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UNIFORMLY DOMINANT LOCAL RINGS AND
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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 £¢(—) 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 = L(R/J). Then, all the nonzero objects of the singularity category D38 (R)
have generation time at most 2(d+2)I—1, i.e., the equality D*$(R) = (X)a(q42); holds for all 0 # X € D% (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 D*8(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 D*8(R) the residue field of R can be built out of each nonzero object by taking direct summands,
shifts and at most » 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 D% (R) are completely classified under some assumptions; see [37] for the details.
For a local ring R, we denote by ann D% (R) the annihilator of D¢(R). For a finitely generated R-module
M, we denote by v(M) the minimal number of generators of M, and by Q" M, 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 = 2°UM B yphen t > 0. Then the following statements hold true.

(1) If the syzygy Q' k (resp. 'k ) is a direct summand of a finite direct sum of copies of Q'T2k, 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 ann D8 (R). Putm = v(J) and set | = LL(R/J). Suppose that R is uniformly dominant with
dominant index n. Then every nonzero object of D8 (R) has generation time at most (n+1)(m—t+1)l—1.
In particular, D®8(R) has finite Orlov spectrum and has ultimate dimension at most (n+1)(m—t4+1)I—1.
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It is a basic fact that if a local ring (R, m, k) of depth ¢ is a singular hypersurface, then Qk is isomorphic to
Q2. 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 Q%% is a direct summand of Q2. In this paper, we prove that if
m is quasi-decomposable in the sense of Nasseh and Takahashi [27], then QT1k is a direct summand of Q¢ 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 ann D%8(R), and can even take jac R 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 ¢ and k is assumed to be infinite for simplicity.

A = R isregular

B = R deforms to an (Aj)-singularity of dimension 1
C = R 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
= R is Burch
= m is quasi-decomposable
I= Q' is a summand of a direct sum of copies of Q/T2k
J = Q''kis a summand of a direct sum of copies of Q*+2k
K = R is uniformly dominant

= R is dominant
= the generation times of nonzero objects of D%8(R) form a
finite subset of N (so D% (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-regqular element
inm. 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 m?,
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 Tings.

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 QXM QM ©Q°M 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 Q3M ® QM. If m is not a direct
summand of Q°M or QSM , then the m-adic completion R of R is an (A41)-singularity of dimension one, i.e.,
R S/(zy) for some complete reqular 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 alocal ring of depth ¢ with maximal ideal m and residue field k. We denote by (—)* the R-dual functor
Homp(—, R). We let R stand for the (m-adic) completion of R. The projective dimension of an R-module M
is denoted by pdp M. A chain complex X = (--- — X; — X;_1 — ---) is regarded as the cochain complex
whose (—i)th component is X; for each i € Z. When we say (X, 0) is a complex, X is a complex with ith
differential map 9" 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 vg (M) the minimal number of generators of M, i.e.,
vr(M) = dimy (M ®g k). Let (F, ) be a minimal free resolution of M. For each n > 0 the nth syzygy Q%M
of M is defined as the image of 9, and we put Q%M = M. Set BE(M) = vr(Q% M) 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 0. 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 QgrJ. The ideal J is a direct summand of Qgrl.
(2) If R/J is not a discrete valuation ring, then m is a direct summand of Q%I and of Q%.J.
(3) If R/I is not a discrete valuation ring, then m is a direct summand of Q%.J and of Q%1.

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:
Qrl = Jo3 "D @ Qp I, QpQpy,l 2 JoR (0D g Oy i1,

R/T

QrJ = 195D 0 Qp rd,  QpQpyd 21897 D g 03 .

As I and J are nonzero ideals of R, the integers 65 / J(I ) and 65 / I(J ) are positive. Hence the ideals I and
J are direct summands of the syzygies QrJ and QgI, respectively. Thus assertion (1) follows. We have
/ / / / /
021 = (Qpg)28h @ © Qg1 = 18807 (DB (1) gy g@B (D) g (QR/IJ)@%“" () ® 0,1
Since the ideal I is isomorphic to m/.J, we have equalities BF/J(I) = F/J(m/J) = f/’] (k). If R/J is not a
discrete valuation ring, then ﬂf/J(k:) is positive (note here that R/.J is not a field as J # m), and m = I @ J is
a direct summand of Q%1. The module Q%.J = Q% (Qg.J) is isomorphic to (Q%I)@ﬁgﬂ(” ® 0%, Qg,J, which
contains Q%71 as a direct summand. Hence m is a direct summand of Q% 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 X 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 thatm = I&®.J.
Then, an isomorphism R = R/I X, R/J and an equality depth R = min{depth R/I, depth R/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* = Hompg(M,m). If
moreover Exty (M, R) = 0, then one also has an isomorphism Exth (M, m) = Hompg(M, k).

(2) One has QM = (Tr M)* = Hom(Tr M, m). If Ext'(Tr M, R) = 0, then Ext'(Tr M, m) = Hom(Tr M, k).

(3) Let I be a proper ideal of R. Then Trg M/ITrg M = Trg, (M/IM) @ (R/I)GBBF(M)_BIR/I(M/IM).

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

Proof. Let (F,f) = (--- 25 7y 2 1y 2 By 1% Fy — 0) be a minimal free resolution of M.

(1) Applying the functor Hom(M, —) to the natural exact sequence 0 — m = R — k — 0, we get an exact
sequence 0 — Hom(M, m) KNS VAN Hom(M, k) 4 Ext'(M,m) — Ext’(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 ¢ is a zero map. If Ext' (M, R) = 0, then the map d is an isomorphism.

*

(2) Taking (—)* of the exact sequence F{} I, Ff — Tr M — 0, we get an exact sequence 0 — (Tr M)* —
RIS F - Mo 0,s0 (Tr M)* = Q2M. By [35, Lemma 4.2], Tr M has no nonzero free summand. Assertion
(1) implies that (Tr M)* = Hom(Tr M, m), and that Ext'(Tr M, m) = Hom(Tr M, k) if Ext'(Tr M, R) = 0.

(3) There is a free resolution (G, g) of M/IM over R/I such that gy = f1 ®r R/I. Let (H, h) be a minimal
free resolution of M/IM over R/I. There exist a split-exact R/I-complex (F,e) and an isomorphism G 2
H @ E of R/I-complexes; see [3, Proposition 1.1.2]. An isomorphism Hompg,;(G, R/I) = Homg,;(H, R/I)®
Hompg,;(E, R/I) of R/I-modules is induced. We obtain isomorphisms of R/I-modules:

Trg M/ITrr M = Cok(f{ ®r R/I) = CokHompg/(g1, R/T)
=~ Cok Homp,;(h1, R/I) ® Cok Hompg,;(e1, R/1).
The module Cok Hompg,;(h1, R/I) is isomorphic to Trg,;(M/IM). Since Go, Hy are free R/I-modules of the
same rank, we have Ey = 0. Hence e is a map from E; to the zero module. We see that Cok Homp/; (e1,R/I)
is isomorphic to Homp/;(E1, R/I). There are isomorphisms Hompg,;(G1, R/I) = Homp,;(Fi®@rR/I, R/T) =
(R/D)®F ) and Homp,;(Hy, R/T) = (R/T)® (M/IM) | Therefore, the R/I-module Homp,;(Ey, R/T) is
isomorphic to the free R/I-module (R/I)@ﬁF(M)’ /T e get an isomorphism as in the assertion.
(4) The exact sequence Fg f—1> Ff — Tr M — 0 implies that if M is free, then F; = 0, and Tr M = 0.

