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ON THE FACTORIAL CASE OF HUNEKE’S CONJECTURE FOR LOCAL

COHOMOLOGY MODULES

ANDRÉ DOSEA, CLETO B. MIRANDA-NETO

ABSTRACT. A conjecture raised in 1990 by C. Huneke predicts that, for a d-dimensional Noe-

therian local ring R, local cohomology modules of finitely generated R-modules have finitely many

associated primes. Although counterexamples do exist, the conjecture has been confirmed in several

cases, for instance if d 6 3, and witnessed some progress in special cases for higher d. In this paper,

assuming that R is a factorial domain, we establish the case d = 4, and under different additional

conditions (in a couple of results) also the case d = 5. Finally, when R is regular and contains a

field, we apply the Hartshorne-Lichtenbaum vanishing theorem as a tool to deal with the case d = 6.

1. MOTIVATION: HUNEKE’S CONJECTURE

In this paper we are motivated by the following conjecture proposed by Craig Huneke in 1990.

Conjecture 1.1. ([7, Conjecture 5.1]) Let R be a Noetherian local ring and M a finitely generated

R-module. Then, for each i > 0 and any ideal I of R, the R-module Hi
I(M) has finitely many

associated primes.

Here, Hi
I(M) = lim

−→
ExtiR(R/I

n,M), the i-th local cohomology module of M with respect to

the ideal I, which is a classical object in commutative algebra and algebraic geometry (see, e.g.,

[3]). It is well-known that if the set of associated primes of a given local cohomology module is

finite then its support is Zariski-closed.

The conjecture has attracted the attention of numerous researchers and has been answered pos-

itively in several cases, typically in small dimensions; see [1], [8], [14], [17]. We also refer to [9]

and [13]. It is worth recalling that there are counterexamples to Huneke’s conjecture (see [10],

[23]). Additionally, if R is not local, these sets of associated primes may be infinite (see [22]),

whereas they must be finite if R is a smooth Z-algebra (see [2]).

In the present paper, we are first concerned with the cases where dimR is either 4 or 5, under

certain additional assumptions which include R being factorial (i.e., a unique factorization domain).

Our result in the former case is Theorem 3.2, while in the latter our main results are Theorem 4.1

and Theorem 4.4. Finally, if R is a regular local ring containing a field, we treat in Theorem

5.4 the case dimR = 6; to the best of our knowledge, this is the first existing result towards the

six-dimensional case of Huneke’s conjecture. We provide explicit examples in all three situations.
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Throughout this note, all rings are assumed to be commutative and Noetherian, and by a finite

module we mean a finitely generated module. Wherever they appear, R denotes a ring and I a

proper ideal of R, whose height we write ht I. As usual, we set V(I) = {P ∈ SpecR | I ⊂ P}.

2. AUXILIARY NOTIONS AND FACTS

We present some concepts that are central in this note. Details can be found in [6].

Definition 2.1. Let H be an R-module.

(i) H is weakly Laskerian if the set AssRH/U is finite for every R-submodule U of H.

(ii) H is I-weakly cofinite if SuppRH ⊂ V(I) and if the R-module ExtiR(R/I,H) is weakly

Laskerian for all i > 0.

The next example and Proposition 2.3 collect useful properties which we shall freely use without

explicit mention.

Example 2.2. All Noetherian modules are weakly Laskerian. If SuppR H is finite, then H is weakly

Laskerian; consequently, all Artinian modules are weakly Laskerian. If SuppRH ⊂ V(I) and H is

weakly Laskerian, then H is I-weakly cofinite.

Proposition 2.3. The following assertions hold:

(i) If 0 → N → M → L → 0 is a short exact sequence of R-modules, then M is weakly

Laskerian (resp. I-weakly cofinite) if and only if N and L are weakly Laskerian (resp.

I-weakly cofinite);

(ii) If M is finite and N is weakly Laskerian, then TorRi (M,N) and ExtiR(M,N) are weakly

Laskerian for all i > 0;

(iii) If M is I-weakly cofinite, then AssR M is finite.

In order to address Huneke’s conjecture, our main strategy in this paper (with the exception of

the results in Section 5, where another approach is used) is to investigate when local cohomology

modules with support in I are I-weakly cofinite, and then to apply property (iii) above.

