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1. Introduction

In this chapter we study some very basic questions related to defining divisors, etc.
A basic reference is [DG6T].

2. Associated points

Let R be a ring and let M be an R-module. Recall that a prime p C R is associated
to M if there exists an element of M whose annihilator is p. See Algebra, Defini-
tion Here is the definition of associated points for quasi-coherent sheaves on
schemes as given in [DGG67, IV Definition 3.1.1].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X.

(1) We say = € X is associated to F if the maximal ideal m, is associated to
the Ox z-module F,.

(2) We denote Ass(F) or Assx (F) the set of associated points of F.

(3) The associated points of X are the associated points of Ox.

These definitions are most useful when X is locally Noetherian and F of finite type.
For example it may happen that a generic point of an irreducible component of X
is not associated to X, see Example 2.7} In the non-Noetherian case it may be
more convenient to use weakly associated points, see Section [} Let us link the
scheme theoretic notion with the algebraic notion on affine opens; note that this
correspondence works perfectly only for locally Noetherian schemes.

Lemmal 2.2. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X. Let
Spec(A) = U C X be an affine open, and set M = T'(U,F). Let x € U, and let
p C A be the corresponding prime.

(1) Ifp is associated to M, then x is associated to F.

(2) If p is finitely generated, then the converse holds as well.

In particular, if X is locally Noetherian, then the equivalence
p € Ass(M) & x € Ass(F)
holds for all pairs (p,x) as above.

Proof. This follows from Algebra, Lemma [63.15] But we can also argue directly
as follows. Suppose p is associated to M. Then there exists an m € M whose
annihilator is p. Since localization is exact we see that pA, is the annihilator of
m/1 € M,. Since M, = F, (Schemes, Lemma we conclude that z is associated
to F.

Conversely, assume that z is associated to F, and p is finitely generated. As z is
associated to F there exists an element m’ € M, whose annihilator is pA,. Write
m’ =m/f for some f € A, f ¢ p. The annihilator I of m is an ideal of A such that
IA, =pA,. Hence I C p, and (p/I), = 0. Since p is finitely generated, there exists
a g€ A, g¢p such that g(p/I) = 0. Hence the annihilator of gm is p and we win.

If X is locally Noetherian, then A is Noetherian (Properties, Lemma and p is
always finitely generated. O

Lemma 2.3. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Then
Ass(F) C Supp(F).

Proof. This is immediate from the definitions. O
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Lemma 2.4. Let X be a scheme. Let 0 — F1 — Fo — F3 — 0 be a short exact
sequence of quasi-coherent sheaves on X. Then Ass(F2) C Ass(Fi) U Ass(F3) and
Ass(Fy) C Ass(Fa).

Proof. For every point € X the sequence of stalks 0 = F1 , = Foz = F3o — 0
is a short exact sequence of Ox ;-modules. Hence the lemma follows from Algebra,

Lemma [63.3 O

Lemmal 2.5. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent Ox-
module. Then Ass(F)NU is finite for every quasi-compact open U C X.

Proof. This is true because the set of associated primes of a finite module over
a Noetherian ring is finite, see Algebra, Lemma To translate from schemes
to algebra use that U is a finite union of affine opens, each of these opens is the
spectrum of a Noetherian ring (Properties, Lemma , F corresponds to a finite
module over this ring (Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma, and finally use Lemma
O

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent
Ox -module. Then
F=0& Ass(F) =10.

Proof. If 7 =0, then Ass(F) = () by definition. Conversely, if Ass(F) = 0, then
F = 0 by Algebra, Lemma To translate from schemes to algebra, restrict to
any affine and use Lemma O

Example 2.7. Let k be a field. The ring R = k[z1, %2, 73,...]/(z?) is local
with locally nilpotent maximal ideal m. There exists no element of R which has
annihilator m. Hence Ass(R) = ), and X = Spec(R) is an example of a scheme
which has no associated points.

Lemma 2.8. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent
Ox-module. If U C X s open and Ass(F) C U, then I'(X,F) — T(U,F) is
injective.

Proof. Let s € I'(X,F) be a section which restricts to zero on U. Let F' C F be
the image of the map Oy — F defined by s. Then Supp(F’)NU = @. On the other
hand, Ass(F’) C Ass(F) by Lemma [2.4 Since also Ass(F’) C Supp(F’) (Lemma
we conclude Ass(F') = (0. Hence 7' = 0 by Lemma O

Lemmal2.9. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox -
module. Let x € Supp(F) be a point in the support of F which is not a specialization
of another point of Supp(F). Then x € Ass(F). In particular, any generic point of
an irreducible component of X is an associated point of X .

Proof. Since x € Supp(F) the module F, is not zero. Hence Ass(F,) C Spec(Ox )
is nonempty by Algebra, Lemma On the other hand, by assumption Supp(F,) =
{m,}. Since Ass(F,) C Supp(F,) (Algebra, Lemma [63.2) we see that m, is associ-
ated to F, and we win. O

The following lemma is the analogue of More on Algebra, Lemma [23.12

Lemmal 2.10. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let ¢ : F — G be a map
of quasi-coherent Ox-modules. Assume that for every x € X at least one of the
following happens
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(1) Fz — Gy is injective, or
(2) x & Ass(F).

Then ¢ is injective.

Proof. The assumptions imply that Ass(Ker(¢)) = @ and hence Ker(¢) = 0 by
Lemma [2:6] O

Lemma 2.11. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let ¢ : F — G be a map of
quasi-coherent Ox-modules. Assume F is coherent and that for every x € X one
of the following happens

(1) Fi — Gy is an isomorphism, or

(2) depth(Fyz) > 2 and x & Ass(G).
Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is a translation of More on Algebra, Lemma [23.13] into the language
of schemes. ([l

3. Morphisms and associated points

Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a sheaf of Ox-modules. If
s € 5 is a point, then it is often convenient to denote Fs the Ox_-module one gets
by pulling back F by the morphism i, : X, — X. Here X is the scheme theoretic
fibre of f over s. In a formula
Fs =i F

Of course, this notation clashes with the already existing notation for the stalk of
F at a point z € X if f = idy. However, the notation is often convenient, as in
the formulation of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a quasi-coherent
sheaf on X which is flat over S. Let G be a quasi-coherent sheaf on S. Then we
have

Assx (F ®oy [FG) D USEASSS(Q) Assx, (Fs)
and equality holds if S is locally Noetherian (for the notation Fs see above).

Proof. Let x € X and let s = f(z) € S. Set B = Ox,4, A= 0Oss, N = F,, and
M = G,. Note that the stalk of F ®p, f*G at x is equal to the B-module M ® 4 N.
Hence = € Assx(F Qo f*G) if and only if mp is in Assp(M ®4 N). Similarly
s € Assg(G) and x € Assx_(F;) if and only if my € Assa(M) and mp/maB €
Asspgr(ma) (N ® k(my)). Thus the lemma follows from Algebra, Lemma O

4. Embedded points

Let R be a ring and let M be an R-module. Recall that a prime p C R is an
embedded associated prime of M if it is an associated prime of M which is not
minimal among the associated primes of M. See Algebra, Definition Here is
the definition of embedded associated points for quasi-coherent sheaves on schemes
as given in [DG67, TV Definition 3.1.1].

Definition 4.1. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X.

(1) An embedded associated point of F is an associated point which is not
maximal among the associated points of F, i.e., it is the specialization of
another associated point of F.
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(2) A point x of X is called an embedded point if x is an embedded associated
point of Ox.

(3) An embedded component of X is an irreducible closed subset Z = {} where
z is an embedded point of X.

In the Noetherian case when F is coherent we have the following.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent Ox -
module. Then

(1) the generic points of irreducible components of Supp(F) are associated
points of F, and

(2) an associated point of F is embedded if and only if it is not a generic point
of an irreducible component of Supp(F).

In particular an embedded point of X is an associated point of X which is not a
generic point of an irreducible component of X.

Proof. Recall that in this case Z = Supp(F) is closed, see Morphisms, Lemma
and that the generic points of irreducible components of Z are associated points of
F, see Lemma Finally, we have Ass(F) C Z, by Lemma These results,
combined with the fact that Z is a sober topological space and hence every point
of Z is a specialization of a generic point of Z, imply (1) and (2). O

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent sheaf on
X. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) F has no embedded associated points, and
(2) F has property (S1).

Proof. This is Algebra, Lemma [I57.2] combined with Lemma [2:2] above. O

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme of dimension < 1. The
following are equivalent

(1) X is Cohen-Macaulay, and
(2) X has no embedded points.

Proof. Follows from Lemma [4.3 and the definitions. O

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let U C X be an open
subscheme. The following are equivalent

(1) U is scheme theoretically dense in X (Morphisms, Definition ,
(2) U is dense in X and U contains all embedded points of X .

Proof. The question is local on X, hence we may assume that X = Spec(A)
where A is a Noetherian ring. Then U is quasi-compact (Properties, Lemma
hence U = D(f1) U... U D(f,) (Algebra, Lemma [29.1). In this situation U is
scheme theoretically dense in X if and only if A — Ay, x ... x Ay, is injective,
see Morphisms, Example Condition (2) translated into algebra means that for
every associated prime p of A there exists an ¢ with f; & p.

Assume (1), i.e., A— Ay, x...x Ay, is injective. If 2 € A has annihilator a prime
p, then = maps to a nonzero element of Ay, for some ¢ and hence f; ¢ p. Thus (2)
holds. Assume (2), i.e., every associated prime p of A corresponds to a prime of
Ay, for some i. Then A — Ay x ... x Ay, is injective because A —= [, cas50a) Ap
is injective by Algebra, Lemma [63.19
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Lemma 4.6. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent sheaf on
X. The set of coherent subsheaves

{K c F| Supp(K) is nowhere dense in Supp(F)}

has a mazimal element K. Setting F' = F /K we have the following

(1) Supp(F') = Supp(F),

(2) F' has no embedded associated points, and

(3) there exists a dense open U C X such that UNSupp(F) is dense in Supp(F)
and F'lv = Flu.

Proof. This follows from Algebra, Lemmas and Note that U can be
taken as the complement of the closure of the set of embedded associated points of
F. U

Lemmal 4.7. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent Ox-
module without embedded associated points. Set

I= Ker(@x — ’HOTTL(')X (.7:, f))

This is a coherent sheaf of ideals which defines a closed subscheme Z C X without
embedded points. Moreover there exists a coherent sheaf G on Z such that (a)
F =(Z = X).G, (b) G has no associated embedded points, and (c) Supp(G) = Z
(as sets).

Proof. Some of the statements we have seen in the proof of Cohomology of Schemes,
Lemma The others follow from Algebra, Lemma [67.4 O

5. Weakly associated points

Let R be a ring and let M be an R-module. Recall that a prime p C R is weakly
associated to M if there exists an element m of M such that p is minimal among
the primes containing the annihilator of m. See Algebra, Definition If Ris
a local ring with maximal ideal m, then m is weakly associated to M if and only
if there exists an element m € M whose annihilator has radical m, see Algebra,

Lemma [66.21

Definition 5.1. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X.

(1) We say = € X is weakly associated to F if the maximal ideal m, is weakly
associated to the Ox z-module F,.

(2) We denote WeakAss(F) the set of weakly associated points of F.

(3) The weakly associated points of X are the weakly associated points of Ox.

In this case, on any affine open, this corresponds exactly to the weakly associated
primes as defined above. Here is the precise statement.

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X. Let
Spec(A) = U C X be an affine open, and set M = T'(U,F). Let x € U, and let
p C A be the corresponding prime. The following are equivalent

(1) p is weakly associated to M, and
(2) x is weakly associated to F.

Proof. This follows from Algebra, Lemma [66.2 (]
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Lemma 5.3. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Then
Ass(F) C WeakAss(F) C Supp(F).
Proof. This is immediate from the definitions. ([l

Lemma 5.4. Let X be a scheme. Let 0 = F1 — Fo — F3 — 0 be a short exact
sequence of quasi-coherent sheaves on X. Then WeakAss(Fa) C WeakAss(F1) U
WeakAss(Fs) and WeakAss(F1) C WeakAss(Fa).

Proof. For every point € X the sequence of stalks 0 = F1 , — Faz = F30 — 0

is a short exact sequence of Ox ;-modules. Hence the lemma follows from Algebra,
Lemma, [66.41 O

Lemma 5.5. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Then
F = (0) & WeakAss(F) =0
Proof. Follows from Lemma and Algebra, Lemma [66.5 (|

Lemmal5.6. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. IfU C X
is open and WeakAss(F) C U, then I'(X, F) — I'(U, F) is injective.

Proof. Let s € I'(X,F) be a section which restricts to zero on U. Let F' C F be
the image of the map Oy — F defined by s. Then Supp(F’)NU = @. On the other
hand, WeakAss(F’') C WeakAss(F) by Lemma Since also WeakAss(F') C
Supp(F’) (Lemma we conclude WeakAss(F’) = (). Hence F' = 0 by Lemma
O

Lemma 5.7. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Let
x € Supp(F) be a point in the support of F which is not a specialization of another
point of Supp(F). Then x € WeakAss(F). In particular, any generic point of an
irreducible component of X is weakly associated to Ox .

Proof. Since x € Supp(F) the module F, is not zero. Hence WeakAss(F,) C
Spec(Ox ;) is nonempty by Algebra, Lemma On the other hand, by assump-
tion Supp(F,) = {m,}. Since WeakAss(F,) C Supp(F,) (Algebra, Lemma
we see that m, is weakly associated to F, and we win. [l

Lemma 5.8. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. If m, is
a finitely generated ideal of Ox ;, then
x € Ass(F) © x € WeakAss(F).

In particular, if X is locally Noetherian, then Ass(F) = WeakAss(F).
Proof. See Algebra, Lemma [66.9 O

Lemma 5.9. Let f: X — S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated morphism of
schemes. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox -module. Let s € S be a point which is not
in the image of f. Then s is not weakly associated to f.F.

Proof. Consider the base change f' : X’ — Spec(Oss) of f by the morphism
g : Spec(Ogs) — S and denote ¢’ : X’ — X the other projection. Then

(fiF)s = (9" fuF)s = (f2(9') F)s
The first equality because g induces an isomorphism on local rings at s and the
second by flat base change (Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma . Of course s €
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Spec(Og,s) is not in the image of f’. Thus we may assume .S is the spectrum of a
local ring (A, m) and s corresponds to m. By Schemes, Lemma the sheaf f,F
is quasi-coherent, say corresponding to the A-module M. As s is not in the image
of f we see that X = J, ., /™' D(a) is an open covering. Since X is quasi-compact
we can find ay,...,a, € msuch that X = f~'D(a;)U...U f~'D(a,). It follows
that
M—> M, @&...6M,,

is injective. Hence for any nonzero element m of the stalk M, there exists an 7 such
that a]'m is nonzero for all n > 0. Thus m is not weakly associated to M. O

Lemma 5.10. Let X be a scheme. Let ¢ : F — G be a map of quasi-coherent
Ox-modules. Assume that for every x € X at least one of the following happens
(1) Fou — G is injective, or
(2) x & WeakAss(F).
Then ¢ is injective.
Proof. The assumptions imply that WeakAss(Ker(¢)) = @ and hence Ker(p) = 0
by Lemma d

Lemma 5.11. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent Ox -
module. Let j : U — X be an open subscheme such that for x € X \ U we have
depth(F,) > 2. Then

is an isomorphism and consequently T'(X, F) — I'(U, F) is an isomorphism too.