Conversely, assume Tr M is zero. Then the map f; is surjective. Since Im f; is contained in mFj, the module
F} =Tm(fy) is contained in mF}*. By Nakayama’s lemma, F} is zero, and so is Fy. Therefore M is free. W

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 =1 & J. Let M be an R-module.
(1) There are isomorphisms Q%M = Hompg(Tr M, I) & Hompg(Tr M, J), and

~ R _gpR/J
Homp(Tr M, I) = Q3 (M/JM) @ [/ (M) 51RN<M/JM>

Homp(Tr M, J) = 02, (M/IM) & JOPT =81 (/1)

3

In particular, there is an isomorphism

R/J R/I

Q%M%’Q%/I(M/IM)EBQ?%/J(M/JM)EBIGBBF(M)_’& (M/JM) gy 7®BL(M)=By"" (M/IM)

(2) If M has projective dimension at least two over R, then either I or J is a direct summand of Q?}’%M.
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Proof. (1) Lemma 2.4(2) yields Q?M = Hompg(Tr M, m) = Homg(Tr M, I)@Hompg(Tr M, J). As Iisan R/J-
module, Homg(Tr M, I) is isomorphic to Homp, ;(Tr M/J Tr M, I). By Lemma 2.4(3), we get isomorphisms
Homp,;(Tr M/J T M, T) = Homp, s (Trgy s (M/JM) @ (R/.J)®55 ()= (/1) 1)

> Hompy s (Trgys (M/JM), I) @ I9PT D=6 (M/ M),
As I =m/J, the module Homg,;(Trg,;(M/JM), ) is isomorphic to Hompg, ;(Trg,;(M/JM),m/J), which
is isomorphic to Qf%/J(M/JM) by Lemma 2.4(2). We get an isomorphism Homp(Tr M, I) & Qf%/J(M/JM)EB

R/J

JEBI(M)=B " (M/IM)  Swapping I and J, we have Homp(Tr M, J) = Q%/I(M/IM) @ JOBL M) =B (M/TM)

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

QM = Qp(O3M) = QpQ%,,, (M/IM) & QS5 /J(M/J]WR)/J B

B (QRI)@BT M=~ (M/IM) gy (Qp J)BBT (M) =By (M/IM)

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

R/I

QRO% ) (M/IM) = 196 M) 6 3 (M/IM),  Qpl = JER D & Qp 1,

QrO%,,(M/JM) 2 g5 D 6 03 (M/IM),  QpJ = 1956 & Qg

Hence 199 @ J® is a direct summand of Q3M, where a = B2/ (M/IM) + BE(J)(BR(M) — B (M/ 1))
and b = B (M) JM) + BE(I)(BE(M) — 87 (M/.JM)). Suppose that a = b = 0. Then BE/"(M/IM) =

I/ TM) = 0 and BE/T(M/IM) = BE/7 (M)TM) = BE(M), since BE(I), BE(J) are positive. It follows
from (1) that Q%M = 0, which means pd M < 2. The assertion follows by taking the contraposition. W

Applying the above proposition to the residue field, we get a remarkable property of its second syzygy.
Corollary 2.6. If the mazimal ideal m of R is decomposable, then m is a direct summand of Q%k.

Proof. Take ideals I,.J # 0 with m = I @ J. Proposition 2.5(1) implies that I9* @ J®" is a direct summand
of 2k, where a = BE(k) — 877 (k) and b = BE(k) — BT (k). Since m = I & J and T = m/.J, we have that
a=v(m)—v(m/J)=v(m)—v(l)=rv(J) >0, and similarly b > 0. Hence m is a direct summand of Q?k. H

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]/(23, 2%y, y?). Then the maximal ideal m = (z,y) of the
artinian local ring R is not decomposable, but Q'k = m is a direct summand of Q2k. In fact, define a map
F:m — R? by F(ax + by) = (a;‘izy) for a,b € R. We have (z,y) (a;‘izy) = —axy + axy + by? = 0, so that
F(ax + by) is in the kernel of the map (z,y) : R®? — R, which is equal to Q2k. Hence F factors through the
inclusion map p : 9%k — R®? and induces a map f : m — Q%k. Let G be the composite map of p with the
projection (0,1) : R®2 — R. As p factors via the inclusion map ¢ : m®? — R%2 the map G factors via the
inclusion map r : m < R and induces a map g : 9%k — m. We have that gf(az+by) = g((a;izy)) = 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 =1& J. Let M be an R-module.

(1) If pdg M is at most one, then so do pdg,;(M/IM) and pdg,;(M/JM).

(2) Assume M is not free. If depth R/I =0, then I is a direct summand of QO3M. If depth R/J = 0, then
J is a direct summand of Q%M. If depth R/I = depth R/J = 0, then m is a direct summand of Q%M.

Proof. (1) Since pdz M is at most one, we have Q%M = 0 and hence Q%/I(M/IM) = Qf%/J(M/JM) =0
by Proposition 2.5(1). This means that both pdg,;(M/IM) and pdg,;(M/JM) are at most one.
(2) In view of Propopsition 2.5(1), the syzygy 2% M is isomorphic to the direct sum of Hompg (Tr M, I) and

R/J

Homp(Tr M, J), while these are isomorphic to Q2R/J(M/JM) @ JOBT(M)=B" " (M/IM) 414 Q?%/I(M/IM) ®

JGBBF(M)_BF/I(M/IM), respectively. Lemma 2.4(4) implies that Tr M 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 Hompg(Tr M, J) is nonzero; see [7, Proposition 1.2.3(b)]. If Q%/I(M/IM) is zero, then Bf{(M) —

?/I(M/IM) = BR(M) > 0, and J is a direct summand of Homp(Tr M, J), whence I is a direct summand
of QrHompg(Tr M, J) by Proposition 2.2(1). If Q%/I(M/IM) is nonzero, then QRQ%/I (M/IM) is isomorphic
to 7083 (M/IM) gy 33, /1 (M/IM) by [27, Lemma 3.2] and BET(M/IM) > 0, whence I is a direct summand
of QgHompg(Tr M, J). Since the syzygy QrHompg(Tr M, J) is a direct summand of Q3,M, 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 QgHompg(Tr M, ) and Q%M.

(iif) 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 QrHompg(Tr M, J) & QrHompg(Tr M, I), which is isomorphic to the third syzygy Q%M. |

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 pdp M > 2. Then one has that pdp M = oo, and the following statements hold.

(1) The mazimal ideal m is a direct summand of V%M & QpM .
(2) One of the following three statements holds.
(a) The mazimal ideal m is a direct summand of Q%M.
(b) The mazimal ideal m is a direct summand of QG M.
(¢) The completion of R is an (Ay)-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 R S/(zy).

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 Q3M. In this case, Q1 is
a direct summand of Q*M. By Proposition 2.2(1), the ideal .J is a direct summand of Q1. It follows that .J
is a direct summand of Q*M. We now conclude that m = I @ .J is a direct summand of Q3M @ Q*M.

(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 Q21 and Q3J. Also, either I or J is a direct summand of Q3M by Proposition
2.5(2). We thus have either that Q21 is a direct summand of Q%M or that Q3 is a direct summand of Q%M.
Therefore, m is a direct summand of either Q°M or QM. 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 x 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 Rof Ris isomorphic to S/(zy). N

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) Let0 — L — M — N — 0 be an ezact sequence of R-modules. Then for each nonnegative
integer n there exist exact sequences 0 — Q"L — Q"M ®R®* — Q"N — 0,0 — Q"N — Q"L R —
Q"M — 0 and 0 — Q"M — Q"HN @ R®° — Q"L — 0, where a,b, c are nonnegative integers.

