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GENERATORS OF TOP COHOMOLOGY

MANOJ KUMMINI ANDMOHIT UPMANYU

Abstract. Let ' be a commutative noetherian ring and 5 : - −→ Spec' a proper smooth morphism,
of relative dimension =. From Hartshorne, Residues and Duality, Springer, 1966, one knows that the
trace map Tr5 : H= (-,l-/') −→ ' is an isomorphism when 5 has geometrically connected fibres.
We construct an exact sequence that generates Ext=- (O- , l-/') = H= (-,l-/') as an '-module in the
following cases:
(1) when ' is a DVR and 5 has a section;
(2) when ' = Z and- is the Grassmannian�2,< for some< ≥ 4.

This partially answers a question raised by Lipman.

1. Introduction

J. Lipman posed the following question. Let ' be a (commutative) noetherian ring and 5 : - −→

Spec' a proper smoothmorphism, of relative dimension=. Writel- /' :=
∧=

Ω- /' = 5 !' [−=], the rel-
ative dualizing sheaf. By the duality theorem for proper morphisms [Har66, Chapter VII, Theorem 3.3]
we get an isomorphism

R5∗RH><- (l- /', l- /' [=]) = RHom' (R5∗l- /', ') .

Since 5 is smooth, we also have a trace map [Har66, Chapter VII, Theorem 4.1]

Tr5 : H
= (-,l- /') −→ '

which is an isomorphismwhen 5 has geometrically connectedfibres [Har66,Chapter III,Theorem11.2(g)].

Question 1.1 (Lipman). Can Tr−15 (1') be represented by a canonical exact sequence

0 −→ l- /' −→ �= −→ · · · −→ �1 −→ O- −→ 0 ∈ Ext=- (O- , l- /') = H= (-,l- /')?

For example, if- = P=', then the (exact) Koszul complex

0 −→ l- /' −→ O- (−=)
=+1 −→ · · · −→ O- (−1)

=+1 −→ O- −→ 0

generates Ext=- (O- , l- /'). One obtains thisKoszul complex as follows.Wehave theEuler exact sequence
(with- = P=')

0 −→ Ω- /' −→ O- (−1)
=+1 −→ O- −→ 0

This corresponds to a global section B of O- (+1)
=+1, which defines a chain complex on

∧∗
O- (−1)

=+1.
The exact Koszul complex given above is obtained when we take B is given by (G0, . . . , G=) where the G8
are the homogeneous coordinates of P=' .
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2 MANOJ KUMMINI ANDMOHITUPMANYU

In general when- is a smooth connected projective scheme over' with a closed embedding 8 : - −→

P#' , then we could consider the pull-back of the above Euler sequence on P
#
' .

0 // 8∗ΩP#' /'
//

����

8∗OP#' /'
(−1)#+1 8∗B //

����

8∗OP#' /'
// 0

0 // Ω- /' // F
B // O-

// 0

Here F is the push-out and we denote the resulting map F −→ O- also by B. It is natural to con-
sider whether the Koszul complex on - given by B is a generator of Ext=- (O- , l- /'). In Section 7, we
show that this approach fails when ' = Z and - = �2,4. We show, more generally, that no element of
Ext1- (O- ,Ω- /Z) will give a generator of Ext

=
- (O- , l- /Z).

However, in this paper, we directly describe a generator of Ext=- (O- , l- /'), in the following cases.

Theorem 1.2. Question 1.1 has a positive answer if' is aDVRand 5 : - −→ Spec' is a smooth projective
morphism, with a section Spec' −→ - .

Theorem 1.3. Question 1.1 has a positive answer when ' = Z and- is the Grassmannian�2,< ,< ≥ 4.

In the next section, we outline our strategy. Theorem 1.2 is proved as Theorem 5.1 in Section 5. Prior
to that, in Section 4, we prove the analogous statement (Theorem 4.1) over fields, which is used in the
proof of Theorem 5.1. Theorem 1.3 is proved in Section 6.

Acknowledgements. We thank JosephLipman for asking this question andproviding uswith some ob-
servations, Patrick Polo and Steven Sam for some clarification on the Grassmannian and Pramath Sastry
for various discussions.

2. Strategy

Our starting point for finding a generator for Ext is the the following lemma. It might be well-known,
but we include a proof at the end of this section for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let � be a Gorenstein local ring and a := 01, . . . , 0< a regular sequence in �. Then the
augmented Koszul complex

0 −→ � −→ �< −→ · · · −→ �< −→ � −→ �/a� −→ 0

is a generator of the�/a�-module Ext<� (�/a�, �) ≃ �/a�.

To use the above lemma in our context, we look for a complete intersection inside- that is of relative
dimension zero over '. For the strategy to work, this is not enough; we also need that- −→ Spec' has
a section.

Notation 2.2. Let ' be a Cohen-Macaulay ring with a dualizing module l' = ' and - a smooth
projective '-scheme, of relative dimension =. Assume that

(1) the map- −→ Spec' has a section / ;
(2) There exists a rank-= locally free sheaf F on- and f ∈ H0(-, F ) such that the zero section-=

of f is flat and of relative dimension 0 over ';
(3) / is a connected component of-= .
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Note that if ' is not local, the hypothesis on ' above might be stronger than requiring ' to be Goren-
stein, i.e., 'p is a Gorenstein local ring for allp ∈ Spec'.

Notation 2.3. We consider only relative dualizing sheaves in this paper. Therefore we abbreviate Ω- /'
as Ω- andl- /' asl- .

Given such an F and f , we have the Koszul complex

0 −→ detF ∗ −→

=−1∧
F ∗ −→ · · · −→

2∧
F ∗ −→ F ∗ f

−→ O- −→ 0,

which is a locally free resolution of O-= , since -= has codimension = inside - . ApplyH><O-
(−, l- )

and note thatl-= = EGC=
O-

(O-=, l- ) to obtain an exact sequence

0 −→ l- −→ l- ⊗ F −→ · · · −→ l- ⊗ detF −→ l-= −→ 0.