Proof. We claim Lemma applies to the map displayed in the lemma. Let
x € X. If © € U, then the map is an isomorphism on stalks as j.(F|v)|v = Flu.
If v € X\ U, then = & Ass(j.(F|v)) (Lemmas and [5.3). Since we’ve assumed
depth(F;) > 2 this finishes the proof. O

Lemma 5.12. Let X be a reduced scheme. Then the weakly associated points of
X are exactly the generic points of the irreducible components of X.

Proof. Follows from Algebra, Lemma [66.3] O

6. Morphisms and weakly associated points

Lemmal 6.1. Let f : X — S be an affine morphism of schemes. Let F be a
quasi-coherent Ox -module. Then we have

WeakAsss(f«F) C f(WeakAssx (F))

Proof. We may assume X and S affine, so X — S comes from a ring map A — B.
Then F = M for some B-module M. By Lemmathe weakly associated points of
F correspond exactly to the weakly associated primes of M. Similarly, the weakly
associated points of f,F correspond exactly to the weakly associated primes of M
as an A-module. Hence the lemma follows from Algebra, Lemma O

Lemmal 6.2. Let f : X — S be an affine morphism of schemes. Let F be a
quasi-coherent Ox -module. If X is locally Noetherian, then we have

f(Assx (F)) = Asss(foF) = WeakAsss(foF) = f(WeakAssx (F))
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Proof. We may assume X and S affine, so X — S comes from a ring map A — B.
As X is locally Noetherian the ring B is Noetherian, see Properties, Lemma
Write F = M for some B-module M. By Lemma the associated points of F
correspond exactly to the associated primes of M, and any associated prime of M
as an A-module is an associated points of f,F. Hence the inclusion

f(Assx (F)) C Asss(f+F)
follows from Algebra, Lemma We have the inclusion
Assg(foF) C WeakAssg(foF)
by Lemma [5.3] We have the inclusion
WeakAssg(f F) C f(WeakAssx (F))

by Lemma [6.1] The outer sets are equal by Lemma [5.8 hence we have equality
everywhere. O

Lemmal 6.3. Let f : X — S be a finite morphism of schemes. Let F be a
quasi-coherent O x-module. Then WeakAss(f«F) = f(WeakAss(F)).

Proof. We may assume X and S affine, so X — 5 comes from a finite ring map
A — B. Write F = M for some B-module M. By Lemmathe weakly associated
points of F correspond exactly to the weakly associated primes of M. Similarly, the
weakly associated points of f.F correspond exactly to the weakly associated primes
of M as an A-module. Hence the lemma follows from Algebra, Lemma O

Lemma 6.4. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let G be a quasi-coherent
Og-module. Let x € X with s = f(z). If f is flat at x, the point x is a generic
point of the fibre X, and s € WeakAsss(G), then x € WeakAss(f*G).

Proof. Let A = 0Og;5, B= 0Ox,4, and M = §,. Let m € M be an element whose
annihilator I = {a € A | am = 0} has radical m4. Then m ® 1 has annihilator IB
as A — B is faithfully flat. Thus it suffices to see that v IB = mp. This follows
from the fact that the maximal ideal of B/m4B is locally nilpotent (see Algebra,
Lemma and the assumption that v/ = m4. Some details omitted. O

Lemma 6.5. Let K/k be a field extension. Let X be a scheme over k. Let F
be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Let y € Xg with image x € X. If y is a weakly
associated point of the pullback Fy, then x is a weakly associated point of F.

Proof. This is the translation of Algebra, Lemma [66.19] into the language of
schemes. O

Here is a simple lemma where we find that pushforwards often have depth at least
2.

Lemma 6.6. Let f: X — S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated morphism of
schemes. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Let s € S.
(1) If s ¢ f(X), then s is not weakly associated to f.JF
(2) If s¢ f(X) and Og,s is Noetherian, then s is not assoczated to f . F
(3) If s & f(X), (f«F)s is a finite Og s-module, and Og s is Noethemcm then
depth((f.F)s) Z 2.
(4) If F is flat over S and a € my is a nonzerodivisor, then a is a nonzerodivisor

on (fuF)s.
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(5) If F is flat over S and a,b € my is a reqular sequence, then a is a nonzero-
divisor on (fF)s and b is a nonzerodivisor on (foF)s/a(fsF)s-

(6) If F is flat over S and (f.F)s is a finite Og s-module, then depth((f.F)s) >
min(2, depth(Os.s)).

Proof. Part (1) is Lemma 5.9} Part (2) follows from (1) and Lemma [5.8]

Proof of part (3). To show the depth is > 2 it suffices to show that Homo, _(k(s), (f+F)s)

0 and EXt%QS,s(K/(S)’ (f«F)s) = 0, see Algebra, Lemma Using the exact se-
quence 0 — my; = Og s — k(s) — 0 it suffices to prove that the map
HomOs,s(OS’Sv (fsF)s) — HomOs,s (M, (f«F)s)

is an isomorphism. By flat base change (Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma we
may replace S by Spec(Og ) and X by Spec(Og,s) X g X. Denote m C Og the ideal
sheaf of s. Then we see that

Homoyg , (ms, (f«F)s) = Homog (m, fu. F) = Home, (f*m, F)

the first equality because S is local with closed point s and the second equality by
adjunction for f*, f. on quasi-coherent modules. However, since s & f(X) we see
that f*m = Ox. Working backwards through the arguments we get the desired
equality.

For the proof of (4), (5), and (6) we use flat base change (Cohomology of Schemes,
Lemma [5.2)) to reduce to the case where S is the spectrum of Og . Then a nonze-
rodivisor a € Og s deterimines a short exact sequence

0= 05 % 05— Og/a0s — 0
Since F is flat over S, we obtain an exact sequence
0F S F— FlaF =0
Pushing forward we obtain an exact sequence
0= fuF 5 [ F = fuo(F/aF)

This proves (4) and it shows that foF/af.F C f(F/aF). If b is a nonzerodivisor
on Og s/a0sg s, then the exact same argument shows b : F/aF — F/aF is injective.
Pushing forward we conclude

b: fu(F/aF) = fu(F/aF)
is injective and hence also b : fuF/afeF — fuF /af«F is injective. This proves (5).
Part (6) follows from (4) and (5) and the definitions. O

7. Relative assassin

Let A — B be a ring map. Let N be a B-module. Recall that a prime q C B
is said to be in the relative assassin of N over B/A if q is an associated prime of
N ®4 k(p). Here p = ANgq. See Algebra, Definition Here is the definition of
the relative assassin for quasi-coherent sheaves over a morphism of schemes.

Definition 7.1. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a quasi-
coherent Ox-module. The relative assassin of F in X over S is the set

Assx/s(F) = USES Assx, (Fs)
where Fs = (X, — X)*F is the restriction of F to the fibre of f at s.
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Again there is a caveat that this is best used when the fibres of f are locally
Noetherian and F is of finite type. In the general case we should probably use the
relative weak assassin (defined in the next section). Let us link the scheme theoretic
notion with the algebraic notion on affine opens; note that this correspondence
works perfectly only for morphisms of schemes whose fibres are locally Noetherian.

Lemmal 7.2. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a quasi-
coherent sheaf on X. Let U C X and V C S be affine opens with f(U) C V. Write
U = Spec(A), V = Spec(R), and set M =T (U, F). Let x € U, and let p C A be
the corresponding prime. Then

p € Assy/r(M) = x € Assx;g(F)

If all fibres X, of f are locally Noetherian, then p € Assa r(M) < x € Assx/s(F)
for all pairs (p,x) as above.

Proof. The set Assa/r(M) is defined in Algebra, Definition Choose a pair
(p,x). Let s = f(x). Let v C R be the prime lying under p, i.e., the prime
corresponding to s. Let p’ C A ®p k(t) be the prime whose inverse image is p, i.e.,
the prime corresponding to = viewed as a point of its fibre X;. Then p € Assy,/r(M)
if and only if p’ is an associated prime of M @ k(t), see Algebra, Lemma Note
that the ring A @ x(t) corresponds to Uy and the module M ®p k(t) corresponds
to the quasi-coherent sheaf Fs|y,. Hence x is an associated point of Fs by Lemma
The reverse implication holds if p’ is finitely generated which is how the last
sentence is seen to be true. O

Lemmal7.3. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a quasi-coherent
Ox-module. Let g : S’ — S be a morphism of schemes. Consider the base change
diagram

X —X

|

525
and set F' = (¢')*F. Let ' € X' be a point with images x € X, s’ € S' and
s € S. Assume f locally of finite type. Then x' € Assx:;s/(F') if and only if
x € Assy,g(F) and x' corresponds to a generic point of an irreducible component
of Spec((s') ®y(s) k().

Proof. Consider the morphism X — X, of fibres. As Xy = X, Xgpec(s(s))
Spec(x(s')) this is a flat morphism. Moreover F., is the pullback of F, via this
morphism. As X is locally of finite type over the Noetherian scheme Spec(k(s))
we have that X is locally Noetherian, see Morphisms, Lemma Thus we may

apply Lemma [3.T] and we see that
7N /
Assx:, (Fo) = | |x€ASS(}_S) Ass((X))z)-

Thus to prove the lemma it suffices to show that the associated points of the fibre
(X.)y of the morphism X, — X over x are its generic points. Note that (X.,), =
Spec(k(s")®y(s)k(x)) as schemes. By Algebra, Lemmathe ring £(s") @ (s) k()
is a Noetherian Cohen-Macaulay ring. Hence its associated primes are its minimal
primes, see Algebra, Propositionm (minimal primes are associated) and Algebra,
Lemma (no embedded primes). O
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Remark| 7.4. With notation and assumptions as in Lemma, we see that it is
always the case that (¢') "' (Assx/s(F)) D Assx/ g (F'). If the morphism §" — S
is locally quasi-finite, then we actually have

(g/)_l(ASSX/S(f)) = ASSX//S/(f/)
because in this case the field extensions k(s")/k(s) are always finite. In fact, this
holds more generally for any morphism g : S’ — S such that all the field extensions

r(s")/k(s) are algebraic, because in this case all prime ideals of £(s") ®,(s) k(z) are
maximal (and minimal) primes, see Algebra, Lemma [36.19

8. Relative weak assassin

Definition 8.1. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a quasi-
coherent Ox-module. The relative weak assassin of F in X over S is the set

WeakAssy,g(F) = Uses WeakAss(Fs)
where Fs = (X, — X)*F is the restriction of F to the fibre of f at s.

Lemma 8.2. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes which is locally of finite
type. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. Then WeakAssx;s(F) = Assx;s(F).

Proof. This is true because the fibres of f are locally Noetherian schemes, and
associated and weakly associated points agree on locally Noetherian schemes, see
Lemma [5.8 ([l

Lemma 8.3. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Leti : Z — X be a

finite morphism. Let F be a quasi-coherent Oz-module. Then WeakAssx g (isF) =
i(WeakAsszs(F)).

Proof. Let is : Z; — X be the induced morphism between fibres. Then (i,F)s =
is,+(Fs) by Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma and the fact that 4 is affine. Hence
we may apply Lemma [6.3] to conclude. O

9. Fitting ideals

This section is the continuation of the discussion in More on Algebra, Section[§] Let
S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type quasi-coherent Og-module. In this situation
we can construct the Fitting ideals

0= Fitfl(]‘-) C Fit()(]:) C Fitl(]:) C...C0Og

as the sequence of quasi-coherent ideals characterized by the following property:
for every affine open U = Spec(A) of S if F|y corresponds to the A-module M,
then Fit;(F)|y corresponds to the ideal Fit;(M) C A. This is well defined and a
quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals because if f € A, then the sth Fitting ideal of Mjy
over Ay is equal to Fit;(M)A; by More on Algebra, Lemma

Alternatively, we can construct the Fitting ideals in terms of local presentations of
F. Namely, if U C X is open, and

@ieon - OF" = Flu = 0

is a presentation of F over U, then Fit,.(F)|y is generated by the (n—r) x (n —1r)-
minors of the matrix defining the first arrow of the presentation. This is compatible
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with the construction above because this is how the Fitting ideal of a module over
a ring is actually defined. Some details omitted.

Lemmal 9.1. Let f : T — S be a morphism of schemes. Let F be a finite type
quasi-coherent Og-module. Then f~1Fit;(F) - Or = Fit;(f*F).

Proof. Follows immediately from More on Algebra, Lemma [8.4] part (3). O

Lemma 9.2. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finitely presented Og-module. Then
Fit.(F) is a quasi-coherent ideal of finite type.

Proof. Follows immediately from More on Algebra, Lemma [8.4] part (4). O

Lemma 9.3. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type, quasi-coherent Og-module.
Let Zy C S be the closed subscheme cut out by Fity(F). Let Z C S be the scheme
theoretic support of F. Then

(1) ZC Zy C S as closed subschemes,
(2) Z = Zy = Supp(F) as closed subsets,
(3) there exists a finite type, quasi-coherent O z,-module Gy with

(ZO — X)*go =F.

Proof. Recall that Z is locally cut out by the annihilator of F, see Morphisms,
Definition (which uses Morphisms, Lemma to define Z). Hence we see that
Z C Zy scheme theoretically by More on Algebra, Lemma part (6). On the
other hand we have Z = Supp(F) set theoretically by Morphisms, Lemma and
we have Zy = Z set theoretically by More on Algebra, Lemmapart (7). Finally,
to get Go as in part (3) we can either use that we have G on Z as in Morphisms,
Lemma and set Gy = (Z — Zy)«G or we can use Morphisms, Lemma and
the fact that Fito(F) annihilates F by More on Algebra, Lemma part (6). O

Lemma 9.4. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type, quasi-coherent Og-module.
Let s € S. Then F can be generated by r elements in a neighbourhood of s if and
only if Fit.(F)s = Og.s.

Proof. Follows immediately from More on Algebra, Lemma g

Lemmal9.5. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type, quasi-coherent Og-module.
Let r > 0. The following are equivalent

(1) F is finite locally free of rank r
(2) Fit.—1(F) =0 and Fit.(F) = Og, and
(3) Fit(F) =0 for k <r and Fity(F) = Og for k> r.

Proof. Follows immediately from More on Algebra, Lemma [3.7 (]

Lemmal|9.6. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type, quasi-coherent Og-module.
The closed subschemes

52271)ZODZ1322...

defined by the Fitting ideals of F have the following properties
(1) The intersection (\ Z, is empty.
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(2) The functor (Sch/S)°PP — Sets defined by the rule

{x} if Fr is locally generated by < r sections
— .
0 otherwise

is representable by the open subscheme S\ Z,..
(3) The functor F, : (Sch/S)°PP — Sets defined by the rule

R {{6} if Fr locally free rank r

otherwise

is representable by the locally closed subscheme Z._1\ Z, of S.

If F is of finite presentation, then Z. — S, S\ Z, — S, and Z,_1\ Z, — S are of
finite presentation.

Proof. Part (1) is true because over every affine open U there is an integer n such
that Fit,,(F)|y = Oy. Namely, we can take n to be the number of generators of F
over U, see More on Algebra, Section

For any morphism g : T — S we see from Lemmas [9.1] and [9.4] that Fr is locally
generated by < r sections if and only if Fit,(F) - OT = Op. This proves (2).

For any morphism g : T — S we see from Lemmas [0.1] and [9.5] that Fr is free of
rank r if and only if Fit,.(F) - Opr = Or and Fit,_1(F) - O = 0. This proves (3).