(2) Let M be an R-module. Then n = B(M) — BE(Tr M) > 0 and M = Tr(Tr M) @ R®"™.

Proof. (1) Let 0 - L — M Iy N — 0 be an exact sequence. We prove the lemma step by step.

(i) The horseshoe lemma provides an exact sequence 0 — Q"L — Q"M & R¥* — Q"N — 0 with a € N.

(ii) Take an exact sequence 0 — QN — R®? 5 N — 0 with p = v(N). The pullback diagram of 7 and
¢ produces an exact sequence 0 — QN — L & RP? — M — 0. In a similar way we get an exact sequence
0— QM — QN @& R®1 %5 [ @ R®P — 0 with ¢ = v(M). There is an exact sequence 0 — L > L @& R®P —
R®P — (. The pullback diagram of w, n gives an exact sequence 0 — QM — K — L — 0 and an isomorphism
K@ R =2 ON & R%. We have ¢ = v(M) > v(N) = p as 7 is surjective. It follows from [21, Corollary 1.16]
that K = QN ® RP4P, We obtain an exact sequence 0 — QM — QN @ R®"™ — L — 0 withr = ¢ —p > 0.
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(iii) Combining (i) and (ii) gives rise to two exact sequences 0 — Q"N — Q"L & R®® — Q"M — 0 and
0— Q"M = Q"IN @ R®© — Q"L — 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{ I, Ff—-TrM — 0.

Extend this to a free resolution (G, g) of Tr M, so that (G; £+ Gy) coincides with (Fy I, FY). Let (H, h) be
a minimal free resolution of Tr M. 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* =2 H* ® E*, and we
obtain module isomorphisms M 2 Cok f; = Cok(g7) = Cok(h}) ® Cok(e7). We see that the module Cok(h})
is isomorphic to Tr(Tr M). Note that Gy = F;" and Hj are free modules of the same rank. Hence e; is a map
from F; to Ey = 0. Therefore, the module Cok(e}) is isomorphic to Ef, which is a free module with

rank Ff = rank Eq = rank Gy — rank H; = rank Fj — rank Hy = rank Fy — rank Hy = So(M) — 51 (Tr M).
Consequently, we obtain a desired isomorphism M = Tr(Tr M) ® ROPo(M)=B1(Tr M) of R-modules. |

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

Definition 3.2. (1) We denote by mod R the category of (finitely generated) R-modules.

(2) For an R-module X we denote by add X the additive closure of X, which is defined to be the subcategory
of mod R consisting of all direct summands of finite direct sums of copies of X.

(3) For a subcategory X of mod R, we let [X] stand for the smallest subcategory of mod R that contains X
and is closed under finite direct sums, direct summands and syzygies.

(4) For subcategories X, ) of mod R, denote by X' o) the subcategory of mod R consisting of modules M such
that there is an exact sequence 0 - X — M — Y — 0with X € X andY € ). We set Yo = [[X]o[V]].

(5) For a subcategory X of mod R, we set [X]o = 0 and [X],, = [X]—1 ¢ X = [[X],,—1 0 [X]] for each n > 1.

Remark 3.3. Let M, N € mod R and n > 0. Then N € [M],, if and only if there exists an exact sequence
0—A— B — C — 0 of R-modules with A € [M],,_1 and C € [M]; such that N is a direct summand of B;
see [12, Proposition 2.2]. Using this, we easily observe that if N € [M],, then QN € [Q'M],, for all i > 0.

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

Definition 3.4. For nonnegative integers m and n, we denote by G,, ,, the subcategory of mod R consisting of
those R-modules M which satisfy the equalities Ext (M, R) = Ext’,(Tr M, R) = 0 for all integers 1 <i < n
and 1 < j < m. An n-torsionfree R-module is defined as an R-module that belongs to the subcategory Gy .

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 pd N < s. Then Q*Hom(Tr M, N) € [Q22M]s41 and Ext'(Tr M, N) = 0 for every 1 < i < n—s.

Proof. There is an exact sequence 0 — R%% — ... — R%% — N — 0 of R-modules with b; € N for each i.
We show the lemma by induction on s. Let s = 0. Then N is isomorphic to R®%. By Lemma 2.4(2) we have
Hom(Tr M, N) = Hom(Tr M, R®*) = Hom(Tr M, R)®* = (Q*M)®* € [Q*M],, and
Ext’(Tr M, N) = Ext'(Tr M, R®%) = Ext'(Tr M, R)®% = 0 for all integers 1 < i < n.

Let s > 0. Take the kernel L of the map R®% — N. Then pd L < s—1 and we get an exact sequence o : 0 —
L— R%0 N —0. Asn>s— 120, we can apply the induction hypothesis to get Q*~'Hom(Tr M, L) €
[Q2M], and Ext’(Tr M, L) = 0 for each 1 <i <n— s+ 1. Since n — s+ 1 > 1, we have Ext'(Tr M, L) = 0.
Applying Hom(Tr M, —) to o yields an exact sequence 0 — Hom(Tr M, L) — (Q?M)®% — Hom(Tr M, N) —
0 and an equality Ext’(Tr M, N) = 0 for all 1 <i < n—s. Using Lemma 3.1(1), we obtain an exact sequence
0 — (QF2M)®0 — QsHom(Tr M, N) ® F — Q* 'Hom(Tr M, L) — 0 with F free. Since (Q*+2M)®% and
Qs Hom(Tr M, L) are in [Q2M]; and [Q2M]; respectively, Q*Hom(Tr M, N) belongs to [Q2M]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 X\ : M — M** be the natural homomorphism. Let - -- — F; —
Fy &+ M* — 0 be a minimal free resolution of M*. The first cosyzygy leM of M is defined as the cokernel
of the composite map 7*\ : M — F{. Note that if fi,..., f, is a minimal system of generators of M*, then
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the map 7%\ is identified with the map M — R®" given by the transpose of the matrix (fi,..., f.). For
each integer n > 2, we define the nth cosyzygy Q7" M inductively by Q"M = le(ﬂg(nfl)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 QHP = 0 for every free R-module P and every positive integer .

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 <n <t+ 1. Let M, N be R-modules. Assume that Q"N belongs to add(R & Q" 1k).
(1) Suppose that M is n-torsionfree. Then the R-module Ext'(Tr M, Q~"Q"N) is a k-vector space, and

Q" *Hom(Tr M, Q "Q"N) € [*M]ny1 C [M]ny1, Q"Hom(Tr M, N) € [2*M]ans1 C [M]ani1.
(2) Suppose that M is (n + 1)-torsionfree. Then the R-module Ext'(Tr M, N) is a k-vector space, and
Q" 2Ext! (Tr M, N) € (M @ Q"' N]4p13 € [M © N]gns.

Proof. By assumption, Q"N is a direct summand of P&Q" T k%% for some free R-module P and some integer
a > 0. Note that any k-vector space has grade at least ¢ as an R-module. The inequality grade Ext’ (m,R) >
1—1 holds for each integer 1 < i < n, since Ext’ (m,R) = Extt! (k, R) is a k-vector space and i—1 < n—1 < t.
By [2, Proposition (2.26)], the R-module Q"*1k = Q"m is n-torsionfree, so is P & Q" kP and so is Q" N.
It follows from [2, Proposition (2.21)] that there exist two exact sequences of R-modules:

c: 05X 5 FoQ 0"k 5>m—0, 7T:05Y G0 Q"N - N =0

with X, Y of projective dimension less than n and F, G free. Set H = F&Q Q" kand K = GO "Q"N.