Since-= is local complete intersection inside- andl- is a locally freeO- -module of rank 1, we see that

l-= is a locally freeO-= -module of rank 1. Wewrite  ̃• for this exact sequence. It is labelled in such a way

that  ̃= = l- ⊗ F and  ̃1 = l- ⊗ detF .
Since/ is a connected component of-=, we can write-= as a disjoint union/

⊔
/ ′. Then we have a

split exact sequence

(2.4) 0 −→ O/
8

−→ O-=

c
−→ O/ −→ 0

ofO- -modules. Nowconsider the following commutative diagram. The lowest row is the exact sequence

 ̃•. The middle row is the pull-back of the lowest row along the map 8. The top row is the pull-back of
the middle row along the natural surjective mapO- −→ O/ .

(2.5)

0 // l- // · · · //  ̃2
// G1

//

��

O-
//

��

0

0 // l- // · · · //  ̃2
// G0

//

��

O/
//

8

��

0

0 // l- // · · · //  ̃2
//  ̃1

// l-=
// 0

Writing �/ ′ for the ideal sheaf of / ′ in- , we see that G0 = �/ ′ ⊗  ̃1.
The goal is to show that the top row of the above diagram generates Ext=- (O- , l- ) as an '-module.

In the next proposition, we show that the middle row in the diagram (2.5) generates Ext=- (O/ , l- ) as an
'-module.

Proposition 2.6. Let ' and- be as above. Then

(1) Let G ∈ -= . Then the stalk of  ̃• at G generates the stalk of the sheaf EGC=
O-

(O-=, l- ) at G as an

O-,G -module.
(2) The middle row in the diagram (2.5) generates Ext=- (O/ , l- ) as an '-module.

Proof. (1): Note that- and, therefore,-= areGorenstein. Thepropositionnow follows fromLemma2.1.
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(2) From (2.4) we see that 8∗c∗ is the identity map on EGC=
O-

(O/ , l- ). Hence, by (1), the middle

row generates the stalk of EGC=
O-

(O/ , l- ) at every point on / . Note that, since - is locally Cohen-

Macaulay and codim- (/ ) = =, EGC 8
O-

(O/ , l- ) = 0 for all 8 < =. Therefore Ext=- (O/ , l- ) =

Γ(-, EGC=
O-

(O/ , l- )). Since/ = Spec', we get the proposition. �

Wewant to show that the top row in the diagram (2.5) generates Ext=- (O- , l- ) as an'-module (with
suitable further hypothesis on'), by showing that the natural map Ext=- (O/ , l- ) −→ Ext=- (O- , l- ) is
an isomorphism. Write �/ for the ideal sheaf of/ in- . Then we have the exact sequence

(2.7) Ext=- (O/ , l- ) −→ Ext=- (O- , l- ) −→ Ext=- (�/ , l- ) .

By Proposition 2.6(2), Ext= (O/ , l- ) is a cyclic'-module. Hence it would suffice to show that

(2.8) Ext=- (O- , l- ) = ' and Ext=- (�/ , l- ) = 0.

We start with a few preliminary results.

Lemma 2.9. Let be a field and. a connected reduced projective -scheme with a -rational point. Then
the natural map −→ H0(.,O. ) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since. is a connected reduced projective -scheme, H0(.,O. ) is a local reduced ring, finite over
 , i.e, a finite extension field of  . Since . has a  -rational point, there is a map H0(.,O. ) −→  of
 -algebras. This proves the lemma. �

Proposition 2.10. Assume that ' is a normal domain. Then the natural maps ' −→ H0 (-,O- ) and
H0(-,O- ) −→ H0(/,O/ ) are isomorphisms.

Proof. Write  = Frac('). We claim that (' −→ H0(-,O- )) ⊗'  is an isomorphism. Assume the
claim. Note thatH0(-,O- ) is an integral domain that is finite over'. By the claim, Frac(H0(-,O- )) =

 . Since' is normal, we get thefirst statement inproposition. The second statement follows immediately.
To prove the claim, write - for the generic fibre- ×Spec ' Spec . It is an integral scheme and has a -

rational point / . By Lemma 2.9, the natural map  −→ H0(- ,O- ) is an isomorphism. By flat
base-change, H0(- ,O- ) = H0(-,O- ) ⊗'  . This proves the claim. �

We state the next proposition for one-dimensional PIDs, because the proofs of the ensuing lemmas
assume that the ring is not a field. However the statement is true over fields also. In fact, over a field, we
can prove the existence of the scheme-= in Notation 2.2 with the desired properties. This is done in the
next section.

Proposition 2.11. Assume that ' is a PID that is not a field. Then the top row in the diagram (2.5)
generates Ext=- (O- , l- ) as an '-module.

We prove this with a series of lemmas.

Lemma 2.12. H1(-,O- ) is a free '-module.

Proof. Let 0 be an irreducible element of ' and k = '/(0). Consider the exact sequence

0 −→ H0(-,O- )
·0
−→ H0(-,O- ) −→ H0(-k,O-k) −→ H1(-,O- )

·0
−→ H1(-,O- ) −→ .

where -k = - ×Spec ' Spec k. Then / ×Spec ' Spec k is a k-rational point of the k-scheme -k. Hence

H0(-k,O-k) = kbyLemma2.9. ByProposition2.10,H0 (-,O- ) = '. Therefore themapH1(-,O- )
·0
−→

H1(-,O- ) is injective. Since 0 is arbitrary, H
1(-,O- ) is torsion-free and, hence, free. �
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Lemma 2.13. H0(-, �/ ) = 0.H1(-, �/ ) is a free '-module.

Proof. Consider the exact sequence

0 −→ H0(-, �/ ) −→ H0(-,O- )
?

−→ H0(/,O/ ) −→ H1(-, �/ ) −→ H1(-,O- ) −→ .

The map ? is an isomorphism, since H0(-,O- ) ≃ ' ≃ H0(/,O/ ) and ? (1) = 1. Hence, firstly,
H0(-, �/ ) = 0. Now note that H1(-, �/ ) is torsion-free, since it is a submodule of the free module
H1(-,O- ) (Lemma 2.12). Therefore H1(-, �/ ) is free. �

Lemma 2.14. Let � be a quasi-coherent sheaf on- and @ an integer. Then there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Ext1' (H
@+1(-, � ), ') −→ Ext=−@ (�, l- ) −→ Hom' (H

@ (-, � ), ') −→ 0

of '-modules.