Assume F is of finite presentation. Then each of the morphisms Z, — S is of finite
presentation as Fit, () is of finite type (Lemma[9.2]and Morphisms, Lemma [21.7)).
This implies that Z,_; \ Z, is a retrocompact open in Z, (Properties, Lemma@
and hence the morphism Z,_1 \ Z, — Z, is of finite presentation as well. ([l

Lemma [0.6 notwithstanding the following lemma does not hold if F is a finite type
quasi-coherent module. Namely, the stratification still exists but it isn’t true that
it represents the functor Fy;,; in general.

Lemma 9.7. Let S be a scheme. Let F be an Og-module of finite presentation.
Let S=7_1D>Zy D Zy D ... be as in Lemma , Set Sy = Z._1\ Z,. Then
S" = 11,50 Sr represents the functor

. {x} if Fr flat over T
Ffiqr 2 Sch/S — Sets, T+— { 0 otherwise
Moreover, F|g, is locally free of rank r and the morphisms S, — S and S' — S
are of finite presentation.

Proof. Suppose that g : T'— S is a morphism of schemes such that the pullback
Fr = g*F is flat. Then Fr is a flat Op-module of finite presentation. Hence Fr is
finite locally free, see Properties, Lemma Thus T =[], T, where Fr|r, is
locally free of rank r. This implies that

Fflat = HTZO F,

in the category of Zariski sheaves on Sch/S where F, is as in Lemma. It follows
that Ffq: is represented by [[,~,(Zr—1 \ Z) where Z, is as in Lemma . The
other statements also follow from the lemma. O
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Example 9.8. Let R =[], F2. Let I C R be the ideal of elements a = (@, )nen
almost all of whose components are zero. Let m be a maximal ideal containing I.
Then M = R/m is a finite flat R-module, because R is absolutely flat (More on
Algebra, Lemma . Set S = Spec(R) and F = M. The closed subschemes of
Lemma [9.6) are S = Z_1, Zy = Spec(R/m), and Z; = () for i > 0. Butid: S — S
does not factor through (S \ Zy) II Z; because m is a nonisolated point of S. Thus
Lemma does not hold for finite type modules.

10. The singular locus of a morphism

Let f: X — S be a finite type morphism of schemes. The set U of points where f
is smooth is an open of X (by Morphisms, Definition . In many situations it
is useful to have a canonical closed subscheme Sing(f) C X whose complement is
U and whose formation commutes with arbitrary change of base.

If f is of finite presentation, then one choice would be to consider the closed sub-
scheme Z cut out by functions which are affine locally “strictly standard” in the
sense of Smoothing Ring Maps, Definition It follows from Smoothing Ring
Maps, Lemma that if f/ : X’ — S’ is the base change of f by a morphism
S" — S, then Z' C S’ xg Z where Z' is the closed subscheme of X’ cut out by
functions which are affine locally strictly standard. However, equality isn’t clear.
The notion of a strictly standard element was useful in the chapter on Popescu’s
theorem. The closed subscheme defined by these elements is (as far as we know)
not used in the literaturdl

If f is flat, of finite presentation, and the fibres of f all are equidimensional of
dimension d, then the dth fitting ideal of {2x /g is used to get a good closed sub-
scheme. For any morphism of finite type the closed subschemes of X defined by
the fitting ideals of {2x,5 define a stratification of X in terms of the rank of Qx5
whose formation commutes with base change. This can be helpful; it is related to
embedding dimensions of fibres, see Varieties, Section

Lemmal 10.1. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes which is locally of finite
type. Let X = Z_1 D Zy D Z1 D ... be the closed subschemes defined by the fitting
ideals of Qx,g. Then the formation of Z; commutes with arbitrary base change.

Proof. Observe that Q2x/g is a finite type quasi-coherent Ox-module (Morphisms,
Lemmal[32.12) hence the fitting ideals are defined. If f* : X’ — S’ is the base change
of f by g:8" — S, then Qx//s = (¢')*Qx/s where ¢’ : X’ — X is the projection
(Morphisms, Lemma [32.10). Hence (¢')~'Fit;(Qx/s) - Oxs = Fit;(Qx//s/). This
means that

2= (o) NZ) = Zixx X'

scheme theoretically and this is the meaning of the statement of the lemma. O
The Oth fitting ideal of 2 cuts out the “ramified locus” of the morphism.

Lemma 10.2. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes which is locally of finite
type. The closed subscheme Z C X cut out by the Oth fitting ideal of Qx5 is exactly

the set of points where f is not unramified.

1f f is a local complete intersection morphism (More on Morphisms, Definition 62.2) then the
closed subscheme cut out by the locally strictly standard elements is the correct thing to look at.
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Proof. By Lemma the complement of Z is exactly the locus where Qx /g is
zero. This is exactly the set of points where f is unramified by Morphisms, Lemma

5.2 O

Lemmal 10.3. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let d > 0 be an integer.
Assume

(1) f is flat,

(2) f is locally of finite presentation, and

(3) every nonempty fibre of f is equidimensional of dimension d.
Let Z C X be the closed subscheme cut out by the dth fitting ideal of Q1x,s. Then
Z is exactly the set of points where f is not smooth.

Proof. By Lemma [0.6] the complement of Z is exactly the locus where Qx /g can
be generated by at most d elements. Hence the lemma follows from Morphisms,

Lemma [34.14] O

11. Torsion free modules

This section is the analogue of More on Algebra, Section for quasi-coherent
modules.

Lemma 11.1. Let X be an integral scheme with generic point 1. Let F be a
quasi-coherent Ox-module. Let U C X be nonempty open and s € F(U). The
following are equivalent

(1) for some x € U the image of s in F, is torsion,

(2) for all x € U the image of s in F, is torsion,

(3) the image of s in F, is zero,

(4) the image of s in j.JF, is zero, where j : n — X is the inclusion morphism.

Proof. Omitted. O

Definition 11.2. Let X be an integral scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-
module.

(1) We say a local section of F is torsion if it satisfies the equivalent conditions
of Lemma [I1.11
(2) We say F is torsion free if every torsion section of F is 0.

Here is the obligatory lemma comparing this to the usual algebraic notion.

Lemmal11.3. Let X be an integral scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox -module.
The following are equivalent

(1) F is torsion free,

(2) for U C X affine open F(U) is a torsion free O(U)-module.
Proof. Omitted. O

Lemma 11.4. Let X be an integral scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox -module.
The torsion sections of F form a quasi-coherent Ox-submodule Fiors C F. The
quotient module F | Fyors is torsion free.

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma for the algebraic analogue. [

Lemmal 11.5. Let X be an integral scheme. Any flat quasi-coherent Ox-module
1s torsion free.
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Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma [22.9 O

Lemma 11.6. Let f: X — Y be a flat morphism of integral schemes. Let G be a
torsion free quasi-coherent Oy -module. Then f*G is a torsion free Ox-module.

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma for the algebraic analogue. [J

Lemma 11.7. Let f : X — Y be a flat morphism of schemes. IfY is integral and
the generic fibre of f is integral, then X is integral.

Proof. The algebraic analogue is this: let A be a domain with fraction field K
and let B be a flat A-algebra such that B ®4 K is a domain. Then B is a domain.
This is true because B is torsion free by More on Algebra, Lemma and hence
BCB®a K. O

Lemma 11.8. Let X be an integral scheme. Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox -module.
Then F is torsion free if and only if F, is a torsion free Ox z-module for allx € X.

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma [22.6 O

Lemma 11.9. Let X be an integral scheme. Let 0 — F — F — F”" — 0 be a
short exact sequence of quasi-coherent Ox-modules. If F and F' are torsion free,
then F' is torsion free.

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma for the algebraic analogue. [

Lemma 11.10. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme with generic point
n. Let F be a nonzero coherent Ox-module. The following are equivalent

(1) F is torsion free,

(2) n is the only associated prime of F,

(3) n is in the support of F and F has property (S1), and

(4) n is in the support of F and F has no embedded associated prime.

Proof. This is a translation of More on Algebra, Lemma into the language of
schemes. We omit the translation. O

Lemmal 11.11. Let X be an integral reqular scheme of dimension < 1. Let F be
a coherent Ox-module. The following are equivalent

(1) F is torsion free,

(2) F is finite locally free.

Proof. It is clear that a finite locally free module is torsion free. For the converse,
we will show that if F is torsion free, then F, is a free Ox -module for all z €
X. This is enough by Algebra, Lemma and the fact that F is coherent. If
dim(Ox ;) = 0, then Ox , is a field and the statement is clear. If dim(Ox ,) =1,
then Ox , is a discrete valuation ring (Algebra, Lemma and F, is torsion
free. Hence F, is free by More on Algebra, Lemma [22.11 O

Lemma 11.12. Let X be an integral scheme. Let F, G be quasi-coherent Ox -
modules. If G is torsion free and F is of finite presentation, then Homo . (F,G) is
torsion free.

Proof. The statement makes sense because Home, (F,G) is quasi-coherent by
Schemes, Section To see the statement is true, see More on Algebra, Lemma
22121 Some details omitted. O
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Lemma 11.13. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let ¢ : F — G
be a map of quasi-coherent Ox-modules. Assume F is coherent, G is torsion free,
and that for every x € X one of the following happens

(1) Fr — G, is an isomorphism, or

(2) depth(F,) > 2.

Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is a translation of More on Algebra, Lemma [23.14] into the language
of schemes. 0

12. Reflexive modules

This section is the analogue of More on Algebra, Section [23] for coherent modules
on locally Noetherian schemes. The reason for working with coherent modules is
that Homo, (F,G) is coherent for every pair of coherent Ox-modules F,G, see
Modules, Lemma, [22.6

Definition 12.1. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a
coherent Ox-module. The reflexive hull of F is the Ox-module

F** = Homo, (Homo, (F,O0x),Ox)
We say F is reflexive if the natural map j : F — F*™* is an isomorphism.

It follows from Lemma that the reflexive hull is a reflexive O x-module. You
can use the same definition to define reflexive modules in more general situations,
but this does not seem to be very useful. Here is the obligatory lemma comparing
this to the usual algebraic notion.

Lemma 12.2. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent
Ox -module. The following are equivalent

(1) F is refleive,

(2) for U C X affine open F(U) is a reflexive O(U)-module.

Proof. Omitted. O

Remark| 12.3. If X is a scheme of finite type over a field, then sometimes a
different notion of reflexive modules is used (see for example [HLIT7, bottom of page
5 and Definition 1.1.9]). This other notion uses R Hom into a dualizing complex
w% instead of into Ox and should probably have a different name because it can
be different when X is not Gorenstein. For example, if X = Spec(k[t,t%,¢5]), then
a computation shows the dualizing sheaf wy is not reflexive in our sense, but it is
reflexive in the other sense as wx — Hom(Hom(wy,wx),wx) is an isomorphism.

Lemma 12.4. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent
Ox -module.

(1) If F is reflexive, then F is torsion free.

(2) The map j: F — F** is injective if and only if F is torsion free.
Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma O

Lemma 12.5. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a coherent
Ox -module. The following are equivalent

(1) F is reflezive,
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(2) Fy is a reflexive Ox 5-module for all z € X,
(3) Fa is a reflexive Ox z-module for all closed points x € X.

Proof. By Modules, Lemma we see that (1) and (2) are equivalent. Since
every point of X specializes to a closed point (Properties, Lemma we see that
(2) and (3) are equivalent. O

Lemma 12.6. Let f: X — Y be a flat morphism of integral locally Noetherian
schemes. Let G be a coherent reflexive Oy -module. Then f*G is a coherent reflexive
O x -module.

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma for the algebraic analogue. [J

Lemmal 12.7. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let 0 — F —
F' — F" be an exact sequence of coherent Ox-modules. If F' is reflexive and F"
is torsion free, then F is reflexive.

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma [23.5 O

Lemma 12.8. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F, G be
coherent Ox-modules. If G is reflexive, then Homo, (F,G) is reflexive.

Proof. The statement makes sense because Homop, (F,G) is coherent by Coho-
mology of Schemes, Lemma([9.4] To see the statement is true, see More on Algebra,
Lemma 23.8] Some details omitted. O

Remark|/12.9. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Thanks to Lemma
12.8] we know that the reflexive hull 7** of a coherent O x-module is coherent re-
flexive. Consider the category C of coherent reflexive O x-modules. Taking reflexive
hulls gives a left adjoint to the inclusion functor C — Coh(Ox). Observe that C is
an additive category with kernels and cokernels. Namely, given ¢ : F — G in C,
the usual kernel Ker(¢p) is reflexive (Lemma[I2.7) and the reflexive hull Coker(¢)**
of the usual cokernel is the cokernel in C. Moreover C inherits a tensor product

F®cG=(F®ox9)™"
which is associative and symmetric. There is an internal Hom in the sense that for
any three objects F,G,H of C we have the identity
Home (F ®@c¢ G,H) = Home (F, Homo (G, H))
see Modules, Lemma In C every object F has a dual object Homeo . (F,Ox).
Without further conditions on X it can happen that
Homo (F,G) % Homo, (F,0x) ®c G and F ®c Homo, (F,O0x) #* Ox

for F,G of rank 1 in C. To make an example let X = Spec(R) where R is as in
More on Algebra, Example and let F, G be the modules corresponding to M.
Computation omitted.

Lemma 12.10. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a
coherent Ox -module. The following are equivalent
(1) F is reflexive,
(2) for each x € X one of the following happens
(a) Fy is a reflexive Ox z-module, or
(b) depth(Fy) > 2.
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Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma [23.15 O

Lemma 12.11. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let F be a
coherent reflexive Ox -module. Let © € X.

(1) If depth(Ox ) > 2, then depth(F,) > 2.

(2) If X is (S2), then F is (Sa).

Proof. Omitted. See More on Algebra, Lemma [23.16 O

Lemma 12.12. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian scheme. Let j : U — X be
an open subscheme with complement Z. Assume Ox . has depth > 2 for all z € Z.
Then j* and j. define an equivalence of categories between the category of coherent
reflexive Ox-modules and the category of coherent reflexive Oy -modules.

Proof. Let F be a coherent reflexive Ox-module. For z € Z the stalk F, has
depth > 2 by Lemma [I2.11] Thus F — j.j*F is an isomorphism by Lemma [5.11
Conversely, let G be a coherent reflexive Opy-module. It suffices to show that j.G
is a coherent reflexive Ox-module. To prove this we may assume X is affine. By
Properties, Lemma [22.5] there exists a coherent O x-module F with G = j*F. After
replacing F by its reflexive hull, we may assume F is reflexive (see discussion above
and in particular Lemma . By the above j.G = j.j*F = F as desired. O

If the scheme is normal, then reflexive is the same thing as torsion free and (Sz).

Lemmal 12.13. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian normal scheme. Let F be
a coherent Ox-module. The following are equivalent
(1) F is reflezive,
(2) F is torsion free and has property (S2), and
(3) there exists an open subscheme j: U — X such that
(a) every irreducible component of X \ U has codimension > 2 in X,
(b) j*F is finite locally free, and
(¢) F = j.j*F.