Note that Definition 2.1(ii) extends the classical notion of I-cofiniteness, i.e., H is I-cofinite if

SuppRH ⊂ V(I) and ExtiR(R/I,H) is a finite R-module for all i > 0. The lemma below, which

will be used later on, provides a source of examples of I-cofinite local cohomology modules.

Lemma 2.4. ([11, Theorem 1]) Let M be a finite R-module and I a principal ideal of R. Then,

Hi
I(M) is I-cofinite for all i > 0.

In particular, under the conditions of Lemma 2.4, the R-module Hi
I(M) must have finitely many

associated primes for each i > 0.

Finally, we recall a classical result on local cohomology that we will apply throughout without

explicit mention, namely, Grothendieck’s vanishing theorem (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 6.1.2]), which
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asserts that if M is an R-module then

Hi
I(M) = 0 for all i > dimM

(note that if M is finite then dimM is just the dimension of the quotient ring R/annRM). In

particular, if P is a prime ideal of R containing I, then Hj
IP
(RP) = 0 for all j > htP. Also, it is

well-known that if R is local and M is finite then AssRHi
I(M) is finite for i = 0, 1 (see, e.g., [14,

Proposition 1.1(c)]), so that for Huneke’s conjecture the interest lies in the case i > 2.

3. THE FOUR-DIMENSIONAL FACTORIAL CASE

First we consider the following lemma (in arbitrary dimension).

Lemma 3.1. ([1, Theorem 3.1]) Let R be a local ring and M a finite R-module. If t is a non-

negative integer such that dimHi
I(M) 6 2 for all i < t, then Hi

I(M) is I-weakly cofinite for all

i < t and HomR(R/I,Ht
I(M)) is weakly Laskerian.

Now we are in a position to present the main result of this section. Our theorem substantially

improves [21, Theorem 3.6], where R was taken to be a regular local ring.

Theorem 3.2. Let R be a four-dimensional factorial local ring and M a finite R-module. Then,

Hi
I(M) is I-weakly cofinite for all i. In particular, AssRHi

I(M) is finite for all i.

Proof. We can suppose without loss of generality that I is a radical ideal. Also notice that we may

assume ht I 6 1. Indeed, the case ht I > 2 can be settled by using Lemma 3.1 since dimR/I 6 2

in this case, which implies dimHi
I(M) 6 2 for all i.

Now we denote X = {P ∈ MinR R/I | htP 6 1} and Y = {Q ∈ MinR R/I | htQ > 2}. If Y is

empty, then (since R is factorial) I is necessarily a principal ideal and the assertion follows from

Lemma 2.4. Therefore, we may assume Y is non-empty.

Let us consider the ideals

J =
⋂

P∈X

P and K =
⋂

Q∈Y

Q.

Given a prime ideal P ′ containing J + K, we have P ′ ⊃ P for some P ∈ X and also P ′ ⊃ Q for

some Q ∈ Y. This shows that htP ′ > 2. If htP ′ = 2, then P ′ = Q and we conclude that Q = P

by minimality, which is a contradiction. So htP ′ > 3, which (as dimR = 4) forces

V(J + K) = MinR R/(J+ K) ∪ {m}

(where m stands for the maximal ideal of R) and therefore V(J + K) is a finite set. Now, the

Mayer-Vietoris sequence yields the exact sequence

Hi
J+K(M) → Hi

J(M)⊕Hi
K(M)

f
−→ Hi

I(M) → Hi+1
J+K(M).
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Note that, as R is a factorial domain, the ideal J must be principal and then each Hi
J(M) is J-cofinite

by Lemma 2.4. Moreover, since

dimR/K 6 4 − htK 6 2,

we can apply Lemma 3.1 to obtain that Hi
K(M) is K-weakly cofinite. Furthermore, because

V(J+K) is finite, the modules Hi
J+K(M) and Hi+1

J+K(M) have finite support and hence are weakly

Laskerian. The same is valid for the modules ExtjR(R/J,H
i
K(M)) and ExtjR(R/K,Hi

J(M)).