Proof. By D•
' for the normalized dualizing complex of '. Note that D•

' is isomorphic to the complex
' [1] (i.e., the module ' sitting in cohomological index −1) in the derived category of '. Write 5 for the
map- −→ Spec'. Then

5 !D•
' := 5 ∗D•

' ⊗O-

=∧
Ω- [=] = l- [= + 1]

is a dualizing complex for- . By duality for proper morphisms, we have an isomorphism

R5∗RH><- (�, 5
!D•

') = RH><' (R5∗�,D
•
')

in the derived category of '. Since R5∗ = RΓ, we get RHom- (�, 5
!D•

') = RHom' (RΓ�,D
•
'). Note

that

Ext=−@ (�, l- ) = H=−@ (RHom- (�, 5
!D•

' [−= − 1])) = H−@−1(RHom- (�, 5
!D•

')) .

We therefore computeH−@−1 (RHom' (RΓ�,D
•
')) using a spectral sequence. Fix a bounded-below com-

plex�• of'-modules that representsRΓ� . Without loss of generality, we can assume thatD•
' is an injec-

tive resolution of ' [1]. Hence we have a double complex

�
−8,−9
0 = Hom' (�

8 ,D
−9
'
)

which is 0 whenever −9 ∉ {0, −1}. Taking the filtration by rows, we get a spectral sequence ℎ�
−8,−9
1 =

Hom' (H
8 (-, � ),D

−9
'
) and, then

ℎ�
−8,−9
∞ = ℎ�

−8,−9
2 =



Ext1' (H

8 (-, � ), '), −9 = 0;

Hom' (H
8 (-, � ), '), −9 = −1;

0, otherwise.

The edge map is ℎ�
−8,0
∞ −→ H−8 (RHom' (RΓ�,D

•
')); this is injective, and the cokernel is ℎ�

−8+1,−1
∞ .

Thus we get an exact sequence

0 −→ Ext1' (H
@+1(-, � ), ') −→ Ext=−@ (�, l- ) −→ Hom' (H

@ (-, � ), ') −→ 0

of '-modules. �

Corollary 2.15. With notation as above,

(1) Ext= (O- , l- ) ≃ ' as '-modules.
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(2) Ext= (�/ , l- ) = 0.

Proof. (1): Apply Lemma 2.14 with @ = 0 and � = O- . By Lemma 2.12, Ext1' (H
1(-,O- ), ') = 0, so

Ext= (O- , l- ) ≃ Hom' (H
0(-,O- ), ') ≃ '.

(2): Apply Lemma 2.14 with @ = 0 and � = �/ . Now use Lemma 2.13. �

We can now prove Proposition 2.11.

Proof of Proposition 2.11. Corollary 2.15 establishes (2.8). Hence the proposition follows from (2.7). �

We conclude this section by giving a proof of Lemma 2.1.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. We prove this by induction on<. When< = 1, we have

(2.16) 0 −→ �
·01
−→ � −→ �/01� −→ 0,

which, when applied Hom� (−, �), gives

0 −→ Hom� (�,�) −→ Hom� (�,�) −→ Ext1� (�/01�,�) −→ 0.

Then (2.16) corresponds to the image of id� inside Ext
1
�(�/01�,�) (see, e.g., [CE99, XIV, Theorem 1.1])

which is a generator of Ext1�(�/01�,�) since Hom�(�,�) is a cyclic�-module generated by id�.
Now assume that< > 1 and that the assertion holds for the sequence b := 01, . . . , 0<−1. The Koszul

complex •(a) (without the augmentation map 0 (a) −→ �/a�) is the mapping cone of the map

 •(b)
·0<
−→  • (b)

of complexes. Then we have an exact sequence

0 −→  • (b) −→  •(a) −→  • (b) [−1] −→ 0

of complexes. An element b ∈ Ext<−1
� (�/b�, �) is given by a map • (b) −→ �[−< + 1] in the derived

category of �-modules. (Here � is thought of as the complex 0 −→ � −→ 0, with � in homological
position 0.) The image of b under the connecting morphism Ext<−1

� (�/b�,�) −→ Ext<� (�/a�, �) is
given by the composite map

 • (a) −→  • (b) [−1] −→ �[−<] .

In particular, if we take the identity map <−1 (b) −→ � (which gives a generator of Ext<−1
� (�/b�, �)),

we get the identity map < (a) −→ � (which gives a generator of Ext<� (�/a�, �)). �

3. Example: the projective plane

In this section, we exhibit P2
Z
as an example of the strategy described in the previous section. We can

get the middle row of (2.5) directly (for a suitable choice of -2 and section / ). We will then show that
the top row of (2.5) equals the Koszul complex in Ext2(O- , l- ).

Write - = P2
Z
. Let G0, G1, G2 be homogeneous coordinates on- and-2 be the subscheme defined by

(G1, G2). Take / = -2. In other words, F = O- (1)
⊕2 = O-n1 ⊕ O-n2 and f = (G1, G2) = G1n1 + G2n2.
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l- = O- (−3) = O- · (n∗1 ∧ n
∗
2 ∧ n

∗
3). Since -2 = SpecZ, l-2 = O-2 . Abbreviate 48 ∧ 4 9 = 48 9 etc.

Hence the bottom and the middle rows of (2.5) are equal to

0 // O-n
∗
123

[
G1
−G2

]
//
O-n

∗
23

⊕

O-n13

[
G2 G1

]
// O-n

∗
3

// O/n
∗
3

// 0

The Koszul complex on the section
∑3
8=1 G8n

∗
8 of ⊕

3
8=1O-n

∗
8 = O- (−1)

⊕3 is

0 // O-n
∗
123



G1
−G2
G3

 //

O-n
∗
23

⊕

O-n
∗
13

⊕

O-n
∗
12



G2 G1 0
−G3 0 G1
0 −G3 −G2

 //

O-n
∗
3

⊕

O-n
∗
2

⊕

O-n
∗
1

[
G3 G2 G1

]
// O-

// 0

Therefore we get a commutative diagram; for the sake of brevity we suppress the basis elements and the
matrices. The right-most verticalmap is the canonical surjection, while the other maps are the projection
maps to the respective summands.

(3.1) 0 // O- (−3) // O- (−2)
⊕3 //

proj
��

O- (−1)
⊕3 //

proj

��

O-
//

can

��

0

0 // O- (−3) // O- (−2)
⊕2 // O- (−1) // O/

// 0

Now use [ML63, Proposition III.5.1] to see that the push-forward of the top row of (3.1) along the
map idO- (−3) is the same as the pull-back of the bottom rowof (3.1) along the canonicalmapO- −→ O/ .
Hence the top row of (3.1) is the top row of (2.5).