Proof. Using Lemma the equivalence of (1) and (2) follows from More on
Algebra, Lemma Let U C X be as in (3). By Properties, Lemma we
see that depth(Ox ;) > 2 for ¢ U. Since a finite locally free module is reflexive,
we conclude (3) implies (1) by Lemma [12.12]

Assume (1). Let U C X be the maximal open subscheme such that j*F = F|y is
finite locally free. So (3)(b) holds. Let x € X be a point. If F, is a free Ox ,-
module, then = € U, see Modules, Lemma If dim(Ox ) < 1, then Ox,
is either a field or a discrete valuation ring (Properties, Lemma and hence
Fy is free (More on Algebra, Lemma [22.11). Thus z ¢ U = dim(Ox,) > 2.
Then Properties, Lemma [10.3 shows (3)(a) holds. By the already used Properties,
Lemma we also see that depth(Ox ;) > 2 for z ¢ U and hence (3)(c) follows
from Lemma O

Lemma 12.14. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian normal scheme with
generic point . Let F, G be coherent Ox-modules. Let T : G, — F, be a lin-
ear map. Then T extends to a map G — F** of Ox-modules if and only if

(*) for every x € X with dim(Ox ,) = 1 we have
T (Im(G, — Gy)) C Im(F, — Fy).
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Proof. Because F** is torsion free and F, = F;* an extension, if it exists, is
unique. Thus it suffices to prove the lemma over the members of an open covering
of X, i.e., we may assume X is affine. In this case we are asking the following
algebra question: Let R be a Noetherian normal domain with fraction field K,
let M, N be finite R-modules, let T : M ®r K — N ®r K be a K-linear map.
When does T extend to a map N — M**? By More on Algebra, Lemma this
happens if and only if N, maps into (M/M;srs), for every height 1 prime p of R.
This is exactly condition (*) of the lemma. g

Lemmal 12.15. Let X be a regular scheme of dimension < 2. Let F be a coherent
Ox -module. The following are equivalent

(1) F is reflexive,

(2) F is finite locally free.

Proof. It is clear that a finite locally free module is reflexive. For the converse, we
will show that if F is reflexive, then F, is a free Ox ;-module for all z € X. This is
enough by Algebra, Lemmaand the fact that F is coherent. If dim(Ox ,) =0,
then Ox , is a field and the statement is clear. If dim(Ox ,) = 1, then Ox, is a
discrete valuation ring (Algebra, Lemma and F, is torsion free. Hence F, is
free by More on Algebra, Lemma If dim(Ox ) = 2, then Ox , is a regular
local ring of dimension 2. By More on Algebra, Lemma we see that F,, has
depth > 2. Hence F is free by Algebra, Lemma O

13. Effective Cartier divisors
We define the notion of an effective Cartier divisor before any other type of divisor.

Definition 13.1. Let S be a scheme.

(1) A locally principal closed subscheme of S is a closed subscheme whose sheaf
of ideals is locally generated by a single element.

(2) An effective Cartier divisor on S is a closed subscheme D C S whose ideal
sheaf Zp C Og is an invertible Og-module.

Thus an effective Cartier divisor is a locally principal closed subscheme, but the
converse is not always true. Effective Cartier divisors are closed subschemes of pure
codimension 1 in the strongest possible sense. Namely they are locally cut out by
a single element which is a nonzerodivisor. In particular they are nowhere dense.

Lemmal13.2. Let S be a scheme. Let D C S be a closed subscheme. The following
are equivalent:

(1) The subscheme D is an effective Cartier divisor on S.
(2) For every x € D there exists an affine open neighbourhood Spec(A) = U C
S of x such that U N D = Spec(A/(f)) with f € A a nonzerodivisor.

Proof. Assume (1). For every x € D there exists an affine open neighbourhood
Spec(A) = U C S of = such that Zp|y = Op. In other words, there exists a section
f € T(U,Zp) which freely generates the restriction Zp|y. Hence f € A, and the
multiplication map f: A — A is injective. Also, since Zp is quasi-coherent we see
that D NU = Spec(A4/(f)).

Assume (2). Let z € D. By assumption there exists an affine open neighbourhood
Spec(A) = U C S of z such that UND = Spec(A/(f)) with f € A a nonzerodivisor.
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Then Zp|y = Oy since it is equal to (7) > A Op. Of course Zp restricted to
the open subscheme S\ D is isomorphic to Og\p. Hence Zp is an invertible Og-
module. (I

Lemma 13.3. Let S be a scheme. Let Z C S be a locally principal closed sub-
scheme. Let U =S\ Z. Then U — S is an affine morphism.

Proof. The question is local on S, see Morphisms, Lemmas [I1.3] Thus we may
assume S = Spec(A) and Z = V(f) for some f € A. In this case U = D(f) =
Spec(Ay) is affine hence U — S is affine. O

Lemma 13.4. Let S be a scheme. Let D C S be an effective Cartier divisor. Let
U=S\D. Then U — S is an affine morphism and U is scheme theoretically
dense in S.

Proof. Affineness is Lemma [13.3] The density question is local on S, see Mor-
phisms, Lemma Thus we may assume S = Spec(A4) and D corresponding to
the nonzerodivisor f € A, see Lemma[I3.2] Thus A C Ay which implies that U C S
is scheme theoretically dense, see Morphisms, Example O

Lemmal 13.5. Let S be a scheme. Let D C S be an effective Cartier divisor. Let
s € D. If dim4(S) < oo, then dim,(D) < dimg(S).

Proof. Assume dim,(S) < co. Let U = Spec(A) C S be an affine open neigh-
bourhood of s such that dim(U) = dimg(S) and such that D = V(f) for some
nonzerodivisor f € A (see Lemmall3.2). Recall that dim(U) is the Krull dimension
of the ring A and that dim(U N D) is the Krull dimension of the ring A/(f). Then
f is not contained in any minimal prime of A. Hence any maximal chain of primes
in A/(f), viewed as a chain of primes in A, can be extended by adding a minimal
prime. [

Definition| 13.6. Let S be a scheme. Given effective Cartier divisors Dy, Do on
S we set D = Dy 4+ Dy equal to the closed subscheme of S corresponding to the
quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals Zp,Zp, C Og. We call this the sum of the effective
Cartier divisors Dy and Ds.

It is clear that we may define the sum > n;D; given finitely many effective Cartier
divisors D; on X and nonnegative integers n,.

Lemma 13.7. The sum of two effective Cartier divisors is an effective Cartier
divisor.

Proof. Omitted. Locally f1, fo € A are nonzerodivisors, then also fifs € A is a
nonzerodivisor. O

Lemmal 13.8. Let X be a scheme. Let D, D’ be two effective Cartier divisors on
X. If D C D' (as closed subschemes of X ), then there exists an effective Cartier
divisor D" such that D' = D + D".

Proof. Omitted. O

Lemma 13.9. Let X be a scheme. Let Z,Y be two closed subschemes of X with
ideal sheaves T and J. If ZJ defines an effective Cartier divisor D C X, then Z
and Y are effective Cartier divisors and D =72 +Y .
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Proof. Applying Lemma we obtain the following algebra situation: A is a
ring, I,J C A ideals and f € A a nonzerodivisor such that IJ = (f). Thus the
result follows from Algebra, Lemma [120.16 (]

Lemmal 13.10. Let X be a scheme. Let D, D’ C X be effective Cartier divisors
such that the scheme theoretic intersection DN D' is an effective Cartier divisor on
D'. Then D + D’ is the scheme theoretic union of D and D'.

Proof. See Morphisms, Definition for the definition of scheme theoretic in-
tersection and union. To prove the lemma working locally (using Lemma we
obtain the following algebra problem: Given a ring A and nonzerodivisors f1, fo € A
such that f; maps to a nonzerodivisor in A/fsA, show that f1AN foA = f1faA.
We omit the straightforward argument. (I

Recall that we have defined the inverse image of a closed subscheme under any
morphism of schemes in Schemes, Definition

Lemma 13.11. Let f: S’ — S be a morphism of schemes. Let Z C S be a locally
principal closed subscheme. Then the inverse image f~(Z) is a locally principal
closed subscheme of S’.

Proof. Omitted. (]

Definition 13.12. Let f : S’ — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D C S be
an effective Cartier divisor. We say the pullback of D by f is defined if the closed
subscheme f~1(D) C S’ is an effective Cartier divisor. In this case we denote it
either f*D or f=1(D) and we call it the pullback of the effective Cartier divisor.

The condition that f~1(D) is an effective Cartier divisor is often satisfied in prac-
tice. Here is an example lemma.

Lemmal 13.13. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of schemes. Let D C'Y be an
effective Cartier divisor. The pullback of D by f is defined in each of the following
cases:

(1) f(z) € D for any weakly associated point x of X,

(2) X, Y integral and f dominant,

(3) X reduced and f(§) & D for any generic point & of any irreducible compo-
nent of X,

(4) X is locally Noetherian and f(x) & D for any associated point x of X,

(5) X is locally Noetherian, has no embedded points, and f(§) & D for any
generic point & of an irreducible component of X,

(6) f is flat, and

(7) add more here as needed.

Proof. The question is local on X, and hence we reduce to the case where X =
Spec(A), Y = Spec(R), f is given by ¢ : R — A and D = Spec(R/(t)) where
t € R is a nonzerodivisor. The goal in each case is to show that p(t) € A is a
nonzerodivisor.

In case (1) this follows from Algebra, Lemma[66.7 Case (4) is a special case of (1)
by Lemma Case (5) follows from (4) and the definitions. Case (3) is a special
case of (1) by Lemma Case (2) is a special case of (3). If R — A is flat, then
t : R — R being injective shows that ¢ : A — A is injective. This proves (6). O
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Lemmal 13.14. Let f : S’ — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D1, Do be effective
Cartier divisors on S. If the pullbacks of Dy and Dy are defined then the pullback
of D = Dy + Dy is defined and f*D = f*D;1 + f*Ds.

Proof. Omitted. O

14. Effective Cartier divisors and invertible sheaves

Since an effective Cartier divisor has an invertible ideal sheaf (Definition [13.1]) the
following definition makes sense.

Definition 14.1. Let S be a scheme. Let D C S be an effective Cartier divisor
with ideal sheaf Zp.

(1) The invertible sheaf Og(D) associated to D is defined by
Os(D) = Homos (Ip, Os) =I5 "

(2) The canonical section, usually denoted 1 or 1p, is the global section of
Og(D) corresponding to the inclusion mapping Zp — Og.
(3) We write Og(—D) = Og(D)®~! = Ip.
(4) Given a second effective Cartier divisor D’ C S we define Og(D — D) =
Os(D) ®os Os(=D'").
Some comments. We will see below that the assignment D — Og(D) turns addition
of effective Cartier divisors (Definition into addition in the Picard group of
S (Lemma . However, the expression D — D’ in the definition above does not
have any geometric meaning. More precisely, we can think of the set of effective
Cartier divisors on S as a commutative monoid EffCart(S) whose zero element is
the empty effective Cartier divisor. Then the assignment (D, D’) — Og(D — D')
defines a group homomorphism

EffCart(S)%” — Pic(S)

where the left hand side is the group completion of EffCart(S). In other words,
when we write Og(D — D’) we may think of D — D’ as an element of EffCart(S)97.

Lemmal 14.2. Let S be a scheme and let D C S be an effective Cartier divisor.
Then the conormal sheaf is Cp;s = Ip|p = Os(—D)|p and the normal sheaf is

Npys = Os(D)|p.
Proof. This follows from Morphisms, Lemma [31.2 (]

Lemmal 14.3. Let X be a scheme. Let D,C C X be effective Cartier divisors
with C C D and let D' = D + C. Then there is a short exact sequence

0— Ox(—D)|lc - Op — Op =0
of Ox -modules.

Proof. In the statement of the lemma and in the proof we use the equivalence of
Morphisms, Lemma to think of quasi-coherent modules on closed subschemes
of X as quasi-coherent modules on X. Let Z be the ideal sheaf of D in D’. Then
there is a short exact sequence

0—-Z—0Op —-0p—0
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because D — D’ is a closed immersion. There is a canonical surjection Z — Z/Z? =
Cpyp- We have Cp,x = Ox(—D)|p by Lemma and there is a canonical
surjective map
CD/X — CD/D’

see Morphisms, Lemmas and Thus it suffices to show: (a) Z? = 0 and (b)
T is an invertible Og-module. Both (a) and (b) can be checked locally, hence we
may assume X = Spec(A), D = Spec(A/fA) and C = Spec(A/gA) where f,g € A
are nonzerodivisors (Lemma [13.2). Since C C D we see that f € gA. Then
I = fA/fgA has square zero and is invertible as an A/gA-module as desired. O

Lemma 14.4. Let S be a scheme. Let Dy, Dy be effective Cartier divisors on S.
Let D = D1+ Dy. Then there is a unique isomorphism

Os(D1) ®os Os(D2) — Os(D)
which maps 1p, ® 1p, to 1p.
Proof. Omitted. O

Lemmal 14.5. Let f : S' — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D be a effective
Cartier divisors on S. If the pullback of D is defined then f*Og(D) = Og/(f*D)
and the canonical section 1p pulls back to the canonical section 1¢«p.

Proof. Omitted. U

Definition 14.6. Let (X,Ox) be a locally ringed space. Let £ be an invertible
sheaf on X. A global section s € I'(X, £) is called a regular section if the map
Ox — L, f — fsis injective.

Lemma 14.7. Let X be a locally ringed space. Let f € T(X,Ox). The following
are equivalent:

(1) f is a regular section, and
(2) for any x € X the image f € Ox . is a nonzerodivisor.

If X is a scheme these are also equivalent to
(3) for any affine open Spec(A) = U C X the image f € A is a nonzerodivisor,

(4) there exists an affine open covering X = | JSpec(A;) such that the image of
fin A; is a nonzerodivisor for all i.

Proof. Omitted. O

Note that a global section s of an invertible O x-module £ may be seen as an Ox-
module map s : Ox — L. Its dual is therefore a map s : £L%1 — Ox. (See
Modules, Definition for the definition of the dual invertible sheaf.)

Definition 14.8. Let X be a scheme. Let £ be an invertible sheaf. Let s € I'(X, £)
be a global section. The zero scheme of s is the closed subscheme Z(s) C X
defined by the quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals Z C Ox which is the image of the map
s: L% 5 Ox.

Lemma 14.9. Let X be a scheme. Let L be an invertible sheaf. Let s € T'(X, L).

(1) Consider closed immersions i : Z — X such that i*s € T'(Z,i*L) is zero
ordered by inclusion. The zero scheme Z(s) is the mazimal element of this
ordered set.
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(2) For any morphism of schemes f:Y — X we have f*s =0 in T(Y, f*L) if
and only if [ factors through Z(s).

(3) The zero scheme Z(s) is a locally principal closed subscheme.

(4) The zero scheme Z(s) is an effective Cartier divisor if and only if s is a
reqular section of L.

Proof. Omitted. (]
Lemma 14.10. Let X be a scheme.

(1) If D C X is an effective Cartier divisor, then the canonical section 1p of
Ox (D) is regular.

(2) Conversely, if s is a regqular section of the invertible sheaf L, then there
exists a unique effective Cartier divisor D = Z(s) C X and a unique iso-
morphism Ox (D) — L which maps 1p to s.

The constructions D — (Ox(D),1p) and (L, s) — Z(s) give mutually inverse maps

isomorphism classes of pairs (L, s)
{eﬁective Cartier divisors on X} <> < consisting of an invertible O x -module
L and a regular global section s

Proof. Omitted. O

Remark| 14.11. Let X be a scheme, £ an invertible O x-module, and s a regular
section of £. Then the zero scheme D = Z(s) is an effective Cartier divisor on X
and there are short exact sequences

0—Ox =L —i.(Llp) =0 and 0—L®' = Ox —i,0p —0.
Given an effective Cartier divisor D C X using Lemmas [I4.10] and [T4:2 we get
0= Ox = Ox(D) = ix(Np/x) >0 and 0— Ox(-D) = Ox = i.(Op) =0

15. Effective Cartier divisors on Noetherian schemes

In the locally Noetherian setting most of the discussion of effective Cartier divisors
and regular sections simplifies somewhat.