(1) Let M be an n-torsionfree R-module. Using Lemma 3.5 for s = n — 1, we see that Q" 'Hom(Tr M, Z)
belongs to [22M],, and Ext'(Tr M, Z) = 0 for each Z € {X,Y}. Lemma 2.4(2) shows that Hom(Tr M, m) is
isomorphic to Q2M. Applying the functor Hom(Tr M, —) to o and 7, we get exact sequences of R-modules:

0 — Hom(Tr M, X) — Hom(Tr M, H) — Q*M — 0,
0 — Hom(Tr M,Y) — Hom(Tr M, K') — Hom(Tr M, N) — 0.

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

¢: 0= Q" Hom(Tr M, X) — Q" *Hom(Tr M, H) & Q — Q"M — 0,
n: 0— Q"Hom(Tr M, K) — Q"Hom(Tr M, N) & U — Q" 'Hom(Tr M,Y) — 0.

The modules Q" 'Hom(Tr M, X) and Q"M are in [Q22M],, and [22M];, respectively. The exact sequence
¢ shows that Q" *Hom(Tr M, H) is in [Q?M],,11, and so is its direct summand Q" 'Hom(Tr M, Q~"Q"1k).
Since Q"N is a direct summand of P& Q" 1P the module Q" 'Hom(Tr M, Q2 "Q"N) is a direct summand
of Q" 1Hom(Tr M, Q= "Q" k)P as Q=" P = 0. Therefore, the module Q" 'Hom(Tr M, Q~"Q"N) belongs
to [Q2M],,4+1. Lemma 2.4(2) shows Q" 'Hom(Tr M, R®") = Q=102 M®" € [Q2M]; for any r € N. Hence

Q" 'Hom(Tr M, K) = Q" "Hom(Tr M, G) @ Q" 'Hom(Tr M, Q" "Q"N) € [Q*M], 11,

and thus Q"Hom(Tr M, K) is in [Q2M],41. As Q" *Hom(Tr M,Y) is in [Q22M],, the exact sequence 7 shows
that Q"Hom(Tr M, N) belongs to [2°M]a,41. The R-module Ext!(Tr M, Q" "Q"N) is a direct summand of

E = BExt'(Tr M, Q™" (P © Q"1 k%)) = Ext!(Tr M, Q@ "Q" k)P,

As M is n-torsionfree and n is positive, Ext!(Tr M, R) vanishes. Since Ext!(Tr M, X) = 0, the exact sequence
o induces a monomorphism F < Ext(Tr M, m)®*. Lemma 2.4(2) shows that Ext'(Tr M, m) is isomorphic
to the k-vector space Hom(Tr M, k). Consequently, the module Ext!(Tr M, Q~"Q"N) is a k-vector space.
(2) Let M be (n + 1)-torsionfree. Lemma 3.5 implies Ext’(Tr M,Y) =0for 1 <i < (n+1)— (n—1) = 2.
From 7 we get an isomorphism Ext'(Tr M, G @ Q~"Q"N) = Ext'(Tr M, N). Since Ext'(Tr M, R) vanishes,
Ext!(Tr M, N) is isomorphic to Ext'(Tr M, Q~"Q"N), which is a k-vector space by (1). An exact sequence
0—QTrM — R®® — Tr M — 0 with b € N induces exact sequences 0 — Hom(Tr M, N) — N®* — C — 0
and 0 — C' — Hom(Q Tr M, N) — Ext'(Tr M, N) — 0. Applying Lemma 3.1(1), we obtain exact sequences

At 00— QUIIN®E 5 OnHLC @ R®C — Q"Hom(Tr M, N) — 0,
p: 0— Q"F2Hom(QTr M, N) — Q" 2Ext’(Tr M, N) @ R®? — Q"+1C — 0.

By (1) the module Q"Hom(Tr M, N) belongs to [22M]a,, 11 , while the module Q" Tt N®? is in [Q"*1N];. The
exact sequence \ shows that Q"1 belongs to [22M @ Q"1 N]s, 2. Now, set M’ = TrQ Tr M. Applying
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[19, Proposition 1.1.1] to the (n + 1)-torsionfree module M, we observe that M’ is in Gy,,, and in particular,
M’ is n-torsionfree. Thus we can apply (1) to M’ to get the containment Q"Hom(Tr M’, N) € [Q*>M']2p41.
Lemma 3.1(2) gives an isomorphism Tr M’ & R®¢ =~ QTr M with e € N. As M is 1-torsionfree, applying [19,
Proposition 1.1.1] again, we see that QM = Q Tr Q Tr M is isomorphic to M up to free summands. We have

Q"Hom(QTr M, N) = Q*Hom(Tr M', N) ® Q"N® € [Q2M’ & Q" Nlani1 = [QM & Q" N]op 1.

Taking the second syzygies, we see that Q" 2Hom (2 Tr M, N) is in [Q23M & Q"2 N]s,, 41, which is contained
in [2M ®Q" ' N],y 1. The exact sequence p shows that Q" 2Ext!(Tr M, N) is in [2M @ Q"' Ny, 15. B

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 edim R the embedding dimension of R, that is, edim R = vg(m).

(2) We say that R is a hypersurface if the inequality edim R —depth R < 1 holds. This is equivalent to saying
that R = 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 ]?Z—regular sequence x in E, a regular
local ring (S, 1) and an ideal I of S such that n(I :g n) # nI (i.e., I is a Burch ideal of S) and R/(z) = S/1I.

(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 xj 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 (A;)-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 @ = x1,...,24—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/m? = ((m/(z))/(m/(z))?) & (m? + (z)/m?). Hence it holds that

edim R — depth R = edim R/(z) + dimy(m? + (z)/m?) —d <2+ (d—1) —d = 1.
Therefore, the local ring R is a hypersurface. Using [24, Theorem 14.9], we have that e(R) < 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) = edim R—dim R+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 Q'k is isomorphic to Q'*2k.
(2) If the local ring R is a singular Burch ring, then Q'k is a direct summand of Q'T2k.
(3) If the mazimal ideal m of R is quasi-decomposable, then Q' 1k is a direct summand of Q1 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 Q1k = Q2k = 0 and
the assertion holds. So, we assume that R is singular. As m is quasi-decomposable, there exists an R-sequence
x = x1,...,T, such that m/(zx) is decomposable. By Corollary 2.6, we see that Qp/z)k = m/(x) is a direct
summand of Qf%/(m)k. Hence Q‘}%QR/(m)k is a direct summand of Q%Qﬁ/(m)k. Note that ¢ > n. In view of [27,

Lemma 4.2], there are free R-modules F, G such that Q%Qp/ )k 2 Q5 k@ F and Q%Q%/(m)k ~ Ok e G.
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Thus lek is a direct summand of Qgﬂk @ G. Since R is singular, lek has no nonzero free summand
by [23, Proposition 7]. By [21, Corollaries 1.10 and 1.15(i)], we observe that Q% is a direct summand of
042k, ]

Remark 4.4. By [11, Theorem 4.1], if k is a direct summand of Q2k, then R is Burch. Hence, the converse
of Proposition 4.3(2) holds if ¢ = 0. In view of [11, Question 5.11], we do not know if this holds even for ¢ > 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 mody R the subcategory of mod R 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 M, is nonfree over the local ring Rj.
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],, for some integer n > 0. Then depth X > inf{depth M, depth R}.
(2) Put e =edimR. There exists an R-module N € [M]2c Nmodg R such that pdg N = pdg M.
(3) If I is an ideal of R with IM = 0, then there is an exact sequence 0 — IPVR(M) 5 QpM — Qr/rM — 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, ..., z,
of the maximal ideal m of R. Set My = M. By [11, Lemma 7.2], for any 1 < ¢ < e there is an exact sequence
0— QMZ',1 — Ml — MZ',1 — 0 such that pd Mz > pd MZ',1 and NF(MZ) - V(Il) Hence pd Me > pd M.
The exact sequence shows M; € [M;_1]2 and NF(M;) C NF(M;_1) for each 1 < @ < e. Tt is observed that
M, € [M]ze and NF(M,) C V(x1,...,ze) = {m}. Setting N = M., we have that N € [M]2- N mody R and
pd N > pd M. Using (1) and the Auslander—Buchsbaum formula, we get pd N < pd M. Thus pd N = pd M.