Next, we consider the exact sequence

0 → V → Hi
J(M)⊕Hi

K(M)
f

−→ Hi
I(M) → W → 0,

where the R-modules V = Ker f and W = Coker f are seen to be weakly Laskerian. It splits into

the two short exact sequences

0 → V → Hi
J(M)⊕Hi

K(M) → Im f → 0,

0 → Im f → Hi
I(M) → W → 0.

Applying to these sequences the functors ExtjR(R/J,−) and ExtjR(R/K,−), we derive the weak

Laskerianess of the R-modules

ExtjR(R/J,H
i
I(M)) and ExtjR(R/K,Hi

I(M)).

Finally, applying the functor ExtjR(−,Hi
I(M)) to the standard exact sequence

0 → R/I → R/J⊕ R/K → R/(J+ K) → 0,

we deduce the I-weak cofiniteness of Hi
I(M).

Example 3.3. Let us begin with the regular local ring S = k[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5](x1,x2,x3,x4,x5), where

x1, x2, x3, x4, x5 are indeterminates over a field k. Write m = (x1, x2, x3, x4, x5)S and consider

I = ((x1) ∩ (x2, x3))S and P = (x1, x2, x3)S.

According to [15, Example 3.8], the SP-module HomS(S/I,H2
I(S))P is not finite, and hence

HomS(S/I,H2
I(S))Q is not a finite SQ-module for any Q ∈ V(P). On the other hand, if we

choose Q 6= m, the module Hi
I(S)Q is IQ-weakly cofinite for all i. Indeed, if Q = P (in which

case dimRQ = 3), this assertion follows from [4, Corollary 5.3], and if P $ Q we apply Theorem

3.2 to the four-dimensional regular (hence factorial) local domain R = SQ. In particular,

HomS(S/I,H
2
I(S))Q

is a weakly Laskerian (though not finite) R-module.

Example 3.4. Consider the four-dimensional local ring

R = k[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5](x1,x2,x3,x4,x5)/(x
2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 + x2

4 + x2
5),
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where x1, x2, x3, x4, x5 are indeterminates over a field k such that either k = C or k ⊂ R. Write

q = x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 + x2

4 + x2
5, which is a non-degenerate quadratic form. Then, the Klein-Nagata

Theorem (see [19, Theorem 8.2]) guarantees that R is a factorial domain. Consider the ideal

I = ((x1, x2) ∩ (x3, x4, x5))R ⊂ (x3, x4, x5)R = (x2
1 + x2

2, x3, x4, x5)/(q),

which satisfies dimR/I = 2. Now let Q be the ideal of R given by

Q =






(x1 ± ix2, x3, x4, x5)R, if k = C

(x2
1 + x2

2, x3, x4, x5)R, if k ⊂ R

and note that dimR/Q = 1 and Q ∈ MinRR/I. Further, it is clear (e.g., by the well-known

Jacobian criterion) that the hypersurface local domain R is analytically normal. Such facts put us

in a position to apply [15, Proposition 3.6], which yields that

HomR(R/I,H
3
I(R))

is not a finite R-module. On the other hand, this R-module is weakly Laskerian by virtue of

Theorem 3.2. It is worth observing that this particular example cannot be deduced from [21,

Theorem 3.6] because R is not a regular ring.

4. TWO THEOREMS ON THE FIVE-DIMENSIONAL FACTORIAL CASE

In the previous section, we applied Lemma 3.1 as a key tool to settle the four-dimensional

factorial case of Huneke’s conjecture. We may wonder whether a similar strategy holds in the

five-dimensional case as well. As we will clarify, this can be handled with appropriate (and rather

mild) additional assumptions

4.1. First theorem. The first main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let R be a five-dimensional factorial local ring and M a finite R-module whose

annihilator is not contained in any minimal prime divisor of I (e.g., if annRM contains an R/I-

regular element). If either ht I 6= 1 or I is a principal ideal, then Hi
I(M) is I-weakly cofinite for all

i. In particular, AssHi
I(M) is finite.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.4, we may assume ht I > 2. Consider first the case ht I > 3. Then

dimHi
I(M) 6 dimR/I 6 5 − ht I 6 2 for all i,

and so Lemma 3.1 gives the result. So it remains to investigate the case ht I = 2. We claim that,

also in this situation, dimHi
I(M) 6 2 for all i. Indeed, if P ∈ SuppR Hi

I(M) is such that ht P = 2,

then

P ∈ MinR R/I ∩ SuppRM = MinR R/I ∩ V(annRM),
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which is a contradiction. Hence htP > 3 for all P ∈ SuppR Hi
I(M). This implies the inequality

dimHi
I(N) 6 dimR/P 6 2 for all i, as claimed. Once again, the assertion follows by Lemma 3.1.

