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UNIFORMLY DOMINANT LOCAL RINGS AND

ORLOV SPECTRA OF SINGULARITY CATEGORIES

RYO TAKAHASHI

Dedicated to Professor Kei-ichi Watanabe on the occasion of his eightieth birthday

Abstract. We define a uniformly dominant local ring as a commutative noetherian local ring with an integer
r such that the residue field is built from any nonzero object in the singularity category by direct summands,
shifts and at most r mapping cones. We find sufficient conditions for uniform dominance, by which we
show Burch rings and local rings with quasi-decomposable maximal ideal are uniformly dominant. For a
uniformly dominant excellent equicharacteristic isolated singularity, we get an upper bound of the Orlov
spectrum of the singularity category. We prove uniform dominance is preserved under basic operations, and
give techniques to construct uniformly dominant local rings. An application of our methods to local rings
with decomposable maximal ideal is provided as well.

1. Introduction

As one of the main results of their celebrated paper [6], Ballard, Favero and Katzarkov prove the following
theorem. Denote by jac(−) and ℓℓ(−) the Jacobian ideal and the Loewy length, respectively.

Theorem 1.1 (Ballard–Favero–Katzarkov [6]). Let (R,m, k) be a complete equicharacteristic local hypersur-
face of dimension d such that k is algebraically closed and of characteristic 0. Suppose that R has an isolated
singularity. Put J = jacR and l = ℓℓ(R/J). Then, all the nonzero objects of the singularity category Dsg(R)
have generation time at most 2(d+2)l−1, i.e., the equality Dsg(R) = 〈X〉2(d+2)l holds for all 0 6= X ∈ Dsg(R).

In fact, in their paper [6], Ballard, Favero and Katzarkov define the Orlov spectrum of a triangulated category
as the set of finite generation times of objects, and the ultimate dimension to be the supremum of this set.
Theorem 1.1 especially says that Dsg(R) has finite Orlov spectrum and ultimate dimension at most 2(d+2)l−1.

In this paper, we define a uniformly dominant local ring as a local ring R such that there exists an integer r
such that in Dsg(R) the residue field of R can be built out of each nonzero object by taking direct summands,
shifts and at most r mapping cones. We call the infimum of such integers r the dominant index of R. When
R is a uniformly dominant local ring, R is a dominant local ring in the sense of [37], whence R is Tor-friendly
and Ext-friendly in the sense of [5], in particular, the Auslander–Reiten conjecture holds for R, and moreover,
the thick subcategories of Dsg(R) are completely classified under some assumptions; see [37] for the details.

For a local ring R, we denote by annDsg(R) the annihilator of Dsg(R). For a finitely generated R-module
M , we denote by ν(M) the minimal number of generators of M , and by ΩnM , where n ∈ N, the nth syzygy
of M in a minimal free resolution of M . Motivated by Theorem 1.1, we shall prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Corollaries 5.5 and 5.10). Let (R,m, k) be a local ring of depth t. Put s = 1 when t = 0, and
put s = 2edimR when t > 0. Then the following statements hold true.

(1) If the syzygy Ωt+1k (resp. Ωtk) is a direct summand of a finite direct sum of copies of Ωt+2k, then R is
a uniformly dominant local ring with dominant index at most s(2t+ 3)− 1 (resp. s(2t+ 4)− 1).

(2) Assume that R is excellent, equicharacteristic and has an isolated singularity. Let J be an m-primary ideal
contained in annDsg(R). Put m = ν(J) and set l = ℓℓ(R/J). Suppose that R is uniformly dominant with
dominant index n. Then every nonzero object of Dsg(R) has generation time at most (n+1)(m−t+1)l−1.
In particular, Dsg(R) has finite Orlov spectrum and has ultimate dimension at most (n+1)(m−t+1)l−1.
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It is a basic fact that if a local ring (R,m, k) of depth t is a singular hypersurface, then Ωtk is isomorphic to
Ωt+2k. Relating to this, Dao, Kobayashi and Takahashi [11] show that if R is a hypersurface, then it is Burch
and that if R is a singular Burch ring, then Ωtk is a direct summand of Ωt+2k. In this paper, we prove that if
m is quasi-decomposable in the sense of Nasseh and Takahashi [27], then Ωt+1k is a direct summand of Ωt+2k
(Proposition 4.3). Thus, the assumption of Theorem 1.2(1) is satisfied if either m is quasi-decomposable or R
is a singular Burch ring, paticularly if R is a singular hypersurface. As such an ideal J as in Theorem 1.2(2),
one can always take annDsg(R), and can even take jacR if R is a complete Cohen–Macaulay local ring and k
is perfect. Therefore, Theorem 1.2 considerably extends Theorem 1.1 in terms of providing a finite uniform
bound of the generation times of nonzero objects of the singularity category (the bound is itself looser).

Combining Theorems 1.1, 1.2, what is stated around them, and the examples of Burch rings and local rings
with quasi-decomposable maximal ideal given in Example 4.2, and summarizing them, we get the following
diagram of implications, where (R,m, k) is a local ring of depth t and k is assumed to be infinite for simplicity.
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A = R is regular
B = R deforms to an (A1)-singularity of dimension 1

C = R̂ is a rational surface singularity
D = R is a hypersurface
E = R is Cohen–Macaulay with minimal multiplicity
F = R is a fiber product of local rings over k
G = R is Burch
H = m is quasi-decomposable
I = Ωtk is a summand of a direct sum of copies of Ωt+2k
J = Ωt+1k is a summand of a direct sum of copies of Ωt+2k
K = R is uniformly dominant
L = R is dominant
M = the generation times of nonzero objects of Dsg(R) form a

finite subset of N (so Dsg(R) has finite Orlov spectrum)

♠ = if R has dimension at least 2
♥ = if R is not a hypersurface
♣ = if R is a complete equicharacteristic isolated singularity

and k is algebraically closed of characteristic 0
♦ = if R is an excellent equicharacteristic isolated singularity

The implication (C⇒ E) is shown to hold true by Artin [1], Sato and Takagi [31], (D,E⇒ G⇒ I) by Dao,
Kobayashi and Takahashi [11], (E,F⇒ H) by Nasseh and Takahashi [27], and (D⇒M) by Ballard, Favero
and Katzarkov [6]. In this paper we do prove (H⇒ J) and (I,J⇒ K⇒M). The implication (C⇒M) is a
consequence of (C⇒ K⇒M) as C implies R is an isolated singularity. All the other implications are clear.
Also, in this paper we present examples showing that (H : J) and (I,J : K); see Examples 2.7 and 5.6.

We explore how uniform dominance is preserved under basic operations as well, and get the theorem below.
Thanks to this, various local rings turn out to be uniformly dominant; see Corollaries 6.5, 6.8 and 6.11.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 6.2 and Corollary 6.3). Let (R,m, k) be a local ring. Let x be an R-regular element
in m. If R/(x) is uniformly dominant with dominant index n, then R is uniformly dominant with dominant
index at most 2n+ 1. Conversely, if R is uniformly dominant with dominant index n and if x is not in m2,
then R/(x) is uniformly dominant with dominant index at most n. In particular, uniform dominance ascends
and descends along the completion map and a formal power series extension map of local rings.

We mention an application of our methods. The following theorem is a main result of [27] concerning the
structure of syzygies over a local ring with decomposable maximal ideal.

Theorem 1.4 (Nasseh–Takahashi [27]). Let (R,m, k) be a local ring with m decomposable. Then m is a direct
summand of Ω3M ⊕Ω4M ⊕Ω5M for every finitely generated R-module M with infinite projective dimension.

The methods which we develop to explore uniformly dominant local rings give rise to the following theorem
as a byproduct, which improves the above Theorem 1.4.
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Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 2.9). Let (R,m, k) be a local ring with m decomposable. Let M be a finitely generated
R-module of infinite projective dimension. Then m is a direct summand of Ω3M ⊕Ω4M . If m is not a direct

summand of Ω5M or Ω6M , then the m-adic completion R̂ of R is an (A1)-singularity of dimension one, i.e.,

R̂ ∼= S/(xy) for some complete regular local ring S of dimension two with a regular system of parameters x, y.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we investigate the structure of syzygies over a local ring
with decomposable maximal ideal, and show Theorem 1.5. In Section 3, we prove a technical but essential
theorem on generation of syzygies (Theorem 3.7). In Section 4, as another application we find out sufficient
conditions for a syzygy of the residue field to be finitely built out of a module of infinite projective dimension,
and count the number of necessary extensions (Theorem 4.7). In Section 5, we state the precise definition of
a uniformly dominant local ring, and apply the theorem obtained in the previous section to the singularity
category to prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 6, we give a proof of Theorem 1.3 and by using this theorem, we
provide various methods to produce uniformly dominant local rings.

We close the section by stating our convention which is adopted throughout the rest of this paper.

Convention. By N we denote the set of nonnegative integers {0, 1, 2, . . .}. We assume that all subcategories
are nonempty and strictly full, that all rings are commutative and noetherian, and that all modules are
finitely generated. Each object X of a category C may be identified with the (strictly full) subcategory of C
given by X , which consists of those objects of C which are isomorphic to X . Unless otherwise specified, we let
R be a local ring of depth t with maximal ideal m and residue field k. We denote by (−)∗ the R-dual functor

HomR(−, R). We let R̂ stand for the (m-adic) completion of R. The projective dimension of an R-module M
is denoted by pdR M . A chain complex X = (· · · → Xi → Xi−1 → · · · ) is regarded as the cochain complex
whose (−i)th component is Xi for each i ∈ Z. When we say (X, ∂) is a complex, X is a complex with ith
differential map ∂i for each i ∈ Z. Subscripts/superscripts may be omitted if they are clear from the context.

2. Syzygies over a local ring with decomposable maximal ideal

In this section, we study syzygies of R-modules in the case where the maximal ideal m is decomposable as
an R-module. First of all, let us recall the precise definitions of syzygies, transposes and Betti numbers.

Definition 2.1. Let M be an R-module. We denote by νR(M) the minimal number of generators of M , i.e.,
νR(M) = dimk(M ⊗R k). Let (F, ∂) be a minimal free resolution of M . For each n > 0 the nth syzygy Ωn

RM
of M is defined as the image of ∂n, and we put Ω0

RM = M . Set βR
n (M) = νR(Ω

n
RM) and call it the nth Betti

number of M . The transpose TrR M of M is defined as the cokernel of the R-dual map ∂∗
1 . The nth syzygy

and transpose of M are uniquely determined up to isomorphism, since so is a minimal free resolution of M .

We investigate the structure of syzygies of direct summands of the maximal ideal m of the local ring R.

Proposition 2.2. Let I and J be nonzero ideals of R such that m = I ⊕ J . The following statements hold.

(1) The ideal I is a direct summand of ΩRJ . The ideal J is a direct summand of ΩRI.
(2) If R/J is not a discrete valuation ring, then m is a direct summand of Ω2

RI and of Ω3
RJ .

(3) If R/I is not a discrete valuation ring, then m is a direct summand of Ω2
RJ and of Ω3

RI.

Proof. First of all, note that I and J have the structures of modules over R/J and R/I, respectively, since
IJ = 0. Applying [27, Lemma 3.2], we observe that there are isomorphisms of R-modules:

ΩRI ∼= J⊕β
R/J
0 (I) ⊕ ΩR/JI, ΩRΩR/JI ∼= J⊕β

R/J
1 (I) ⊕ Ω2

R/JI,

ΩRJ ∼= I⊕β
R/I
0 (J) ⊕ ΩR/IJ, ΩRΩR/IJ ∼= I⊕β

R/I
1 (J) ⊕ Ω2

R/IJ.

