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ASYMPTOTIC VANISHING OF SYZYGIES OF ALGEBRAIC VARIETIES

JINHYUNG PARK

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to prove Ein—Lazarsfeld’s conjecture on asymptotic
vanishing of syzygies of algebraic varieties. This result, together with Ein—Lazarsfeld’s as-
ymptotic nonvanishing theorem, describes the overall picture of asymptotic behaviors of the
minimal free resolutions of the graded section rings of line bundles on a projective variety as
the positivity of the line bundles grows. Previously, Raicu reduced the problem to the case of
products of three projective spaces, and we resolve this case here.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, we work over an algebraically closed field k of arbitrary characteristic.
Let X be a projective variety of dimension n, and L be a very ample line bundle on X which
gives rise to an embedding

X CPHY(X,L) =P,
where 7 = h9(X, L) — 1. Denote by S the homogeneous coordinate ring of P". Fix a coherent
sheaf B on X, and let
R=R(X,BiL) = P H'(X,Bx L™
meZ
be the graded section S-module of B associated to L. By the Hilbert syzygy theorem, R has
a minimal free resolution

0 R Ey En e E, 0

where
Ep = @Kp,q(X,BQ L)@k S(—=p —q).
q
The Koszul cohomology group K, ,(X, B; L) is the space of p-th syzygies of weight . When
B = Ox, we set K 4(X,L) := K, 4(X,Ox;L). After the pioneering work of Green [21, 22],
there has been a considerable amount of work to understand vanishing and nonvanishing of
K, ,X,B;L).

We say that L satisfies the property Ny, if Ko1(X,L) =0 and Kp4(X,L) =0for 0 <p <k
and ¢ > 2. The property Ny means that X C P" is projectively normal, and the property
N7 means that the defining ideal of X in P" is generated by quadratic polynomials. Thus the
property N provides a natural framework to generalize classical results on defining equations
of algebraic varieties to the results on their syzygies. Along this line, Green proved that if X is a
smooth projective complex curve of genus g and deg L > 2g+1+k, then L satisfies the property
Ny (see [21, Theorem (4.a.1)]). Green’s celebrated theorem has stimulated further work in this
direction, and several analogous statements for higher dimensional algebraic varieties have
been established, e.g. [7, 8, 11, 16, 20, 22, 27]. On the other hand, Green—Lazarsfeld [23, 24]
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and Ottaviani—Paoletti [26] called attention to the failure of the property Ni. The main result
of [26] asserts that

Kp72(]P’2, Op2(d)) #0 for3d—2<p<ry—2,

where rg = h?(P2, Op2(d)) — 1. In particular, Op2(d) does not satisfy the property N3y _o. As
rq ~ d?/2, the property N}, for Op2(d) describes only a small fraction of the syzygies of the d-th
Veronese embedding of P2. Eisenbud-Green-Hulek—Popescu observed in [18, Proposition 3.4]
that a similar phenomenon occurs for other smooth projective surfaces, and Ein—Lazarsfeld
proved in [12, Theorem A] that this always happens for all smooth projective varieties.

It is an interesting problem to describe the overall asymptotic behaviors of K, ,(X, B; L)
as the positivity of L grows. This type of question was first suggested by Green [21, Problem
5.13] and also considered by Ein—Lazarsfeld [11, Problem 4.4]. To set the stage for asymptotic
syzygies of algebraic varieties, assume that X is smooth and B is a line bundle, and let

Ly := Ox(dA+ P) for an integer d > 1,

where A is an ample divisor and P is an arbitrary divisor on X. We suppose that d is sufficiently
large, so in particular, Ly is very ample. Put r4 := h°(X, Ly) — 1. Elementary considerations
of Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity show that

K, X,B;Lg) =0 for ¢ >n+2.
When ¢ =0 or n+ 1, [12, Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.2] state that

Kpo(X,B;Lg) #0 <= 0<p<h'(B)—1;
Kpns1(X, B La) #0 <= ra—n—h(X,Kx = B)+1<p<ra—n.

The main issue is then to study vanishing and nonvanishing of K, (X, B; Lg) for 1 < ¢ < n.
Motivated by the nonvanishing results of [18, 26], Ein—Lazarsfeld established the asymptotic
nonvanishing theorem in [12, Theorem 4.1]: For each 1 < g < n, there are constants C1,Cy > 0
such that if d is sufficiently large, then

Kp,q(XvB;Ld) 7’é 0 for Cldq_l <p<ry— C2dn—1.
If furthermore H* (X, B) =0 for 1 <i < n — 1, then
KP#I(X? B; Ld) 7é 0 for Cldq_l <p<ry— ngn_q;

in this case with P = 0, a quick proof is provided in [10] with effective range of p. It is worth
noting that Zhou adapted the arguments in [12] to show that the asymptotic nonvanishing
theorem also holds for singular projective varieties with a relaxed assumption on B (see [12,
Remark 4.2]). The influential paper [12] opens the door to research on the asymptotic behaviors
of K}, (X, B; Lg) for d increasing. We refer to [14] for survey on recent progress on asymptotic
syzygies of algebraic varieties.

