorem 9.1 for integers e,m, n sat-
isfying e ≥ 0 and n ≥ m ≥ 1. For the induced morphism fn : WnY → WnX , we
set Wnω

q

Y := f !
nWnω

q

X and ρeY,m,n := f !
mρ

e
X,m,n. Then {Wnω

q

Y }n and {ρeY,m,n}e,m,n
satisfy Theorem 9.1(1) and Theorem 9.1(2) (cf. [Har66]). By Step 1, they also satisfy
Theorem 9.1(3). This completes the proof of Step 2. �

Step 3. The assertion of Theorem 9.1 holds for the case when X is affine.

Proof of Step 3. We have X = SpecR, where R is an F -finite Noetherian Fp-algebra.
By [Gab04, Remark 13.6], there exists a surjective ring homomorphism S → R such
that S is a regular F -finite Fp-algebra. Let S ≃ S1 × · · · × Sr, where every SpecSi is
connected, so that every Si is a regular domain. By Step 2, it is enough to show that
Theorem 9.1 holds for SpecS. We pick WnωSi

and T eSi,m,n
as in Proposition 9.11, and

set
WnωS := WnωS1 ⊗ · · · ⊗WnωSr

and T em,n := T eS1,m,n
⊗· · ·⊗T eSr ,m,n. Then WnωS is a dualising module onWnS (Propo-

sition 9.10) and {WnωS} and {T em,n} satisfy the conditions (i)-(iii) in Proposition 9.11.
Let ιem,n : SpecWmS → SpecWnS be the composition of F e and the closed immersion
SpecWmS → SpecWnS. By Proposition 9.11(i), we obtain a WmS-module isomor-
phism

ρem,n : WmωS
≃−→ (ιem,n)

!WnS

such that (ιem,n)∗ρ
e
m,n = σem,n (see Remark 9.12(1)).

Then Theorem 9.1(1) holds for S. By Step 1, it suffices to check that Theorem
9.1(2) holds for S. Let Ψιem,n

be as in Remark 9.12(1). By the construction of
σem,n and a commutative diagram similar to (9.12.1), we have Ψιem,n

(T em,n) = ρem,n.

Furthermore, by Proposition 9.11(ii) and Remark 9.12(2), we obtain Theorem 9.1(2).
This completes the proof of Step 3. �

Step 2 and Step 3 complete the proof of Theorem 9.1. �

Remark 9.12. Let f : Y → X and g : Z → Y be finite morphisms of separated Noe-
therian schemes. Set h := g ◦ f . Assume that X , Y , and Z are Cohen-Macaulay and
admit dualising complexes ωX , ωY , and ωZ , respectively. We identify ωX , ωY , and
ωZ with the corresponding coherent sheaves.

(1) By [Sta14, Tag 0AWZ], we have

f∗f
!M = HomOX

(f∗OY ,M)

as an f∗OY -module for every coherent OX -module M . Furthermore, for a
coherent OX -module M and a coherent OY -module N , we have

f∗HomOY
(N, f !M) f∗HomOY

(N,HomOX
(f∗OY ,M)) HomOX

(f∗N,M)

(x 7→ ϕx) (x 7→ ϕx(1)),

≃

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AWZ
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which implies that f ! is the right adjoint functor of f∗ (cf. [Sta14, Tag 0AWZ]).
Applying this for N = ωY and M = ωX , we get

Ψf : HomOY
(ωY , f

!ωX)
≃−→ HomOX

(f∗ωY , ωX).

Specifically, this adjoint bijection is given by

adj : f∗f
!ωX f∗HomOX

(f∗OY , ωX) ωX

ϕ ϕ(1).

=

In particular, for anOY -module isomorphism ρf : ωY
≃−→ f !ωX , the correspond-

ing OX -module homomorphism is given by

Tf : f∗ωY
f∗ρf ,≃−−−−→ f∗f

!ωX
adj−→ ωX .

In this case, we get the following commutative diagram:

(9.12.1)

f∗ωY ωX

f∗f
!ωX

HomOX
(f∗OY , ωX).

Tf

f∗ρf ≃

adj

(ϕ 7→ϕ(1))

(2) We define the adjoint bijections Ψg and Ψh in the same way as the one of Ψf .

For isomorphisms ρf : ωY
≃−→ f !ωX and ρg : ωZ

≃−→ g!ωY , the equation

Ψh(g
!ρf ◦ ρg) = Ψf(ρf ) ◦ f∗Ψg(ρg)

holds by a diagram similar to (9.11.2). Therefore, for another isomorphism

ρh : ωZ
≃−→ h!ωX , the equation g!ρf ◦ ρg = ρh holds if and only if the equation

Ψf(ρf) ◦ f∗Ψg(ρg) = Ψh(ρh) holds.
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