It now seems natural to ask:

Question 4.1. Does Theorem 4.1 hold true if I is non-principal and ht I = 1?

4.2. Second theorem. In order to allow height one non-principal ideals in Theorem 4.1, we shall

restrict ourselves to the situation where dimM 6 4 in our second main result toward the five-

dimensional case (Theorem 4.4). While, so far, we have investigated the finiteness of AssR Hi
I(M)

by means of I-weak cofiniteness, the approach to be developed here still makes use of this property

but in a slightly different way; a key step is proving that a certain category is Abelian (Proposition

4.3), and to this end an ingredient is the following proposition, which is also of self-interest.

Proposition 4.2. Let R be a local ring and M an R-module with dimM 6 2. The following

assertions are equivalent:

(i) Hi
I(M) is I-weakly cofinite for all i > 0;

(ii) ExtiR(R/I,M) is weakly Laskerian for all i > 0;

(iii) HomR(R/I,M) and Ext1
R(R/I,M) are weakly Laskerian.

Proof. Applying [17, Proposition 3.9] for the category of weakly Laskerian R-modules, we see

that (i) implies (ii). It is clear that (ii) implies (iii). Now, assume (iii) and let us prove that (i) holds.

By flat base change (see [3, Theorem 4.3.2]) along with [15, Lemma 2.1], we can assume that

the local ring R is m-adically complete, where m is its maximal ideal. Given two non-negative

integers i, j, we consider the R-module

T = ExtiR(R/I,H
j
I(M)).

For any given R-submodule L of T , we need to show that AssR T/L is finite. Suppose, by way of

contradiction, that this set is infinite for some L. So, we can choose a countably infinite subset

{Pt}
∞
t=1 ⊂ AssR T/L, Pt 6= m for each t.

Consider the multiplicative closed subset S = R \
⋃∞

t=1 Pt. Then, for every t, we have S−1Pt ∈

AssS−1R S−1T/S−1L. Notice, in particular, that AssS−1R S−1T/S−1L is infinite. On the other hand,

[15, Lemma 3.2] (where R is required to be complete) ensures that m *
⋃∞

t=1 Pt, i.e, m meets S,

which (as dimM 6 2) forces

dimS−1M 6 1.

Now, since the S−1R-module ExtiS−1R(S
−1R/S−1I, S−1M) is weakly Laskerian for i = 0, 1, we are

in a position to apply [18, Proposition 3.4] to deduce that Hj

S−1I
(S−1M) is S−1I-weakly cofinite

for all j > 0. It follows that S−1T is a weakly Laskerian S−1R-module and hence so is the quotient

S−1T/S−1L. In particular, AssS−1R S
−1T/S−1L is finite, which is a contradiction.
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According to the terminology introduced in [18], an R-module M is said to be I-ETH weakly

cofinite if ExtiR(R/I,M) is weakly Laskerian for all i > 0.

Proposition 4.3. Let R be a local ring. Then, the category of all I-ETH weakly cofinite modules

of dimension at most 2 is Abelian. In particular, the category of all I-weakly cofinite modules of

dimension at most 2 is Abelian.

Proof. Let f : M → N be an R-linear map, where M,N are I-ETH weakly cofinite modules of

dimension at most 2. So, the modules ker f, Im f and coker f have dimension at most 2 as well.