It is very natural to ask whether the K, (X, B; L;) vanish for the values of p outside the
range in the statement of the asymptotic nonvanishing theorem. Ein—Lazarsfeld conjectured
that this is indeed the case for p < O(d97!) (see [12, Conjecture 7.1], [14, Conjecture 1.10]).
We confirm this asymptotic vanishing conjecture in a more general setting.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a projective variety of dimension n, and B be a coherent sheaf on
X. Fiz an ample divisor A and an arbitrary divisor P on X, and put Ly := Ox(dA + P) for
an integer d > 1. For each 1 < q < n + 1, there is a constant C > 0 depending on X, A, B, P
such that if d is sufficiently large, then

K, (X,B;Lg) =0 for0<p<Cdi'.
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We give some remarks on vanishing of K, ,(X, B; Lg) for large p. For simplicity, we assume
that X is smooth and B is a vector bundle. If H*(X, B) = 0 for 1 < i < n—1, then the duality
theorem (cf. [12, Proposition 3.5], [21, Theorem 2.c.6]) says that

KP,II(X7 B; Ld) = Krd—n—p,n—l—l—q(Xa B*® WX, Ld)*'

Then our asymptotic vanishing theorem implies the following: For each 1 < ¢ < n, there is a
constant C' > 0 such that if d is sufficiently large, then

K, X,B;Lg) =0 forp>rg—Cd" 1.

However, if H971(X, B) # 0 for some 2 < ¢ < n, then K,,_+14(X, B; Lg) # 0 for large d
(see [12, Remark 5.3]). When X is a smooth projective complex curve and B is a line bundle,
vanishing of weight-one syzygies K 1(X, B; Lq) for large p is determined by the duality theorem
and [13, Theorem B] (see also [29]). This implies Green—Lazarsfeld’s gonality conjecture, and
a higher dimensional generalization is treated in the work of Ein-Lazarsfeld—Yang [15].

Shortly after the asymptotic vanishing conjecture was proposed, Raicu showed in the ap-
pendix of [28] that the general case of the conjecture follows from the case of products of three
projective spaces. The case that ¢ = 1 in Theorem 1.1 is trivial. To prove Theorem 1.1, it is
more than enough to establish the following;:

Theorem 1.2. Let k > 1 be an integer, ny,...,ng,d1, ..., d; be positive integers, and by, ..., by
be integers. Set

X =P x - x P, B i= Opny (b)) K- 8 Opry (by), L= Opm (dy) H--- K G (dy,),

and b := min{by,...,bx}, d == min{dy,...,dy}. Foreach2 <q<ni+---+ng+1, ifd+b>0,
then

K, o(X,B;L) =0 for0<p<(1/ng!---n1)(d"" 4 bd??).

As Kp4+1(X,B; L) = K, 4(X,B + L; L), it is reasonable to assume that b < d in Theorem
1.2. But we do not need this assumption for the proof.

We give a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.2 for the Veronese case. Let Mg, ) be the
kernel of the evaluation map H°(P", Opn(d)) @ Opn — Opn(d). Tt is well known that

Kopq(B", Gpn (d)) = HO™ (B, APH9 My, () (d)) for p> 0 and q > 2.

The main idea is to work on P?*~! x P! instead of P" via the finite map o: P»~! x P! — P"
given by (£, 2) + & + z, where P" is regarded as the Hilbert scheme of n points on P! and o is
the universal family. Note that oy (Opn—1 K Op1(n — 1)) = Opi*. For each 2 < ¢ < n+ 1, the
problem is equivalent to showing that

HTH P x PLAPY 0" My, () @ Opn-1(d) R Opr(d+n —1)) =0 for 0 < p < O(d?™).
An advantage of working on P! x P! is that we can use the following short exact sequence
0— @ ﬁ]}nnfl X ﬁpl(—n) — O'*Mﬁﬂm(d) — Mﬁpnil(d) X ﬁpl (d) — 0,

which provides a way to proceed by induction on n. By considering the natural filtration of
/\p+q_1U*MﬁPn (d), we reduce the problem to proving that

HIZH P X PYUA Mg, (a)(d) R Opi(a;)) = 0 for 0 <i < O(d? 1),
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where a; = id — p+qg—1—in+d+n — 1. By induction on n, we can assume that
HIi(P1 N'Mg,, @(d))=0for0<i<O(d)and j = q—2,g—1. By the Kiinneth formula,
it is sufficient to check that
HY(P', Op1(a;)) =0 when i > O(d72).
But we have
a;i =id+ (d+2n+in—qn) —1—pn>0(d™") =1 —pn > -1

assoon as 0 < p < O(d?71). Thus K, ,(P", Opn(d)) = 0 for this range of p. The same argument
works for the general Segre—Veronese case.