(3) Put n = vg(M) = vg,(M). There exists a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 QrM R®n M 0
v = H
00— Qp)/ M —— (R/1)®" M 0
where 7 : 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 Soc R the socle of R, respectively, that is, r(R) = dimy, Exth(k, R)
and Soc R =0 :p 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 = 2° when
t > 0. Then the following two implications hold true for every R-module M of infinite projective dimension.

Q€ add(Re Q™k) — Q"k € [P M 2143) € [M]s2043),
Q'k € add(Re Q'?E) — Q"tk e [Qt+3M]s(2t+4) C [M]s(at44)-

Proof. Lemma 4.5(2) gives rise to an R-module K € [M]zc Nmody R such that pd K = pd M = co. As K is
locally free on the punctured spectrum, Exti(K , R) has finite length for all ¢ > 0. Hence grade Exti(K ,R) >
t>i—1foralll<i<t+1. It follows from [2, Proposition (2.26)] that Q1K is (¢ + 1)-torsionfree. As
QM is 1-torsionfree, Q1M is (¢ + 1)-torsionfree when ¢ = 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 Q**'L is (¢ + 1)-torsionfree.

Let us show the first implication in the theorem. Applying Theorem 3.7(1) ton :=t+1 and N := k, we get
QH Hom(Tr Q' L, k) € [Q2Q M Loy 41 = [ L]gsys. If Hom(Tr QP L, k) is zero, then so is Tr Q1 L,
and Q'L is free by Lemma 2.4(4), which implies that pd L < oo, a contradiction. Thus Hom(Tr Q'™ L, k)
is a nonzero k-vector space, and Q' belongs to [Q2F3L]s; 3. When ¢ = 0, we have Q'™ k € [Q'T3L]o45 =
[Qt+3M]2t+3. When t > 0, we have QttlE e [Qt+3L]2t+3 = [Qt+3K]2t+3 - [Qt+3M]2c(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 = Q'*1L
and F = Extl(X ,QX). We claim that there exists an R-regular sequence © = z1,...,x; which annihilates
the R-module E. In fact, there is nothing to show when ¢t = 0. Let ¢ > 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 @ is an X-regular sequence. We have that
(4.7.1) OIX = QX /2X) = @, (21 X)®0) € [x],
by [36, Corollary 3.2(1)] (or [34, Proposition 2.2]) and [20, Lemma 2.14] when ¢ > 0. This holds true even
when t = 0; indeed, Q'X = Q°X = X € [X];. There exists an exact sequence 0 — k®" — R — R/Soc R — 0
of R-modules, where r = r(R) > 0. Applying Lemma 3.1(1), we get an exact sequence 0 — (Q'k)®" — P —
Q' (R/ Soc R) — 0 of R-modules with P free. Hence (Q'k)®" = Q'F1(R/Soc R) ® Q for some free R-module
Q. As Q'k belongs to add(R @ Q2k), so does the module Q1 (R/Soc R). Applying Theorem 3.7(1), we
observe that the module Q**1Hom(Tr X, R/ Soc R) belongs to [Q22X]a;43. Lemma 2.4(3) yields isomorphisms

TX =Tz XOR ", TrgX/(SocR) Trg X = Trg g 5(X/(Soc R)X) @ (R/ Soc R)®,

where a, b are nonnegative integers. Since the sequence x is R-regular, it is Qf L-regular by [27, Lemma 5.1].
A minimal free resolution F of the R-module L induces an exact sequence 0 — X 2 F, — Q'L — 0, which

induces an exact sequence 0 — X 4 F — 'L — 0. The monomorphism p factors through the inclusion
map mF; < Fy. It is observed that the ideal Soc R of R annihilates the R-module X. There are isomorphisms

Tr X ®7 (R/SocR) = (Trg X & R ®x (R/Soc R) = Trz X /(Soc R) Trg X @ (R/ Soc R)®®
 Trp o0 (X (S0¢ FIX) & (R Soc T2 = Trg ', X & (R Soc )2+,
Making use of Lemma 2.4(2), we have a series of isomorphisms of R-modules:
Q1 Hom(Tr X, R/ Soc R) = Q" 'Homz(Tr X, R/ Soc R)
=~ Q"' Homyg, g, 5g(Tr X @5 (R/Soc R), R/ Soc R)
= QtJrlHOInE/ SOCE(TI‘E/ SocR Y D (R/ SOCR)GB(GJFZ)) y R/ SOC F)

) Qt-HQ%/ SOCEY @ QFY(R/ Soc R)®(atd),
Hence Qt+1ﬂ%/ Soc EY is a direct summand of Q**'Hom(Tr X, R/ Soc R), which belongs to [222X]s;13. Thus
(472) QH_IQ%/ Socﬁy S [Q2X]2t+3.

Put ¢ = v5(X). We have ¢ = vg(X) = 8% ,(L) > 0 as pd L = oo. From Lemma 4.5(3) and the isomorphism
Soc R = k%", there is an exact sequence o : 0 — k%7 — QX — Qz, soeFX — 0. The inclusion map

QOpX < R factors via m§®c, so that QzX is killed by Soc R. Thus o is an exact sequence of (R/ Soc R)-
modules. Lemma 3.1(1) provides an exact sequence 0 — Q% EY = k¥aY — QX — 0 of (R/ Soc R)-

R/ Soc
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— Q0% o 7X 2 QT @Y @ Z - Q10X - 0.

By [27, Lemma 4.2] we have Q'QzX =~ Q'F1X ¢ RO with u € N, which implies QT QX =~ Q'F2X. By
(4.7.1), Q"2 X isin [Q%X];. It is seen from (4.7.2) and (4.7.3) that Q' k € [QF3L]9;1 4. When t = 0, we have
L =M and Q"k € Q3 Mg 14. When ¢ > 0, we have L = K € [M]ze and Q" 'k € Q3 M]geap1qy). M

To show our next proposition, we establish a lemma which should be well-known.
Lemma 4.8. The equality depth Q"k = n holds for all integers 0 < n < t.

Proof. The depth lemma yields depth Q"k > inf{n + depth k, depth R} = inf{n, ¢} = n, so it suffices to show
Ext"(k,Q"k) # 0. If n = 0, then Ext" (k, Q"k) = Hom(k, k) = k # 0. If n > 0, then there is a nonsplit exact
sequence 0 — Q"k — F — Q" 'k — 0 with F free, whence Ext"(k, Q"k) = Ext'(Q" 'k, Q"k) # 0. |

The conditions Q' k € add(R® Q!+2k) and Q'k € add(R® Q'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 <n <t+1 and 0 < m < n such that O™k € add(R ® Q" 'k).
(2) One has either that Q™ 1k € add(R @ Q'2k) or that Q'k € add(R & Q'T2k).