As I and J are nonzero ideals of R, the integers β
R/J
0 (I) and β

R/I
0 (J) are positive. Hence the ideals I and

J are direct summands of the syzygies ΩRJ and ΩRI, respectively. Thus assertion (1) follows. We have

Ω2
RI
∼= (ΩRJ)

⊕β
R/J
0 (I) ⊕ ΩRΩR/JI ∼= I⊕β

R/I
0 (J)β

R/J
0 (I) ⊕ J⊕β

R/J
1 (I) ⊕ (ΩR/IJ)

⊕β
R/J
0 (I) ⊕ Ω2

R/JI.

Since the ideal I is isomorphic to m/J , we have equalities β
R/J
1 (I) = β

R/J
1 (m/J) = β

R/J
2 (k). If R/J is not a

discrete valuation ring, then β
R/J
2 (k) is positive (note here that R/J is not a field as J 6= m), and m = I⊕J is

a direct summand of Ω2
RI. The module Ω3

RJ = Ω2
R(ΩRJ) is isomorphic to (Ω2

RI)
⊕β

R/I
0 (J)⊕Ω2

RΩR/IJ , which

contains Ω2
RI as a direct summand. Hence m is a direct summand of Ω3

RJ if R/J is not a discrete valuation
ring. Thus assertion (2) follows. Swapping I and J in assertion (2), we have that assertion (3) holds. �
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Here we review some basic properties of a local ring with decomposable maximal ideal. For the details,
we refer the reader to [29, Lemma 3.1], [27, Fact 3.1] and [26, Fact 2.1].

Lemma 2.3. (1) The maximal ideal m of R is decomposable if and only if there exist two local rings A and
B with residue field k such that R is isomorphic to the fiber product A×k B of A and B over k.

(2) Suppose that m is decomposable, that is to say, that there exist nonzero ideals I, J of R such that m = I⊕J .
Then, an isomorphism R ∼= R/I ×k R/J and an equality depthR = min{depthR/I, depthR/J, 1} hold.
An R-module has infinite projective dimension if and only if it has projective dimension at least two.

In the lemma below we provide several properties of transposes, which will often be used in this paper.

Lemma 2.4. The following statements hold true for every R-module M .

(1) Suppose that M has no nonzero free summand. Then one has an isomorphism M∗ ∼= HomR(M,m). If
moreover Ext1R(M,R) = 0, then one also has an isomorphism Ext1R(M,m) ∼= HomR(M,k).

(2) One has Ω2M ∼= (TrM)∗ ∼= Hom(TrM,m). If Ext1(TrM,R) = 0, then Ext1(TrM,m) ∼= Hom(TrM,k).

(3) Let I be a proper ideal of R. Then TrR M/I TrR M ∼= TrR/I(M/IM)⊕ (R/I)⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/I
1 (M/IM).

(4) One has that M is a free R-module if and only if the equality TrM = 0 holds.

Proof. Let (F, f) = (· · ·
f4
−→ F3

f3
−→ F2

f2
−→ F1

f1
−→ F0 → 0) be a minimal free resolution of M .

(1) Applying the functor Hom(M,−) to the natural exact sequence 0→ m
a
−→ R→ k → 0, we get an exact

sequence 0→ Hom(M,m)
b
−→M∗ c

−→ Hom(M,k)
d
−→ Ext1(M,m)→ Ext1(M,R). The assumption that M has

no nonzero free summand guarantees that every homomorphism M → R factors through a. Hence b is an
isomorphism, and therefore c is a zero map. If Ext1(M,R) = 0, then the map d is an isomorphism.

(2) Taking (−)∗ of the exact sequence F ∗
0

f∗
1−→ F ∗

1 → TrM → 0, we get an exact sequence 0→ (TrM)∗ →

F1
f1
−→ F0 →M → 0, so (TrM)∗ ∼= Ω2M . By [35, Lemma 4.2], TrM has no nonzero free summand. Assertion

(1) implies that (TrM)∗ ∼= Hom(TrM,m), and that Ext1(TrM,m) ∼= Hom(TrM,k) if Ext1(TrM,R) = 0.
(3) There is a free resolution (G, g) of M/IM over R/I such that g1 = f1⊗RR/I. Let (H,h) be a minimal

free resolution of M/IM over R/I. There exist a split-exact R/I-complex (E, e) and an isomorphism G ∼=
H ⊕E of R/I-complexes; see [3, Proposition 1.1.2]. An isomorphism HomR/I(G,R/I) ∼= HomR/I(H,R/I)⊕
HomR/I(E,R/I) of R/I-modules is induced. We obtain isomorphisms of R/I-modules:

TrR M/I TrR M ∼= Cok(f∗
1 ⊗R R/I) ∼= CokHomR/I(g1, R/I)

∼= CokHomR/I(h1, R/I)⊕ CokHomR/I(e1, R/I).

The module CokHomR/I(h1, R/I) is isomorphic to TrR/I(M/IM). Since G0, H0 are free R/I-modules of the
same rank, we have E0 = 0. Hence e1 is a map from E1 to the zero module. We see that CokHomR/I(e1, R/I)
is isomorphic to HomR/I(E1, R/I). There are isomorphisms HomR/I(G1, R/I) ∼= HomR/I(F1⊗RR/I,R/I) ∼=

(R/I)⊕βR
1 (M) and HomR/I(H1, R/I) ∼= (R/I)⊕β

R/I
1 (M/IM). Therefore, the R/I-module HomR/I(E1, R/I) is

isomorphic to the free R/I-module (R/I)⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/I
1 (M/IM). We get an isomorphism as in the assertion.

(4) The exact sequence F ∗
0

f∗
1−→ F ∗

1 → TrM → 0 implies that if M is free, then F1 = 0, and TrM = 0.
Conversely, assume TrM is zero. Then the map f∗

1 is surjective. Since Im f1 is contained in mF0, the module
F ∗
1 = Im(f∗

1 ) is contained in mF ∗
1 . By Nakayama’s lemma, F ∗

1 is zero, and so is F1. Therefore M is free. �

Now we study the structure of syzygies of modules over a local ring with decomposable maximal ideal.

Proposition 2.5. Let I and J be nonzero ideals of R such that m = I ⊕ J . Let M be an R-module.

(1) There are isomorphisms Ω2
RM

∼= HomR(TrM, I)⊕HomR(TrM,J), and

HomR(TrM, I) ∼= Ω2
R/J(M/JM)⊕ I⊕βR

1 (M)−β
R/J
1 (M/JM),

HomR(TrM,J) ∼= Ω2
R/I(M/IM)⊕ J⊕βR

1 (M)−β
R/I
1 (M/IM).

In particular, there is an isomorphism

Ω2
RM

∼= Ω2
R/I(M/IM)⊕ Ω2

R/J(M/JM)⊕ I⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/J
1 (M/JM) ⊕ J⊕βR

1 (M)−β
R/I
1 (M/IM).

(2) If M has projective dimension at least two over R, then either I or J is a direct summand of Ω3
RM .
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Proof. (1) Lemma 2.4(2) yields Ω2M ∼= HomR(TrM,m) ∼= HomR(TrM, I)⊕HomR(TrM,J). As I is an R/J-
module, HomR(TrM, I) is isomorphic to HomR/J (TrM/J TrM, I). By Lemma 2.4(3), we get isomorphisms

HomR/J (TrM/J TrM, I) ∼= HomR/J (TrR/J (M/JM)⊕ (R/J)⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/J
1 (M/JM), I)

∼= HomR/J (TrR/J (M/JM), I)⊕ I⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/J
1 (M/JM).

As I ∼= m/J , the module HomR/J(TrR/J (M/JM), I) is isomorphic to HomR/J(TrR/J (M/JM),m/J), which

is isomorphic to Ω2
R/J (M/JM) by Lemma 2.4(2). We get an isomorphism HomR(TrM, I) ∼= Ω2

R/J (M/JM)⊕

I⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/J
1 (M/JM). Swapping I and J , we have HomR(TrM,J) ∼= Ω2

R/I(M/IM)⊕J⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/I
1 (M/IM).

(2) It is seen from assertion (1) that there exist isomorphisms of R-modules:

Ω3
RM

∼= ΩR(Ω
2
RM) ∼= ΩRΩ

2
R/I(M/IM)⊕ ΩRΩ

2
R/J(M/JM)

⊕ (ΩRI)
⊕βR

1 (M)−β
R/J
1 (M/JM) ⊕ (ΩRJ)

⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/I
1 (M/IM).

Making use of [27, Lemma 3.2], we observe that there are isomorphisms of R-modules:

ΩRΩ
2
R/I(M/IM) ∼= I⊕β

R/I
2 (M/IM) ⊕ Ω3

R/I(M/IM), ΩRI ∼= J⊕βR
0 (I) ⊕ ΩR/JI,

ΩRΩ
2
R/J(M/JM) ∼= J⊕β

R/J
2 (M/JM) ⊕ Ω3

R/J (M/JM), ΩRJ ∼= I⊕βR
0 (J) ⊕ ΩR/IJ.

Hence I⊕a ⊕ J⊕b is a direct summand of Ω3M , where a = β
R/I
2 (M/IM) + βR

0 (J)(β
R
1 (M) − β

R/I
1 (M/IM))

and b = β
R/J
2 (M/JM) + βR

0 (I)(β
R
1 (M) − β

R/J
1 (M/JM)). Suppose that a = b = 0. Then β

R/I
2 (M/IM) =

β
R/J
2 (M/JM) = 0 and β

R/I
1 (M/IM) = β

R/J
1 (M/JM) = βR

1 (M), since βR
0 (I), β

R
0 (J) are positive. It follows

from (1) that Ω2
RM = 0, which means pdR M < 2. The assertion follows by taking the contraposition. �

Applying the above proposition to the residue field, we get a remarkable property of its second syzygy.

Corollary 2.6. If the maximal ideal m of R is decomposable, then m is a direct summand of Ω2
Rk.

Proof. Take ideals I, J 6= 0 with m = I ⊕ J . Proposition 2.5(1) implies that I⊕a ⊕ J⊕b is a direct summand

of Ω2k, where a = βR
1 (k)− β

R/J
1 (k) and b = βR

1 (k) − β
R/I
1 (k). Since m = I ⊕ J and I ∼= m/J , we have that

a = ν(m)− ν(m/J) = ν(m)− ν(I) = ν(J) > 0, and similarly b > 0. Hence m is a direct summand of Ω2k. �

It is natural to ask whether the converse of Corollary 2.6 holds. The example below says that it is negative.

Example 2.7. Let k be a field, and let R = k[x, y]/(x3, x2y, y2). Then the maximal ideal m = (x, y) of the
artinian local ring R is not decomposable, but Ω1k = m is a direct summand of Ω2k. In fact, define a map
F : m → R2 by F (ax + by) =

(
−ay

ax+by

)
for a, b ∈ R. We have (x, y)

(
−ay

ax+by

)
= −axy + axy + by2 = 0, so that

F (ax+ by) is in the kernel of the map (x, y) : R⊕2 → R, which is equal to Ω2k. Hence F factors through the
inclusion map p : Ω2k →֒ R⊕2 and induces a map f : m → Ω2k. Let G be the composite map of p with the
projection (0, 1) : R⊕2 ։ R. As p factors via the inclusion map q : m⊕2 →֒ R⊕2, the map G factors via the
inclusion map r : m →֒ R and induces a map g : Ω2k → m. We have that gf(ax+ by) = g(

(
−ay

ax+by

)
) = ax+ by,

which means that gf is the identity map. Consequently, f is a split monomorphism, and the claim follows.