The monomorphism

HomR(R/I, ker f) → HomR(R/I,M)

shows that HomR(R/I, ker f) is weakly Laskerian. Similarly, the module HomR(R/I, Im f) is

weakly Laskerian. On the other hand, the short exact sequence 0 → ker f → M → Im f → 0

yields the exact sequence

HomR(R/I, Im f) → Ext1
R(R/I, ker f) → Ext1

R(R/I,M)

from which we obtain the weak Laskerianess of Ext1
R(R/I, ker f). Hence, by Proposition 4.2, ker f

is I-ETH weakly cofinite. Furthermore, the exact sequence

Ext1
R(R/I,M) → Ext1

R(R/I, Im f) → Ext2
R(R/I, ker f)

allows us to deduce the weak Laskerianess of Ext1
R(R/I, Im f). Now, another application of Propo-

sition 4.2 shows that Im f is I-ETH weakly cofinite. Finally, using the short exact sequence

0 → Im f → N → coker f → 0,

we easily deduce that coker f is I-ETH weakly cofinite.

It is worth mentioning that, in case R is a five-dimensional unramified regular local ring and M

is a torsion-free finite R-module, each set AssHi
I(M) has been proven to be finite (see [14, The-

orem 2.11]). Our Theorem 4.4 below will be established in another direction. Under appropriate

assumptions on M, which will be no longer required to be torsion-free, we shall deal with the

larger class of factorial local domains (as in Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1).

Theorem 4.4. Let R be a five-dimensional factorial local ring and M a finite R-module whose

annihilator is not contained in any minimal prime divisor of I (e.g., if annRM contains an R/I-

regular element). If dimM 6 4, then AssRHi
I(M) is finite for all i.

Proof. First, by [14, Corollary 2.7], we may assume dimM = 4. Note Hj
I(M) = 0 for all j > 5.

By virtue of [14, Corollary 2.5] (resp. [5, Lemma 2.6]), the R-module H4
I(M) (resp.H3

I(M)) has

finite support, hence finitely many associated primes. Therefore, in view of Theorem 4.1, it remains

to prove the finiteness of AssRH2
I(M) when ht I = 1. To this end, set X, Y, J and K as in the proof
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of Theorem 3.2, and similarly to that proof we may suppose Y is non-empty. The Mayer-Vietoris

sequence yields the exact sequence

(1) H2
J+K(M)

f
−→ H2

J(M)⊕H2
K(M) → H2

I(M) → H3
J+K(M)

g
−→ H3

J(M)⊕H3
K(M).

According to [5, Lemma 2.6], all modules on the right of H2
I(M) in (1) have finite support. In

particular, they are weakly Laskerian, which implies the weak Laskerianess of kerg. This forces

kerg to be (J + K)-ETH weakly cofinite. Our goal now is to show that coker f has the same

property. We argue as follows. First, since J is a principal ideal, we get that Hi
J(M) is J-cofinite by

Lemma 2.4. Moreover, as htK > 2 and the intersection

MinR R/K ∩ SuppR M = MinR R/K ∩ V(annRM)

is empty, Theorem 4.1 yields the K-weak cofiniteness of Hi
K(M) for all i. On the other hand, since

ht(J+ K) > 3, we have

dimHi
J+K(M) 6 dimR/(J+ K) 6 2

and hence Lemma 3.1 allows us to conclude that Hi
J+K(M) is (J + K)-weakly cofinite. We can

apply [18, Lemma 2.2] to deduce that all modules on the left side of H2
I(M) in (1) are (J + K)-

ETH weakly cofinite. In addition, it follows from [20, Theorem 1.1(ii)] that all modules in (1) have

dimension bounded above by 2. So, as an application of Proposition 4.3, we deduce that coker f is

(J+ K)-ETH weakly cofinite.

Now, by means of the short exact sequence

0 → coker f → H2
I(M) → kerg → 0

we conclude that HomR(R/(J+ K),H2
I(M)) is weakly Laskerian. Therefore, the set

AssR H2
I(M) ∩ V(J+ K)

is finite. Let P ∈ AssR H2
I(M). Since I ⊂ P, we obtain J ⊂ P or K ⊂ P. If both inclusions

are true, then P ∈ V(J + K). Otherwise, the exact sequence (1) enables us to deduce that P ∈

AssR H2
J(M) ∪ AssRH2

K(M). Consequently,

AssR H2
I(M) ⊂ (AssR H2

I(M) ∩ V(J+ K)) ∪ AssR H2
J(M) ∪ AssRH

2
K(M),

which completes the proof as the set on the right hand side is finite.