4. Over a field

In this section, we show that the strategy described in the previous section can be carried out over a
field. This result will be used to prove the result for DVR.

Theorem 4.1. Let ' be a field. Let - be a smooth projective '-subscheme of P#' of relative dimension =.
Assume that - has an '-rational point / . Write ( = ' [G0, . . . , G# ] for the homogeneous coordinate ring
of P#' . Then:

(1) There exist homogeneous polynomials 51, . . . , 5= ∈ ( such that they define a complete intersection-=
inside- and/ is a point of-= .

(2) The top row of (2.5) generatesExt=- (O- , l- ) as an'-vector space. Moreover, the base-change of this
exact sequence generatesExt=-( (O-( , l-( ) for all ringmaps' −→ ( (where-( = - ×Spec ' Spec ().

For a homogeneous ideal � of ' [G0, . . . , G# ], we write �
sat =

⋃
8

(
� : (G0, . . . , G# )

8
)
, i.e, the ideal of

the projective subscheme of P#' defined by � .

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Note that / is defined by = linearly independent linear forms. After a suitable
change of coordinates, we may assume that / is defined byp := (G1, . . . , G=).
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(1): We prove this by induction on :. Let : = 1. Note that �- is a prime ideal of height # − = < # .
Hencep *

(
p2 ∪ �-

)
and the assertion holds for : = 1.

Now assume that : > 1 and that we have found 51, . . . , 5:−1 with the desired properties. Since - is
non-singular, (̄/�- and, therefore, (̄/(�- + (51, . . . , 5:−1))

sat are Cohen-Macaulay except possibly at the
irrelevant ideal. Since ht(�- + (51, . . . , 5:−1)) = # − = + : − 1 < # , we can find an 5: ∈ p r p2 that is a
non-zero-divisor in (̄/(�- + (51, . . . , 5:−1))

sat.
(2): Write �/ for the ideal sheaf of/ in- . By Lemma 2.9, H0(-,O- ) = ', and arguing as in the proof

of Lemma2.13, H0 (-, �/ ) = 0. Hence, by Serre duality [Har77, Theorem III.7.6], (2.8) holds; therefore
by (2.7), we get the first assertion. Since ( is '-flat, we get the second assertion by flat base-change. �

(The statement of Serre duality in [Har77, Theorem III.7.6] assumes that the base field is algebraically
closed. However, this assumption is used only to see that local rings on projective spaces (over a field) are
regular. This holds over arbitray fields, and not just over algebraically closed fields.)

5. Over a DVR

In this section, we show that the strategy described in the previous section can be carried out over a
DVR. We assume that- −→ Spec' has a section (with ' a DVR) has a section / , and show that there
exists a complete intersection-= ⊆ - in which / is a connected component.

Theorem 5.1. Let (',m, k) be a DVR. Let- be a projective'-subscheme of P#' . Assume that the structure
morphism- −→ Spec' is smooth and of relative dimension =. and that it has a section Spec' −→ / ⊆

- . Write ( = ' [G0, . . . , G# ] for the homogeneous coordinate ring of P#' . Then:

(1) There exist homogeneous polynomials 5̃1, . . . , 5̃= ∈ ( such that they define a complete intersection-=
inside- .

(2) The natural map-= −→ Spec' is flat and has zero-dimensional fibres.
(3) / is a connected component of-= . HenceO/ is a direct summand ofO-= .
(4) The top row of (2.5) generates Ext=- (O- , l- ) as a free'-module. Moreover, the base-change of this

exact sequence generatesExt=-( (O-( , l-( ) for all ringmaps' −→ ( (where-( = - ×Spec ' Spec ().

Various parts of the above theoremwill be proved as separate lemmas / propositions, inmore generality
than stated in the theorem: (1) and (2) as Proposition 5.4; (3) as Proposition 5.5; finally (4) is proved. We
start with an observation.

Proposition 5.2. Without loss of generality, / is defined by the ideal (G1, . . . , G# ).

Proof. Without loss of generality, the homogeneous coordinate G0 does not vanish at the closed point of
/ . Hence it does not vanish at the generic point of / also. Therefore we may assume that / lies inside

the open subset {G0 ≠ 0} ≃ A#' . Write~8 =
G8
G0
.

Write / = Spec(' [~1, . . . , ~# ]/� ), or, equivalently, ' [~1, . . . , ~# ]/� = '. Let 08 ∈ ' be the image of
~8 , 1 ≤ 8 ≤ # . Then (~1 − 01, . . . , ~# − 0# ) ⊆ � . Hence � = (~1 − 01, . . . , ~# − 0# ). Therefore / is
defined inside P#' by (G1 −01G0, . . . , G# −0=G0). After a change of coordinates, wemay assume that this
is the ideal (G1, . . . , G# ). �

For subschemes. of P#' , we write .
cl for its closed fiber over '.

Proposition 5.3. Write (̄ := k[G0, . . . , G# ] andp := (G1, . . . , G# )(̄ . There exist homogeneous 51, . . . , 5= ∈

p r p2 such that for all 1 ≤ : ≤ =, 5: is a non-zero-divisor in (̄/(�- cl + (51, . . . , 5:−1))
sat.
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Proof. See the proof of Theorem 4.1(1). �

Proposition 5.4. Assume that (',m, k) is a local Cohen-Macaulay ring. For 1 ≤ : ≤ =, write

5: = G
deg 5:−1
0 ;: (G1, . . . , G# ) + terms of lower degree in G0,

where ;: is linear. Let ;̃: (G1, . . . , G# ) be a homogeneous linear lift of ;: to ' [G1, . . . , G# ]. Consider any lift

5̃: of 5: to ' [G0, . . . , G# ] of the form

G
deg 5:−1
0 ;̃: (G1, . . . , G# ) + terms of lower degree in G0.

Let-: = - ∩ � 5̃1 ∩ · · · ∩ � 5̃: . (Here� 5̃8 is the subscheme defined by 5̃1 and the intersection is the scheme-

theoretic intersection.) Then

(1) 5̃: ∈ (G1, . . . , G# ) r
(
(G1, . . . , G# )

2 + �-:−1
)
.