Proof. Tt is obvious that (2) implies (1). Let us show that (1) implies (2). We first consider the case m > t.
Thent+1<m<n<t+1,andm =n=1t+1. Hence Otk e add(REBQt+2k). Next we consider the case
m < t. There exists an integer r > 0 such that Q™k is a direct summand of (R @ Q"‘Hk)ear. It holds that

n > m = depth Q"k > depth(R ® Q" T1k)®" > depth(R ® Q" k)
= inf{depth R, depth Q" "1k} > inf{¢,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} =¢.

Hence (n,m) = (t+1,t+ 1), (t+1,t), (t,t). We have Q1L € add(R & Q12k), or Q'k € add(R & Q'2k), or
'k € add(R @ QPF1E). It remains to note that if Q'k € add(R ® Q'T1k), then QT 1k € add(R® Q'%k). R

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 7 be a triangulated category.

(1) Let X, be subcategories of T. We denote by (X) the smallest subcategory of 7 which contains X' and
which is closed under finite direct sums, direct summands and shifts. We denote by X' x) the subcategory
of T which consists of objects T € T such that there exists an exact triangle X — T — Y ~~ in T with
XeXandY €Y. Weput X o) = (X xY). Weset (X)] =0, and (X)) = (X)T_, o (X)7 forn > 1.

(2) Let X,Y € T. Put levelr (V) =inf{n € Zs 1 | Y € (X)pi1}, gt7(X) =inf{n € Zs_y | (X)ni1 = T},
Ospec T = {gt+(GQ) | G € T with gt(G) < oo}, dim T = inf(OspecT), and udim 7 = 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 (Rougquier) 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, level¥ (V) is defined as inf{n € N | Y € (X),,} in [4], while it is defined as
inf{n e N|Y € (X),41} in [6]. Also, gt(X) is defined to be inf{n € N | (X),41 = T} in [6]. Note that
our definitions of a level and a generation time do coincide with the definitions given in [6] whenever T # 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 DP(R) the bounded derived category of mod R. Let D% (R) stand for the
singularity category of R, which is defined as the Verdier quotient of DP(R) by the perfect complexes. We set

dx(R) = inf{n € Z>_, | k € (X)) for every 0 # X € D¥(R)} € Z>_, U {oc}

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

Remark 5.4. (1) If R is a regular local ring, then R is uniformly dominant with dominant index —1. In
fact, D% (R) = 0 and there exists no such object 0 # X € D%(R) (or k=20 € (X)g for all X € D%(R)).
(2) Tt 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 = 2¢ when t > 0.

(1) Suppose that QT1k belongs to add(R @& QF2k); this condition is satisfied if the local ring R has quasi-
decomposable mazimal ideal. Then one has dx(R) < s(2t+3)—1. In particular, R is uniformly dominant.

(2) Suppose that Qtk belongs to add(R® QT2k); this condition is satisfied if R is a singular Burch ring (e.g.,
if R is a singular hypersurface). Then dx(R) < s(2t +4) — 1. In particular, R is uniformly dominant.

Proof. Fix a nonzero object X of D%8(R). Then X = M|[r] in D*8(R) for some R-module M and some integer
r; see [13, Lemma 2.4(2a)] for instance. Since X is nonzero in D*8(R), the R-module M has infinite projective
dimension. Suppose that Q'T1k belongs to add(R & Q'T2k). Then it follows from Theorem 4.7 that Q!*1k
belongs to [M],(a;43). This implies that in D¢ (R) the object Q"' k belongs to (M)(ae+3) = (X)s(2e43)- Since
k= (Q1E)[t + 1] in D*8(R) by [13, Lemma 2.4(2b)], we see that k belongs to (X)g(243). The inequality
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dx(R) < s(2t+3)—11is obtained. In a similar way, we see that if Q'k is in add(R®Q!2k), then the inequality
dx(R) < 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 {r(M). Let k be a field.

(1) The artinian local ring R = k[z, y]/ (23, 2%y, zy?, y?) is Burch by [11, Corollary 6.5], and so it is uniformly
dominant by Corollary 5.5(2). However, Q1L is not in add(R @ Q*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 Q%k. There is
an R-module L with Q%k = m @ L. The exact sequence 0 — 2%k — R%2 — m — 0 shows that
ER(QQk) = 2£R(R) — KR(m) =2-6—-5= 7, so that VR(L) < KR(L) = KR(QQIC) — KR(m) =7-—-5=2.
Therefore, (k) = vr(Q2k) = vr(m) + vr(L) < 2+ 2 = 4. This contradicts the fact that a minimal free
resolution of k has the form below, which shows 8% (k) = 5.

(zz 02 0 02 y )

0 ke R o2 f0 @ oy —v) pos,

(2) The artinian local ring R = k[x,y, z,w]/(2%, y?, 22, w?, 2z, 7w, 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 Q'k does not belong to add(R & Q'*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 D*8(R). The following two statements hold true.
(1) Assume that n = dx(R), v = level®(X) and g = gt(X) are all finite. Then D*8(R) = (G) (n41) (1) (g+1)
for each 0 # G € D*8(R). In particular, every nonzero object of D8(R) has finite generation time.
(2) There is an inequality udim D (R) < (dx(R) + 1)(1evellf)sg(R) (X) + D)(gtpes(r)(X) +1) — 1.
Proof. (1) By definition, we have X € (k),41 and (X),41 = D% (R). Since G is nonzero, we get k € (G)ny1.
It holds that D*(R) = (X)g41 C (k) (w+1)(9+1) € (G)(nt1)(w+1)(g+1)- We Obtain D¥(R) = (G) (n41) (v+1)(g41) -
(2) If R is regular, then D8 (R) = 0, udim D¢(R) = —1 and the inequality evidently holds. We may assume
that R is singular, and that n = dx(R), v = level®(X) and g = gt(X) are finite. Let G € D*8(R) with gt(G) <
oo. Then G # 0. By (1) we get D*(R) = (G) (n+1)(v+1)(9+1)- Thus udim D*8(R) < (n+1)(v+1)(g+1)—1. B

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 ming R is uniformly dominant and has an isolated singularity. If the
singularity category D8 (R) has finite Rouquier dimension, then it has finite ultimate dimension.

Proof. By assumption, g := dim D®8(R) is finite. We find X € D% (R) with g = gt(X). Since R is uniformly
dominant, n := dx(R) is finite. As R has an isolated singularity, D¢ (R) = thick k by [36, Corollary 4.3(2)].
Hence v := level”(X) is finite. Proposition 5.7(2) yields that udim D*¢(R) < (n4+1)(v+1)(g+1)—1 < oco. M

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 anng D®8(R) the annihilator of D% (R), which is by definition the set of
elements a of R such that the multiplication morphism X % X in D%8(R) is zero for all X € D%(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 ann D%8(R). Put n = dx(R), m = v(J)
and | = LU(R/J). Then one has D% (R) = (G)(n+41)(m—t+1y for each 0 # G € D*(R). In particular, every
nonzero object of D% (R) has finite generation time, and it holds that udimD®8(R) < (n+1)(m —t+ 1)l — 1.