We illustrate Theorem 4.4 as follows.

Example 4.5. Let x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6 be six indeterminates over a field k with char k 6= 2, and

R = k[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6](x1,x2,x3,x4,x5,x6)/(q), q =

6∑

i=1

x2
i.
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Note R is a (five-dimensional) factorial domain by [19, Theorem 8.2]. Choose four k-linearly

independent linear forms, which for simplicity we assume to be x1, x2, x3, x4. Consider the ideals

I = (x2x3, x2x4)R and J = (xn1 , x1x2, x1x3)R, n > 2.

Since ht J = 1, we have dimR/J = 4. Furthermore, the image of xn1 in R (hence an element of J)

is R/I-regular. By Theorem 4.4, we conclude that AssRHi
I(R/J) is finite for all i.

Remark 4.2. For more than one reason, Example 4.5 cannot be deduced from [14, Theorem 2.11].

Indeed, R is not regular and R/J is R-torsion.

5. ON THE SIX-DIMENSIONAL CASE

This last section contains a theorem which we believe to be the first existing result towards the

six-dimensional case of Huneke’s conjecture. As expected, some conditions are needed. While

most of the techniques used in the previous sections for the factorial case are employed here as

well, we need to restrict ourselves to the smaller class of regular local rings containing a field. Such

a constraint is essentially justified by the fact that the finiteness of AssR Hi
I(R) is well-known if R

belongs to this class of rings (a fact first proved in positive characteristic in [9] and in characteristic

zero in [12]; see the lemma below), and the key strategy in our proof is to transfer somehow the

finiteness of AssHi
I(R) to that of AssR Hi

I(M).

Lemma 5.1. ([12, Corollary 3.6(c)]) If R is a regular local ring containing a field, then AssR Hi
I(R)

is finite for all i.

Below we establish two additional auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Let P be a prime ideal of R such that RP is analytically irreducible (e.g., if RP is

regular). If htP = n and P ∈ SuppRH
n
I (R), then P ∈ MinR R/I.

Proof. First, as a matter of standard notation, we denote the adic completion of a local ring S

with respect to its maximal ideal by Ŝ. Since formation of local cohomology commutes with

localization, we have Hn
IP
(RP) 6= 0. By hypothesis, the local ring R̂P is a domain. Therefore, the

well-known Hartshorne-Lichtenbaum vanishing theorem (see [3, Theorem 8.2.1]) yields

dim R̂P/IPR̂P = 0,

or equivalently, PPR̂P is a minimal prime over IPR̂P. Now, suppose the existence of a prime ideal

Q of R satisfying I ⊂ Q $ P. In particular, IP ⊂ QP $ PP. Since Rp → R̂P is faithfully flat, we

can use [16, Theorem 7.5(ii)] to deduce that

PPR̂P ∩ RP = PP.

Furthermore, the flatness of the map Rp → R̂P implies that it satisfies the going-down property

(see [16, Theorem 9.5]). It follows that there is a prime ideal Q ′ ⊂ PPR̂P such that Q ′∩RP = QP.



10 DOSEA, MIRANDA-NETO

Consequently,

IPR̂P ⊂ QPR̂P ⊂ Q
′
,

which forces the equality Q ′ = PPR̂P. Finally, we can write

PP = PPR̂P ∩ RP = Q ′ ∩ RP = QP,

which is a contradiction. This shows that P ∈ MinR R/I.

Recall the ideal I is height-unmixed if the associated prime divisors of I have the same height.

This holds for example if R/I is a Cohen-Macaulay local ring.

Lemma 5.3. Let P be a prime ideal of R with htP = n+ 1 and assume that, for each prime ideal

Q ⊂ P with htQ > n, the ring RQ is analytically irreducible (e.g., if R is locally regular). Suppose

the minimal prime divisors of I have the same height (e.g., if I is height-unmixed) and ht I < n. If

P ∈ SuppRH
n
I (M) for some finite R-module M, then P ∈ MinRH

n
I (R).