(2) -: is Cohen-Macaulay and flat over ', of relative dimension = − : .

Proof. (1): It is immediate from the definition that ˜5: ∈ (G1, . . . , G# ). The other part follows fromPropo-

sition5.3 since the reductionof the ideal
(
(G1, . . . , G# )

2 + �-:−1
)
modulom� lies inside

(
(G1, . . . , G# )

2 + �- cl
:−1

)
.

(2): - is Cohen-Macaulay and flat over '. Hence-
cl
is Cohen-Macaulay [Mat89, Corollary to The-

orem 23.3]. By Proposition 5.3, 51, . . . , 5: is a regular sequence on -
cl
. Hence by [Mat89, Corollary to

Theorem 22.5], 5̃1, . . . 5̃: is a regular sequence on - and -: is flat over '. Therefore -: is additionally
Cohen-Macaulay and of relative dimension = − :. �

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that (',m, k) is a regular local ring. Then/ is a connected component of-= .

Proof. -= is finite and flat over ' (Proposition 5.4). In order to prove the assertion, it suffices to show
that/ is the only irreducible component containing the closed point of/ . Let (�, n) be the local ring of
O-= at the closed point of / .

Since-= is flat over',� is flat over', so every'-regular sequence inm is also�-regular. In particular�

isCohen-Macaulay. Since/ cl is an isolatedpoint of- cl
= , it follows that�/m� = k. Hence themultiplicity

4 (m�,�) of the idealm� in� is 1, by [Mat89, Theorem 17.11]. Hence 4 (n,�) = 1, which implies that
� is a regular local ring and, a fortiori, a domain which is what we needed to show. �

By now, we have proved (1), (2) and (3) of Theorem 5.1.

Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 5.1. The first assertion of (4) follows from Proposition 2.11.
To complete the proof of Theorem 5.1, we need to show that the base-change of the top row in the

diagram (2.5) gives a generator ofH= (-( , l-( ) for each ringmap' −→ ( . (Here-( := - ×Spec ' Spec( .)
We need to show two things:

(1)
(
0 −→ l- −→ · · · −→  ̃2 −→ G1 −→ O- −→ 0

)
⊗' ( is exact. For this, we need to show that

the sheaves are flat over '. The terms other than G1 are locally free over- , so it remains to show that G1

is torsion-free over '. First note that G0 = �/ ′ ⊗  ̃1 is torsion-free. Let 6 be a (local) section of G1 that is
torsion over'. The images of6 inO- and in G0 are zero since both these sheaves are torsion-free over'.
Since G1 is the pull-back, it follows that6 = 0.

(2)
(
0 −→ l- −→ · · · −→  ̃2 −→ G1 −→ O- −→ 0

)
⊗' ( is non-zero in Ext

=
-(
(O-( , l-( ). Sup-

pose it is zero for some ( . Then it would be zero for some field � with a ring map ( −→ � , so we may
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assume that ( is a field. In this case, we immediately reduce (since maps between fields are faithfully flat)
to the case that ( is either the residue field of ' or the fraction field of '. Since the fraction field of ' is
flat over ' and Ext=- (O- , l- ) ≃ ', the assertion follows in this case. Hence assume that ( = k.

We first argue that if we apply − ⊗' k, to the diagram (2.5) for ', we get diagram (2.5) for k. Indeed,
since the rows consist of sheaves that are torsion-free over ' (/ = Spec' and-= is flat over '), the rows
remain exact after applying−⊗'k. It is also immediate thatO- ,O/ ,O-= are replaced byO- cl,O/ cl,O- cl

=
,

respectively. Hence it remains to show thatl- ⊗' k = l- cl. This is indeed true, since- cl is the pull-back
of the divisor Spec k ⊆ Spec', and, therefore, the normal bundle of- cl inside - is isomorphic toO- cl.
Therefore the base-change of the diagram (2.5) for ' along the map ' −→ k gives the diagram (2.5) for
k. By Theorem 4.1(2), the top row of the diagram (2.5) for k generates Ext=

- cl (O- cl, l- cl) as an k-vector
space.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.1. �

6. Grassmannian

Let< ≥ 4 and- the Grassmannian�2,< overZ, i.e., the schemewhose '-points (for a ring') classify
the locally free (over ') quotient modules of rank< − 2 of '⊕< . It is a smooth Z-scheme of relative
dimension = := 2(< − 2). We show that the morphism - −→ SpecZ has a section / and that there
exists a complete intersection-= inside- of relative dimension 0overZ satisfying the conditions ofNota-
tion 2.2. SinceZ is a PID, the strategy of Section 2 can be carried out to give a generator of Ext=- (O- , l- )
as a free Z-module.

Let # =
(<
2

)
− 1. Then - can be embedded inside P := P#

Z
as a closed subscheme, defined by the

Pluecker relations; see [EH00, Chapter III, §2.7]. Let ?8, 9 , 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ < be homogeneous coordinates
for P. Let ( = Z[?8, 9 , 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ <]. The main result of this section is:

Theorem 6.1. For 3 ≤ : ≤ 2< − 1, write ;: =
∑
8+ 9=: ?8, 9 . Write+ ⊆ P for the linear subvariety defined

by;3, ;4, . . . , ;̂<+1, . . . , ;2<−1. Then-∩+ has zero-dimensionalfibres and there is a sectionSpec Z −→ -∩+
which defines an irreducible and reduced component of- ∩+ .

To prove that- ∩+ has zero-dimensional fibres, we may do a base-change along Z −→ k where k is
an algebraically closed field, and show that -k ∩ +k (the respective base-changes) is a zero-dimensional
scheme. We do this now. We use [Ses07, Chapter 1] as the reference on Schubert varieties and standard
monomial theory. We denote the Schubert varieties in -k by .8, 9 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ =. (This is the Schubert
variety in-k corresponding to a permutation f ∈ (= with {f (1), f (2)} = {1, 2}.)

Proposition 6.2. Let k be an algebraically closed field. Then-k ∩+k is a zero-dimensional scheme.

Proof. We think of-k as the quotient of the space of rank-two< × 2 matrices under the natural action
of GL2(k) on the right. The homogeneous coordinate ?8, 9 of Pk becomes, on-k, the determinant of the
2 × 2 minor consisting of the rows 8 and 9 and both the columns.