In the corollary below, we obtain further information about modules over a local ring with decomposable
maximal ideal. The second assertion of the corollary gives rise to a sufficient condition for the maximal ideal
to be a direct summand of the third syzygy of each nonfree module.

Corollary 2.8. Let I and J be nonzero ideals of R such that m = I ⊕ J . Let M be an R-module.

(1) If pdR M is at most one, then so do pdR/I(M/IM) and pdR/J(M/JM).

(2) Assume M is not free. If depthR/I = 0, then I is a direct summand of Ω3
RM . If depthR/J = 0, then

J is a direct summand of Ω3
RM . If depthR/I = depthR/J = 0, then m is a direct summand of Ω3

RM .

Proof. (1) Since pdR M is at most one, we have Ω2
RM = 0 and hence Ω2

R/I(M/IM) = Ω2
R/J(M/JM) = 0

by Proposition 2.5(1). This means that both pdR/I(M/IM) and pdR/J (M/JM) are at most one.

(2) In view of Propopsition 2.5(1), the syzygy Ω2
RM is isomorphic to the direct sum of HomR(TrM, I) and

HomR(TrM,J), while these are isomorphic to Ω2
R/J(M/JM) ⊕ I⊕βR

1 (M)−β
R/J
1 (M/JM) and Ω2

R/I(M/IM) ⊕

J⊕βR
1 (M)−β

R/I
1 (M/IM), respectively. Lemma 2.4(4) implies that TrM is nonzero. We make three steps.
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(i) We consider the case where R/I has depth zero. Then so does m/I, which is isomorphic to J . The
module HomR(TrM,J) is nonzero; see [7, Proposition 1.2.3(b)]. If Ω2

R/I(M/IM) is zero, then βR
1 (M) −

β
R/I
1 (M/IM) = βR

1 (M) > 0, and J is a direct summand of HomR(TrM,J), whence I is a direct summand
of ΩRHomR(TrM,J) by Proposition 2.2(1). If Ω2

R/I(M/IM) is nonzero, then ΩRΩ
2
R/I(M/IM) is isomorphic

to I⊕β
R/I
2 (M/IM) ⊕Ω3

R/I(M/IM) by [27, Lemma 3.2] and β
R/I
2 (M/IM) > 0, whence I is a direct summand

of ΩRHomR(TrM,J). Since the syzygy ΩRHomR(TrM,J) is a direct summand of Ω3
RM , so is the ideal I.

(ii) Swapping I and J in the argument (i), we observe that in the case where the local ring R/J has depth
zero, the ideal J of R is a direct summand of both of the syzygies ΩRHomR(TrM, I) and Ω3

RM .
(iii) By (i) and (ii), we conclude that if both R/I and R/J have depth zero, then m = I ⊕ J is a direct

summand of ΩRHomR(TrM,J)⊕ ΩRHomR(TrM, I), which is isomorphic to the third syzygy Ω3
RM . �

Let us state the main result of this section. The theorem below improves [27, Theorem A], which is one of
the two main results of [27]. The second assertion of the theorem says if the maximal ideal is decomposable,
except a certain particular case, it is a direct summand of either the fifth or sixth syzygy of a given module.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that the maximal ideal m of the local ring R is decomposable as an R-module. Let
M be an R-module such that pdR M > 2. Then one has that pdR M =∞, and the following statements hold.

(1) The maximal ideal m is a direct summand of Ω3
RM ⊕ Ω4

RM .
(2) One of the following three statements holds.

(a) The maximal ideal m is a direct summand of Ω5
RM .

(b) The maximal ideal m is a direct summand of Ω6
RM .

(c) The completion of R is an (A1)-singularity of dimension one, that is, there exist a complete regular

local ring S of dimension two and a regular system of parameters x, y of S such that R̂ ∼= S/(xy).

Proof. By assumption, there exist nonzero ideals I and J of R such that the equality m = I ⊕ J holds.
(1) In view of Proposition 2.5(2), we may assume that I is a direct summand of Ω3M . In this case, ΩI is

a direct summand of Ω4M . By Proposition 2.2(1), the ideal J is a direct summand of ΩI. It follows that J
is a direct summand of Ω4M . We now conclude that m = I ⊕ J is a direct summand of Ω3M ⊕ Ω4M .

(2) Let us consider the case where R/J is not a discrete valuation ring. Then Proposition 2.2(2) implies
that m is a direct summand of Ω2I and Ω3J . Also, either I or J is a direct summand of Ω3M by Proposition
2.5(2). We thus have either that Ω2I is a direct summand of Ω5M or that Ω3J is a direct summand of Ω6M .
Therefore, m is a direct summand of either Ω5M or Ω6M . By symmetry, this statement holds true as well
in the case where R/I is not a discrete valuation ring. Now, suppose that both R/I and R/J are discrete
valuation rings. By Lemma 2.3(1), the ring R is isomorphic to the fiber product R/I ×k R/J . It is observed
from [26, Corollary 2.7] and [32, Theorem A] that there exist a complete regular local ring S of dimension two

and a regular system of parameters x, y of S such that the completion R̂ of R is isomorphic to S/(xy). �

3. A fundamental theorem

In this section, we state and prove the most general fundamental theorem in the paper. We begin with
showing a lemma on syzygies and transposes. The proof of the second assertion of the lemma contains
analogous arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.4(3).

Lemma 3.1. (1) Let 0→ L→M → N → 0 be an exact sequence of R-modules. Then for each nonnegative
integer n there exist exact sequences 0→ ΩnL→ ΩnM⊕R⊕a → ΩnN → 0, 0→ Ωn+1N → ΩnL⊕R⊕b →
ΩnM → 0 and 0→ Ωn+1M → Ωn+1N ⊕R⊕c → ΩnL→ 0, where a, b, c are nonnegative integers.

(2) Let M be an R-module. Then n := βR
0 (M)− βR

1 (TrM) > 0 and M ∼= Tr(TrM)⊕R⊕n.

Proof. (1) Let 0→ L→M
π
−→ N → 0 be an exact sequence. We prove the lemma step by step.

(i) The horseshoe lemma provides an exact sequence 0→ ΩnL→ ΩnM ⊕R⊕a → ΩnN → 0 with a ∈ N.

(ii) Take an exact sequence 0 → ΩN → R⊕p ε
−→ N → 0 with p = ν(N). The pullback diagram of π and

ε produces an exact sequence 0 → ΩN → L ⊕ R⊕p → M → 0. In a similar way we get an exact sequence

0→ ΩM → ΩN ⊕ R⊕q ω
−→ L ⊕ R⊕p → 0 with q = ν(M). There is an exact sequence 0→ L

η
−→ L ⊕ R⊕p →

R⊕p → 0. The pullback diagram of ω, η gives an exact sequence 0→ ΩM → K → L→ 0 and an isomorphism
K⊕R⊕p ∼= ΩN ⊕R⊕q. We have q = ν(M) > ν(N) = p as π is surjective. It follows from [21, Corollary 1.16]
that K ∼= ΩN ⊕R⊕q−p. We obtain an exact sequence 0→ ΩM → ΩN ⊕R⊕r → L→ 0 with r = q − p > 0.
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(iii) Combining (i) and (ii) gives rise to two exact sequences 0→ Ωn+1N → ΩnL⊕R⊕b → ΩnM → 0 and
0→ Ωn+1M → Ωn+1N ⊕R⊕c → ΩnL→ 0 of R-modules, where b, c ∈ N.

(2) Let (F, f) be a minimal free resolution of M . Then there is an exact sequence F ∗
0

f∗
1−→ F ∗

1 → TrM → 0.

Extend this to a free resolution (G, g) of TrM , so that (G1
g1
−→ G0) coincides with (F ∗

0

f∗
1−→ F ∗

1 ). Let (H,h) be
a minimal free resolution of TrM . It follows from [3, Proposition 1.1.2] that there are a split-exact complex
(E, e) and a complex isomorphism G ∼= H ⊕E. This induces a complex isomorphism G∗ ∼= H∗⊕E∗, and we
obtain module isomorphisms M ∼= Cok f1 ∼= Cok(g∗1)

∼= Cok(h∗
1)⊕Cok(e∗1). We see that the module Cok(h∗

1)
is isomorphic to Tr(TrM). Note that G0 = F ∗

1 and H0 are free modules of the same rank. Hence e1 is a map
from E1 to E0 = 0. Therefore, the module Cok(e∗1) is isomorphic to E∗

1 , which is a free module with

rankE∗
1 = rankE1 = rankG1 − rankH1 = rankF ∗

0 − rankH1 = rankF0 − rankH1 = β0(M)− β1(TrM).

Consequently, we obtain a desired isomorphism M ∼= Tr(TrM)⊕ R⊕β0(M)−β1(TrM) of R-modules. �

Next we recall some notation about subcategories of the module category. The symbols [−] and [−]n are
introduced in [12] to define the radius of each subcategory of the module category.

Definition 3.2. (1) We denote by modR the category of (finitely generated) R-modules.
(2) For an R-module X we denote by addX the additive closure of X , which is defined to be the subcategory

of modR consisting of all direct summands of finite direct sums of copies of X .
(3) For a subcategory X of modR, we let [X ] stand for the smallest subcategory of modR that contains X

and is closed under finite direct sums, direct summands and syzygies.
(4) For subcategories X ,Y of modR, denote by X ◦Y the subcategory of modR consisting of modulesM such

that there is an exact sequence 0→ X →M → Y → 0 with X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y. We set X •Y = [[X ]◦[Y]].
(5) For a subcategory X of modR, we set [X ]0 = 0 and [X ]n = [X ]n−1 • X = [[X ]n−1 ◦ [X ]] for each n > 1.

Remark 3.3. Let M,N ∈ modR and n > 0. Then N ∈ [M ]n if and only if there exists an exact sequence
0→ A→ B → C → 0 of R-modules with A ∈ [M ]n−1 and C ∈ [M ]1 such that N is a direct summand of B;
see [12, Proposition 2.2]. Using this, we easily observe that if N ∈ [M ]n, then ΩiN ∈ [ΩiM ]n for all i > 0.

We also need to use the notion of n-torsionfree modules and the subcategory Gm,n of the module category,
which are introduced and studied by Auslander and Bridger [2] and Iyama [19].

Definition 3.4. For nonnegative integersm and n, we denote by Gn,m the subcategory of modR consisting of

those R-modules M which satisfy the equalities ExtiR(M,R) = ExtjR(TrM,R) = 0 for all integers 1 6 i 6 n
and 1 6 j 6 m. An n-torsionfree R-module is defined as an R-module that belongs to the subcategory G0,n.

We prepare a lemma which is used to give a proof of the main result of this section.

Lemma 3.5. Let n, s be nonnegative integers with n > s. Let M be an n-torsionfree R-module, and N an
R-module with pdN 6 s. Then ΩsHom(TrM,N) ∈ [Ω2M ]s+1 and Exti(TrM,N) = 0 for every 1 6 i 6 n−s.

Proof. There is an exact sequence 0 → R⊕bs → · · · → R⊕b0 → N → 0 of R-modules with bi ∈ N for each i.
We show the lemma by induction on s. Let s = 0. Then N is isomorphic to R⊕b0 . By Lemma 2.4(2) we have

Hom(TrM,N) ∼= Hom(TrM,R⊕b0) ∼= Hom(TrM,R)⊕b0 ∼= (Ω2M)⊕b0 ∈ [Ω2M ]1, and

Exti(TrM,N) ∼= Exti(TrM,R⊕b0) ∼= Exti(TrM,R)⊕b0 = 0 for all integers 1 6 i 6 n.