Proof. Let us prove first that P ∈ SuppRH
n
I (R). Suppose, by way of contradiction, that Hn

IP
(RP) =

0. Since P is not a minimal prime divisor of I, we must have Hn+1
IP

(RP) = 0 by Lemma 5.2. Now,

we may pick suitable finite R-modules N, N ′ fitting into short exact sequences

0 → N → Rt → M → 0 and 0 → N ′ → Rs → N → 0

which in turn yield, respectively, the exact sequences in local cohomology

(2) Hn
IP
(Rt

P) → Hn
IP
(MP) → Hn+1

IP
(NP),

(3) Hn+1
IP

(Rs
P) → Hn+1

IP
(NP) → Hn+2

IP
(N ′

P).

Since dimN ′
P 6 dimRP = htP = n + 1, we obtain Hn+2

IP
(N ′

P) = 0. Hence, it follows from (3)

that Hn+1
IP

(NP) = 0. Now, from (2), we get Hn
IP
(MP) = 0, which is a contradiction.

Finally, it suffices to argue that P is a minimal element of SuppR Hn
I (R). Suppose there exists an

ideal Q ∈ SuppRH
n
I (R) with Q $ P. Then, necessarily, htQ = n. Now, it follows immediately

from Lemma 5.2 that Q ∈ MinR R/I, which gives htQ = ht I < n, a contradiction.

For the last result of the paper, we use for a finite R-module M and each i > 0 the notation

AssiR M = {P ∈ AssRM | htP = i}.

Theorem 5.4. Let (R, m) be a six-dimensional regular local ring containing a field and M a finite

R-module whose annihilator is not contained in any minimal prime divisor of I (e.g., if annRM

contains an R/I-regular element). In addition, suppose AnnRM 6⊂ m2. If I is height-unmixed,

then AssRHi
I(M) is finite for all i 6= 2.

Proof. First, note AnnR M 6= 0 and R is, in particular, a domain. So, dimM = dimR/annRM 6

dimR− 1 = 5. If dimM 6 3 then [14, Corollary 2.7] yields the result. Now, suppose dimM = 4.
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By [5, Lemma 2.6], the R-moduleH3
I(M) has finite support, hence finitely many associated primes.

We can get the same conclusion concerning H4
I(M), by replacing R with R/annRM and applying

[14, Corollary 2.4]. Therefore, we may assume dimM = 5, in which case the same argument as

above ensures the finiteness of the support of H4
I(M) and H5

I(M).

So we need to show the finiteness of AssRH3
I(M). According to Lemma 3.1, we may assume

ht I 6 3. Suppose first the case ht I = 3. Given a prime ideal Q ∈ SuppR Hi
I(M), we must have

htQ > 3. If htQ = 3, then Q ∈ MinR R/I ∩ V(annRM), which gives a contradiction. Hence

htQ > 4, which yields dimHi
I(M) 6 2 for all i, and once again we can apply Lemma 3.1.

Notice that the case ht I = 1 is easy to treat, because in this situation the ideal I (being height-

unmixed) must be principal, which puts us in a position to apply Lemma 2.4.

Now we deal with the case ht I = 2, which is subtler. Pick a prime ideal P ∈ AssRH3
I(M). Then

htP > 3. If ht P = 3, then [3, Lemma 8.1.7] implies P ∈ SuppR H3
I(R). Thus, as an application

of Lemma 5.2, we obtain that P ∈ MinR R/I, which is a contradiction. So, htP > 3. At this point,

we have shown the inclusion

AssRH
3
I(M) ⊂ Ass4

RH
3
I(M) ∪ Ass5

RH
3
I(M) ∪ {m}.

Moreover, since I is a height-unmixed ideal with ht I = 2, we may use Lemma 5.3 to obtain an

inclusion Ass4
R H3

I(M) ⊂ AssR H3
I(R), where the latter is finite by Lemma 5.1. So, Ass4

R H3
I(M)

is finite as well.

It thus remains to prove the finiteness of the set Ass5
RH

3
I(M). With this in mind, we begin by

claiming that AnnRM \ m2 contains some R/I-regular element. Indeed, otherwise we would have

AnnRM ⊂ m2 ∪
⋃

Q∈AssR R/I

Q

and then, by prime avoidance, either AnnRM ⊂ m2 or AnnR M ⊂ Q for some Q ∈ AssR R/I. The

first possibility is ruled out by hypothesis, and so the second situation holds. But notice that, as I is

height-unmixed, we have AssR R/I = MinR R/I and consequently Q ∈ MinR R/I ∩ SuppRM =

MinR R/I ∩ V(annRM), which is a contradiction. This shows the claim.