Note that+k is defined inside Pk by (the images in ( ⊗Z k) of the ;: . For each< + 2 ≤ : ≤ 2< − 1, let
,: be the linear subvariety defined by ;:, . . . , ;2<−1. We claim that-k ∩,: is set-theoretically the union
of all the Schubert subvarieties of -k of dimension : − 4. Note that : − 4 = dim-k − codimPk,: .
Therefore the irreducible components of -k ∩,<+2 are precisely the Schubert varieties .:,<+1−: for all
1 ≤ : <

<
2 .

For each 3 ≤ : ≤ <, let, ′
:
be the linear subvariety defined by ;3, . . . , ;: . By symmetry, and assuming

the above claim, -k ∩,
′
:
is set-theoretically the union of all the opposite Schubert subvarieties of -k
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of codimension : − 2. In particular, the irreducible components of-k ∩,
′
< are precisely the opposite

Schubert varieties .:,<+1−: for all 1 ≤ : <
<
2 . Hence the irreducible components of -k ∩ +k = (-k ∩

,<+2) ∩ (-k ∩,
′
<) are the Richardson varieties .:,<+1−:

:,<+1−:
for all 1 ≤ : <

<
2 , all of which are zero-

dimensional. (See, e.g., [Bri05, § 1.3].)
To prove the claim, we proceed by downward induction on :. When : = 2< − 1, -k ∩,: is the

Schubert divisor.<−2,< , which is of dimension 2<−5. Assume that the claimhas been provedup to:+1.
Let. be a Schubert variety of dimension : − 3. Hence. is an irreducible component of-k ∩,:+1. Say
. = .8,:−8 . Then, in the terms of ;: , all but ;8,:−8 vanish along. , since the ideal of.8,:−8 in-k is generated
by {? 91, 92 | ( 91, 92) � (8, : − 8)}. Moreover, .8,:−8 ∩ {?8,:−8 = 0} is the union of the codimension-1
Schubert subvarieties of .8,:−8 . Further, every (: − 4)-dimensional Schubert variety is a subvariety of a
(: − 3)-dimensional Schubert variety. Hence-k ∩,: = -k ∩,:+1 ∩ {;: = 0} is set-theoretically the
union of all the (: − 4)-dimensional Schubert varieties. �

Proof of Theorem 6.1. As we remarked above, Proposition 6.2 implies that - ∩ + has zero-dimensional
fibres. We now prove the existence of a section of the structure morphism - ∩ + −→ SpecZ with
the desired properties. Let A ⊆ P be the affine space obtained by inverting ?1,=. More precisely, write

@8, 9 =
?8, 9
?1,=

, ' = Z[@8, 9 : 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ =, (8, 9) ≠ (1, =)] andm for the prime ideal of ' generated by the

@8, 9 . ThenA = Spec'. Note that- is defined by the the Pluecker relations, which are of the form

?8, 9?8′, 9 ′ ± ?8,8′? 9 ′, 9 ± ?8, 9 ′?8′, 9 where 8 < 8
′, 9 > 9 ′.

See, e.g., [EH00, Chapter III, §2.7]. (For the sake of convenience, we do not specify which terms on the
right appear with positive sign and which with negative sign.) A Pluecker relation of the form

?1,=?8′, 9 ′ ± ?1,:? 9 ′,= ± ?1, 9 ′?:,=, with 1 < 8′ < 9 ′ < =

gives a generator

@8′, 9 ′ ± @1,:@ 9 ′,= ± @1, 9 ′@:,=

of the ideal of - ∩ A inside A. The other generators (i.e., with 8 < 8′, 9 > 9 ′, (8, 9) ≠ (1, =)) give the
polynomials @8, 9@8′, 9 ′ ± @8,:@ 9 ′, 9 ± @8, 9 ′@:, 9 inside the ideal of- ∩ A. For 3 ≤ : ≤ 2< − 1, : ≠ = + 1, the
polynomial ;: gives the polynomial @1,:−1 + @2,:−2 + · · · ∈ '.

We need to show thatm is a minimal prime over the '-ideal a generated by

(1) @8′, 9 ′ ± @1,8′@ 9 ′,= ± @1, 9 ′@8′,=, 1 < 8
′
< 9 ′ < =;

(2) @8, 9@8′, 9 ′ ± @8,8′@ 9 ′, 9 ± @8, 9 ′@8′, 9 , 8 < 8
′, 9 > 9 ′, (8, 9) ≠ (1, =);

(3) (a) @1,:−1 + @2,:−2 + · · · , 3 ≤ : ≤ =;
(b) · · · + @:−=+1,=−1 + @:−=,=, = + 2 ≤ : ≤ 2< − 1

and that a'm = m'm. Note that a ⊆ m. Therefore if we show that Ω((/a)/Z vanishes atm, it would
follow that(/a is unramifiedoverZ atm, whence itwould follow thata'm = m'm. Note thatΩ((/a)/Z is
the cokernel of the jacobianmatrix of the aforementioned generating set ofa with respect to the variables
@8′, 9 ′ . Further, for each (8

′, 9 ′), there exists a unique generator in the above list in which@8′, 9 ′ appears with
coefficient 1, so the jacobian matrix has full rank in the residue field ^ (m) at m. Therefore Ω((/a)/Z

vanishes atm. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Theorem 6.1 implies that the conditions on Notation 2.2 are met. Hence we can
apply Proposition 2.11 to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. �
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7. An example

In this section we show that the approach of finding a generator of Ext1- (O- , Ω- /') when - = P='
does work in the case of Grassmannians, as mentioned in the Introduction.

Let' = Z and- = �2,4. Write P5 = P5
Z
. Let�1, . . . , �4 be the hyperplanes in P

5 defined by the linear
polynomials ;3, ;4, ;6, ;7 (defined in the previous section) respectively. Let�8 = - ∩ �8 , 1 ≤ 8 ≤ 4.

Proposition 7.1. H8 (P5, ΩP5 (<)) ≃ H8 (-, Ω- (<)) for all 8 and for< = 0, 1.

Proof. Let � be the ideal defining - inside P5. It is generated by a degree 2 polynomial. Hence �/�2 ≃

O- (−2). Take the conormal sequence twisted byO- (<):

0 −→ O- (< − 2) −→ ΩP5 |- (<) −→ Ω- (<) −→ 0.