Proof. Tt follows by [22, Theorem 1.3(2)] that D*¢(R) = (k) (;s,—¢+1)1, s0 that gt(k) < (m —t+ 1)l — 1. Thus
(dx(R) + 1)(level® (k) + 1)(gt(k) + 1) < (n+ )0+ D)((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 D*¢(R) = (G) (;41)(m—¢+1y holds true
for all nonzero objects G of D*8(R), and that there is an inequality udim D*8(R) < (n+1)(m—t+1)/—1. W
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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 that R is isomorphic to a quotient k1, ..., 2,]/(f1,..., fr) of a formal power series ring. Put
h =ht(f1,...,fr) =n—dim R. The Jacobian ideal of R, denoted jac R, is defined as the ideal of R generated
by (the preimages in R of) the h x h minors of the Jacobian matrix d(f1,..., f)/0(x1,...,x,) = (9f:/0x;).

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 ann D8 (R) is an m-primary ideal of R (contained in ann D%8(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 jac R is an m-primary ideal of R which is contained in ann D8 (R).
Indeed, it is observed from [38, Lemmas 4.3 and Propositions 4.4, 4.5] that the ideal jac R is m-primary.
It follows from [38, Theorem 5.3] that jac R annihilates the R-module Ext®**(M, N) for all R-modules M
and N, where d = dim R. We thus see from [22, Proposition 5.3(1)] that jac R is contained in ann D¢ (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 ann D*8(R) and set m = v(J) and l = LL(R/J); one can always take J = ann D*8(R),
and one can even take J = jac R provided that R is a complete Cohen—Macaulay local ring with k perfect.
Put e =edim R. Let s =1 when t =0, and s = 2° when t > 0. Then the following two statements hold true.
(1) Suppose that Q' 1k belongs to add(R&QT2k) (e.g., m is quasi-decomposable). Then every nonzero object

of D*8(R) has finite generation time, and D% (R) has ultimate dimension at most s(2t+3)(m—t+1)I—1.
(2) Suppose that Q'k belongs to add(R®QH2E) (e.g., R is a singular Burch ring). Then every nonzero object

of D*8(R) has finite generation time, and D% (R) has ultimate dimension at most s(2t+4)(m—t+1)I—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) C Y. Then there exists an exact functor F : T /X — U/Y such that
F(a(T)) = B(F(T)) for each T € T, where a: T — T /X and B : U — U/Y stand for the canonical functors.

Proof. The composition SF : T — U/Y is an exact functor and satisfies (8F)(X) C 8()) = 0. Hence SF
factors via a; see [28, Theorem 2.1.8]. Thus we get a functor F : T /X — U/Y as in the assertion follows. H

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 2 of R we denote by K(x, R) the Koszul complex of x over
R,ie, K(z,R) = (0 = R % R — 0). By (R/(z))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 | H'X # 0}. We
denote by D™ (R) the derived category of complexes X of R-modules such that H'X = 0 for all i > 0.

Theorem 6.2. Let x € m be an R-reqular element. Then the following two statements hold.
(1) There is an inequality dx(R) < 2dx(R/(z)) + 1. (2) One has that dx(R/(z)) < dx(R) if x ¢ m?.
Proof. Let X € DP(R). Then X ®% R/(z) is isomorphic to X ® g K(z, R), which is a (homologically) bounded
complex. Hence X ®% R/(x) € DP(R/(x)), and we get an exact functor — ®% R/(x) : DP(R) — DP(R/(x)).
This sends each object in thickpsg) R to an object in thickps(g/(a)) R/(z). By Lemma 6.1, we see that
—®% R/(z) induces an exact functor ® : D*8(R) — D*(R/(x)). On the other hand, as pdg R/(z) = 1 < oo,
all the objects in thickps g/ (z)) I2/(x) have finite projective dimension over R. The exact functor — ®E/(I)
(R/(z))r : D’(R/(x)) — DP(R) sends each object in thickpn g/ (s)) R/(z) to an object in thickps ) R. We
see from Lemma 6.1 that — ®Ié/(z) (R/(x))r induces an exact functor ¥ : D*8(R/(x)) — D(R).

(1) Pick any nonzero object X of D*¢(R). Then X is an object of DP(R) with pdy X = co. We get

pdg) (@) P(X) = pdp() (X ®F B/(2)) = —inf(X ®F R/(x) ®F () k) = —inf(X @ k) = pdp X = o0
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by [9, (A.5.7.2)]. Hence, ®(X) is nonzero in D*¢(R/(x)). Now, let n be an integer with dx(R/(x)) < n. Then k
is in (P(X ))Ej_gl(R/ @) The exact functor ¥ provides k = U(k) € (PO(X ))Ej_gl(R). Applying the exact functor
X @% — to the exact triangle R =5 R — R/(z) ~ in DP(R), we get an exact triangle X > X — ¥®(X) ~ in
D*(R), which implies W®(X) € (X)7 . Thus k belongs to (X)y, ")), and it follows that dx(R) < 2n+1.

(2) Pick any nonzero object X of D% (R/(x)). There exist an R/(z)-module M and an integer m such that
X = M[m] in D¢(R/(x)) by [13, Lemma 2.4(2a)]. Then M has infinite projective dimension over R/(x). As
r is R-regular and outside m?, we see from [3, Theorem 2.2.3] that M has infinite projective dimension over

R. The functor ¥ gives ¥(X) 2 ¥(M)[m] in D%8(R). Hence ¥(X) is nonzero in D*¢(R). Let n be an integer

with dx(R) < n. Then k belongs to <\I/(X)>Sfl(R). The exact functor ® shows ®(k) € (@W(X))Efl(R/(x)).
Here we claim that for every object C' of DP(R/(x)) there exists an isomorphism C ®% R/(z) = C & C[1]

in DP(R/(z)). In fact, the exact functor C @% — : D" (R) — D (R/(x)) sends the exact triangle R = R —

R/(z) ~ in D™(R) to the exact triangle C = C — C ®% R/(z) ~» in D" (R/(z)). As C and C ®% R/(z) are

bounded, this is an exact triangle in DP(R/(x)). As (C < C) = 0, we get an isomorphism as in the claim.
Since both k and X are objects of DP(R/(x)), the above claim implies that

~ D% (R/(x D% (R/(z D% (R/(x
ke k1) = @(k) € (@U(X)) (M = (e X)) = (X)),
Therefore, the residue field & of R/(z) belongs to <X>5f1(R/(I)), and we thus conclude that dx(R/(z)) <n. B
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[z], if and only if so is the completion R. More precisely, the following hold, where m > 0 and e = edim R.

(1) There are inequalities dx(R) < dx(R[x1,...,Tm]) < 2™(dx(R) +1) — 1.

~ ~

(2) There are inequalities dx(R) < 2¢(dx(R) + 1) — 1 and dx(R) < 2°(dx(R) +1) — 1.

Proof. (1) We may assume m = 1. The element xz; is R[x;]-regular and does not belong to the square of the
maximal ideal of R[z1], and R[z1]/(x1) is isomorphic to R. The assertion follows by Theorem 6.2.

(2) We can write m = (aq,...,ae). The completion R is isomorphic to R[z1,...,z.]/(x1—a1,...,Te —ac);
see [24, Theorem 8.12]. For every integer 1 < i < e, the element x; — a; is regular on R[zy,...,z.]/(z1 —
ai,...,xri—1 — a;—1) and is outside of the square of its maximal ideal; see [37, Lemma 5.7]. Therefore,

~

dx(R) = dx(R[z1,...,zc]/(x1 — a1,...,xc — a¢)) < dx(R[z1, ..., 2.]) < 2°(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) < dx(R[a1, ..., z.]) < 2°(dx(R[z1, . .., ze]/ (@1 — a1, ..., @ — ae)) + 1) — 1 = 2°(dx(R) + 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) < 2dx(R/al)+1.

