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A Rigidity Theorem for Ext

Andrew J. Soto Levins

Abstract

The goal of this paper is to show that if R is an unramified hypersur-
face, if M and N are finitely generated R modules, and if Extz (M, N) =0
for some n < grade M, then Ext%(M,N) = 0 for ¢ < n. A corollary of
this says that Ext% (M, M) # 0 for i < grade M and M # 0. These results
are related to a question of Jorgensen and results of Dao.

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper all rings are commutative and (R, m, k) is a Noetherian
local ring. The goal of this paper is to prove a rigidity theorem for Ext.

Definition 1.1. Let M be a nonzero finitely generated R module. We say that
M is FEuxt rigid if, for all finitely generated R modules N, Extly (M, N) = 0 for
some n < grade M implies Ext'(M, N) = 0 for i < n. (Recall grade M =
inf{i| Ext% (M, R) # 0}.)

Theorem. (Theorem[2.8 below) Let R be a regular local ring or an unramified
hypersurface and let M be a finitely generated R module. Then M is Ext rigid.

Recall that R is an unramified local ring if R is equicharacteristic or is mixed
characteristic and char(k)Z m2. Also, R is a hypersurface if it is not regular
and the m-adic completion R of R is the quotient of a regular local ring by a
nonzerodivisor: R 2 Q/xz where (Q,n, k) is a regular local ring and z € n? is a
nonzerodivisor. We give the following as a corollary to the main theorem:

Corollary. (Corollary below) Let R be an unramified hypersurface and let
M be a nonzero finitely generated R module. Then Extym(M, M) # 0 for 0 <
1 < grade M.

For a Noetherian local ring R and a finitely generated CM module M of
finite projective dimension, a result of Ischebek [9, Theorem 17.1] gives us
ExtRw (M, R) =0 for

1 < depth R — dim M = depth R — depth M = pdp M.

Since Extl;_zdR M (M, R) # 0, we have grade M = pdz M, so this corollary answers
a question of Jorgensen [6, Question 2.7] when the module is CM:
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Question 1.2 (Jorgensen). Let M be a nonzero finitely generated module of
finite projective dimension over a complete intersection R of positive codimen-
sion. Does Ext'y (M, M) = 0 for some n > 1 imply that pdz M < n?

A result of Jothilingam says that for a finitely generated module over a reg-
ular local ring R, Ext’z (M, M) = 0 implies that pdy M < n (this can be found
in [7]). In [6] Jorgensen gives an extension of this result and in [3, Proposition
5.4] Dao shows:

Proposition 1.3 (Dao). Let R be an unramified hypersurface and let M be a
finitely generated R module. Then the answer to Jorgensen’s Question 3 is
“yes” provided [M] =0 in G(R)g.

Recall that G(R) is the Grothendieck group of finitely generated modules
over R and G(R)g = G(R) ®z Q where G(R) = G(R)/Z - [R] is the reduced
Grothendieck group. Note that in our corollary we do not need the module to
be zero in G(R)g.

Our main theorem is motivated by the following result of Dao [2 Proposition
2.8]:

Theorem 1.4 (Dao). Let R be an unramified hypersurface and let M and N
be finitely generated R modules so that ((Tor®(M,N)) < oo for i > 0. If
OF(M,N) =0, then (M, N) is Tor rigid.

For a finitely generated module M, we say that M is Tor rigid if, for all
finitely generated R modules N, Tor?(M,N) = 0 for some n > 0 implies
TorZR(M ,N) = 0 for all ¢ > n. For a hypersurface R and finitely generated
R modules M and N with ¢(Tor®(M, N)) < oo for i > 0, define §%(M, N) to
be

0%(M, N) = {(Tory, (M, N)) — (Tors (M, N))
for 7 > 0. Results of Auslander [I] and of Lichtenbaum [8] show that every
module over a regular local ring is Tor rigid. Auslander originally used this fact
to study torsion free modules. In [4] Hochster defined the pairing #. Note that
unlike Dao’s theorem, the #% pairing is not used in our main theorem and we
do not need £(Ext’ (M, N)) < oo for i >> 0.