We see that H∗(-,O- (< − 2)) = 0 from the exact sequence

0 −→ OP5 (< − 4) −→ OP5 (< − 2) −→ O- (< − 2) −→ 0.

HenceH∗(-,ΩP5 |- (<)) = H∗(-, Ω- (<)).
To calculateH∗(-,ΩP5 |- (<)), consider the exact sequence (obtained by applying− ⊗ ΩP5 (2) to the

above sequence)

0 −→ ΩP5 (< − 2) −→ ΩP5 (<) −→ ΩP5 |- (<) −→ 0.

We want to show that H∗(P5,ΩP5 (< − 2)) = 0, which we get from the Euler exact sequence (after a
twist)

0 −→ ΩP5 (< − 2) −→ OP5 (< − 3)6 −→ OP5 (< − 2) −→ 0.

�

Corollary 7.2. H1(-,Ω- ) = Z.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 7.1 and the Euler exact sequence. �

Proposition 7.3. Let 1 ≤ 8 ≤ 4. The natural map Ext1(O�8 , l- ) −→ Ext1(O- , l- ) = H1(-,O- ) is
an isomorphism.

Proof. Write� = �8 . From the Euler exact sequence, we get thatH0(P5, ΩP5 (1)) = H1(P5,ΩP5 (1)) = 0.
Hence Proposition 7.1 gives that H0 (-,Ω- (1)) = H1(-, Ω- (1)) = 0. From the exact sequence

0 −→ O- (−1) −→ O- −→ O� −→ 0

we get the exact sequence

Hom- (O- (−1), Ω- ) −→ Ext1(O� , l- ) −→ Ext1(O- , l- ) −→ Ext1(O- (−1), l- ) .

Since the first and the last terms are zero, we get the isomorphism. �

Fix a generator

0 −→ Ω- −→ F
B

−→ O- −→ 0

of Ext1(O- , l- ). (Note that B is a global section of F ∗.) Let

(7.4) 0 −→ Ω- −→ F�8
B8
−→ O�8 −→ 0

be its inverse image in Ext1(O�8 , l- ).
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In what follows, for a chain complex !•, h 9 (!•) denotes the 9th homology of !•, i.e.,

ker(! 9 −→ ! 9−1)

Im(! 9+1 −→ ! 9 )
.

Lemma 7.5. Let 1 ≤ 8 ≤ 4. Let !• be a bounded complex such thatTor: (! 9 ,O�8 ) = 0 for all 9 and: > 0.
Write !′• for the total complex of !• ⊗ (F�8 −→ O�8 ). Then h 9 (!

′
•) = h 9−1 (!•) ⊗ Ω- .

Proof. !• ⊗ (F� 9 −→ O� 9 ) gives a third-quadrant double complex

�−?,−@



!? ⊗ O� 9 , @ = 0

!? ⊗ F� 9 , @ = 1

0, otherwise.

Since the vertical map �−?,−@ −→ �−?,−@+1 are surjective and Tor1(!?,O� 9 ) = 0, the E�1 page of the
spectral sequence is

E�
−?,−@

1

{
!? ⊗ Ω- , @ = 1

0, otherwise.

Hence !′• is quasi-isomorphic to !• ⊗ Ω- [−1]. �

Lemma 7.6. LetF1,F2,F3 be coherent sheaves on- such thatTorO-

≥1 (F1,F2) = 0 = TorO-

≥1 (F2, F3). Then

for all 8, thenTorO-

8 (F1 ⊗ F2,F3) = TorO-

8 (F1,F2 ⊗ F3) for all 8.

Proof. LetL1 andL3 be locally free resolutions ofF1 andF3 respectively. Then we have an isomorphism
(L1 ⊗ F2) ⊗ L3 −→ L1 ⊗ (F2 ⊗ L3). By hypothesis, L1 ⊗ F2 is quasi-isomorphic to F1 ⊗ F2, so

h∗((L1 ⊗F2) ⊗ L3) = TorO-
∗ (F1 ⊗ F2, F3). Similarly, h∗(L1 ⊗ (F2 ⊗L3)) = TorO-

∗ (F1,F2 ⊗F3). �

Lemma 7.7. Let� ( {1, . . . , 4} and 1 ∈ {1, . . . , 4} r�. Then

TorO-

≥1

(⊗
0∈�

G0,G1

)
= 0.

for all (G1, . . . ,G4) ∈

4∏
8=1

{O�8 ,F�8 }.

Proof. Wemayassume thatG1 = O�1 , since for everyquasi-coherent sheafG, TorO-

≥1 (G, F�1 ) ⊆ TorO-

≥1 (G,O�1 )

by (7.4). We proceed by induction on (|�|, X�), where X� =
��{0 ∈ � | G0 = F�0 }

��. We order such pairs
lexicographically.

Suppose that X� = 0. Since the coordinate ring of - is Cohen-Macaulay, the homogeneous polyno-
mials ;3, ;4, ;6, ;7 form a regular sequence in any order. Therefore, irrespective of |�|, the assertion of the
lemma follows. When (|�|, X�) = (1, 1), we use the fact that by (7.4),

TorO-

≥1 (F�0 ,O�1 ) ⊆ TorO-

≥1 (O�0 ,O�1 )

which is zero by the case X� = 0.
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Nowassume that |�| > 1 andX� > 0. Let01 ∈ � be such thatG0 = F�0 for some0 ∈ �′ := �r{01}.
By induction on |�|,

TorO-

≥1

(⊗
0∈�′

G0,G01

)
= 0 and TorO-

≥1

(
G01,O�1

)
= 0

Hence by Lemma 7.6,

TorO-

8

(⊗
0∈�

G0,O�1

)
= TorO-

8

(⊗
0∈�′

G0,G01 ⊗ O�1

)

for all 8. Repeating this, we find 0̃ ∈ � such that G0̃ = F�0̃ and such that

TorO-

8

(⊗
0∈�

G0,O�1

)
= TorO-

8

©
«
F�0̃ ,

⊗
0∈�
0≠0̃

G0 ⊗ O�1

ª®®
¬
= 0

for all 8 ≥ 1, since X (�\{0̃})∪{1} = X� − 1. �

Proposition 7.8. Tot
(⊗4

:=1(F�:
B8
−→ O�: )

)
gives a six-term exact sequence of the form

U : 0 −→ Ω
⊗4
- −→ · · · −→

4⊕
8=0

F8 |�1∩···�̂8 ···∩�4
−→ O�1∩···∩�4 −→ 0

Proof. We prove this by repeated application of Lemma 7.5. Let !
(1)
• = 0 −→ F�1 −→ O�1 −→ 0 and,

define, for 2 ≤ 8 ≤ 4, Let !
(8)
• = Tot(!