Lemma 15.1. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let L be an invertible Ox -
module. Let s € T'(X,L). Then s is a regular section if and only if s does not
vanish in the associated points of X.

Proof. Omitted. Hint: reduce to the affine case and £ trivial and then use Lemma
and Algebra, Lemma [63.9 O

Lemma 15.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let D C X be a closed
subscheme corresponding to the quasi-coherent ideal sheaf T C Ox.

(1) If for every x € D the ideal T, C Ox 4 can be generated by one element,
then D is locally principal.

(2) If for every x € D the ideal Z,, C Ox , can be generated by a single nonze-
rodivisor, then D is an effective Cartier divisor.

Proof. Let Spec(A) be an affine neighbourhood of a point x € D. Let p C A be
the prime corresponding to z. Let I C A be the ideal defining the trace of D on
Spec(A). Since A is Noetherian (as X is locally Noetherian) the ideal I is generated
by finitely many elements, say I = (f1,..., f.). Under the assumption of (1) we
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have I, = (f) for some f € A,. Then f; = g;f for some g; € A,. Write g; = a;/h;
and f = f'/h for some a;, hy, f',h € A, hy,h & p. Then Iy, p.n C Any.hon is
principal, because it is generated by f’. This proves (1). For (2) we may assume
I = (f). The assumption implies that the image of f in A, is a nonzerodivisor.
Then f is a nonzerodivisor on a neighbourhood of by Algebra, Lemma This
proves (2). O

Lemma 15.3. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme.

(1) Let D C X be a locally principal closed subscheme. Let £ € D be a generic
point of an irreducible component of D. Then dim(Ox¢) < 1.

(2) Let D C X be an effective Cartier divisor. Let £ € D be a generic point of
an irreducible component of D. Then dim(Ox ¢) = 1.

Proof. Proof of (1). By assumption we may assume X = Spec(A) and D =
Spec(A/(f)) where A is a Noetherian ring and f € A. Let £ correspond to the
prime ideal p C A. The assumption that £ is a generic point of an irreducible
component of D signifies p is minimal over (f). Thus dim(A,) < 1 by Algebra,
Lemma [60.17]

Proof of (2). By part (1) we see that dim(Ox¢) < 1. On the other hand, the local
equation f is a nonzerodivisor in A, by Lemma which implies the dimension is
at least 1 (because there must be a prime in A, not containing f by the elementary

Algebra, Lemma [17.2)). |

Lemma 15.4. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Let D C X be an integral closed
subscheme which is also an effective Cartier divisor. Then the local ring of X at
the generic point of D is a discrete valuation ring.

Proof. By Lemma [13.2] we may assume X = Spec(A) and D = Spec(A4/(f)) where
A is a Noetherian ring and f € A is a nonzerodivisor. The assumption that D is
integral signifies that (f) is prime. Hence the local ring of X at the generic point
is A(y) which is a Noetherian local ring whose maximal ideal is generated by a
nonzerodivisor. Thus it is a discrete valuation ring by Algebra, Lemma ([

Lemma 15.5. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let D C X be an effective
Cartier diwvisor. If X is (Sk), then D is (Sk—1).

Proof. Let « € D. Then Op, = Ox/(f) where f € Ox, is a nonzerodi-
visor. By assumption we have depth(Ox ,) > min(dim(Ox ), k). By Algebra,
Lemmawe have depth(Op ;) = depth(Ox ,)—1 and by Algebra, Lemma
dim(Op ) = dim(Ox ;) — 1. It follows that depth(Op ) > min(dim(Op ),k —1)
as desired. ([

Lemma 15.6. Let X be a locally Noetherian normal scheme. Let D C X be an
effective Cartier divisor. Then D is (S1).

Proof. By Properties, Lemma we see that X is (S3). Thus we conclude by
Lemma [15.5) O

Lemmal 15.7. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Let D C X be an integral closed
subscheme. Assume that
(1) D has codimension 1 in X, and

(2) Ox 4 is a UFD for all z € D.
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Then D is an effective Cartier divisor.

Proof. Let x € D and set A = Ox ;. Let p C A correspond to the generic point of
D. Then A, has dimension 1 by assumption (1). Thus p is a prime ideal of height
1. Since A is a UFD this implies that p = (f) for some f € A. Of course f is a
nonzerodivisor and we conclude by Lemma [15.2] O

Lemma 15.8. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Let Z C X be a closed subscheme.
Assume there exist integral effective Cartier divisors D; C X and a closed subset
Z' C X of codimension > 2 such that Z C Z' U\ D; set-theoretically. Then there
exists an effective Cartier divisor of the form

D:ZaiDiCZ

such that D — Z is an isomorphism away from codimension 2 in X. The existence
of the D; is guaranteed if Ox 5 is a UFD for all x € Z or if X is reqular.

Proof. Let & € D; be the generic point and let O; = Ox ¢, be the local ring which
is a discrete valuation ring by Lemma Let a; > 0 be the minimal valuation of
an element of 7z ¢, C O;. We claim that the effective Cartier divisor D = > a;D;
works.

Namely, suppose that + € X. Let A = Ox,. Let Dj,...,D, be the pairwise
distinct divisors D; such that x € D;. For 1 <i < n let f; € A be a local equation
for D;. Then f; is a prime element of A and O; = Ay,). Let I =17, C A be the
stalk of the ideal sheaf of Z. By our choice of a; we have I A,y = f{"Ay,). We
claim that I C ([[,—, ., fi")

3

Proof of the claim. The localization map ¢ : A/(f;) = A(s,)/ fiA(s,) is injective as
the prime ideal (f;) is the inverse image of the maximal ideal f;Ay,). By induction
on n we deduce that o, : A/(f") = A,/ [ Ay, is also injective. Since @q,(I) =
0, we have I C (f{"). Thus, for any = € I, we may write x = f" z; for some
r1 € A. Since Dy,..., D, are pairwise distinct, f; is a unit in Ay, for i # j.
Comparing = and x; at Ay, for n > i > 1, we still have x; € (f;""). Repeating
the previous process, we inductively write #; = f;7'@i4y1 for any n > i > 1. In
conclusion, x € ([[,_; , fi"") for any x € I as desired.

The claim shows that 7, C Zp, i.e., that D C Z. Moreover, we also see that D
and Z agree at the &;, which proves that D — Z is an isomorphism away from
codimension 2 on X.

To see the final statements we argue as follows. A regular local ring is a UFD
(More on Algebra, Lemma hence it suffices to argue in the UFD case. In
that case, let D; be the irreducible components of Z which have codimension 1 in
X. By Lemma [I5.7 each D; is an effective Cartier divisor. O

Lemmal 15.9. Let Z C X be a closed subscheme of a Noetherian scheme. Assume

(1) Z has no embedded points,
(2) every irreducible component of Z has codimension 1 in X,
(3) every local ring Ox o, v € Z is a UFD or X s regular.

Then Z is an effective Cartier divisor.
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Proof. Let D = Y a;D; be as in Lemma where D; C Z are the irreducible
components of Z. If D — Z is not an isomorphism, then Oz — Op has a nonzero
kernel sitting in codimension > 2. This would mean that Z has embedded points,
which is forbidden by assumption (1). Hence D = Z as desired. (]

Lemma 15.10. Let R be a Noetherian UFD. Let I C R be an ideal such that R/I
has no embedded primes and such that every minimal prime over I has height 1.
Then I = (f) for some f € R.

Proof. By Lemma the ideal sheaf I is invertible on Spec(R). By More on
Algebra, Lemma [117.3| it is generated by a single element. (|

Lemma 15.11. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Let D C X be an effective Cartier
divisor. Assume that there exist integral effective Cartier divisors D; C X such that
D c UD; set theoretically. Then D =Y a;D; for some a; > 0. The existence of
the D; is guaranteed if Ox 5 is a UFD for all x € D or if X is regular.

Proof. Choose a; as in Lemma and set D' = > a;D;. Then D' — D is an
inclusion of effective Cartier divisors which is an isomorphism away from codimen-
sion 2 on X. Pick x € X. Set A = Ox, and let f, f' € A be the nonzerodivisor
generating the ideal of D, D’ in A. Then f = gf’ for some g € A. Moreover, for
every prime p of height <1 of A we see that g maps to a unit of A,. This implies
that ¢ is a unit because the minimal primes over (g) have height 1 (Algebra, Lemma

FO1). 0

Lemma 15.12. Let X be a Noetherian scheme which has an ample invertible
sheaf. Then every invertible O x -module is isomorphic to

Ox(D - D) = Ox(D) ®o, Ox(D")**

for some effective Cartier divisors D, D’ in X. Moreover, given a finite subset
E C X we may choose D,D’ such that END = () and END = (. If X is
quasi-affine, then we may choose D' = ).

Proof. Let z1,...,z, be the associated points of X (Lemma [2.5)).

If X is quasi-affine and A is any invertible O x-module, then we can pick a section ¢
of N which does not vanish at any of the points of EU{z1,...,z,}, see Properties,
Lemma[29.7] Then ¢ is a regular section of A’ by Lemma [15.1} Hence N' = Ox (D)
where D = Z(t) is the effective Cartier divisor corresponding to t, see Lemma
Since E N D = ) by construction we are done in this case.

Returning to the general case, let £ be an ample invertible sheaf on X. There
exists an n > 0 and a section s € I'(X, £L&™) such that X is affine and such that
Eu{zy,...,z,} C X, (Properties, Lemma [29.6)).

Let A be an arbitrary invertible Ox-module. By the quasi-affine case, we can find
a section t € N (X;) which does not vanish at any point of £ U {z1,...,z,}. By
Properties, Lemma We see that for some e > 0 the section s°|x_t extends to a
global section 7 of £%¢ ® M. Thus both £%¢ @ A" and £®¢ are invertible sheaves
which have global sections which do not vanish at any point of E U {x1,...,2,}.
Thus these are regular sections by Lemma m Hence £®¢ @ N = Ox (D) and
L 2 Oy (D') for some effective Cartier divisors D and D', see Lemma [14.10] By
construction END = () and £ N D’ = ) and the proof is complete. O
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Lemma 15.13. Let X be an integral reqular scheme of dimension 2. Leti: D — X
be the immersion of an effective Cartier divisor. Let F — F' — 1,G — 0 be an
exact sequence of coherent Ox-modules. Assume

(1) F,F'" are locally free of rank r on a nonempty open of X,
(2) D is an integral scheme,
(3) G is a finite locally free Op-module of rank s.

Then £ = (N"F)** and L' = (AN"F')** are invertible Ox -modules and L' = L(kD)
for some k € {0,...,min(s,7)}.

Proof. The first statement follows from Lemma as assumption (1) implies
that £ and £’ have rank 1. Taking A" and double duals are functors, hence we
obtain a canonical map o : £ — £’ which is an isomorphism over the nonempty
open of (1), hence nonzero. To finish the proof, it suffices to see that o viewed as a
global section of £’ ® £L2~! does not vanish at any codimension point of X, except
at the generic point of D and there with vanishing order at most min(s, ).

Translated into algebra, we arrive at the following problem: Let (A, m,x) be a
discrete valuation ring with fraction field K. Let M — M’ — N — 0 be an exact
sequence of finite A-modules with dimg (M ® K) = dimg (M’ ® K) = r and with
N = %5, Show that the induced map L = A"(M)** — L' = A"(M')** vanishes
to order at most min(s,r). We will use the structure theorem for modules over A,
see More on Algebra, Lemma or Dividing out a finite A-module by
a torsion submodule does not change the double dual. Thus we may replace M
by M/Miors and M’ by M'/Im(M;ers — M') and assume that M is torsion free.
Then M — M’ is injective and M{,,., — N is injective. Hence we may replace M’
by M'/M{,., and N by N/M/,... Thus we reduce to the case where M and M’
are free of rank r» and N = x®¢. In this case o is the determinant of M — M’ and
vanishes to order s for example by Algebra, Lemma [121.7] (]

16. Complements of affine opens

In this section we discuss the result that the complement of an affine open in a
variety has pure codimension 1.

Lemma 16.1. Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring. The punctured spectrum
U = Spec(A) \ {m} of A is affine if and only if dim(A) < 1.

Proof. If dim(A) = 0, then U is empty hence affine (equal to the spectrum of the
0 ring). If dim(A) = 1, then we can choose an element f € m not contained in
any of the finite number of minimal primes of A (Algebra, Lemmas and .
Then U = Spec(Ay) is affine.

The converse is more interesting. We will give a somewhat nonstandard proof and
discuss the standard argument in a remark below. Assume U = Spec(B) is affine.
Since affineness and dimension are not affecting by going to the reduction we may
replace A by the quotient by its ideal of nilpotent elements and assume A is reduced.
Set Q = B/A viewed as an A-module. The support of @ is {m} as A, = B, for all
nonmaximal primes p of A. We may assume dim(A) > 1, hence as above we can
pick f € m not contained in any of the minimal ideals of A. Since A is reduced
this implies that f is a nonzerodivisor. In particular dim(A/fA) = dim(A) — 1, see
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Algebra, Lemma [60.13] Applying the snake lemma to multiplication by f on the
short exact sequence 0 - A — B — Q — 0 we obtain

0—=Q[f] = A/fA—B/fB—Q/fQ—0
where Q[f] = Ker(f : @ — Q). This implies that Q[f] is a finite A-module. Since

the support of Q[f] is {m} we see | = length 4 (Q[f]) < oo (Algebra, Lemma [62.3).
Set 1, = length 4 (Q[f"]). The exact sequence

0= Q" — QU LS QL

shows inductively that /,, < oo and that {,, <[,11. Considering the exact sequence

0= QU] = QU™ L QI — Q/fQ

and we see that the image of Q[f"] in Q/fQ has length l,, —l,,11 +1 < [. Since Q =
JQ[f™] we find that the length of Q/fQ is at most [, i.e., bounded. Thus Q/fQ is
a finite A-module. Hence A/fA — B/ fB is a finite ring map, in particular induces
a closed map on spectra (Algebra, Lemmas and . On the other hand
Spec(B/fB) is the punctured spectrum of Spec(A4/fA). This is a contradiction
unless Spec(B/fB) = () which means that dim(A/fA) = 0 as desired. O

Remark 16.2. If (A,m) is a Noetherian local normal domain of dimension > 2
and U is the punctured spectrum of A, then I'(U, Oy) = A. This algebraic version
of Hartogs’s theorem follows from the fact that A = (,4;4n(p)=1 Ap We've seen in
Algebra, Lemma Thus in this case U cannot be affine (since it would force m
to be a point of U). This is often used as the starting point of the proof of Lemma
16.1] To reduce the case of a general Noetherian local ring to this case, we first
complete (to get a Nagata local ring), then replace A by A/q for a suitable minimal
prime, and then normalize. Each of these steps does not change the dimension
and we obtain a contradiction. You can skip the completion step, but then the
normalization in general is not a Noetherian domain. However, it is still a Krull
domain of the same dimension (this is proved using Krull-Akizuki) and one can
apply the same argument.

Remark| 16.3. It is not clear how to characterize the non-Noetherian local rings
(A,m) whose punctured spectrum is affine. Such a ring has a finitely generated
ideal I with m = /I. Of course if we can take I generated by 1 element, then
A has an affine puncture spectrum; this gives lots of non-Noetherian examples.
Conversely, it follows from the argument in the proof of Lemma that such a
ring cannot possess a nonzerodivisor f € m with H?(A/fA) =0 (so A cannot have
a regular sequence of length 2). Moreover, the same holds for any ring A" which is
the target of a local homomorphism of local rings A — A’ such that my = vVmA’.