There has been a great deal of attention to the syzygies of Veronese or Segre—Veronese
embeddings, e.g. [4, 6, 7, 8, 19, 25, 26, 28, 30]. The syzygies of these varieties have connec-
tions to representation theory and combinatorics. It would be exceedingly interesting to know
whether the method of the present paper could make progress on the study of the Veronese or
Segre—Veronese syzygies.

The paper is organized as follows. After reviewing basic necessary facts in Section 2, we
prove Theorem 1.2 in Section 3, where we also show Theorem 1.1 following Raicu’s argument
in [28]. Section 4 is devoted to presenting some open problems on asymptotic syzygies of
algebraic varieties.

Acknowledgements. The author is very grateful to Lawrence Ein, Sijong Kwak, and Wenbo
Niu for inspiring discussions and valuable comments, and he is indebted to Daniel Erman for
introducing some references. The author would like to thank the referees for careful reading
of the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We collect basic facts which are used to prove the main theorems of the paper.

2.1. Koszul Cohomology. Let X be a projective variety, B be a coherent sheaf on X, and
L be a very ample line bundle on X, which gives an embedding
X CPHY(X,L)=P".
Let S := S(H°(X,L)) = D.>0 S™HO(X, L) be the homogeneous coordinate ring of P”, and
R=R(X,B;L):= P H' (X, B L™
meZ

be the graded section S-module of B associated to L. Denote by S C S the irrelevant maximal
ideal, and define the Koszul cohomology group to be

Kpq(X,B; L) == TOT}?(R, S/54)p+q-
Then R has a minimal free resolution

0 R Ey En e E, 0

where

B, =@ Kpq(X,B;L) @ S(—p — q).
q
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Notice that K, ;(X, B; L) is the vector space of p-th syzygies of weight ¢ and it is the coho-
mology of the Koszul-type complex

ANPHHY(X L)@ HO(X,B® L1™') — APHO(X, L) @ H(X, B ® L9)
— APTIHY(X L) ® HY(X, B® LITY).
When B = Ox, we set K, 4(X,L) = K, 4(X,Ox;L).

Now, let L be a globally generated line bundle on a projective variety X. Consider the
evaluation map
ev: HY(X,L)® Ox — L,
which is surjective since L is globally generated. Denote by Mj the kernel bundle of the
evaluation map ev. Then we obtain a short exact sequence of vector bundles on X:

(2.1) 0— My — HYX,L)® Ox — L — 0.
We use the following well-known fact to compute the Koszul cohomology group.

Proposition 2.1 (cf. [12, Corollary 3.3]). Let X be a projective variety, B be a coherent sheaf
on X, and L be a very ample line bundle on X. Assume that H'(X,B ® L™) = 0 fori > 0
and m > 0. Fiz ¢ > 2. Then we have

K, (X,B;L) = HTY X NP Mp @ Bo L) forp> 0.
In particular, K, (X, B; L) =0 for 0 < p < pg if and only if
HT7YX,NM, @ B L) =0 for0<j<py+q-—1.
Proof. By taking wedge product of (2.1), we have a short exact sequence
(2.2) 0 — APTIMp — APTIHY(X L) @ Ox — APMp ® L — 0.
By using the Koszul-type complex and chasing through the diagram, we see that
K,X,B;L) = H (X,A\’"" "M, ® B® L1™) for p >0 and q > 2.
See [3, Section 2.1] or [11, Section 1] for the complete proof. Now, from (2.2), we find that
H' (X, N M@BoLI™ ) = HH(X, NPT M,@BRLT™?) = - = HTY (X, NPT ' M @ BR L),
so the first assertion holds. Thus K (X, B;L) =0 for 0 < p < py if and only if
HT Y X,NM, @ B®L)=0 forq—1<j<py+q—1.
But we get from (2.2) that
HTYX AN'M, ® B®L)=HT" (XN "M, @ B®L*) =---=HT""YX,Bo L") =0
for any 0 < ¢ < ¢ — 2. Thus the second assertion holds. O
We refer to [3, 11, 12, 17, 21] for more details on syzygies and Koszul cohomology.

2.2. Filtrations for Wedge Products. For a short exact sequence 0 - U -V — W — 0
of vector bundles on a projective variety X and an integer k£ > 1, there is a natural filtration

(2.3) 0=F'C FlC...C FF C Fktl — APy

such that
FpH/Fp = AFPU @ APW for all 0 < p < k.

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 - U — V — W — 0 be a short exact sequence of vector bundles on a
projective variety X. If HY(X, \F"PU @ APW) = 0 for all 0 < p < k, then HI(X, \FV) = 0.