(8−1)
• ⊗ (F�8 −→ O�8 )). Note that for each 1 ≤ 8 ≤ 3, !

(8)
•

satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 7.5: Firstly, for each 9 , !
(8)
9 is a tensor product of a few F�: and a few

O�: , so we can use Lemma 7.7. Secondly by induction on 8, we see that h 9 (!
(8)
• ) = 0 unless 9 = 8, and

h8 (!
(8)
• ) ≃ Ω

⊗8
-
. �

Proposition 7.9. Tot
(⊗4

:=1(F
B

−→ O- )
)
gives a six-term exact sequence of the form

V : 0 −→ Ω
⊗4
- −→ · · · −→

4⊕
8=0

F −→ O- −→ 0.

Proof. Let!• be aboundedcomplex. Write!′• = Tot(!•⊗(F
B

−→ O- )). Thenh 9 (!
′
•) = h 9−1 (!•)⊗Ω- .

Now repeatedly apply this to Tot
(⊗A

:=1(F
B

−→ O- )
)
, 2 ≤ A ≤ 4. �

We now obtain the following diagram of complexes, where the first row is U from Proposition 7.8
the second row is V from Proposition 7.9 and the last row W is the exact Koszul complex for the map
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F
B

−→ O- .

U : 0 // Ω⊗4
-

//
⊗4

8=0 F8
// · · · //

⊕4
8=0 F8 |�1∩···�̂8 ···∩�4

// O�1∩···∩�4
// 0

V : 0 // Ω⊗4
-

//

`

��

⊗4
F //

��

OO

· · · //
⊕4

F //

��

OO

O-
//

c

OO

0

W : 0 // l- //
∧4 F // · · · //

∧1 F // O-
// 0

(c and ` are the natural maps.) Note that U ∈ Ext4- (O�1∩···∩�4,Ω
⊗4
-
), V ∈ Ext4- (O- ,Ω

⊗4
-
) and W ∈

Ext4- (O- , l- ).

Lemma 7.10. c∗(U) = V and `∗(V) = W .

Proof. Use [ML63, Proposition III.5.1] to see thatc∗ (U) = (id
Ω

⊗4
-
)∗(V) = V and that `∗ (V) = (idO-

)∗(W) =
W . �

Lemma 7.11. c∗(`∗(U)) = `∗(c
∗ (U)) = W .

Proof. The second equality is from Lemma 7.10. To prove the first equality, letA be an abelian category
with enough injectives. Write Ch(A) for the abelian category of chain complexes overA. Let�, �,�, �
be objects inA and c : � −→ � and ` : � −→ � be morphisms. Let = ∈ N. We want to show that
c∗`∗ = `∗c

∗ as maps from Ext=
A
(�, �) to Ext=

A
(�, �). Let �� and �� be injective resolutions of � and�

respectively. Then the following diagram commutes

HomCh(A) (�, ��)
c∗ //

`∗

��

HomCh(A) (�, ��)

`∗

��
HomCh(A) (�, ��)

c∗ // HomCh(A) (�, ��)

Taking homology we see that c∗`∗ = `∗c
∗ as maps from Ext=

A
(�, �) to Ext=

A
(�, �). �

Proposition 7.12. With notation as above:

(1) �1 ∩ · · · ∩ �4 is a reduced scheme {%1, %2} where, for 8 = 1, 2, %8 ≃ SpecZ.
(2) The automorphism g of - given by ?8, 9 ↦→ ?:,; where {8, 9, :, ;} = {1, . . . , 4} sends %1 to %2 and

vice versa.

Proof. (1): In the Pluecker embedding, - = �2,4 is defined inside P5 := ProjZ[?1,2, . . . , ?3,4] by the
polynomial ?1,2?3,4 − ?1,3?2,4 + ?1,4?2,3. Hence �1 ∩ · · · ∩ �4 is defined by (?1,2?3,4 − ?1,3?2,4 +

?1,4?2,3, ?1,2, ?1,3, ?2,4, ?3,4) = (?1,2, ?1,3, ?2,4, ?3,4, ?1,4?2,3).
(2): Note that

(?1,2, ?1,3, ?2,4, ?3,4, ?1,4) ↦→ (?1,2, ?1,3, ?2,4, ?3,4, ?2,3)

and vice versa. �

Proposition 7.13. W is an even number when we identify Ext4- (O- , l- ) with Z. In particular it is not a

generator of Ext4- (O- , l- ).
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Proof. Note that Ext4- (O�1∩···∩�4, l- ) ≃ Ext4- (O%1, l- )⊕Ext
4
- (O%2, l- ) ≃ ZY1⊕ZY2. (The Y8 are basis

elements.) The automorphism g of- defined in Proposition 7.12 gives an isomorphism g : ZY1
≃

−→ ZY2,
with Y1 ↦→ Y2 and Y2 ↦→ Y1. Write `∗(U) = <1Y1 +<2Y2. Hence g∗`∗(U) = <2Y1 +<1Y2. We see from
Proposition 7.12 that `∗(g

∗U) = <2Y1 +<1Y2. On the other hand, note that g permutes the divisors
�1, . . . , �4. Hence, we see from the definition of U (Proposition 7.8) that g∗U = U . Therefore<1 =<2,
so `∗U = <1 (Y1 + Y2). Thus we see that it is enough to show that c∗(Y1 + Y2) is not a generator of
Ext4- (O- , l- ).

Write c∗8 for the isomorphism Ext4- (O%8 , l- ) −→ Ext4- (O- , l- ), 8 = 1, 2. Then c∗(Y1 + Y2) =∑
8 c

∗
8 (Y8). Since c8 is an isomorphism, c∗8 (Y8) is a generator of Ext

4
- (O- , l- ) ≃ Z. Therefore c

∗ (Y1+Y2)

is an evenmultiple of a generator of Ext4- (O- , l- ). �
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