Lemma 16.4. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let U C X be an open
subscheme such that the inclusion morphism U — X is affine. For every generic
point & of an irreducible component of X \U the local ring Ox ¢ has dimension < 1.
If U is dense or if € is in the closure of U, then dim(Ox¢) = 1.

Proof. Since ¢ is a generic point of X \ U, we see that
Ue = U xx Spec(Ox ¢) C Spec(Ox ¢)

is the punctured spectrum of Ox ¢ (hint: use Schemes, Lemma [13.2). As U — X
is affine, we see that Us — Spec(Ox ¢) is affine (Morphisms, Lemma [11.8)) and

[GD67, EGA 1V,
Corollaire 21.12.7)
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we conclude that U is affine. Hence dim(Ox¢) < 1 by Lemma m If ¢ €U,
then there is a specialization n — £ where n € U (just take 7 a generic point of
an irreducible component of U which contains ¢; since U is locally Noetherian,
hence locally has finitely many irreducible components, we see that 7 € U). Then
n € Spec(Ox ¢) and we see that the dimension cannot be 0. O

Lemma 16.5. Let X be a separated locally Noetherian scheme. Let U C X be
an affine open. For every generic point & of an irreducible component of X \ U the

local ring Ox ¢ has dimension < 1. If U is dense or if  is in the closure of U, then
dim(OXé) =1.

Proof. This follows from Lemma because the morphism U — X is affine by
Morphisms, Lemma, [11.11 O

The following lemma can sometimes be used to produce effective Cartier divisors.

Lemma 16.6. Let X be a Noetherian separated scheme. Let U C X be a dense
affine open. If Ox 5 s a UFD for all x € X \ U, then there exists an effective
Cartier divisor D C X with U = X \ D.

Proof. Since X is Noetherian, the complement X \ U has finitely many irreducible
components D, ..., D, (Properties, Lemma applied to the reduced induced
subscheme structure on X \ U). Each D; C X has codimension 1 by Lemma m
(and Properties, Lemma . Thus D; is an effective Cartier divisor by Lemma
[15.7 Hence we can take D = Dy + ...+ D,. O

Lemma 16.7. Let X be a Noetherian scheme with affine diagonal. Let U C X
be a dense affine open. If Ox , is a UFD for all x € X \ U, then there exists an
effective Cartier divisor D C X with U = X \ D.

Proof. Since X is Noetherian, the complement X \ U has finitely many irreducible
components D, ..., D, (Properties, Lemma applied to the reduced induced
subscheme structure on X \ U). We view D; as a reduced closed subscheme of X.
Let X = UjeJ X be an affine open covering of X. For all j in J, set U; = U N X.
Since X has affine diagonal, the scheme

Uj =X X(XXX) (U X Xj)

is affine. Therefore, as X is separated, it follows from Lemma ﬂ@_ﬁl and its proof
that for all 7 € J and 1 < ¢ < r the intersection D; N X is either empty or an
effective Cartier divisor in X;. Thus D; C X is an effective Cartier divisor (as this
is a local property). Hence we can take D = Dy + ...+ D,. O

Lemma 16.8. Let X be a quasi-compact, regular scheme with affine diagonal.
Then X has an ample family of invertible modules (Morphisms, Definition m

Proof. Observe that X is a finite disjoint union of integral schemes (Properties,
Lemmas and [7.6). Thus we may assume that X is integral as well as Noe-
therian, regular, and having affine diagonal. Let x € X. Choose an affine open
neighbourhood U C X of z. Since X is integral, U is dense in X. By More on
Algebra, Lemma the local rings of X are UFDs. Hence by Lemma we
can find an effective Cartier divisor D C X whose complement is U. Then the
canonical section s = 1p of L = Ox (D), see Definition vanishes exactly along
D hence U = X,. Thus both conditions in Morphisms, Definition [I2.1] hold and we
are done. g
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17. Norms

Let 7 : X — Y be a finite morphism of schemes and let d > 1 be an integer. Let
us say there exists a norm of degree d for ﬂ'EI if there exists a multiplicative map

Norm; : m,.Ox — Oy

of sheaves such that

Norm

(1) the composition Oy i> 1.0x — 2% Oy equals g — g¢, and
(2) for V. C Y open if f € Ox (7~ 1V) is zero at x € 7~ 1(V), then Norm, (f) is
zero at w(x).

We observe that condition (1) forces 7 to be surjective. Since Norm, is multiplica-
tive it sends units to units hence, given y € Y, if f is a regular function on X defined
at but nonvanishing at any x € X with 7(z) = y, then Norm,(f) is defined and
does not vanish at y. This holds without requiring (2); in fact, the constructions
in this section will only require condition (1) and only certain vanishing properties
(which are used in particular in the proof of Lemma will require property (2).

Lemma 17.1. Let 7 : X — Y be a finite morphism of schemes. Let L be an
invertible Ox-module. Let y € Y. There exists an open neighbourhood V.C'Y of y
such that L]y is trivial.

Proof. Clearly we may assume Y and hence X affine. Since 7 is finite the fibre
7~ 1({y}) over y is finite. Since X is affine, we can pick s € I'(X, £) not vanishing
in any point of 7#=1({y}). This follows from Properties, Lemma but we also
give a direct argument. Namely, we can pick a finite set £ C X of closed points
such that every = € 7—1({y}) specializes to some point of E. For z € E denote
iz : © — X the closed immersion. Then £ — P iz+15L is a surjective map of
quasi-coherent O x-modules, and hence the map

(X, L) — EB%E Lo /m, L,

is surjective (as taking global sections is an exact functor on the category of quasi-
coherent O x-modules, see Schemes, Lemma, . Thus we can find an s € T'(X, £)
not vanishing at any point specializing to a point of . Then X, C X is an open
neighbourhood of 7=!({y}). Since 7 is finite, hence closed, we conclude that there
is an open neighbourhood V' C Y of y whose inverse image is contained in X as
desired. |

zEFR

Lemmal 17.2. Let m: X — Y be a finite morphism of schemes. If there exists a
norm of degree d for m, then there exists a homomorphism of abelian groups

Normy : Pic(X) — Pic(Y)
such that Norm, (m*N) = N®? for all invertible Oy -modules N .
Proof. We will use the correspondence between isomorphism classes of invertible
Ox-modules and elements of H!(X, O%) given in Cohomology, Lemma Without
further mention. We explain how to take the norm of an invertible O x-module L.
Namely, by Lemma there exists an open covering Y = (JV} such that £| -1y,
is trivial. Choose a generating section s; € L(m~V}) for each j. On the overlaps
7V, N~V we can write

§j = Ujj’ Sy’

2This is nonstandard notation.
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for a unique u;; € O% (7~'V; N 7='V;/). Thus we can consider the elements
vjjr = Normy (ujj) € Oy (V; N Vi)

These elements satisfy the cocycle condition (because the u;;; do and Norm, is
multiplicative) and therefore define an invertible Oy-module. We omit the verifica-
tion that: this is well defined, additive on Picard groups, and satisfies the property
Norm, (7*N') 2 N®4 for all invertible Oy-modules N O

Lemma 17.3. Let 7 : X — Y be a finite morphism of schemes. Assume there
exists a norm of degree d for w. For any Ox-linear map ¢ : L — L' of invertible
Ox -modules there is an Oy -linear map

Normy (o) : Normg (L) — Norm, (L)

with Norm(L), Norm.(L') as in Lemma[17.9. Moreover, for y € Y the following
are equivalent

(1) ¢ is zero at a point of x € X with w(x) =y, and
(2) Norm,(p) is zero at y.

Proof. We choose an open covering Y = |JV; such that £ and £’ are trivial over
the opens 7~'V;. This is possible by Lemma m Choose generating sections
s;j and s} of £ and L' over the opens 7 1V;. Then ¢(s;) = fis}; for some f; €
Ox (7~'V;). Define Norm,(¢) to be multiplication by Norm, (f;) on V;. An simple
calculation involving the cocycles used to construct Norm, (L), Norm,(£') in the
proof of Lemma [I7.2] shows that this defines a map as stated in the lemma. The
final statement follows from condition (2) in the definition of a norm map of degree
d. Some details omitted. O

Lemma 17.4. Let m: X — Y be a finite morphism of schemes. Assume X has
an ample invertible sheaf and there exists a norm of degree d for m. Then Y has
an ample invertible sheaf.

Proof. Let £ be the ample invertible sheaf on X given to us by assumption. We
will prove that N = Norm,(£) is ample on Y.

Since X is quasi-compact (Properties, Definition and X — Y surjective (by
the existence of Norm, ) we see that Y is quasi-compact. Let y € Y be a point. To
finish the proof we will show that there exists a section t of some positive tensor
power of N which does not vanish at 4 such that Y; is affine. To do this, choose an
affine open neighbourhood V C Y of y. Choose n > 0 and a section s € T'(X, £L®")
such that

'{y}) c XtV

by Properties, Lemma Then ¢ = Norm,(s) is a section of N®" which does
not vanish at = and with ¥; C V, see Lemma[I7.3] Then Y; is affine by Properties,
Lemma [26.4] O

Lemmal 17.5. Let 7 : X — Y be a finite morphism of schemes. Assume X is
quasi-affine and there exists a norm of degree d for w. Then 'Y is quasi-affine.

Proof. By Properties, Lemma we see that Ox is an ample invertible sheaf on
X. The proof of Lemma shows that Norm,(Ox) = Oy is an ample invertible
Oy-module. Hence Properties, Lemma shows that Y is quasi-affine. O
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Lemma 17.6. Let m: X — Y be a finite locally free morphism of degree d > 1.
Then there exists a canonical norm of degree d whose formation commutes with
arbitrary base change.

Proof. Let V C Y be an affine open such that (m.Ox)|v is finite free of rank d.
Choosing a basis we obtain an isomorphism

0P = (m.0x)|v

For every f € m,.Ox(V) = Ox(r~1(V)) multiplication by f defines a Oy -linear
endomorphism my of the displayed free vector bundle. Thus we get a d x d matrix
My € Mat(d x d, Oy (V)) and we can set

Norm, (f) = det(Mjy)

Since the determinant of a matrix is independent of the choice of the basis chosen
we see that this is well defined which also means that this construction will glue to
a global map as desired. Compatibility with base change is straightforward from
the construction.

Property (1) follows from the fact that the determinant of a d x d diagonal matrix
with entries g,g,...,g is g%. To see property (2) we may base change and assume
that Y is the spectrum of a field k. Then X = Spec(A) with A a k-algebra with
dimy(A) = d. If there exists an x € X such that f € A vanishes at z, then there
exists a map A — k into a field such that f maps to zero in k. Then f: A - A
cannot be surjective, hence det(f : A — A) = 0 as desired. O

Lemma 17.7. Let w : X — Y be a finite surjective morphism with X and Y
integral and Y normal. Then there exists a norm of degree [R(X) : R(Y')] for .

Proof. Let Spec(B) C Y be an affine open subset and let Spec(4) C X be its
inverse image. Then A and B are domains. Let K be the fraction field of A and L
the fraction field of B. Picture:

L——K

|

B——A

Since K/L is a finite extension, there is a norm map Normp,, : K* — L* of degree
d = [K : LJ; this is given by mapping f € K to dety(f : K — K) as in the proof of
Lemma [I7.6] Observe that the characteristic polynomial of f : K — K is a power
of the minimal polynomial of f over L; in particular Normpg,(f) is a power of
the constant coefficient of the minimal polynomial of f over L. Hence by Algebra,
Lemma Normpg,;, maps A into B. This determines a compatible system of
maps on sections over affines and hence a global norm map Norm, of degree d.

Property (1) is immediate from the construction. To see property (2) let f € A be
contained in the prime ideal p C A. Let f™ + by f™~ ! + ... + b, be the minimal
polynomial of f over L. By Algebra, Lemma [38.6| we have b; € B. Hence by € BNp.
Since Normp 1, (f) = bg’/ " (see above) we conclude that the norm vanishes in the
image point of p. (]

Lemma 17.8. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Let p be a prime number such that
pOx = 0. Then for some e > 0 there exists a norm of degree p°® for X,eq — X
where X,cq is the reduction of X.
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Proof. Let A be a Noetherian ring with pA = 0. Let I C A be the ideal of
nilpotent elements. Then I™ = 0 for some n (Algebra, Lemma . Pick e such
that p® > n. Then

A/ — A, fmodI—s f*

is well defined. This produces a norm of degree p°® for Spec(A/I) — Spec(A). Now
if X is obtained by glueing some affine schemes Spec(A4;) then for some e > 0 these
maps glue to a norm map for X,.q — X. Details omitted. ([

Proposition| 17.9. Let 7 : X = Y be a finite surjective morphism of schemes.
Assume that X has an ample invertible O x -module. If

(1) 7 is finite locally free, or

(2) Y is an integral normal scheme, or

(3) Y is Noetherian, pOy =0, and X = Y, eq,

then'Y has an ample invertible Oy -module.

Proof. Case (1) follows from a combination of Lemmas [17.6] and [17.4] Case (3)
follows from a combination of Lemmas|17.8/and [17.4] In case (2) we first replace X
by an irreducible component of X which dominates Y (viewed as a reduced closed
subscheme of X). Then we can apply Lemma m (]

Lemma 17.10. Let 7 : X — Y be a finite surjective morphism of schemes.
Assume that X is quasi-affine. If either

(1) 7 is finite locally free, or

(2) Y is an integral normal scheme

then Y is quasi-affine.

Proof. Case (1) follows from a combination of Lemmas and In case (2)
we first replace X by an irreducible component of X which dominates Y (viewed
as a reduced closed subscheme of X). Then we can apply Lemma m (I

18. Relative effective Cartier divisors

The following lemma shows that an effective Cartier divisor which is flat over the
base is really a “family of effective Cartier divisors” over the base. For example the
restriction to any fibre is an effective Cartier divisor.

Lemma 18.1. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D C X be a closed
subscheme. Assume

(1) D is an effective Cartier divisor, and
(2) D — S is a flat morphism.

Then for every morphism of schemes g : S’ — S the pullback (¢')~1D is an effective
Cartier divisor on X' = 8’ xg X where g’ : X' — X is the projection.

Proof. Using Lemma [13.2) we translate this as follows into algebra. Let A — B be
a ring map and h € B. Assume h is a nonzerodivisor and that B/hB is flat over
A. Then

0= B B— B/AB—0
is a short exact sequence of A-modules with B/hB flat over A. By Algebra, Lemma
this sequence remains exact on tensoring over A with any module, in partic-
ular with any A-algebra A’. O
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This lemma is the motivation for the following definition.

Definition 18.2. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. A relative effective
Cartier divisor on X/S is an effective Cartier divisor D C X such that D — S is a
flat morphism of schemes.

We warn the reader that this may be nonstandard notation. In particular, in [DG67,
IV, Section 21.15] the notion of a relative divisor is discussed only when X — S is
flat and locally of finite presentation. Our definition is a bit more general. However,
it turns out that if © € D then X — S is flat at 2 in many cases (but not always).

Lemma 18.3. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. If D1,Dy C X are
relative effective Cartier divisor on X/S then so is Dy + Dy (Definition[13.6).

Proof. This translates into the following algebra fact: Let A — B be a ring map
and hi, he € B. Assume the h; are nonzerodivisors and that B/h;B is flat over A.
Then hjhs is a nonzerodivisor and B/hihoB is flat over A. The reason is that we
have a short exact sequence

0— B/hlB — B/hthB — B/hQB — 0

where the first arrow is given by multiplication by ho. Since the outer two are flat
modules over A, so is the middle one, see Algebra, Lemma [39.13 ]

Lemma 18.4. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. If D1,Dy C X are
relative effective Cartier divisor on X/S and Dy C Dy as closed subschemes, then
the effective Cartier divisor D such that Dy = Dy + D (Lemma is a relative
effective Cartier divisor on X/S.