I would like to thank my advisor Mark Walker for his continuous support
and patience. His comments enormously contributed to the flow of the proofs
and the paper. I would also like to thank David Jorgensen for his comments on
an earlier draft of this paper.

2 The Main Theorem and its Corollary

In this section we prove the main theorem and its corollary. We prove the main
theorem in two steps. We first show that it is true when Exts (M, N) has finite
length for all 4 and then prove the general case by reducing to the finite length
case. We start by giving a definition and a lemma:
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Definition 2.1. Let M be a finitely generated R module and let g = grade M.
If
N TN RN
is a minimal free resolution of M over R, define Er(M) to be
5"
Eg(M) = coker(F,_, — F,),

where F;" = Hompg(F;, R).

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a finitely generated R module and let g = grade M. If
N is an R module, then

Exty(M,N) = Tor}’ ,(Er(M), N)
for0<i<g-—1.

Proof. Let
Fo=(-—=F —F —0)

be a minimal free resolution of M over R and consider
Fey=0—F;,— - — Fy—0).

Since g = grade M, we have Ext(M,R) = 0for 0<i< g—1,s0
FZ,=0—=Ff == F;—0)

is a minimal free resolution of Er(M) over R. The result follows from the fact
that Homp(F<g, N) and FZ, ®@g N are isomorphic. O

Recall the following definition:

Definition 2.3. Fix j. Let @ be a ring and let M and N be @) modules with
((Tor®(M,N)) < oo for i > j. If Tor?(M,N) = 0 for i > 0, then define
X?(M, N) to be:

X3 (M,N) = Z(—ni*j ((Tor®(M, N)).

The following theorem was proven by Hochster and Lichtenbaum. It was
proved by Lichtenbaum in [8] in most cases. The rest of the cases were proved
by Hochster in [5].

Theorem 2.4 (Hochster and Lichtenbaum). Let (Q,n, k) be an unramified reg-
ular local Ting and let M and N be finitely generated Q) modules. Let j > 0 be an
integer and assume that K(Tor? (M,N)) < oo fori > j. Then the following hold:
1. x$(M,N) >0
. Xj ( ’ ) =

2. If j > 1, then X?(M,N) =0 if and only ifTor?(M,N) =0 foralli>j.
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We make the following definition and prove an analog of the above theorem
for Ext.

Definition 2.5. Let  be a ring and let M and N be @ modules. Let j > 0

be an integer and assume that K(Extég(M, N)) < oo for i < j. Define EJQ(M, N)
to be

J
-Q — i
& (M, N) =Y " (=1)" ¢(Bxtyy " (M, N)).
i=0
Lemma 2.6. Let (Q,n, k) be an unramified regular local ring and let M and N

be finitely generated Q modules. Let i be an integer so that 1 <1i < grade M —1
and assume that {(Exty, (M, N)) < oo for j <i. Then the following hold:

1. €2(M,N) > 0.
) e . j . .
2. & (M, N) =0 if and only if Extg,(M,N) =0 for j <i.

Proof. Let g = grade M. Then Ext},(M,N) = Tor? (Eq(M),N) for 0 < j <
g — 1 by Lemma 2.2 so by Theorem 2.4] due to Hochster and Lichtenbaum we
have

o)
& (M, N) = xg,(Eq(M), N) > 0.
Also, if Z?(M, N) =0, then ngﬂ-(EQ(M), N) = 0. Therefore

Ext,(M,N) = Tor_,(Eq(M),N)=0
for j < i again using Theorem 2.4 O

Lemma 2.7. Let R be an unramified hypersurface and let M and N be finitely
generated R modules. Let i be an inleger so thal i < grade M and assume
U(ExtR(M,N)) < oo for j <i. If ExtRz(M,N) =0, then Extl,(M,N) =0 for
i<i.