Let s > 0. Take the kernel L of the map R⊕b0 → N . Then pdL 6 s−1 and we get an exact sequence σ : 0→
L→ R⊕b0 → N → 0. As n > s− 1 > 0, we can apply the induction hypothesis to get Ωs−1Hom(TrM,L) ∈

[Ω2M ]s and Exti(TrM,L) = 0 for each 1 6 i 6 n− s+ 1. Since n− s+ 1 > 1, we have Ext1(TrM,L) = 0.
Applying Hom(TrM,−) to σ yields an exact sequence 0→ Hom(TrM,L)→ (Ω2M)⊕b0 → Hom(TrM,N)→
0 and an equality Exti(TrM,N) = 0 for all 1 6 i 6 n− s. Using Lemma 3.1(1), we obtain an exact sequence
0 → (Ωs+2M)⊕b0 → ΩsHom(TrM,N) ⊕ F → Ωs−1Hom(TrM,L) → 0 with F free. Since (Ωs+2M)⊕b0 and
Ωs−1Hom(TrM,L) are in [Ω2M ]1 and [Ω2M ]s respectively, ΩsHom(TrM,N) belongs to [Ω2M ]s+1. �

To state our theorem we need to recall the definition of a cosyzygy of a module.

Definition 3.6. Let M be an R-module. Let λ : M →M∗∗ be the natural homomorphism. Let · · · → F1 →

F0
π
−→M∗ → 0 be a minimal free resolution of M∗. The first cosyzygy Ω−1

R M of M is defined as the cokernel
of the composite map π∗λ : M → F ∗

0 . Note that if f1, . . . , fr is a minimal system of generators of M∗, then
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the map π∗λ is identified with the map M → R⊕r given by the transpose of the matrix (f1, . . . , fr). For

each integer n > 2, we define the nth cosyzygy Ω−n
R M inductively by Ω−n

R M = Ω−1
R (Ω

−(n−1)
R M). The nth

cosyzygy of M is uniquely determined by M up to isomorphism, since so is a minimal free resolution of M∗.
Note by definition that one has Ω−i

R P = 0 for every free R-module P and every positive integer i.

Now we can state and prove the following theorem, which is the main result of this section. In fact, this
theorem plays a fundamental role to obtain all the main results of this paper that are stated later.

Theorem 3.7. Let 1 6 n 6 t+ 1. Let M,N be R-modules. Assume that ΩnN belongs to add(R⊕ Ωn+1k).

(1) Suppose that M is n-torsionfree. Then the R-module Ext1(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) is a k-vector space, and

Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) ∈ [Ω2M ]n+1 ⊆ [M ]n+1, ΩnHom(TrM,N) ∈ [Ω2M ]2n+1 ⊆ [M ]2n+1.

(2) Suppose that M is (n+ 1)-torsionfree. Then the R-module Ext1(TrM,N) is a k-vector space, and

Ωn+2Ext1(TrM,N) ∈ [Ω2M ⊕ Ωn+1N ]4n+3 ⊆ [M ⊕N ]4n+3.

Proof. By assumption, ΩnN is a direct summand of P⊕Ωn+1k⊕a for some free R-module P and some integer
a > 0. Note that any k-vector space has grade at least t as an R-module. The inequality gradeExti(m, R) >

i−1 holds for each integer 1 6 i 6 n, since Exti(m, R) = Exti+1(k,R) is a k-vector space and i−1 6 n−1 6 t.
By [2, Proposition (2.26)], the R-module Ωn+1k = Ωnm is n-torsionfree, so is P ⊕Ωn+1k⊕a, and so is ΩnN .
It follows from [2, Proposition (2.21)] that there exist two exact sequences of R-modules:

σ : 0→ X → F ⊕ Ω−nΩn+1k → m→ 0, τ : 0→ Y → G⊕ Ω−nΩnN → N → 0

with X,Y of projective dimension less than n and F,G free. Set H = F ⊕Ω−nΩn+1k and K = G⊕Ω−nΩnN .
(1) Let M be an n-torsionfree R-module. Using Lemma 3.5 for s = n− 1, we see that Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Z)

belongs to [Ω2M ]n and Ext1(TrM,Z) = 0 for each Z ∈ {X,Y }. Lemma 2.4(2) shows that Hom(TrM,m) is
isomorphic to Ω2M . Applying the functor Hom(TrM,−) to σ and τ , we get exact sequences of R-modules:

0→ Hom(TrM,X)→ Hom(TrM,H)→ Ω2M → 0,
0→ Hom(TrM,Y )→ Hom(TrM,K)→ Hom(TrM,N)→ 0.

Using Lemma 3.1(1) for these exact sequences, we obtain exact sequences of R-modules with Q,U free:

ζ : 0→ Ωn−1Hom(TrM,X)→ Ωn−1Hom(TrM,H)⊕Q→ Ωn+1M → 0,
η : 0→ ΩnHom(TrM,K)→ ΩnHom(TrM,N)⊕ U → Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Y )→ 0.

The modules Ωn−1Hom(TrM,X) and Ωn+1M are in [Ω2M ]n and [Ω2M ]1, respectively. The exact sequence
ζ shows that Ωn−1Hom(TrM,H) is in [Ω2M ]n+1, and so is its direct summand Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Ω−nΩn+1k).
Since ΩnN is a direct summand of P⊕Ωn+1k⊕a, the module Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) is a direct summand
of Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Ω−nΩn+1k)⊕a as Ω−nP = 0. Therefore, the module Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) belongs
to [Ω2M ]n+1. Lemma 2.4(2) shows Ωn−1Hom(TrM,R⊕r) ∼= Ωn−1Ω2M⊕r ∈ [Ω2M ]1 for any r ∈ N. Hence

Ωn−1Hom(TrM,K) = Ωn−1Hom(TrM,G)⊕ Ωn−1Hom(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) ∈ [Ω2M ]n+1,

and thus ΩnHom(TrM,K) is in [Ω2M ]n+1. As Ω
n−1Hom(TrM,Y ) is in [Ω2M ]n, the exact sequence η shows

that ΩnHom(TrM,N) belongs to [Ω2M ]2n+1. The R-module Ext1(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) is a direct summand of

E := Ext1(TrM,Ω−n(P ⊕ Ωn+1k⊕a)) = Ext1(TrM,Ω−nΩn+1k)⊕a.

As M is n-torsionfree and n is positive, Ext1(TrM,R) vanishes. Since Ext1(TrM,X) = 0, the exact sequence
σ induces a monomorphism E →֒ Ext1(TrM,m)⊕a. Lemma 2.4(2) shows that Ext1(TrM,m) is isomorphic
to the k-vector space Hom(TrM,k). Consequently, the module Ext1(TrM,Ω−nΩnN) is a k-vector space.

(2) Let M be (n+ 1)-torsionfree. Lemma 3.5 implies Exti(TrM,Y ) = 0 for 1 6 i 6 (n+1)− (n− 1) = 2.
From τ we get an isomorphism Ext1(TrM,G⊕ Ω−nΩnN) ∼= Ext1(TrM,N). Since Ext1(TrM,R) vanishes,
Ext1(TrM,N) is isomorphic to Ext1(TrM,Ω−nΩnN), which is a k-vector space by (1). An exact sequence
0→ ΩTrM → R⊕b → TrM → 0 with b ∈ N induces exact sequences 0→ Hom(TrM,N)→ N⊕b → C → 0
and 0→ C → Hom(ΩTrM,N)→ Ext1(TrM,N)→ 0. Applying Lemma 3.1(1), we obtain exact sequences

λ : 0→ Ωn+1N⊕b → Ωn+1C ⊕R⊕c → ΩnHom(TrM,N)→ 0,
ρ : 0→ Ωn+2Hom(ΩTrM,N)→ Ωn+2Ext1(TrM,N)⊕R⊕d → Ωn+1C → 0.

By (1) the module ΩnHom(TrM,N) belongs to [Ω2M ]2n+1 , while the module Ωn+1N⊕b is in [Ωn+1N ]1. The
exact sequence λ shows that Ωn+1C belongs to [Ω2M ⊕ Ωn+1N ]2n+2. Now, set M ′ = TrΩTrM . Applying
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[19, Proposition 1.1.1] to the (n+ 1)-torsionfree module M , we observe that M ′ is in G1n, and in particular,
M ′ is n-torsionfree. Thus we can apply (1) to M ′ to get the containment ΩnHom(TrM ′, N) ∈ [Ω2M ′]2n+1.
Lemma 3.1(2) gives an isomorphism TrM ′⊕R⊕e ∼= ΩTrM with e ∈ N. As M is 1-torsionfree, applying [19,
Proposition 1.1.1] again, we see that ΩM ′ = ΩTrΩTrM is isomorphic to M up to free summands. We have

ΩnHom(ΩTrM,N) ∼= ΩnHom(TrM ′, N)⊕ ΩnN⊕e ∈ [Ω2M ′ ⊕ ΩnN ]2n+1 = [ΩM ⊕ ΩnN ]2n+1.

Taking the second syzygies, we see that Ωn+2Hom(ΩTrM,N) is in [Ω3M ⊕Ωn+2N ]2n+1, which is contained
in [Ω2M⊕Ωn+1N ]2n+1. The exact sequence ρ shows that Ωn+2Ext1(TrM,N) is in [Ω2M⊕Ωn+1N ]4n+3. �

4. Syzygies of the residue field

In this section, applying the general theorem obtained in the previous section, we prove a theorem regarding
the structure of syzygies of the residue field. First of all, we recall a couple of definitions, including those of
a Burch ring and a local ring with quasi-decomposable maximal ideal. These two notions of local rings are
introduced and investigated in [11] and [27], respectively. Studies of these two notions have been proceeded
by many people and various results have been obtained so far; see [5, 8, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17, 25, 26, 30, 37].

Definition 4.1. (1) We denote by edimR the embedding dimension of R, that is, edimR = νR(m).
(2) We say that R is a hypersurface if the inequality edimR−depthR 6 1 holds. This is equivalent to saying

that R̂ ∼= S/(f) for some regular local ring (S, n) and some element f in n; see [3, the beginning of §5.1].

(3) We say that R is a Burch ring provided that there exist a maximal R̂-regular sequence x in R̂, a regular

local ring (S, n) and an ideal I of S such that n(I :S n) 6= nI (i.e., I is a Burch ideal of S) and R̂/(x) ∼= S/I.
(4) We say that m is quasi-decomposable if m/(x) is decomposable over R for some R-regular sequence x.

We state several examples of Burch rings and local rings with quasi-decomposable maximal ideal.

Example 4.2. (1) A local hypersurface is a Burch ring. More generally, a local ring is a Gorenstein Burch
ring if and only if it is a hypersurface; we refer the reader to [11, Proposition 5.1].

(2) A Cohen–Macaulay local ring with minimal multiplicity and infinite residue field is Burch by [11, Propo-
sition 5.2]. If it is not a hypersurface, its maximal ideal is quasi-decomposable by [27, Example 4.7].

(3) A local ring whose completion has a rational surface singularity is Burch, and has quasi-decomposable
maximal ideal if it is not a hypersurface. This is by (2) and [31, Proposition 3.8] (cf. [1, Theorem 4]).

(4) The fiber product A ×k B of two local rings A and B with common residue field k has decomposable
maximal ideal, and hence it is quasi-decomposable. This is none other than Lemma 2.3(1).