Proof. This translates into the following algebra fact: Let A — B be a ring map
and hi, hg € B. Assume the h; are nonzerodivisors, that B/h;B is flat over A, and
that (he) C (h1). Then we can write ho = hhy where h € B is a nonzerodivisor.
We get a short exact sequence

0 — B/hB — B/haB — B/h1B — 0

where the first arrow is given by multiplication by h;. Since the right two are flat
modules over A, so is the middle one, see Algebra, Lemma [39.13 O

Lemmal 18.5. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D C X be a relative
effective Cartier divisor on X/S. If v € D and Ox 4 is Noetherian, then f is flat
at x.

Proof. Set A= Og ¢y and B = Ox ;. Let h € B be an element which generates
the ideal of D. Then h is a nonzerodivisor in B such that B/hB is a flat local
A-algebra. Let I C A be a finitely generated ideal. Consider the commutative
diagram

0 B————>B B/hB——>0
0—>B®sl—">B®s]—>B/hB,I—>0
The lower sequence is short exact as B/hB is flat over A, see Algebra, Lemma

39.12l The right vertical arrow is injective as B/hB is flat over A, see Algebra,
Lemma Hence multiplication by h is surjective on the kernel K of the middle
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vertical arrow. By Nakayama’s lemma, see Algebra, Lemma we conclude that
K = 0. Hence B is flat over A, see Algebra, Lemma [39.5 (]

The following lemma relies on the algebraic version of openness of the flat locus.
The scheme theoretic version can be found in More on Morphisms, Section

Lemmal 18.6. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D C X be a relative
effective Cartier divisor. If f is locally of finite presentation, then there exists an
open subscheme U C X such that D C U and such that fly : U — S is flat.

Proof. Pick x € D. It suffices to find an open neighbourhood U C X of x such
that f|y is flat. Hence the lemma reduces to the case that X = Spec(B) and
S = Spec(A) are affine and that D is given by a nonzerodivisor h € B. By
assumption B is a finitely presented A-algebra and B/hB is a flat A-algebra. We
are going to use absolute Noetherian approximation.

Write B = A[x1,...,2,]/(g1, .-, gm). Assume h is the image of b’ € A[xy, ..., x,].
Choose a finite type Z-subalgebra Ay C A such that all the coefficients of the poly-
nomials b’ g1, ..., gm are in Ag. Then we can set By = Ag[x1,...,20]/(g15- -5 Gm)
and hg the image of A’ in By. Then B = By ®4, A and B/hB = By/hoBy ® 4, A.
By Algebra, Lemma[168.1] we may, after enlarging Ay, assume that By/ho By is flat
over Ag. Let Ky = Ker(hg : By — By). As By is of finite type over Z we see
that Ky is a finitely generated ideal. Let A; C A be a finite type Z-subalgebra
containing Ag and denote By, hy, K; the corresponding objects over A;. By More
on Algebra, Lemma the map Ko ®4, A1 — K is surjective. On the other
hand, the kernel of h : B — B is zero by assumption. Hence every element of
K maps to zero in K; for sufficiently large subrings A; C A. Since K is finitely
generated, we conclude that K7 = 0 for a suitable choice of A;.

Set f1 : X1 — S equal to Spec of the ring map A; — By. Set Dy = Spec(By/h1By).
Since B = By ®a, A, ie., X = X; xg, S, it now suffices to prove the lemma for
X7 — Sy and the relative effective Cartier divisor Dy, see Morphisms, Lemma [25.7]
Hence we have reduced to the case where A is a Noetherian ring. In this case
we know that the ring map A — B is flat at every prime ¢ of V(h) by Lemma
Combined with the fact that the flat locus is open in this case, see Algebra,
Theorem [129.4] we win. O

There is also the following lemma (whose idea is apparently due to Michael Artin,
see [Nob77]) which needs no finiteness assumptions at all.

Lemma 18.7. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let D C X be a relative
effective Cartier divisor on X/S. If f is flat at all points of X \ D, then f is flat.

Proof. This translates into the following algebra fact: Let A — B be a ring map
and h € B. Assume h is a nonzerodivisor, that B/hB is flat over A, and that the
localization By, is flat over A. Then B is flat over A. The reason is that we have a
short exact sequence

0 — B — By, — colim,(1/h")B/B — 0

and that the second and third terms are flat over A, which implies that B is flat over
A (see Algebra, Lemma [39.13)). Note that a filtered colimit of flat modules is flat
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(see Algebra, Lemma [39.3) and that by induction on n each (1/h™)B/B = B/h"B
is flat over A since it fits into the short exact sequence

0— B/hl""'B 2 B/h"B — B/hB — 0
Some details omitted. O

Example| 18.8. Here is an example of a relative effective Cartier divisor D where
the ambient scheme is not flat in a neighbourhood of D. Namely, let A = k[t] and

B = k[t,z,y,x 'y, %y, .. ]/ (ty, ta™ Ly, te ™2y, .. )

Then B is not flat over A but B/xB = A is flat over A. Moreover z is a nonzerodi-
visor and hence defines a relative effective Cartier divisor in Spec(B) over Spec(A).

If the ambient scheme is flat and locally of finite presentation over the base, then
we can characterize a relative effective Cartier divisor in terms of its fibres. See
also More on Morphisms, Lemma for a slightly different take on this lemma.

Lemma 18.9. Let ¢ : X — S be a flat morphism which is locally of finite
presentation. Let Z C X be a closed subscheme. Let x € Z with image s € S.

(1) If Zs C X, is a Cartier divisor in a neighbourhood of x, then there exists
an open U C X and a relative effective Cartier divisor D C U such that
ZNUCD and Z;NU = Dy.

(2) If Z, € X5 is a Cartier divisor in a neighbourhood of xz, the morphism
Z — X is of finite presentation, and Z — S is flat at z, then we can
choose U and D such that ZNU = D.

(3) If Zy C X, is a Cartier divisor in a neighbourhood of x and Z is a locally
principal closed subscheme of X in a neighbourhood of x, then we can choose

U and D such that ZNU = D.

In particular, if Z — S is locally of finite presentation and flat and all fibres
Zs C X are effective Cartier divisors, then Z is a relative effective Cartier divisor.
Stmilarly, if Z is a locally principal closed subscheme of X such that all fibres
Zs C Xs are effective Cartier divisors, then Z is a relative effective Cartier divisor.

Proof. Choose affine open neighbourhoods Spec(A) of s and Spec(B) of x such
that ¢(Spec(B)) C Spec(A). Let p C A be the prime ideal corresponding to s. Let
q C B be the prime ideal corresponding to z. Let I C B be the ideal corresponding
to Z. By the initial assumption of the lemma we know that A — B is flat and of
finite presentation. The assumption in (1) means that, after shrinking Spec(B), we
may assume I (B® 4 k(p)) is generated by a single element which is a nonzerodivisor
in B®a k(p). Say f € I maps to this generator. We claim that after inverting
an element g € B, g ¢ q the closed subscheme D = V(f) C Spec(By) is a relative
effective Cartier divisor.

By Algebra, Lemma [168.1] we can find a flat finite type ring map Ag — By of
Noetherian rings, an element fy € By, a ring map Ay — A and an isomorphism
A®4a, Bo = B. If pgp = Ap N'p then we see that

B @4 k(p) = (Bo ®4, £(P0)) @r(pe)) £(P)

hence fy is a nonzerodivisor in By ®4, x(po). By Algebra, Lemma we see
that fo is a nonzerodivisor in (Byg)q, where qo = By N q and that (Bo/foBo)q, is
flat over Ag. Hence by Algebra, Lemma and Algebra, Theorem there
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exists a go € By, go & qo such that fy is a nonzerodivisor in (By),, and such that
(Bo/ foBo)g, is flat over Ag. Hence we see that Dy = V(fo) C Spec((Bo)g,) is
a relative effective Cartier divisor. Since we know that this property is preserved
under base change, see Lemma we obtain the claim mentioned above with g
equal to the image of go in B.

At this point we have proved (1). To see (2) consider the closed immersion Z — D.
The surjective ring map u : Op , = Oz, is a map of flat local Og s-algebras which
are essentially of finite presentation, and which becomes an isomorphisms after
dividing by m,. Hence it is an isomorphism, see Algebra, Lemma It follows
that Z — D is an isomorphism in a neighbourhood of x, see Algebra, Lemma
To see (3), after possibly shrinking U we may assume that the ideal of D
is generated by a single nonzerodivisor f and the ideal of Z is generated by an
element g. Then f = gh. But g|y, and f|y, cut out the same effective Cartier
divisor in a neighbourhood of . Hence h|x, is a unit in Ox, ., hence h is a unit
in Ox . hence h is a unit in an open neighbourhood of . Le., ZNU = D after
shrinking U.

The final statements of the lemma follow immediately from parts (2) and (3),
combined with the fact that Z — S is locally of finite presentation if and only if
Z — X is of finite presentation, see Morphisms, Lemmas and 21.11 O

19. The normal cone of an immersion

Let i : Z — X be a closed immersion. Let Z C Ox be the corresponding quasi-
coherent sheaf of ideals. Consider the quasi-coherent sheaf of graded Ox-algebras
@D,,~oI"/I"*. Since the sheaves I /I™*! are each annihilated by Z this graded
algebra corresponds to a quasi-coherent sheaf of graded O z-algebras by Morphisms,
Lemma [£.1] This quasi-coherent graded Oz-algebra is called the conormal algebra
of Z in X and is often simply denoted @, -, " /I by the abuse of notation
mentioned in Morphisms, Section a

Let f : Z — X be an immersion. We define the conormal algebra of f as the
conormal sheaf of the closed immersion i : Z — X \ 0Z, where 0Z = Z \ Z. It is
often denoted @,,-,Z"/Z""" where T is the ideal sheaf of the closed immersion
i:Z7—X\0Z.

Definition 19.1. Let f: Z — X be an immersion. The conormal algebra Cz;x .
of Z in X or the conormal algebra of f is the quasi-coherent sheaf of graded Oz-
algebras @, 5, Z"/Z"*" described above.

Thus Cz,x1 = Cz/x is the conormal sheaf of the immersion. Also Cz,x 0 = Oz
and Cz/x , is a quasi-coherent Oz-module characterized by the property

(19.1.1) i«Cz/xn =1"/T"

where i : Z — X \ 0Z and Z is the ideal sheaf of i as above. Finally, note that
there is a canonical surjective map

(19.1.2) Sym*(CZ/X) — CZ/X,*
of quasi-coherent graded Oz-algebras which is an isomorphism in degrees 0 and 1.

Lemma 19.2. Leti: Z — X be an immersion. The conormal algebra of i has
the following properties:
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(1) Let U C X be any open such that i(Z) is a closed subset of U. Let T C Oy
be the sheaf of ideals corresponding to the closed subscheme i(Z) C U. Then

CZ/X,* =1 (@nzo In> =41 (@nzo In/I"'H)

(2) For any affine open Spec(R) = U C X such that ZNU = Spec(R/I) there
is a canonical isomorphism T(Z NU,Cz/x ) = @50 I"/T" .

Proof. Mostly clear from the definitions. Note that given a ring R and an ideal I

of R we have I"/I""! = [" ®p R/I. Details omitted. O
Lemmal 19.3. Let
A — X
o,k
7 s X

be a commutative diagram in the category of schemes. Assume i, i immersions.
There is a canonical map of graded Oz-algebras

f*CZ’/X’,* — CZ/X,*

characterized by the following property: For every pair of affine opens (Spec(R) =
U C X,Spec(R') = U’ C X') with f(U) C U such that ZNU = Spec(R/I) and
Z' NU' = Spec(R'/I') the induced map

T(Z' U, Cpyxr.) = P /(T — @nzo "/ I =T(ZNU,Cy)x,.)
is the one induced by the ring map f*: R' — R which has the property f*(I') C I.

Proof. Let 027’ = 7'\ Z' and 0Z = Z \ Z. These are closed subsets of X’ and of
X. Replacing X’ by X'\ 0Z’ and X by X \ (¢7(02') UOZ) we see that we may
assume that ¢ and i’ are closed immersions.

!

The fact that g o4 factors through ¢ implies that ¢*Z’ maps into Z under the
canonical map ¢g*Z' — Ox, see Schemes, Lemmas and Hence we get an
induced map of quasi-coherent sheaves g*((Z')"/(Z")"*1) — Z"/Z"+!. Pulling back
by i gives i*g*((Z')"/(Z')"*') — *(Z"/I"*'). Note that i*(Z"/I"™) = Cz/x,n-
On the other hand, i*g*((Z")"/(Z")"*') = f*@)*((ZT)"/(Z)"*') = f*Czx' n-
This gives the desired map.

Checking that the map is locally described as the given map (I')"/(I")"*! —
I"/I"*1 is a matter of unwinding the definitions and is omitted. Another ob-
servation is that given any x € i(Z) there do exist affine open neighbourhoods U,
U' with f(U) C U and ZNU as well as U' N Z’ closed such that x € U. Proof
omitted. Hence the requirement of the lemma indeed characterizes the map (and
could have been used to define it). O

Lemma 19.4. Let
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be a fibre product diagram in the category of schemes with i, i’ immersions. Then
the canonical map f*Czi/x: . — Cz/x,. of Lemma is surjective. If g is flat,
then it is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let R — R be a ring map, and I’ C R’ an ideal. Set I = I'R. Then
(IN"/(I'" " @r R — I /1" is surjective. If R — Ris flat, then I" = (I')"®p R
and we see the map is an isomorphism. (I

Definition 19.5. Let i : Z — X be an immersion of schemes. The normal cone
CzXof Zin X is
CZX = SpecZ(CZ/X,*)
see Constructions, Definitions and The normal bundle of Z in X is the
vector bundle
Nz X = SpecZ(Sym(CZ/X))
see Constructions, Definitions [6.1] and

Thus CzX — Z is a cone over Z and Nz X — Z is a vector bundle over Z (recall
that in our terminology this does not imply that the conormal sheaf is a finite
locally free sheaf). Moreover, the canonical surjection (19.1.2)) of graded algebras

defines a canonical closed immersion
(19.5.1) CzX — Nz X

of cones over Z.

20. Regular ideal sheaves

In this section we generalize the notion of an effective Cartier divisor to higher codi-
mension. Recall that a sequence of elements fi,..., f, of a ring R is a reqular se-
quence if for each i = 1,...,r the element f; is a nonzerodivisor on R/(f1,..., fi—1)
and R/(f1,...,fr) # 0, see Algebra, Definition There are three closely re-
lated weaker conditions that we can impose. The first is to assume that fi,..., f,
is a Koszul-reqular sequence, i.e., that H;(Ke¢(f1,...,fr)) = 0 for i > 0, see
More on Algebra, Definition [30.1] The sequence is called an H;-reqular sequence
if Hi(Ke(f1,...,fr)) = 0. Another condition we can impose is that with J =

(f1,-.., fr), the map
R/J(Ty,....T.] — €D AN

which maps T} to f; mod J? is an isomorphism. In this case we say that fi,..., f»
is a quasi-reqular sequence, see Algebra, Definition Given an R-module M
there is also a notion of M-regular and M-quasi-regular sequence.