Proof. By considering the natural filtration (2.3), we immediately obtain the lemma. d
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2.3. Divided and Symmetric Powers. Let V' be a finite dimensional vector space over k.
For an integer n > 1, the symmetric group &,, naturally acts on the tensor power 7"V := V&
by permuting the factors. The divided power of V is the subspace

D"V i={weT"V |ow)=wforallc € G5,} CT"V,

while the symmetric power S™V of V is the quotient of 7™V by the subspace spanned by
o(w) —w for all w € T"V and o € &,,. When n = 0, we set T°V = DV = SOV = k. We have
a natural identification

D"V = (S"V*)*.

By composing the inclusion of D™V into T™V with the projection onto S™V, we have a natural
map D"V — S™V. This map is an isomorphism in characteristic zero, but it may be neither
injective nor surjective in general. We can also define divided and symmetric powers of vector
bundles on projective varieties. We refer to [2, Section 3] for more details.

Let 0 = U -V — W — 0 be a short exact sequence of vector bundles on a projec-
tive variety X with rankW = 1. Let 7: P(V*) — X be the natural projection. Note that
Opy+)(—P(U")) = Opy+)(—1) @ m*W*. For k > 0, we have a short exact sequence on P(V*):

By applying 7., we get a short exact sequence on X:
0 — SFV* @ W* — Sy 5 ghFp* 0.

This construction was suggested by Lawrence Ein, and a purely algebraic construction of this
kind of exact sequence can be found in [I, Corollary V.1.15]. By taking the dual, we obtain a
short exact sequence on X:

(2.4) 0 — DM — DY S DV oW — 0.
We remark that S¥T'V — S¥V ® W may not be surjective in positive characteristic.

Now, let C be a smooth projective curve, and L be a line bundle on C. For an integer k > 0,
the symmetric group &1 naturally acts on the (k + 1)-th ordinary product C**! of C' by
permuting the components, and the line bundle

ey o 5
—_——
k + 1 times

on Ck*! descends to a line bundle Ty (L) on the (k + 1)-th symmetric product Cyq of C
(see [16, Subsection 3.1]). Note that

HO(Ck+1,Tk+1(L)) — HO(Ck-i-l’LIZIk—I—l)SkH — Dk+1H0(C, L).

If C = P! and L = Opi(d) with d > 1, then (P!),, = P" and T, (0p1(d)) = Opn(d). By an
arbitrary characteristic version of Hermite reciprocity (see [2, Remark 3.2]), we have

H(P", T,,(Opi (d))) = D"H(P',0pi(d)) = D™(S'HO(P', Op1(1)))

= SYD"HO(P!, 0p:(1))) = STHO(P", T,,(Op1(1))).
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2.4. Tautological Bundles on Projective Spaces. Recall that o: P"~! x P! — P" is the
finite map of degree n given by (&, z) — & + z by viewing P™ as the Hilbert scheme of n points
on P!. For any integer k, the tautological bundle on P" is defined as

En,ﬁpl (k) = O'*(ﬁ]pn—l X ﬁ]pl (k’)),

which is a vector bundle of rank n. The tautological bundles on symmetric products of curves
play an important role in the study of secant varieties of curves (see [10]).

Lemma 2.3. B0, (k) s splitting if and only if —1 < k <mn — 1. In this case,
En (k) = ﬁﬂéﬁlk-i-l @ Opn (—1)En1F,
Proof. Since o: P"~! x P! — P" is a finite map, we have
H'(P", By g, (ky(m)) = H' (P"™ X P!, Opn1(m) B Op1 (m + k).
for any 7 > 0 and m € Z. The Kiinneth formula shows that
H{(P 1 x P, Opn1(m) X Op1 (m + k))
— (HYP, G (m) @ HY(PY, O (m + K))) & (HH(PPL, Gp s () @ HO(PY, O (m + ).
Then we see that
H'(P", B, g, (k)(m)) =0 for 2 <i<n—2andmeZ,
HI(IP’",EnﬁPl(k)(m)) =0formeZ < k> -1,
H"_l(]P’",Enﬁl?1 w(m)) =0forme€Z <= k<n-1
By the Horrocks criterion, the first assertion of the lemma follows. Now, we observe that

hO(anEn,ﬁpl(k)) =k+ 17 and ho(]Pm7En,0’P1(k)(1)) = ’I’L(k‘ + 2) = (’I’L + 1)(]{7 + 1) +n—1-k.
This implies the second assertion of the lemma. O

Remark 2.4. The following alternative approach to Lemma 2.3 was suggested by Lawrence
Ein. Let D,, be the image of the injective map P"~! x P! — P" x P! given by (¢, 2) +— (€42, 2).
Note that Opnypi(—D,) = Opn(—1) K Opi(—n). For any integer k, we have a short exact
sequence on P" x P':

O — ﬁ]}nn(—l) g ﬁ]pl (k — n) — ﬁpn g ﬁpl (lﬁ) — ﬁ]}nnfl g ﬁ]pl (lﬁ) — 0

Let p: P* x P! — P” be the projection to the first component. When —1 < k < n — 1, by
applying p., we obtain a short exact sequence on P™:

0— HO(]P)I, ﬁ]pl (k’)) (4 ﬁ]pn — En707]pl(k) — HI(PI, ﬁ]pl (k’ — n)) [ ﬁ]pn(—l) — 0.