(5) A local ring which deforms to an (A1)-singularity of dimension one is a local hypersurface with minimal
multiplicity and quasi-decomposable maximal ideal. In particular, a regular local ring of dimension at
least two has quasi-decomposable maximal ideal. Indeed, let (R,m, k) be a local ring of positive dimension
d. Suppose that there exist an R-regular sequence x = x1, . . . , xd−1, a regular local ring S of dimension
two, and a regular system of parameters y, z of S such that R/(x) is isomorphic to S/(yz). Then R is a
Cohen–Macaulay ring, and one has m/m2 ∼= ((m/(x))/(m/(x))2)⊕ (m2 + (x)/m2). Hence it holds that

edimR− depthR = edimR/(x) + dimk(m
2 + (x)/m2)− d 6 2 + (d− 1)− d = 1.

Therefore, the local ring R is a hypersurface. Using [24, Theorem 14.9], we have that e(R) 6 e(R/(x)) =
e(S/(yz)) = 2, where for a local ring A we denote by e(A) the (Hilbert–Samuel) multiplicity of A. It is
observed that the equality e(R) = edimR−dimR+1 holds, which means that R has minimal multiplicity.

The (t+2)nd syzygy of k satisfies a remarkable property provided R is Burch or m is quasi-decomposable.

Proposition 4.3. (1) If the local ring R is a singular hypersurface, then Ωtk is isomorphic to Ωt+2k.
(2) If the local ring R is a singular Burch ring, then Ωtk is a direct summand of Ωt+2k.
(3) If the maximal ideal m of R is quasi-decomposable, then Ωt+1k is a direct summand of Ωt+2k.

Proof. The first assertion follows from [3, the proof of Theorem 5.1.1 and Construction 5.1.2], while the second
is shown in [11, Proposition 5.10]. We prove the third assertion. If R is regular, then Ωt+1k = Ωt+2k = 0 and
the assertion holds. So, we assume that R is singular. As m is quasi-decomposable, there exists an R-sequence
x = x1, . . . , xn such that m/(x) is decomposable. By Corollary 2.6, we see that ΩR/(x)k = m/(x) is a direct

summand of Ω2
R/(x)k. Hence Ω

t
RΩR/(x)k is a direct summand of Ωt

RΩ
2
R/(x)k. Note that t > n. In view of [27,

Lemma 4.2], there are free R-modules F,G such that Ωt
RΩR/(x)k ∼= Ωt+1

R k⊕F and Ωt
RΩ

2
R/(x)k

∼= Ωt+2
R k⊕G.
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Thus Ωt+1
R k is a direct summand of Ωt+2

R k ⊕ G. Since R is singular, Ωt+1
R k has no nonzero free summand

by [23, Proposition 7]. By [21, Corollaries 1.10 and 1.15(i)], we observe that Ωt+1
R k is a direct summand of

Ωt+2
R k. �

Remark 4.4. By [11, Theorem 4.1], if k is a direct summand of Ω2k, then R is Burch. Hence, the converse
of Proposition 4.3(2) holds if t = 0. In view of [11, Question 5.11], we do not know if this holds even for t > 0.
On the other hand, Example 2.7 shows that the converse of Proposition 4.3(3) does not hold in general.

We denote by mod0 R the subcategory of modR consisting of those R-modules which are locally free on
the punctured spectrum of R. For an R-module M , we denote by NF(M) the nonfree locus of M , which is
by definition the set of prime ideals p of R such that the localization Mp is nonfree over the local ring Rp.
The lemma below is necessary when we state a proof of the main result of this section.

Lemma 4.5. Let M be an R-module. The following three statements hold true.

(1) Let X be an R-module with X ∈ [M ]n for some integer n > 0. Then depthX > inf{depthM, depthR}.
(2) Put e = edimR. There exists an R-module N ∈ [M ]2e ∩mod0 R such that pdR N = pdR M .
(3) If I is an ideal of R with IM = 0, then there is an exact sequence 0→ I⊕νR(M) → ΩRM → ΩR/IM → 0.

Proof. (1) We observe by using [34, Proposition 1.12(2)] that the given inequality is satisfied.
(2) If M is free, we can take N := M . Assume that M is nonfree. Choose a system of generators x1, . . . , xe

of the maximal ideal m of R. Set M0 = M . By [11, Lemma 7.2], for any 1 6 i 6 e there is an exact sequence
0 → ΩMi−1 → Mi → Mi−1 → 0 such that pdMi > pdMi−1 and NF(Mi) ⊆ V(xi). Hence pdMe > pdM .
The exact sequence shows Mi ∈ [Mi−1]2 and NF(Mi) ⊆ NF(Mi−1) for each 1 6 i 6 e. It is observed that
Me ∈ [M ]2e and NF(Me) ⊆ V(x1, . . . , xe) = {m}. Setting N = Me, we have that N ∈ [M ]2e ∩mod0 R and
pdN > pdM . Using (1) and the Auslander–Buchsbaum formula, we get pdN 6 pdM . Thus pdN = pdM .

(3) Put n = νR(M) = νR/I(M). There exists a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 // ΩRM //

��

R⊕n //

π⊕n

��

M // 0

0 // ΩR/IM // (R/I)⊕n // M // 0

where π : R→ R/I is the natural surjection. The snake lemma gives rise to a desired exact sequence. �

Remark 4.6. It follows from [33, Theorem 4.3] that for every nonfree R-module M there exists an R-module
N which is locally free on the punctured spectrum of R and which belongs to the resolving closure of M . We
should notice that Lemma 4.5(2) provides a refinement of this statement.

We denote by r(R) the type of R and by SocR the socle of R, respectively, that is, r(R) = dimk Ext
t
R(k,R)

and SocR = 0 :R m ∼= k∗. Now we can state and prove the following theorem, which is the main result of this
section. This theorem plays a crucial role in getting an upper bound of the Orlov spectrum of the singularity
category in the next section. In the proof of the theorem it is essential to invoke Theorem 3.7.

Theorem 4.7. Let the local ring R have embedding dimension e. Put s = 1 when t = 0, and s = 2e when
t > 0. Then the following two implications hold true for every R-module M of infinite projective dimension.

Ωt+1k ∈ add(R⊕ Ωt+2k) =⇒ Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3M ]s(2t+3) ⊆ [M ]s(2t+3),

Ωtk ∈ add(R⊕ Ωt+2k) =⇒ Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3M ]s(2t+4) ⊆ [M ]s(2t+4).

Proof. Lemma 4.5(2) gives rise to an R-module K ∈ [M ]2e ∩mod0 R such that pdK = pdM =∞. As K is

locally free on the punctured spectrum, Exti(K,R) has finite length for all i > 0. Hence gradeExti(K,R) >
t > i − 1 for all 1 6 i 6 t + 1. It follows from [2, Proposition (2.26)] that Ωt+1K is (t + 1)-torsionfree. As
ΩM is 1-torsionfree, Ωt+1M is (t+ 1)-torsionfree when t = 0. Setting L = M when t = 0 and L = K when
t > 0, we have that L is an R-module of infinite projective dimension such that Ωt+1L is (t+ 1)-torsionfree.

Let us show the first implication in the theorem. Applying Theorem 3.7(1) to n := t+1 and N := k, we get
Ωt+1Hom(TrΩt+1L, k) ∈ [Ω2Ωt+1L]2(t+1)+1 = [Ωt+3L]2t+3. If Hom(TrΩt+1L, k) is zero, then so is TrΩt+1L,

and Ωt+1L is free by Lemma 2.4(4), which implies that pdL <∞, a contradiction. Thus Hom(TrΩt+1L, k)
is a nonzero k-vector space, and Ωt+1k belongs to [Ωt+3L]2t+3. When t = 0, we have Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3L]2t+3 =
[Ωt+3M ]2t+3. When t > 0, we have Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3L]2t+3 = [Ωt+3K]2t+3 ⊆ [Ωt+3M ]2e(2t+3).
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From here to the end of the proof, we prove the second implication in the theorem holds. Set X = Ωt+1L
and E = Ext1(X,ΩX). We claim that there exists an R-regular sequence x = x1, . . . , xt which annihilates
the R-module E. In fact, there is nothing to show when t = 0. Let t > 0. Then L = K is locally free on the
punctured spectrum of R, which implies that the R-module E has finite length. Thus the claim follows.

Put () = ()⊗R R/(x). It follows from [27, Lemma 5.1] that x is an X-regular sequence. We have that

(4.7.1) ΩtX = Ωt(X/xX) ∼=
⊕t

i=0(Ω
iX)⊕(

t
i) ∈ [X ]1

by [36, Corollary 3.2(1)] (or [34, Proposition 2.2]) and [20, Lemma 2.14] when t > 0. This holds true even
when t = 0; indeed, ΩtX = Ω0X = X ∈ [X ]1. There exists an exact sequence 0→ k⊕r → R→ R/ SocR→ 0
of R-modules, where r = r(R) > 0. Applying Lemma 3.1(1), we get an exact sequence 0→ (Ωtk)⊕r → P →
Ωt(R/ SocR)→ 0 of R-modules with P free. Hence (Ωtk)⊕r ∼= Ωt+1(R/ SocR)⊕Q for some free R-module
Q. As Ωtk belongs to add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k), so does the module Ωt+1(R/ SocR). Applying Theorem 3.7(1), we
observe that the module Ωt+1Hom(TrX,R/ SocR) belongs to [Ω2X ]2t+3. Lemma 2.4(3) yields isomorphisms

TrX ∼= TrR X ⊕R
⊕a

, TrR X/(SocR)TrR X ∼= TrR/ SocR(X/(SocR)X)⊕ (R/ SocR)⊕b,

where a, b are nonnegative integers. Since the sequence x is R-regular, it is ΩtL-regular by [27, Lemma 5.1].

A minimal free resolution F of the R-module L induces an exact sequence 0→ X
ρ
−→ Ft → ΩtL→ 0, which

induces an exact sequence 0 → X
ρ
−→ Ft → ΩtL → 0. The monomorphism ρ factors through the inclusion

map mFt →֒ Ft. It is observed that the ideal SocR of R annihilates the R-module X. There are isomorphisms

TrX ⊗R (R/ SocR) ∼= (TrR X ⊕R
⊕a

)⊗R (R/ SocR) ∼= TrR X/(SocR)TrR X ⊕ (R/ SocR)⊕a

∼= TrR/ SocR(X/(SocR)X)⊕ (R/ SocR)⊕(a+b) ∼= TrR/ SocR X ⊕ (R/ SocR)⊕(a+b).

Making use of Lemma 2.4(2), we have a series of isomorphisms of R-modules:

Ωt+1Hom(TrX,R/ SocR) ∼= Ωt+1HomR(TrX,R/ SocR)
∼= Ωt+1HomR/ SocR(TrX ⊗R (R/ SocR), R/ SocR)
∼= Ωt+1HomR/ SocR(TrR/ SocR X ⊕ (R/ SocR)⊕(a+b), R/ SocR)
∼= Ωt+1Ω2

R/ SocR
X ⊕ Ωt+1(R/ SocR)⊕(a+b).

Hence Ωt+1Ω2
R/ SocR

X is a direct summand of Ωt+1Hom(TrX,R/ SocR), which belongs to [Ω2X ]2t+3. Thus

(4.7.2) Ωt+1Ω2
R/ SocR

X ∈ [Ω2X ]2t+3.

Put c = νR(X). We have c = νR(X) = βR
t+1(L) > 0 as pdL =∞. From Lemma 4.5(3) and the isomorphism

SocR ∼= k⊕r, there is an exact sequence σ : 0 → k⊕rc → ΩRX → ΩR/ SocRX → 0. The inclusion map

ΩRX →֒ R
⊕c

factors via mR
⊕c

, so that ΩRX is killed by SocR. Thus σ is an exact sequence of (R/ SocR)-

modules. Lemma 3.1(1) provides an exact sequence 0→ Ω2
R/ SocR

X → k⊕rc⊕Y → ΩRX → 0 of (R/ SocR)-

modules with Y free. Using Lemma 3.1(1) again, we obtain an exact sequence of R-modules with Z free:

(4.7.3) 0→ Ωt+1Ω2
R/ SocR

X → (Ωt+1k)⊕rc ⊕ Ωt+1Y ⊕ Z → Ωt+1ΩRX → 0.