Proof. Note that the completion of an unramified hypersurface is an unrami-
fied hypersurface. Also, Risa faithfully flat extension of R, so by the Cohen
structure theorem and [9, Theorem 21.1] we can assume R = Q/z for some
unramified regular local ring (Q, n, k) and some nonzerodivisor € n.

We can also assume that i > 0. Suppose Ext’s(M, N) = 0 and consider the
following long exact sequence:
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0 — Exth(M,N) —  BExtg(M,N)  — Extp'(M,N)—

)

Extly'(M,N) ——  Ext{'(M,N) ——  Extj*(M,N)

¢

:

[» Exth(M,N) ——  Exty(M,N) ——  Exty'(M,N)

coker(¢) — 0.
It follows that

E2(M, N) + {(coker(¢)) = £(Exti, (M, N)).

Let g = gradep M. Then Lemma 2 in section 18 of [9] implies g = gradegy M —
1, so we have 1 < i < g < gradey M. Therefore by Lemma we have

Z?(M,N) >0, so
0 < E2(M, N) + (coker(¢)) = ((Extiy (M, N)) =
This gives us Ext%(M, N) =0 for j < i by Lemma [Z6] again. O

We can now prove the main theorem. The proof of this theorem is similar
to the proof of Proposition 2.8 in [2].

Theorem 2.8. Let R be a regular local ring or an unramified hypersurface and
let M be a finitely generated R module. Then M is Ext rigid.

Proof. Let N be a finitely generated R module. The theorem follows from a
result of Jothilingam in the regular case: when R is a regular local ring, if
Exty (M, N) = 0 for some n < grade M, the Lemma in [7] tells us that

Extly ' (M,R) ®g N = Ext}y (M, N).

Since n — 1 < grade M, we have Ext}y (M, R) = 0, so Ext}y ' (M, N) = 0.

Now assume that R is an unramified hypersurface. We can assume R is com-
plete as in the previous proof, and hence by [I, Lemma 3.4] R, is an unramified
hypersurface for all primes p of R. Also, since

grade M = inf{i| Exti» (M, R) # 0},
we have grade M < gradep M, for all p € Supp M.

We proceed by induction on dim R. Since grade M < depth R = dim R,
there is nothing to show when dim R = 0, so assume dim R > 0 and suppose
Extw (M, N) =0 for some ¢ < grade M.
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Let p be a nonmaximal prime in R. If M, = 0, then Extg%p (M,,Np,) =0
for all j. If M, # 0, then induction tells us that Extg%p (Mp,Np) =0 for j <4
because Exthp (Mp,Np) =0, i < grade M < gradep M), and dim R, < dim R.
This gives us Extﬁ%p (Mp,Np) = 0 for j < ¢ and all nonmaximal primes p, and
S0 K(Extg%(M, N)) < oo for j < i. Since Exti (M, N) = 0, Lemma 27 tells us
that Ext}, (M, N) =0 for j <. O

Corollary 2.9. Let R be an unramified hypersurface and let M be a nonzero
finitely generated R module. Then Extw(M,M) # 0 for 0 < i < gradeM. In
particular, the answer to Jorgensen’s Question[L3 is “yes” for such R and all

CM R modules M.

Proof. Since Hompg (M, M) # 0 and since pdz M = grade M for CM R modules
with finite projective dimension, this follows from Theorem 2.8 O

As noted in the proof of Corollary 2.9 the main theorem gives the following:

Assume R is a regular local ring or an unramified hypersurface
and let M be a finitely generated CM R module with finite pro-
jective dimension. If N is a finitely generated R module and if
Ext%(M,N) = 0 for some n < pdz M, then Exti(M,N) = 0 for
i< n.

One might hope that this property would hold after dropping the CM assump-
tion, but the following example shows that this is not the case.

Example 2.10. Let Q = k[[z,y, z]] and let M = Q/(2?, zy, 2z). Thenpdgy M =
3, Exty (M, Q) = 0, and Extg, (M, Q) # 0.
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