Thus E,, g,, (k) = (HO(PY, Op1 (k) @ Opn) @ (HY (P, Op1 (k —n)) ® Opn(—1)). When k < —2 or
k > n, it is easy to check that Enﬁﬂﬂ (k) 18 not splitting.

Lemma 2.5. Let Y be a projective variety, and o: Y x P""1 x P =Y x P" be the finite map
given by (y,&,2) — (y, £ + 2). If M is a vector bundle on'Y x P™, then

HIY xP" M) =0 <= HIUY xP" ! x P, 6*M @ (Oy ypn-1 X Op1(n —1))) =0
for any g > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 and the projection formula, o, (0*M @ (Oy ypn-1 R Op1(n—1))) = M.
Since o is a finite map, the assertion immediately follows. O
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3. ASYMPTOTIC VANISHING THEOREM

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. First, we construct a short exact sequence of
vector bundles, which allows us to give a quick proof of Theorem 1.2 by induction on dimension.
We then explain how one can deduce Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Short Exact Sequence. Let C' be a smooth projective curve, and Lo be a line bundle
on C. Let Y be a smooth projective variety, and Ly be a line bundle on Y. Fix an integer
k > 0. Assume that the line bundle Ly X Ty, 1(Lc) on Y x Ciq is globally generated. Notice
that

HO(Y x Cyp1, Ly R Ty 1 (Le)) = HY(Y, Ly) ® D" HO(C, Le).
We have a short exact sequence on Y x Cy41:
0 — Mpymry,,(10) — H(Y, Ly) ® D"'H(C, Le) ® Oy xc,,, — Ly B Tiq1(Le) — 0.

We can view Cyq = {effective divisors of degree k4 1 on C'} as the Hilbert scheme of k + 1
points on C. Let

0: Y XCprxC—Y X Cii

be the finite morphism given by (y, &, z) — (y,£+2), and p: Y x Cx x C — C be the projection
to the last component. By taking ¢* of the above exact sequence on Y x Cjy1, we get a short
exact sequence on Y x Cj, x C:

0= 0*Mp w7, (5e) — H'(Y,Ly) ® D' H(C, L) ® Oy oy xc — Ly B Tp(Le) K Lo — 0,
By taking p,. and considering (2.4), we get a short exact sequence on C:
0— H(Y,Ly)® D*"' M, — H°(Y,Ly) ® D*""H°(C, Lc) ® 6c — H°(Y,Ly) @ D*H®(C, Lc) ® Le — 0.

Then we obtain the following commutative diagram with exact sequences on Y x Cy x C:

0
0 Mpy &7y (Lo) B Lo

0> p*(H°(Y,Ly) ® D**'* My ) — p*(H°(Y,Ly) ® D*"'H°(C, Lc) ® 6c) —= p*(H°(Y,Ly) ® D"H®(C,Lc) ® Lc) = 0

0 ——= "My R/, (Le) — H°(Y,Ly) ® D**'H®(C, L) ® Oy xopxec ——— Ly BTy (Le) R Lg ———— 0

Mp, &7 (Lo ¥ Le 0

Now, assume that C' = P! and Lo = Op1(d) with d > 1. For an integer n > 1, we have
(PY)y, = P", To(Opi(d)) = Obn(d), MLywr, (6, (@) = MLy®6wm @)-
Since Mg, (4) = @ Op1(—1), it follows that

D"Mg, (a) = (SHMEM @) = EB Op1(—n).
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Then the left vertical short exact sequence in the above commutative diagram gives a short
exact sequence on Y x P*1 x Pl

(31) 0 — @D Oy wpn—r B Opi(—n) — 0" My m0,m () — Mrymo,,_, (@) 8 Opi (d) — 0.
When Y is a point, the exact sequence (3.1) is
0 — @D Opn-1 B Op1(—n) — 0" Mg, (a) — My, (a) R Op1(d) — 0.

When n = 1, the finite map o is an isomorphism and the exact sequence (3.1) is

0— @ Oy W Op1(—1) — Mrym0o,, (@) — MLy, ® Op1(d) — 0.
3.2. Case of Product of Projective Spaces. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.2.
Recall that

X=P"x. - xP"% B=0pn(b)X- X Opn(bg), L =0Cpni(di)X - K Opny (dy),

and b = min{by,..., b}, d = min{dy,...,d;}. Fix2 <qg<ny;+---+mng+ 1. Our aim is to
show that if d 4+ b > 0, then

K, o(X,B;L) =0 for 0 <p < (1/ng!---n)(d?™ " + bd??).