Proof. Set S = R[z]/xIR[z]. The proof of [37, Proposition 8.3] shows x — a,z — b are S-regular elements,
x — b is not in the square of the maximal ideal of S, and S/(z — ¢) = R/cI for any parameter ¢ of R. Thus
dx(R/bI) = dx(S/(z — b)) < dx(S) < 2dx(S/(z —a)) + 1 =2dx(R/al) + 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. Leta; > az > -+ > a, =0=0 <by <--- <by, be integers withn > 3. Let
R = k[z,y]/(x%, x%2yb2, ... g0—1ybe=t ybn) . Then R is a uniformly dominant local ring with dx(R) < 7.

Proof. Let S = k[x,y]/(x*), and take its ideals n = (z,y) and [ = (292, 2%y’ =02 gon-1ybn-17b2 gbn=bz)
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 a; > 2 asn > 3), and that S/y*21 = R. We have dx(S/yI) < 1(2-0+4)—1 = 3 by
virtue of Corollary 5.5(2). Applying Proposition 6.4, we observe that dx(R) = dx(S/y*1) < 2-3+1=7. R



16 RYO TAKAHASHI

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 a, — a,1 =1 or b,y —b, = 1 for some 1 < 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 as = by = 1.

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

Proposition 6.7. Let A = k[z1,...,21] and B = k[y1,...,ym] with k a field. Let f1,..., fi € (x1,...,25)?
and g1, 9n € (Y1, Ym). Put R=A/(f1,...,f1) and S = B/(f1,..., f1), where f; = fi(g1,-..,9n) for
each i. Suppose that x1—gi,...,Tn—gn s a reqular sequence on R[y1, ..., ym] (this is satisfied if R is Cohen—
Macaulay and ht(fy, ..., fi) = ht(f1,..., f1)). Then dx(S) < 2™(dx(R)+1)—1 and dx(R) < 2"(dx(S)+1)—1.

Proof. The proof of [37, Proposition 8.6] shows that S = R[y1,...,ym]/(x1 — g1,...,2n — gn), that z; — g;
is not in the square of the maximal ideal of R[y1,...,ym]/(x1 — g1,...,2i—1 — gi—1) for each i, and that if
R is Cohen—Macaulay and ht(f1,..., f1) = ht(:fvl, ceey fl), then x1 — g1,...,xn — g5 18 a regular sequence on
Rly1,- - ym]. We have dx(S) < dx(R[y1,---,ym]) < 2™(dx(R) + 1) — 1 by Theorem 6.2(2) and Corollary

6.3(1). Also, dx(R) < dx(R[y1,- - -,¥ym]) < 2"(dx(S) + 1) — 1 by Corollary 6.3(1) and Theorem 6.2(1). M

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 I.(A) the ideal of R generated by the r x r minors of A.

Corollary 6.8. Let R = k[z1,. .. ,Ih]]/lg(;:; - ]{;: ), where k is a field and each fi; is a nonunit of the local

ring k[z1,...,zp]. If dim R =h —u+ 1, then R is uniformly dominant with dx(R) < 2"+4u+1(y +3) — 1.

Proof. Let S =k[y3t = Jae]/Ia(¥4 o Y4 ) be a determinantal ring, and n its irrelevant maximal ideal. The
proof of [37, Corollary 8.7] shows S, is a singular Cohen-Macaulay Burch ring of dimension v 4 1, and the
defining ideal of T := S, has the same height as that of R. It follows by Corollary 5.5(2) that dx(Sy) < a :
22¢(2(u+1)+4)—1 = 224+ (y+3)—1. Corollary 6.3(2) implies dx(T") < b := 22%(a+1)—1 = 2%+ (y+3)—
From the first inequality in Proposition 6.7 we obtain dx(R) < 2"(b+ 1) — 1 = 2h+4utl(y 4 3) — 1.

el

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, ¢ > 0 integers. Let A = k[s%, s, 5°] be the subring of the polynomial
ring k[s]. Let R = k[s?, 5%, 5¢] be the (s%, s*, s¢) A-adic completion of A. Suppose that R is not a complete
intersection. Then R 2 k[z,y, 2]/ Is ( ;: ZZ Fw ), where p, ¢, 7, u, v, w are positive integers; see [18]. Asdim R =

1 =3-3+1, Corollary 6.8 shows that R is uniformly dominant with dx(R) < 23743+1(3+3)—-1=3.2!7—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) < 2¢(dx(S/mS) + 1) — 1.

(2) Letx =x1,...,2n andy = y1,...,Ym be sequences of elements in m such that h > 0 and m > 0. Assume
that the sequence ©, Yy = T1,...,Th,Y1,---,Ym S R-reqular. 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)) < 5-22d+h+m 1,
(b) If an element z in m is R/(y)-regular, then one has the inequality dx(R/(z(y, 2))) < 5-22d+h+m+1_1,

Proof. (1) Let @ = x1,...,x4 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) < 2¢(dx(S/zS) + 1) — 1 = 2¢(dx(S/mS) + 1) — 1.
(2b) Set T = R/(x(y,z)). Let A= R[X,Y,Z]/(X(Y,Z)) with indeterminates X = X;,...,Xp,, Y =
Yi,...,Y,, 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 f, and that the maximal ideal of B decomposes into XB and (Y, Z)B. Lemma 2.3 says depth B =
min{depth B/ X B,depth B/(Y, Z)B,1} = 1. Corollary 5.5(1) implies dx(B) < a := 2"+™+1(2.1+3) -1 =
5.2htmH+l 1 By (1) we get dx(A) < b:=2%a+1)—1 = 5.2+ +m+1 1 We see from Theorem 6.2(2) and
[37, Lemma 5.7] that dx(7') < b, and see from Corollary 6.3(2) that dx(7) < 2¢(b+1)—1 = 5.22d+htm+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 = }A%[[X, Y]/ (XY) is faithfully flat over R, the sequence X —x,Y —y is A-regular,
A/(X —x,Y —y) is isomorphic to S, and the maximal ideal of the local ring B = A/mA = E[X.Y]/(XY)
decomposes into X B and Y B. The equality depth B = min{depth B/X B,depth B/Y B, 1} = 1 holds since
m is assumed to be positive. Therefore, we observe that dx(B) < a :=2"*™(2-1+3)—1=5.2"" 1 that
dx(5) < dx(A) <b:=2%(a+1)—1=15-2¢T"tm _ 1 and that dx(S) < 2%(b+1) —1=15.22+thtm _ 1 m

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 C m?
and v(I) < 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) < 5 - 2293 — 1 holds.

Proof. Put n =5 -224*3 — 1. If v(I) = 0, then I = 0, R/I = R is regular, and therefore R/I is uniformly
dominant with dx(R/I) = —1 < n. Let v(I) = 1. Then d > 0 and R/I is a hypersurface. Since I is contained
in m?, the local ring R/I is singular. Corollary 5.5(2) shows that dx(R/I) < a, where a =3 < nif d = 1, and
a=2%2(d—1)+4)—1=291(d+1) -1 < nifd>2. Nowlet v(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 ¢ 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) < 5-224F2+0+1_1 —=p. 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?
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