Now, we can choose an R/I-regular element

x ∈ AnnRM \ m2.

Set T = R/(x), which is a five-dimensional regular local ring containing a field, and note M

has a natural structure of a finite T -module. Moreover, by independence of the base ring (see [3,

Theorem 4.2.1]), the modules H3
I(M) and H3

IT (M) are isomorphic as T -modules.

Consider P ∈ Ass5
RH

3
I(M). Then PT ∈ AssT H3

IT (M). Furthermore, since x ∈ AnnR M and

P ∈ SuppRM, we get x ∈ P so that PT = P/(x) and consequently

htPT = dim T − dim T/PT = dim T − dimR/P = 5 − 1 = 4.
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In addition, as x is R/I-regular, we deduce that dimR/(I+ (x)) = 3 and so ht IT = 2.

Let us assume first that the ideal IT is height-unmixed. In this case, we are in a position to apply

Lemma 5.3 which gives PT ∈ AssT H3
IT (T), and this set must be finite by Lemma 5.1. Hence,

Ass5
R H3

I(M) is also finite. Now, to deal with the general case, we can proceed in the same fashion

as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 and write IT = J ∩ K, where J and K are ideals of T such that J is

height-unmixed with ht J = 2, htK > 3 and ht(J+ K) > 4. The Mayer-Vietoris sequence

H3
J+K(M) → H3

J(M)⊕H3
K(M) → H3

IT (M) → H4
J+K(M)

yields an inclusion

Ass4
T H

3
IT (M) ⊂ SuppT H

3
J+K(M) ∪ SuppT H

4
J+K(M) ∪ Ass4

T H
3
J(M) ∪ Ass4

T H
3
K(M).

The finiteness of Ass4
T H

3
J(M) is again a consequence of Lemma 5.3 together with Lemma 5.1.

The finiteness of Ass4
T H3

K(M) follows easily from Lemma 3.1 since dim T/K 6 2. Lastly,

SuppT H
j
J+K(M) ⊂ MinT T/(J + K) ∪ {mT }

which is therefore a finite set for each j. This completes the proof of the finiteness of Ass4
T H

3
IT (M),

which implies that Ass5
R H3

I(M) is finite, as needed.

Remark 5.1. An inspection of the above proof reveals that, unfortunately, our methods do not

apply to the case dimR > 7 (even when R is a regular local ring containing a field). For instance,

the (necessary) finiteness of some sets of primes – e.g., certain supports – is no longer guaranteed,

and in addition the use of Lemma 5.3 has a substantially weaker effect as it does not overcome the

"gaps" that now appear in the argument due to the increase in dimR.

Remark 5.2. Since Hi
I(M) = Hi√

I
(M) for every R-module M and i > 0, there is no loss of

generality in assuming that I is radical (thus yielding, in particular, the equivalence of the hypothe-

ses "annRM contains an R/I-regular element” and "annRM is not contained in any minimal prime

divisor of I”, which also appeared in the main results of Section 4).

The only case not touched by the last theorem leads us naturally to the following question.

Question 5.3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 5.4, is it true that AssRH2
I(M) is finite?

Remark 5.4. In regard to Question 5.3 above, it has to be pointed out that in general it is possible

for AssR H2
I(M) to be infinite. One explicit example, in the case where AnnR M ⊂ m2 (thus

violating one of the key hypotheses of our Theorem 5.4), can be seen by applying the independence

property of the base ring to [10, Corollary 1.3].

We close the paper with an illustration of Theorem 5.4.
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Example 5.5. Let x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6 be six formal indeterminates over a field k, and consider the

regular local ring R = k[[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6]]. Consider the R-ideal

I = (x1, x2) ∩ (x3, x4)

as well as the R-module M = R/J, where J = (x1x2, x5). Notice that the indeterminate x5 lies in

J \ m2 and is R/I-regular. Thus, we can apply Theorem 5.4 in order to deduce the finiteness of

AssR Hi
I(R/J) for all i 6= 2.
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