We put
Y :=P"x- - xP"%-1 By := Opny (b1)X: - -ROpni_1 (bg_1), Ly := Opni (dq)X: - - ROprj_1 (dg—1),
and n := ng. Then

X =Y xP" B= By X0pn(b), L =Ly X Opn(dy).
As md+ b > 0 for any m > 0, we have
HY(X,B®L™)=0 fori>0and m > 0.
By Proposition 2.1, for p > 0, we have
Kpo(X,B;L) = H7H(Y x P", A"Y 9 'M} 5600 (a) © (Ly + By) B Opn (di, + by))).

We proceed by induction on nq +---4+ng. If nq+---+mng = 1, then ¢ = 2 and the problem

is to check the cohomology vanishing
H'(P', APHMﬁPl (@) @ Op1(d+b)) =0 for 0<p<d+b.

As /\p+1M0P1(d) QOp(d+b) =P Op(d+b—p—1)and d+b—p—1> —1, the desired
cohomology vanishing immediately follows.

Assume that nq + -+ +np > 2. Fix 0 < p < (1/nq!- - ng!)(d97! + bd972). By Lemma 2.5,
it is sufficient to show the cohomology vanishing on Y x P*"~1 x P!:

HTH (AP 0" My 06, (d) @ (Ly + By ) B Opn-1(di + by,) & Opa (dy + by +n — 1)) =0,

where o: Y x P"~! x P! — Y x P" is the finite map given by (y,¢,2) — (y,& + 2). By
considering the short exact sequence (3.1) and applying Lemma 2.2 to APT9~15* M Ly R6pn (dy)
we can reduce the problem to proving the following:

HIHY x P! x P (A" Mpyme,, (4 ® (Ly + By) ® Opn-i (di + by))) B Opa (a;)) = 0
for0<i<p+qg—1(<(1/ng! - -n!)(d9™! +bd972) 4 ¢ — 1), where
ai:=idy—(p+qg—1—in+dp+bg+n—1=i(dg+n)+dp+bx+2n—gn—1—pn.
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By the Kiinneth formula, it is equivalent to showing that

(3.2) HT WY xP" L AN Mpymo, (a) © (Ly + By ) K Opni (di, +br))) © HO (P, Opa (ai)) = 0
and

(3.3) HT (Y xP" L AN'Mp o, (a) @ (Ly + By)) K Opn1 (dy, +bg)) @ H' (P, Opa (a;)) = 0
for0<i<p+q-—1

By induction and Proposition 2.1, we can assume that

(3.4) HIH Y x P A ML wo,, (@) © (Ly + By) ® Opna (di + b)) = 0
for 0 <i < (1/ny!---ngp_q!(ng — DN(d9™L + bd972) + ¢ — 1 when ¢ > 2, and
(3.5) HI2(Y x P A" ML wo,, (d) @ ((Dy + By) R Opni (dy, + b)) =0

for 0 <i < (1/ng!--np_1!(ng — DN(dT™2 + bd973) + ¢ — 2 when ¢ > 3. Observe that (3.2)
immediately follows from (3.4). It only remains to check (3.3). If ¢ = 2, then

a; =i(dx+n)+dg+by—1—np>dp+bpy—1—np>d+b—1—np>—-1
since p < (1/nq!---ng!)(d+b) < (1/n)(d + b). Thus
Hl(PlvﬁPl(ai)) :07

so the cohomology vanishing (3.3) holds for ¢ = 2. Next, we consider the case that ¢ > 3. If
0<i<(1/ng! - ng_1!(nk — 1N)(d972 4+ bd973) + g — 2, then (3.3) immediately follows from
(3.5). Ifi > (1/nq!- - np_q!(ng — D)!)(d972 + bd?=3) + ¢ — 1, then

a; = idg+ (dg +bg+2n+in—qgn)—1—np
>0
> id—1—np
> (I/nq! - ng_1(n — D)N(d9™ +bd972) — 1 —np
> —1

since p < (1/n1!---np_1!n!)(d?! + bd?=2). Thus

H' (P!, Op1(a;)) =0,
so the cohomology vanishing (3.3) holds in this case as well. We have shown (3.2) and (3.3),
and they imply K (X, B; L) = 0 as desired. We complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

3.3. General Case. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.1. As we mentioned in the
introduction, Raicu proved that Theorem 1.1 can be deduced from Theorem 1.2 for the case
k = 3 (see [28, Corollary A.5]). Here we reproduce his proof for the completeness. Recall that
X is an n-dimensional projective variety, B is coherent sheaf, A is an ample divisor, P is an
arbitrary divisor on X, and Ly := Ox(dA + P) for an integer d > 1. Our aim is to show that
for each 2 < g < n+1 (the case that ¢ = 1 is trivial), there is a constant C' > 0 depending on
X, A, B, P such that if d is sufficiently large, then