By [27, Lemma 4.2] we have ΩtΩRX
∼= Ωt+1X ⊕ R⊕u with u ∈ N, which implies Ωt+1ΩRX

∼= Ωt+2X. By

(4.7.1), Ωt+2X is in [Ω2X ]1. It is seen from (4.7.2) and (4.7.3) that Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3L]2t+4. When t = 0, we have
L = M and Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3M ]2t+4. When t > 0, we have L = K ∈ [M ]2e and Ωt+1k ∈ [Ωt+3M ]2e(2t+4). �

To show our next proposition, we establish a lemma which should be well-known.

Lemma 4.8. The equality depthΩnk = n holds for all integers 0 6 n 6 t.

Proof. The depth lemma yields depthΩnk > inf{n+depth k, depthR} = inf{n, t} = n, so it suffices to show
Extn(k,Ωnk) 6= 0. If n = 0, then Extn(k,Ωnk) ∼= Hom(k, k) = k 6= 0. If n > 0, then there is a nonsplit exact
sequence 0→ Ωnk → F → Ωn−1k → 0 with F free, whence Extn(k,Ωnk) ∼= Ext1(Ωn−1k,Ωnk) 6= 0. �

The conditions Ωt+1k ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+2k) and Ωtk ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+2k) in Theorem 4.7 might look too specific
or artificial. The following proposition explains that those two conditions are rather reasonable.

Proposition 4.9. The following two conditions are equivalent to each other.
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(1) There exist integers 1 6 n 6 t+ 1 and 0 6 m 6 n such that Ωmk ∈ add(R⊕ Ωn+1k).
(2) One has either that Ωt+1k ∈ add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k) or that Ωtk ∈ add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k).

Proof. It is obvious that (2) implies (1). Let us show that (1) implies (2). We first consider the case m > t.
Then t+1 6 m 6 n 6 t+1, and m = n = t+1. Hence Ωt+1k ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+2k). Next we consider the case
m 6 t. There exists an integer r > 0 such that Ωmk is a direct summand of (R⊕ Ωn+1k)⊕r. It holds that

n > m = depthΩmk > depth(R⊕ Ωn+1k)⊕r > depth(R⊕ Ωn+1k)
= inf{depthR, depthΩn+1k} > inf{t, inf{n+ 1, t}} = inf{t, n+ 1}

by Lemma 4.8 and the depth lemma. This forces us to have t < n+1, and t+1 > n > m > inf{t, n+1} = t.
Hence (n,m) = (t+1, t+1), (t+1, t), (t, t). We have Ωt+1k ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+2k), or Ωtk ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+2k), or
Ωtk ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+1k). It remains to note that if Ωtk ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+1k), then Ωt+1k ∈ add(R⊕Ωt+2k). �

5. Orlov spectra over uniformly dominant isolated singularities

In this section, using the theorem obtained in the previous section, we shall investigate generation in the
singularity category. We start by recalling the definitions of several notions including the Orlov spectrum
and the ultimate dimension of a triangulated category, which are the main targets of this section.

Definition 5.1. Let T be a triangulated category.

(1) Let X ,Y be subcategories of T . We denote by 〈X 〉 the smallest subcategory of T which contains X and
which is closed under finite direct sums, direct summands and shifts. We denote by X ∗Y the subcategory
of T which consists of objects T ∈ T such that there exists an exact triangle X → T → Y  in T with
X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y. We put X ⋄ Y = 〈X ∗ Y〉. We set 〈X 〉T0 = 0, and 〈X 〉Tn = 〈X 〉Tn−1 ⋄ 〈X〉

T for n > 1.

(2) Let X,Y ∈ T . Put levelXT (Y ) = inf{n ∈ Z>−1 | Y ∈ 〈X〉n+1}, gtT (X) = inf{n ∈ Z>−1 | 〈X〉n+1 = T },
Ospec T = {gtT (G) | G ∈ T with gtT (G) < ∞}, dim T = inf(Ospec T ), and udim T = sup(Ospec T ).
These are called the level of Y with respect to X , the generation time of X , the Orlov spectrum of T ,
the (Rouquier) dimension of T , and the ultimate dimension of T , respectively.

Remark 5.2. The definitions of a level and a generation time in this paper are slightly modified from the
original ones. To be more precise, levelXT (Y ) is defined as inf{n ∈ N | Y ∈ 〈X〉n} in [4], while it is defined as
inf{n ∈ N | Y ∈ 〈X〉n+1} in [6]. Also, gtT (X) is defined to be inf{n ∈ N | 〈X〉n+1 = T } in [6]. Note that
our definitions of a level and a generation time do coincide with the definitions given in [6] whenever T 6= 0.

Now, after recalling the definition of a singularity category, we shall introduce the notions of a dominant
index and a uniformly dominant local ring, which play a primary role in this section.

Definition 5.3. We denote by Db(R) the bounded derived category of modR. Let Dsg(R) stand for the
singularity category of R, which is defined as the Verdier quotient of Db(R) by the perfect complexes. We set

dx(R) = inf{n ∈ Z>−1 | k ∈ 〈X〉
Dsg(R)
n+1 for every 0 6= X ∈ Dsg(R)} ∈ Z>−1 ∪ {∞}

and call this the dominant index of R. We say that R is uniformly dominant if dx(R) <∞.

Remark 5.4. (1) If R is a regular local ring, then R is uniformly dominant with dominant index −1. In
fact, Dsg(R) = 0 and there exists no such object 0 6= X ∈ Dsg(R) (or k ∼= 0 ∈ 〈X〉0 for all X ∈ Dsg(R)).

(2) It is evident by definition that every uniformly dominant local ring is dominant in the sense of [37].

By virtue of Theorem 4.7, we obtain sufficient conditions for a local ring to be uniformly dominant.

Corollary 5.5. Let e denote the embedding dimension of R. Put s = 1 when t = 0, and s = 2e when t > 0.

(1) Suppose that Ωt+1k belongs to add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k); this condition is satisfied if the local ring R has quasi-
decomposable maximal ideal. Then one has dx(R) 6 s(2t+3)−1. In particular, R is uniformly dominant.

(2) Suppose that Ωtk belongs to add(R⊕Ωt+2k); this condition is satisfied if R is a singular Burch ring (e.g.,
if R is a singular hypersurface). Then dx(R) 6 s(2t+ 4)− 1. In particular, R is uniformly dominant.

Proof. Fix a nonzero object X of Dsg(R). Then X ∼= M [r] in Dsg(R) for some R-module M and some integer
r; see [13, Lemma 2.4(2a)] for instance. Since X is nonzero in Dsg(R), the R-module M has infinite projective
dimension. Suppose that Ωt+1k belongs to add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k). Then it follows from Theorem 4.7 that Ωt+1k
belongs to [M ]s(2t+3). This implies that in Dsg(R) the object Ωt+1k belongs to 〈M〉s(2t+3) = 〈X〉s(2t+3). Since

k ∼= (Ωt+1k)[t + 1] in Dsg(R) by [13, Lemma 2.4(2b)], we see that k belongs to 〈X〉s(2t+3). The inequality
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dx(R) 6 s(2t+3)−1 is obtained. In a similar way, we see that if Ωtk is in add(R⊕Ωt+2k), then the inequality
dx(R) 6 s(2t+ 4)− 1 holds. The proof of the corollary is completed by invoking Proposition 4.3. �

The example below says that the converse of each assertion of Corollary 5.5 is not true in general.

Example 5.6. We denote the length of a module M over a ring R by ℓR(M). Let k be a field.

(1) The artinian local ring R = k[x, y]/(x3, x2y, xy2, y3) is Burch by [11, Corollary 6.5], and so it is uniformly
dominant by Corollary 5.5(2). However, Ωt+1k is not in add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k). In fact, assume that it
does. As R is a complete local ring, m is a nonfree indecomposable R-module and t = 0, we see
by [21, Corollaries 1.10, 1.15] and [23, Proposition 7] that m is a direct summand of Ω2k. There is
an R-module L with Ω2k ∼= m ⊕ L. The exact sequence 0 → Ω2k → R⊕2 → m → 0 shows that
ℓR(Ω

2k) = 2ℓR(R) − ℓR(m) = 2 · 6 − 5 = 7, so that νR(L) 6 ℓR(L) = ℓR(Ω
2k) − ℓR(m) = 7 − 5 = 2.

Therefore, βR
2 (k) = νR(Ω

2k) = νR(m)+ νR(L) 6 2+2 = 4. This contradicts the fact that a minimal free
resolution of k has the form below, which shows βR

2 (k) = 5.

0← k ← R
(x,y)
←−−− R⊕2

(

x2 0 0 0 y

0 x2 xy y2 −x

)

←−−−−−−−−−−−−− R⊕5 ← · · ·

(2) The artinian local ring R = k[x, y, z, w]/(x2, y2, z2, w2, xz, xw, yz, yw) is not Burch but has decomposable
maximal ideal by [37, Theorem 9.10]. It follows from Corollary 5.5(1) that the local ring R is uniformly
dominant. However, we easily see from [11, Theorem 4.1] that Ωtk does not belong to add(R ⊕ Ωt+2k).

We study generation of the singularity category by using a dominant index, a level and a generation time.

Proposition 5.7. Let X be an object of Dsg(R). The following two statements hold true.

(1) Assume that n = dx(R), v = levelk(X) and g = gt(X) are all finite. Then Dsg(R) = 〈G〉(n+1)(v+1)(g+1)

for each 0 6= G ∈ Dsg(R). In particular, every nonzero object of Dsg(R) has finite generation time.

(2) There is an inequality udimDsg(R) 6 (dx(R) + 1)(levelkDsg(R)(X) + 1)(gtDsg(R)(X) + 1)− 1.

Proof. (1) By definition, we have X ∈ 〈k〉v+1 and 〈X〉g+1 = Dsg(R). Since G is nonzero, we get k ∈ 〈G〉n+1.
It holds that Dsg(R) = 〈X〉g+1 ⊆ 〈k〉(v+1)(g+1) ⊆ 〈G〉(n+1)(v+1)(g+1). We obtain Dsg(R) = 〈G〉(n+1)(v+1)(g+1).

(2) If R is regular, then Dsg(R) = 0, udimDsg(R) = −1 and the inequality evidently holds. We may assume

that R is singular, and that n = dx(R), v = levelk(X) and g = gt(X) are finite. Let G ∈ Dsg(R) with gt(G) <
∞. Then G 6= 0. By (1) we get Dsg(R) = 〈G〉(n+1)(v+1)(g+1). Thus udimDsg(R) 6 (n+1)(v+1)(g+1)−1. �

As an application of the above proposition, we get information on upper and lower bounds of the Orlov
spectrum of the singularity category of a uniformly dominant isolated singularity.

Corollary 5.8. Assume that the local ring R is uniformly dominant and has an isolated singularity. If the
singularity category Dsg(R) has finite Rouquier dimension, then it has finite ultimate dimension.

Proof. By assumption, g := dimDsg(R) is finite. We find X ∈ Dsg(R) with g = gt(X). Since R is uniformly
dominant, n := dx(R) is finite. As R has an isolated singularity, Dsg(R) = thick k by [36, Corollary 4.3(2)].