K, (X,B;Lg) =0 for 0 <p<Cdi™'.
We can choose integers aj, as, a3 > 1 with ged(aq,as + asz) = 1 such that
A= alA, Ag :=asA+ P, Az :=a3A—P
are very ample and the natural maps
(36) SmlHO(X, Al) ® SmQHO(X, Ag) ® SmSHO(X, Ag) — HO(X, mi1A1 +moAg + M3A3)
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are surjective for all my, mg, mg > 0. We may assume that a; > as + a3. Note that a1, a9, a3
are depending only on X, A, P. As d is sufficiently large, we can find integers dy,ds > 1 such
that dy =~ d/2a;,ds =~ d/2(ay + a3) and d + ag = a1dy + (ag + a3)ds. Let d3 := dy — 1. Then
d = aidy + asdy + asds, and Ly = ﬁx(dlAl + dy Ay 4 d3As). Note that dy < d3 < ds.

Next, consider the commutative diagrams

X > PHOX, A)) x PHY(X, A3) x PHO(X, A3) =: P™ x P"2 x P =Y

Pri=PHO(X, Ly)—— > PHO(Y, Opni (dy) & Opna (dz) & Opns (d3)) =: PV.

Clearly, ni,n2,ns are depending only on X, A, P. Notice that P is a linear subspace of PV by
the surjectivity of (3.6). We can regard B as a coherent sheaf on Y, P", and PV. The syzygies
of B on PV are the syzygies of B on P” tensoring with a Koszul complex of linear forms. By
letting

Ly = ﬁ]pnl (dl) X ﬁ]png (dg) X ﬁ[[ng (d3),

we see that
(3.7) min{p | K, 4(X,B;Lg) # 0} = min{p | K,, (Y, B; Ly) # 0}.
Let S := S(H°(X,A;) @ H°(X, Ay) @ H°(X, A3)) be the total coordinate ring of ¥ =
P x P2 x P with the usual Z3-grading. Then
M= @ H'Y,B® Opmi(ar) X Opnz(az) B Opns (a3))

(a1,a2 ,ag)EZSzO

is a finitely generated graded S-module. Consider the minimal free resolution of M:

0 M Eo ol e E,, 0

where

E; = EB Fyy ®@S(b)
bi=(b1 b}, b3)€S;
for some finite dimensional vector space F; ;; over k and finite subsets S; C 73. Let
B} := Opni (b)) K Opnz (1)) R Opns (V) and b := min{b], b3, | b € S;,0 < i < m}.

Note that b is depending only on X, A, B, P. Now, fix2<g<n+1 (<ny+ng+ns+1). By
Theorem 1.2, for 0 < i <m and ¥’ € S;, we have

(3.8) Kpigri(Y, Bl Ly) =0 for 0 < p < (1/n1lnalng!)(d " + 0d?T7%) + 4.
Then (3.7) and [28, Theorem A.1] (cf. [21, Proposition 1.d.3]) show that
(3.9) Kpo(X,B;Lg) = K, 4(Y,B; Ly) =0 for 0 < p < (1/n1!na!n3)(d?™" + bd?™?).

Recall that the numbers a1, as, ag, n1,n9, n3, b are depending only on X, A, B, P but not on d.
Since dy = d/2ay grows linearly in d and d is sufficiently large, Theorem 1.1 follows.

Remark 3.1. Instead of applying [28, Theorem A.l], one can alternatively prove (3.9) as
follows. From the minimal free resolution of M, we have an exact sequence on Y:

0 B & & e Em 0
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where _
éaz' - @ Fi,bj ® Bg/
bies;
By using Proposition 2.1 and chasing through the above exact sequence, we see that
K, (Y,B;Ly) = HY Y, NPT M, @ B& Ly) =0
is implied by
Kpigri(Y, B); Ly) = HIT Wy, A0=9HaD=1 @ BY @ Ly) = 0
for all 0 <4 < m and b’ € S;. Thus (3.7) and (3.8) imply (3.9).

4. OPEN PROBLEMS

In this section, we discuss some open problems and conjectures. Let X be a smooth projec-
tive variety of dimension n, and B be a coherent sheaf on X. Fix an ample divisor A and an
arbitrary divisor P on X, and put Ly := Ox(dA 4 P) for an integer d > 1.

For each 2 < ¢ < n+ 1, it would be extremely interesting to find an explicit constant ¢ > 0
in terms of X, A, B, P, and ¢, d such that if d is sufficiently large, then

K, ¢(X,B;Lg) =0for 0 <p < cand K1 4(X, B; Lg) # 0.