Hence v := levelk(X) is finite. Proposition 5.7(2) yields that udimDsg(R) 6 (n+1)(v+1)(g+1)−1 <∞. �

Here we need to recall the definition of the annihilator of the singularity category of the local ring R.

Definition 5.9. We denote by annR Dsg(R) the annihilator of Dsg(R), which is by definition the set of

elements a of R such that the multiplication morphism X
a
−→ X in Dsg(R) is zero for all X ∈ Dsg(R).

Under some mild assumptions, we can prove that the ultimate dimension of the singularity category of a
uniformly dominant isolated singularity is finite, and actually we can get an explicit upper bound for it.

Corollary 5.10. Let R be an excellent equicharacteristic uniformly dominant local ring which has an isolated
singularity. Let J be an m-primary ideal of R which is contained in annDsg(R). Put n = dx(R), m = ν(J)
and l = ℓℓ(R/J). Then one has Dsg(R) = 〈G〉(n+1)(m−t+1)l for each 0 6= G ∈ Dsg(R). In particular, every
nonzero object of Dsg(R) has finite generation time, and it holds that udimDsg(R) 6 (n+1)(m− t+1)l− 1.

Proof. It follows by [22, Theorem 1.3(2)] that Dsg(R) = 〈k〉(m−t+1)l, so that gt(k) 6 (m− t+ 1)l − 1. Thus

(dx(R) + 1)(levelk(k) + 1)(gt(k) + 1) 6 (n+ 1)(0 + 1)(((m− t+ 1)l− 1) + 1) = (n+ 1)(m− t+ 1)l.

By virtue of (1) and (2) of Proposition 5.7, we observe that the equality Dsg(R) = 〈G〉(n+1)(m−t+1)l holds true
for all nonzero objects G of Dsg(R), and that there is an inequality udimDsg(R) 6 (n+1)(m− t+1)l−1. �
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We recall the definition of a Jacobian ideal of a complete equicharacteristic local ring.

Definition 5.11. Suppose that the local ring R is complete and equicharacteristic. Then Cohen’s structure
theorem implies thatR is isomorphic to a quotient k[[x1, . . . , xn]]/(f1, . . . , fr) of a formal power series ring. Put
h = ht(f1, . . . , fr) = n−dimR. The Jacobian ideal of R, denoted jacR, is defined as the ideal of R generated
by (the preimages in R of) the h× h minors of the Jacobian matrix ∂(f1, . . . , fr)/∂(x1, . . . , xn) = (∂fi/∂xj).

The remark below provides examples of an ideal J which satisfies the assumption given in Corollary 5.10.

Remark 5.12. (1) Let R be an equicharacteristic excellent local ring with an isolated singularity. Then the
annihilator annDsg(R) is an m-primary ideal of R (contained in annDsg(R)); see [22, Theorem 1.3(1)].

(2) Let R be an equicharacteristic complete Cohen–Macaulay local ring with perfect residue field, and assume
that R has an isolated singularity. Then jacR is anm-primary ideal ofR which is contained in annDsg(R).
Indeed, it is observed from [38, Lemmas 4.3 and Propositions 4.4, 4.5] that the ideal jacR is m-primary.

It follows from [38, Theorem 5.3] that jacR annihilates the R-module Extd+1(M,N) for all R-modules M
and N , where d = dimR. We thus see from [22, Proposition 5.3(1)] that jacR is contained in annDsg(R).

We close the section by summarizing Corollaries 5.5, 5.10 and Remark 5.12.

Theorem 5.13. Let R be excellent, equicharacteristic and has an isolated singularity. Let J be an m-primary
ideal of R contained in annDsg(R) and set m = ν(J) and l = ℓℓ(R/J); one can always take J = annDsg(R),
and one can even take J = jacR provided that R is a complete Cohen–Macaulay local ring with k perfect.
Put e = edimR. Let s = 1 when t = 0, and s = 2e when t > 0. Then the following two statements hold true.

(1) Suppose that Ωt+1k belongs to add(R⊕Ωt+2k) (e.g., m is quasi-decomposable). Then every nonzero object
of Dsg(R) has finite generation time, and Dsg(R) has ultimate dimension at most s(2t+3)(m−t+1)l−1.

(2) Suppose that Ωtk belongs to add(R⊕Ωt+2k) (e.g., R is a singular Burch ring). Then every nonzero object
of Dsg(R) has finite generation time, and Dsg(R) has ultimate dimension at most s(2t+4)(m−t+1)l−1.

6. Producing uniformly dominant local rings

In this section, we present several methods to produce a uniformly dominant local ring from a given one,
following the methods given in [37] to produce a dominant local ring from a given one. We begin with stating
a general basic lemma concerning an exact functor of Verdier quotients of triangulated categories.

Lemma 6.1. Let F : T → U be an exact functor of triangulated categories. Let X and Y be thick subcategories
of T and U , respectively, with F (X ) ⊆ Y. Then there exists an exact functor F : T /X → U/Y such that
F (α(T )) = β(F (T )) for each T ∈ T , where α : T → T /X and β : U → U/Y stand for the canonical functors.

Proof. The composition βF : T → U/Y is an exact functor and satisfies (βF )(X ) ⊆ β(Y) = 0. Hence βF
factors via α; see [28, Theorem 2.1.8]. Thus we get a functor F : T /X → U/Y as in the assertion follows. �

We can now show the theorem below, which is a uniformly dominant version of [37, Theorem 5.6]. Let us
explain notation used in the proof: For an element x of R we denote by K(x,R) the Koszul complex of x over

R, i.e., K(x,R) = (0 → R
x
−→ R → 0). By (R/(x))R we mean the (right) R-module R/(x) via the surjective

ring homomorphism R→ R/(x). For a complex X of R-modules, we put inf X = inf{i ∈ Z | HiX 6= 0}. We
denote by D–(R) the derived category of complexes X of R-modules such that HiX = 0 for all i≫ 0.

Theorem 6.2. Let x ∈ m be an R-regular element. Then the following two statements hold.
(1) There is an inequality dx(R) 6 2 dx(R/(x)) + 1. (2) One has that dx(R/(x)) 6 dx(R) if x /∈ m2.

Proof. Let X ∈ Db(R). Then X⊗L

RR/(x) is isomorphic to X⊗RK(x,R), which is a (homologically) bounded
complex. Hence X ⊗L

R R/(x) ∈ Db(R/(x)), and we get an exact functor −⊗L

R R/(x) : Db(R)→ Db(R/(x)).
This sends each object in thickDb(R) R to an object in thickDb(R/(x))R/(x). By Lemma 6.1, we see that

−⊗L

R R/(x) induces an exact functor Φ : Dsg(R)→ Dsg(R/(x)). On the other hand, as pdR R/(x) = 1 <∞,
all the objects in thickDb(R/(x)) R/(x) have finite projective dimension over R. The exact functor − ⊗L

R/(x)

(R/(x))R : Db(R/(x)) → Db(R) sends each object in thickDb(R/(x)) R/(x) to an object in thickDb(R) R. We

see from Lemma 6.1 that −⊗L

R/(x) (R/(x))R induces an exact functor Ψ : Dsg(R/(x))→ Dsg(R).

(1) Pick any nonzero object X of Dsg(R). Then X is an object of Db(R) with pdR X =∞. We get

pdR/(x) Φ(X) = pdR/(x)(X ⊗
L

R R/(x)) = − inf(X ⊗L

R R/(x)⊗L

R/(x) k) = − inf(X ⊗L

R k) = pdR X =∞
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by [9, (A.5.7.2)]. Hence, Φ(X) is nonzero in Dsg(R/(x)). Now, let n be an integer with dx(R/(x)) 6 n. Then k

is in 〈Φ(X)〉
Dsg(R/(x))
n+1 . The exact functor Ψ provides k = Ψ(k) ∈ 〈ΨΦ(X)〉

Dsg(R)
n+1 . Applying the exact functor

X⊗L

R− to the exact triangle R
x
−→ R→ R/(x) in Db(R), we get an exact triangle X

x
−→ X → ΨΦ(X) in

Dsg(R), which implies ΨΦ(X) ∈ 〈X〉
Dsg(R)
2 . Thus k belongs to 〈X〉

Dsg(R)
2(n+1), and it follows that dx(R) 6 2n+1.

(2) Pick any nonzero object X of Dsg(R/(x)). There exist an R/(x)-module M and an integer m such that
X ∼= M [m] in Dsg(R/(x)) by [13, Lemma 2.4(2a)]. Then M has infinite projective dimension over R/(x). As
x is R-regular and outside m2, we see from [3, Theorem 2.2.3] that M has infinite projective dimension over
R. The functor Ψ gives Ψ(X) ∼= Ψ(M)[m] in Dsg(R). Hence Ψ(X) is nonzero in Dsg(R). Let n be an integer

with dx(R) 6 n. Then k belongs to 〈Ψ(X)〉
Dsg(R)
n+1 . The exact functor Φ shows Φ(k) ∈ 〈ΦΨ(X)〉

Dsg(R/(x))
n+1 .

Here we claim that for every object C of Db(R/(x)) there exists an isomorphism C ⊗L

R R/(x) ∼= C ⊕ C[1]

in Db(R/(x)). In fact, the exact functor C ⊗L

R − : D–(R) → D–(R/(x)) sends the exact triangle R
x
−→ R →

R/(x) in D–(R) to the exact triangle C
x
−→ C → C ⊗L

R R/(x) in D–(R/(x)). As C and C ⊗L

R R/(x) are

bounded, this is an exact triangle in Db(R/(x)). As (C
x
−→ C) = 0, we get an isomorphism as in the claim.

Since both k and X are objects of Db(R/(x)), the above claim implies that

k ⊕ k[1] ∼= Φ(k) ∈ 〈ΦΨ(X)〉
Dsg(R/(x))
n+1 = 〈X ⊕X [1]〉

Dsg(R/(x))
n+1 = 〈X〉

Dsg(R/(x))
n+1 .

Therefore, the residue field k ofR/(x) belongs to 〈X〉
Dsg(R/(x))
n+1 , and we thus conclude that dx(R/(x)) 6 n. �

The above theorem gives the following, which includes a uniformly dominant version of [37, Corollary 5.8].

Corollary 6.3. The local ring R is uniformly dominant if and only if so is the formal power series ring

R[[x]], if and only if so is the completion R̂. More precisely, the following hold, where m > 0 and e = edimR.

(1) There are inequalities dx(R) 6 dx(R[[x1, . . . , xm]]) 6 2m(dx(R) + 1)− 1.

(2) There are inequalities dx(R̂) 6 2e(dx(R) + 1)− 1 and dx(R) 6 2e(dx(R̂) + 1)− 1.

Proof. (1) We may assume m = 1. The element x1 is R[[x1]]-regular and does not belong to the square of the
maximal ideal of R[[x1]], and R[[x1]]/(x1) is isomorphic to R. The assertion follows by Theorem 6.2.

(2) We can write m = (a1, . . . , ae). The completion R̂ is isomorphic to R[[x1, . . . , xe]]/(x1−a1, . . . , xe−ae);
see [24, Theorem 8.12]. For every integer 1 6 i 6 e, the element xi − ai is regular on R[[x1, . . . , xe]]/(x1 −
a1, . . . , xi−1 − ai−1) and is outside of the square of its maximal ideal; see [37, Lemma 5.7]. Therefore,

dx(R̂) = dx(R[[x1, . . . , xe]]/(x1 − a1, . . . , xe − ae)) 6 dx(R[[x1, . . . , xe]]) 6 2e(dx(R) + 1)− 1,

where the two inequalities follow from Theorem 6.2(2) and (1), respectively. On the other hand, it holds that

dx(R) 6 dx(R[[x1, . . . , xe]]) 6 2e(dx(R[[x1, . . . , xe]]/(x1 − a1, . . . , xe − ae)) + 1)− 1 = 2e(dx(R̂) + 1)− 1,

where the two inequalities follow from (1) and Theorem 6.2(1), respectively. �

Next we state and prove a uniformly dominant version of [37, Proposition 8.3].