However, this problem is already very difficult for ¢ = 2. A generalization of Mukai’s conjecture
(cf. [11, Conjecture 4.2]) asks whether the property Ny holds for Kx + (n+ 2+ d)A when X
is a smooth projective complex variety. But it is widely open even when n = 2 and d = 0.
Moreover, Fujita’s conjecture, which predicts that Kx + (n + 2+ d)A is very ample for d > 0,
is unknown when n > 3. However, when A is very ample, Ein-Lazarsfeld established in [11,
Theorem 1] that

Ky (X, Kx+(n+14dA)=0 for0<p<dandgq>2.
It is reasonable to expect extending this result for g > 3.

Problem 4.1. Let X be a smooth projective complex variety of dimension n, and A be a very
ample divisor on X. For each 2 < q <n+1 and d > 0, find an explicit polynomial P(x) of
degree ¢ — 1 such that

KpoX,Kx +(n+1+d)A) =0 for 0<p< P(d)

One can also consider the effective asymptotic vanishing problem for the syzygies of products
of projective spaces.

Problem 4.2. Let k > 1 be an integer, nq,...,ng,d1,...,d; be positive integers, and by, ..., by
be integers. Set

X :=P" x ... xP%, B:= 0Opni (b)) K- K Opny (by), L:= Opri(dy) X --- K Opny (dy),
Foreach2<q<ni+---+ni+1, find a constant ¢ > 0 in terms of by,...,bx,dy,...,dg, and
q such that if dq,...,dy are sufficiently large, then
(4.1) K, ¢(X,B;L) =0 for 0 <p<cand Kct1,4(X,B;L) #0.

In Theorem 1.2, we prove that if d + b > 0, then

K, o(X,B;L) =0 for 0 <p < (1/nq!---ng))(d?" 4 bd??),

where b := min{by,...,b;}, d := min{dy,...,dx}. By a small modification of the proof, we can

improve the bound on p, but our method only gives a bound on p depending on dimensions
ni,...,nk. It is expected that the constant ¢ in Problem 4.2 is independent of nq,...,ng. It
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would be also interesting to find a constant d > 0 in terms of by,...,bg,n1,..., Nk, and g such
that if dy,...,dr > d, then (4.1) holds. When k = 1, there is a precise prediction on ¢ and d
(see [12, Conjecture 7.5], [14, Conjecture 2.3]).

Conjecture 4.3 (Ein—Lazarsfeld). Fizxn>1,0>0, and 0 <qg<n. Ifd>b+q+ 1, then

Ky g(B", G (b); O (d) =0 for 0< p < (dzq> - <d‘2‘ 1) g1

Notice that the conjecture gives the precise vanishing range because Ein—Erman—Lazarsfeld
[10, Theorem 2.1] (see also [14, Theorem 2.1]) proved that K, 4(P", Opn (b); Opn(d)) # 0 for all

<d+q> B <d—b—1> _g<p< <d—|—n> N <d—|—n—q> B <n+b> a1
q q n n—q qg+b

In [26], Ottaviani—Paoletti conjectured that if n > 3,d > 3, then Opn (d) satisfies the property
N34_3. They also consider the cases that n < 2 or d < 2, but these cases are already settled.
By [26, Theorem 1.6], the property Nzq_s for Opn(d) is implied by that K o(P", Opn(d)) =0
for 0 < p < 3d — 3. Thus Conjecture 4.3 for b = 0 and ¢ = 2 is equivalent to Ottaviani—
Paoletti’s conjecture. At this moment, we only know that &pn(d) satisfies the property Ngiq

by Bruns—-Conca—Roémer [7], and a small change of the proof of Theorem 1.2 yields that Ops(d)
satisfies the property Ngi2. A new idea might be needed to solve Conjecture 4.3.

It is also a fascinating problem to study the asymptotic behavior of the Betti numbers
kp.q(X,B; Lq) = dim K, (X, B; Lg)

when d is sufficiently large (see [12, Problem 7.3]). In this direction, Ein—Erman-Lazarsfeld
conjectured that for each 1 < ¢ < n, the Betti numbers k, (X, Ly) converge to a normal
distribution (see [9, Conjecture B], [14, Conjecture 3.2]). This normal distribution conjecture
has not been verified even for P2 and P! x P!, and it seems that the conjecture is already very
challenging for Veronese embeddings (cf. [5, 6]).

Conjecture 4.4 (Ein—Erman—Lazarsfeld). Fix n > 1 and 1 < ¢ < n. Then there is a
normalizing function Fy(d) such that

Fy(d) - kp, o (P, Opn(d)) — @12

as d — 0o and pg — 14/2 + a\/rq/2.

Notice that

kpg(P™, Opn(d)) = % WP x P AP Mg, 4y ® (Opn—1 B Opa (n — 1))

for p > 0and 1 < ¢ < n. It is tempting to wonder if there is a clever way to compute this
Betti number.

We refer to [6] and [12, 14] for more problems and conjectures on syzygies of Veronese
embeddings and asymptotic syzygies of algebraic varieties, respectively.
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