Proposition 6.4. Let R be Cohen–Macaulay with dimension one. Let I be an m-primary ideal of R. Let a, b
be parameters of R, i.e., a, b are elements of m with R/aR,R/bR artinian. Then dx(R/bI) 6 2 dx(R/aI)+1.

Proof. Set S = R[[x]]/xIR[[x]]. The proof of [37, Proposition 8.3] shows x − a, x − b are S-regular elements,
x− b is not in the square of the maximal ideal of S, and S/(x− c) ∼= R/cI for any parameter c of R. Thus

dx(R/bI) = dx(S/(x− b)) 6 dx(S) 6 2 dx(S/(x− a)) + 1 = 2 dx(R/aI) + 1,

where the two inequalities are shown to hold by using (2) and (1) of Theorem 6.2, respectively. �

Now we obtain an example of a uniformly dominant local ring, which is a refinement of [37, Corollary 8.4].

Corollary 6.5. Let k be a field. Let a1 > a2 > · · · > an = 0 = b1 < b2 < · · · < bn be integers with n > 3. Let
R = k[x, y]/(xa1 , xa2yb2 , . . . , xan−1ybn−1 , ybn). Then R is a uniformly dominant local ring with dx(R) 6 7.

Proof. Let S = k[[x, y]]/(xa1), and take its ideals n = (x, y) and I = (xa2 , xa3yb3−b2 , . . . , xan−1ybn−1−b2 , ybn−b2).
The proof of [37, Corollary 8.4] shows that I is n-primary, that y is a parameter of S, that S/yI is a singular ar-
tinian Burch ring (note that a1 > 2 as n > 3), and that S/yb2I ∼= R. We have dx(S/yI) 6 1(2·0+4)−1 = 3 by
virtue of Corollary 5.5(2). Applying Proposition 6.4, we observe that dx(R) = dx(S/yb2I) 6 2 ·3+1 = 7. �
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Remark 6.6. Recall from Corollary 5.5 that every Burch ring and every local ring with quasi-decomposable
maximal ideal are uniformly dominant local rings. By combining Corollary 6.5 with the last statement of [37,
Corollary 8.4], we see that, unless ar − ar+1 = 1 or br+1− br = 1 for some 1 6 r < n, the ring R in Corollary
6.5 is a uniformly dominant local ring which is not Burch. The artinian ring R in Corollary 6.5 is a uniformly
dominant local ring whose maximal ideal is not (quasi-)decomposable, unless n = 3 and a2 = b2 = 1.

Next we establish a uniformly dominant version of [37, Proposition 8.6].

Proposition 6.7. Let A = k[[x1, . . . , xh]] and B = k[[y1, . . . , ym]] with k a field. Let f1, . . . , fl ∈ (x1, . . . , xh)
2

and g1, . . . , gh ∈ (y1, . . . , ym). Put R = A/(f1, . . . , fl) and S = B/(f̃1, . . . , f̃l), where f̃i = fi(g1, . . . , gh) for
each i. Suppose that x1−g1, . . . , xh−gh is a regular sequence on R[[y1, . . . , ym]] (this is satisfied if R is Cohen–

Macaulay and ht(f1, . . . , fl) = ht(f̃1, . . . , f̃l)). Then dx(S) 6 2m(dx(R)+1)−1 and dx(R) 6 2h(dx(S)+1)−1.

Proof. The proof of [37, Proposition 8.6] shows that S ∼= R[[y1, . . . , ym]]/(x1 − g1, . . . , xh − gh), that xi − gi
is not in the square of the maximal ideal of R[[y1, . . . , ym]]/(x1 − g1, . . . , xi−1 − gi−1) for each i, and that if

R is Cohen–Macaulay and ht(f1, . . . , fl) = ht(f̃1, . . . , f̃l), then x1 − g1, . . . , xh − gh is a regular sequence on
R[[y1, . . . , ym]]. We have dx(S) 6 dx(R[[y1, . . . , ym]]) 6 2m(dx(R) + 1)− 1 by Theorem 6.2(2) and Corollary
6.3(1). Also, dx(R) 6 dx(R[[y1, . . . , ym]]) 6 2h(dx(S) + 1)− 1 by Corollary 6.3(1) and Theorem 6.2(1). �

Now we get another example of a uniformly dominant local ring, which refines [37, Corollary 8.7]. For a
matrix A over R and an integer r, we denote by Ir(A) the ideal of R generated by the r × r minors of A.

Corollary 6.8. Let R = k[[x1, . . . , xh]]/ I2
( f11 ... f1u
f21 ... f2u

)
, where k is a field and each fij is a nonunit of the local

ring k[[x1, . . . , xh]]. If dimR = h− u+ 1, then R is uniformly dominant with dx(R) 6 2h+4u+1(u + 3)− 1.

Proof. Let S = k
[ y11 ... y1u
y21 ... y2u

]
/ I2

( y11 ... y1u
y21 ... y2u

)
be a determinantal ring, and n its irrelevant maximal ideal. The

proof of [37, Corollary 8.7] shows Sn is a singular Cohen–Macaulay Burch ring of dimension u + 1, and the

defining ideal of T := Ŝn has the same height as that of R. It follows by Corollary 5.5(2) that dx(Sn) 6 a :=
22u(2(u+1)+4)−1 = 22u+1(u+3)−1. Corollary 6.3(2) implies dx(T ) 6 b := 22u(a+1)−1 = 24u+1(u+3)−1.
From the first inequality in Proposition 6.7 we obtain dx(R) 6 2h(b+ 1)− 1 = 2h+4u+1(u + 3)− 1. �

Here we present a concrete example which can be obtained as an application of the above corollary.

Example 6.9. Let k be a field and a, b, c > 0 integers. Let A = k[sa, sb, sc] be the subring of the polynomial
ring k[s]. Let R = k[[sa, sb, sc]] be the (sa, sb, sc)A-adic completion of A. Suppose that R is not a complete

intersection. Then R ∼= k[[x, y, z]]/ I2
( xp yq zr

yu zv xw

)
, where p, q, r, u, v, w are positive integers; see [18]. As dimR =

1 = 3−3+1, Corollary 6.8 shows that R is uniformly dominant with dx(R) 6 23+4·3+1(3+3)−1 = 3 ·217−1.

Next we establish uniformly dominant versions of [37, Propositions 7.4 and 8.8].

Proposition 6.10. Let R be a regular local ring of dimension d.

(1) Let S be a local ring which is faithfully flat over R. Then one has dx(S) 6 2d(dx(S/mS) + 1)− 1.
(2) Let x = x1, . . . , xh and y = y1, . . . , ym be sequences of elements in m such that h > 0 and m > 0. Assume

that the sequence x,y = x1, . . . , xh, y1, . . . , ym is R-regular. Then the following two statements hold true.
(a) If the integer m is positive (i.e., nonzero), then there is an inequality dx(R/(xy)) 6 5 · 22d+h+m− 1.
(b) If an element z in m is R/(y)-regular, then one has the inequality dx(R/(x(y, z))) 6 5·22d+h+m+1−1.

Proof. (1) Let x = x1, . . . , xd be a regular system of parameters of R. Then x generates the maximal ideal
m of R and is an R-regular sequence. Since the homomorphism R→ S is local and flat, we see that x is an
S-regular sequence. Theorem 6.2(1) shows that dx(S) 6 2d(dx(S/xS) + 1)− 1 = 2d(dx(S/mS) + 1)− 1.

(2b) Set T = R/(x(y, z)). Let A = R̂[[X,Y , Z]]/(X(Y , Z)) with indeterminates X = X1, . . . , Xh, Y =
Y1, . . . , Ym, Z. Then A is faithfully flat over R, as R→ A is local and A is flat over the torsion-free (so, flat)
Z-algebra Z[X,Y , Z]/(X(Y , Z)). Let B = A/mA = k[[X,Y , Z]]/(X(Y , Z)). The proof of [37, Proposition
8.8] shows that the sequence X − x,Y − y, Z − z is A-regular, that A/(X − x,Y − y, Z − z) is isomorphic

to T̂ , and that the maximal ideal of B decomposes into XB and (Y , Z)B. Lemma 2.3 says depthB =
min{depthB/XB, depthB/(Y , Z)B, 1} = 1. Corollary 5.5(1) implies dx(B) 6 a := 2h+m+1(2 · 1 + 3)− 1 =
5 ·2h+m+1−1. By (1) we get dx(A) 6 b := 2d(a+1)−1 = 5 ·2d+h+m+1−1. We see from Theorem 6.2(2) and

[37, Lemma 5.7] that dx(T̂ ) 6 b, and see from Corollary 6.3(2) that dx(T ) 6 2d(b+1)−1 = 5 ·22d+h+m+1−1.
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(2a) Set S = R/(xy). The assertion is shown by ignoring everything on Z or z in the proof of (2b); we only

give an outline. The ring A = R̂[[X,Y ]]/(XY ) is faithfully flat over R, the sequenceX−x,Y −y is A-regular,

A/(X −x,Y −y) is isomorphic to Ŝ, and the maximal ideal of the local ring B = A/mA = k[[X ,Y ]]/(XY )
decomposes into XB and Y B. The equality depthB = min{depthB/XB, depthB/Y B, 1} = 1 holds since
m is assumed to be positive. Therefore, we observe that dx(B) 6 a := 2h+m(2 ·1+3)− 1 = 5 ·2h+m− 1, that

dx(Ŝ) 6 dx(A) 6 b := 2d(a+ 1)− 1 = 5 · 2d+h+m − 1, and that dx(S) 6 2d(b+ 1)− 1 = 5 · 22d+h+m − 1. �

We obtain another example of a uniformly dominant local ring, which improves [37, Corollary 8.9].

Corollary 6.11. Let R be a regular local ring of dimension d. Let I be an ideal of R such that I ⊆ m2

and ν(I) 6 2. Then the factor ring R/I is either a local complete intersection with codimension two, or a
uniformly dominant local ring such that the inequality dx(R/I) 6 5 · 22d+3 − 1 holds.

Proof. Put n = 5 · 22d+3 − 1. If ν(I) = 0, then I = 0, R/I = R is regular, and therefore R/I is uniformly
dominant with dx(R/I) = −1 6 n. Let ν(I) = 1. Then d > 0 and R/I is a hypersurface. Since I is contained
in m2, the local ring R/I is singular. Corollary 5.5(2) shows that dx(R/I) 6 a, where a = 3 6 n if d = 1, and
a = 2d(2(d− 1) + 4)− 1 = 2d+1(d+ 1)− 1 6 n if d > 2. Now let ν(I) = 2. As is shown in the proof of [37,
Corollary 8.9], there exist a nonzero element g of R and an R-regular sequence v, w such that I = g(v, w). If
g is not in m, then R/I is a complete intersection with codimension two. If g is in m, then letting x = v, w
(hence h = 2), m = 0 and z = g in Proposition 6.10(2b), we observe that dx(R/I) 6 5·22d+2+0+1−1 = n. �

We close the section by posing a rather natural question.

Question 6.12. Does there exist a dominant local ring which is not uniformly dominant?

Acknowlegments. The author thanks Souvik Dey for giving him useful comments on an earlier version of this
paper. The author also thanks Naoyuki Matsuoka and Shunsuke Takagi for giving him helpful comments
concerning [18] and [1, 31], respectively.
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