We can generalize this to the case of ringed spaces as follows. Let X be a ringed
space and let f1,..., f € T(X,0x). We say that f1,..., f. is a reqular sequence if
for each i =1,...,r the map

(20.0.1) fi: Ox/(f1,-. s fic1) — Ox/(f1,-- -, fic1)

is an injective map of sheaves. We say that fi,..., f, is a Koszul-regular sequence
if the Koszul complex

(20.0.2) K.(Ox, fo),
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see Modules, Definition is acyclic in degrees > 0. We say that fi,..., f. is a
Hi-regular sequence if the Koszul complex Ko(Ox, fo) is exact in degree 1. Finally,
we say that fi,..., fr is a quasi-reqular sequence if the map

(20.0.3) Ox/IT,.... T.] — P T/ T

is an isomorphism of sheaves where J C Ox is the sheaf of ideals generated by
fis---, fro (There is also a notion of F-regular and F-quasi-regular sequence for a
given Ox-module F which we will introduce here if we ever need it.)

Lemma 20.1. Let X be a ringed space. Let f1,...,f. € T(X,0x). We have
the following implications f1,..., fr is a regular sequence = f1, ..., fr is a Koszul-
reqular sequence = f1,..., fr is an Hi-regular sequence = fi,..., fr is a quasi-
reqular sequence.

Proof. Since we may check exactness at stalks, a sequence f1,..., f, is a regular
sequence if and only if the maps

fi 2 Oxo/(f1s-- s fic1) — Oxo/(f1,-- -, fim1)

are injective for all x € X. In other words, the image of the sequence fi,..., f. in
the ring Ox . is a regular sequence for all z € X. The other types of regularity can
be checked stalkwise as well (details omitted). Hence the implications follow from
More on Algebra, Lemmas [30.2] [30.3] and [30.6] O

Definition 20.2. Let X be a ringed space. Let J C Ox be a sheaf of ideals.

(1) We say J is regular if for every x € Supp(Ox/J) there exists an open
neighbourhood z € U C X and a regular sequence f1,...,f. € Ox(U)
such that J|y is generated by f1,..., fi.

(2) We say J is Koszul-regular if for every = € Supp(Ox/J) there exists an
open neighbourhood z € U C X and a Koszul-regular sequence fi,..., f. €
Ox(U) such that J|y is generated by fi,..., fr.

(3) We say J is Hy-regular if for every x € Supp(Ox/J) there exists an open
neighbourhood = € U C X and a H;-regular sequence f1,..., f. € Ox(U)
such that J|y is generated by f1,..., fi.

(4) We say J is quasi-reqular if for every x € Supp(Ox/J) there exists an
open neighbourhood x € U C X and a quasi-regular sequence fi,..., f, €
Ox (U) such that J|y is generated by f1,..., fi.

Many properties of this notion immediately follow from the corresponding notions
for regular and quasi-regular sequences in rings.

Lemma 20.3. Let X be a ringed space. Let J be a sheaf of ideals. We have the
following implications: J is reqular = J is Koszul-reqular = J is H;-reqular =
J is quasi-regqular.

Proof. The lemma immediately reduces to Lemma [20.1 (I

Lemmal 20.4. Let X be a locally ringed space. Let J C Ox be a sheaf of ideals.
Then J is quasi-regular if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) J is an Ox-module of finite type,
(2) J/J? is a finite locally free Ox | J -module, and

The concept of a
Koszul-regular ideal
sheaf was
introduced in
[BGI71), Expose VII,
Definition 1.4]
where it was called
a regular ideal sheaf.
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(3) the canonical maps
Sym 7 (T|T?) — T/ T

are isomorphisms for all n > 0.

Proof. It is clear that if U C X is an open such that J|y is generated by a
quasi-regular sequence f1,..., f, € Ox(U) then J|y is of finite type, J|v/JT?|v is
free with basis fi,..., fr, and the maps in (3) are isomorphisms because they are
coordinate free formulation of the degree n part of (20.0.3). Hence it is clear that
being quasi-regular implies conditions (1), (2), and (3).

Conversely, suppose that (1), (2), and (3) hold. Pick a point € Supp(Ox/JT).
Then there exists a neighbourhood U C X of x such that J|y/J?|u is free of rank
r over Oy /J|uy. After possibly shrinking U we may assume there exist fi,..., f, €
J(U) which map to a basis of J|y/J?|v as an Oy /J|y-module. In particular
we see that the images of fi,...,f, in J,/J2? generate. Hence by Nakayama’s
lemma (Algebra, Lemma we see that f1,..., f. generate the stalk 7,. Hence,
since J is of finite type, by Modules, Lemma after shrinking U we may assume
that fi,..., f- generate J. Finally, from (3) and the isomorphism J|y/J%|y =
P Ou/T|ufi it is clear that fi,..., f. € Ox(U) is a quasi-regular sequence. O

067N Lemma 20.5. Let (X,Ox) be a locally ringed space. Let J C Ox be a sheaf of
ideals. Let x € X and fi,..., fr € J. whose images give a basis for the k(x)-vector
space Ty /My Ty .
(1) If J is quasi-regular, then there exists an open neighbourhood such that
fis-ooy [r € Ox(U) form a quasi-reqular sequence generating J |y .
(2) If J is Hy-regular, then there exists an open neighbourhood such that f1,..., fr €
Ox(U) form an Hy-regular sequence generating J |y .
(3) If J is Koszul-regular, then there exists an open neighbourhood such that
fis-oo fr € Ox(U) form an Koszul-regular sequence generating J |y .

Proof. First assume that J is quasi-regular. We may choose an open neighbour-
hood U C X of  and a quasi-regular sequence g1, ...,gs € Ox(U) which gen-
erates J|y. Note that this implies that J/J? is free of rank s over Oy/J|v
(see Lemma and its proof) and hence r = s. We may shrink U and assume
fi,.oo, fr € J(U). Thus we may write

fi= Zaijgj

for some a;; € Ox (U). By assumption the matrix A = (a;;) maps to an invertible
matrix over x(z). Hence, after shrinking U once more, we may assume that (a;;)
is invertible. Thus we see that fi,..., f, give a basis for (J/J?)|y which proves
that f1,..., fr is a quasi-regular sequence over U.

Note that in order to prove (2) and (3) we may, because the assumptions of (2) and
(3) are stronger than the assumption in (1), already assume that fi,..., f, € J(U)

and f; = ) a,;;g; with (a;;) invertible as above, where now g1, ..., g, is a Hi-regular
or Koszul-regular sequence. Since the Koszul complex on f, ..., f,. is isomorphic to
the Koszul complex on g1, . . ., g, via the matrix (a;;) (see More on Algebra, Lemma

28.4) we conclude that f1,..., f is Hi-regular or Koszul-regular as desired. O

063F Lemmal 20.6. Any regular, Koszul-reqular, Hi-regular, or quasi-regular sheaf of
ideals on a scheme is a finite type quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals.
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Proof. This follows as such a sheaf of ideals is locally generated by finitely many
sections. And any sheaf of ideals locally generated by sections on a scheme is
quasi-coherent, see Schemes, Lemma [10.1 (]

Lemma 20.7. Let X be a scheme. Let J be a sheaf of ideals. Then J is reg-
ular (resp. Koszul-reqular, Hy-regular, quasi-regular) if and only if for every x €
Supp(Ox | T) there exists an affine open neighbourhood x € U C X, U = Spec(A)
such that J|y = I and such that I is generated by a reqular (resp. Koszul-regular,
Hi-regular, quasi-reqular) sequence f1,..., fr € A.

Proof. By assumption we can find an open neighbourhood U of = over which J
is generated by a regular (resp. Koszul-regular, H;-regular, quasi-regular) sequence
fis--oy fr € Ox(U). After shrinking U we may assume that U is affine, say U =
Spec(A). Since J is quasi-coherent by Lemma we see that J|y = I for some
ideal I C A. Now we can use the fact that

~:Modas — QCoh(Oy)

is an equivalence of categories which preserves exactness. For example the fact
that the functions f; generate J means that the f;, seen as elements of A generate
I. The fact that is injective (resp. (20.0.2) is exact, is exact in
degree 1, is an isomorphism) implies the corresponding property of the
map A/(f1,..., fi—1) = A/(f1,..., fi—1) (resp. the complex Ko(A, f1,..., fr), the
map A/I[Ty,...,T.] — @ I"/I"Y). Thus fi,..., f- € Aisaregular (resp. Koszul-
regular, Hi-regular, quasi-regular) sequence of the ring A. O

Lemmal 20.8. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let J C Ox be a quasi-
coherent sheaf of ideals. Let x be a point of the support of Ox/J. The following
are equivalent

(1) Tz is generated by a regular sequence in Ox 4,
2) Jy is generated by a Koszul-regular sequence in Ox 4,
) Ju is generated by an Hi-regular sequence in Ox ,,
) Ju is generated by a quasi-regular sequence in Ox 4,
) there exists an affine neighbourhood U = Spec(A) of x such that J|y = T
and I is generated by a regular sequence in A, and N
(6) there exists an affine neighbourhood U = Spec(A) of x such that J|y =1
and I is generated by a Koszul-reqular sequence in A, and
(7) there exists an affine neighbourhood U = Spec(A) of = such that J|y = I
and I is generated by an Hiy-regular sequence in A, and N
(8) there exists an affine neighbourhood U = Spec(A) of x such that J|y =1
and I is generated by a quasi-reqular sequence in A,
(9) there exists a neighbourhood U of x such that J|y is reqular, and
(10) there exists a neighbourhood U of x such that J|y is Koszul-regular, and
(11) there exists a neighbourhood U of © such that J|y is Hy-regular, and
(12) there exists a neighbourhood U of x such that J|y is quasi-regqular.

In particular, on a locally Noetherian scheme the notions of reqular, Koszul-reqular,
Hy -regular, or quasi-regular ideal sheaf all agree.

Proof. It follows from Lemma [20.7] that (5) < (9), (6) < (10), (7) < (11), and
(8) & (12). It is clear that (5) = (1), (6) = (2), (7) = (3), and (8) = (4). We
have (1) = (5) by Algebra, Lemma [68.6] We have (9) = (10) = (11) = (12) by
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Lemma [20.3] Finally, (4) = (1) by Algebra, Lemma Now all 12 statements
are equivalent. ([

21. Regular immersions

Let ¢ : Z — X be an immersion of schemes. By definition this means there exists
an open subscheme U C X such that Z is identified with a closed subscheme of U.
Let Z C Oy be the corresponding quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals. Suppose U’ € X
is a second such open subscheme, and denote Z' C Oy the corresponding quasi-
coherent sheaf of ideals. Then Z|ynyr = Z'|unyr. Moreover, the support of Oy /Z
is Z which is contained in UNU’ and is also the support of Oy /Z’. Hence it follows
from Definition that Z is a regular ideal if and only if Z’ is a regular ideal.
Similarly for being Koszul-regular, H;-regular, or quasi-regular.

Definition 21.1. Let i : Z — X be an immersion of schemes. Choose an open
subscheme U C X such that i identifies Z with a closed subscheme of U and denote
I C Oy the corresponding quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals.

(1) We say i is a regular immersion if Z is regular.

(2) We say i is a Koszul-reqular immersion if Z is Koszul-regular.
(3) We say i is a Hy-regular immersion if T is Hy-regular.

(4) We say i is a quasi-regular immersion if Z is quasi-regular.

The discussion above shows that this is independent of the choice of U. The condi-
tions are listed in decreasing order of strength, see Lemma A Koszul-regular
closed immersion is smooth locally a regular immersion, see Lemma 21.11] In the
locally Noetherian case all four notions agree, see Lemma [20.8

Lemmal 21.2. Leti: Z — X be an immersion of schemes. We have the following
implications: 1 is regular = i is Koszul-reqular = ¢ is Hy-reqular = i is quasi-
regular.

Proof. The lemma immediately reduces to Lemma [20.3 (I

Lemmal 21.3. Leti: Z — X be an immersion of schemes. Assume X is locally
Noetherian. Then ¢ is regular < i is Koszul-reqular < i is Hi-reqular < 1 is
quasi-regqular.

Proof. Follows immediately from Lemma [21.2] and Lemma [20.8 (]

Lemma 21.4. Leti: Z — X be a regular (resp. Koszul-regular, Hy-regular,
quasi-regular) immersion. Let X' — X be a flat morphism. Then the base change
i Z xx X' = X' is a regular (resp. Koszul-reqular, Hy-regular, quasi-regular)
1mmersion.

Proof. Via Lemma this translates into the algebraic statements in Algebra,
Lemmas and and More on Algebra, Lemma [30.5 O

Lemma 21.5. Leti: Z — X be an immersion of schemes. Then i is a quasi-
reqular tmmersion if and only if the following conditions are satisfied

(1) @ is locally of finite presentation,

(2) the conormal sheaf Cz/x is finite locally free, and

(3) the map is an isomorphism.

The concept of a
Koszul-regular
immersion was
introduced in
[BGIT1, Expose VII,
Definition 1.4]
where it was called
a regular immersion.
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Proof. An open immersion is locally of finite presentation. Hence we may replace
X by an open subscheme U C X such that ¢ identifies Z with a closed subscheme
of U, i.e., we may assume that i is a closed immersion. Let Z C Ox be the
corresponding quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals. Recall, see Morphisms, Lemma, [21.7
that Z is of finite type if and only if ¢ is locally of finite presentation. Hence the
equivalence follows from Lemma [20.4] and unwinding the definitions. a

Lemma 21.6. Let Z — Y — X be immersions of schemes. Assume that Z —Y
is Hy-regular. Then the canonical sequence of Morphisms, Lemma|31.

0— i*Cy/X — Cz/x — Cz/y —0
is exact and locally split.

Proof. Since Cz,y is finite locally free (see Lemmaand Lemma it suffices
to prove that the sequence is exact. By what was proven in Morphisms, Lemma|31.5
it suffices to show that the first map is injective. Working affine locally this reduces
to the following question: Suppose that we have a ring A and ideals I C J C A.
Assume that J/I C A/I is generated by an Hj-regular sequence. Does this imply
that I/1? ®4 A/J — J/J? is injective? Note that I/I> ®4 A/J = I/1.J. Hence
we are trying to prove that I N .J? = I.J. This is the result of More on Algebra,
Lemma 30.91 O

A composition of quasi-regular immersions may not be quasi-regular, see Algebra,
Remark The other types of regular immersions are preserved under composi-
tion.

Lemma 21.7. Leti:Z —Y and j:Y — X be immersions of schemes.
(1) Ifi and j are regular immersions, so is j o i.
(2) If i and j are Koszul-reqular immersions, so is j o i.
(3) If i and j are Hy-regular immersions, so is j o i.
(4) If i is an Hy-regular immersion and j is a quasi-regular immersion, then
j o1 is a quasi-reqular immersion.

Proof. The algebraic version of (1) is Algebra, Lemma The algebraic version
of (2) is More on Algebra, Lemma [30.13] The algebraic version of (3) is More on
Algebra, Lemma [30.11] The algebraic version of (4) is More on Algebra, Lemma
30.101 O

Lemma 21.8. Leti:Z —Y and j:Y — X be immersions of schemes. Assume
that the sequence
0— Z*Cy/X — Cz/x — Cz/y —0
of Morphisms, Lemma [31.9 is exact and locally split.
(1) If joi is a quasi-regular immersion, $o s i.
(2) If joi is a Hy-regular immersion, so is i.
(3) If both j and j o i are Koszul-reqular immersions, so is .

Proof. After shrinking ¥ and X we may assume that ¢ and j are closed immersions.
Denote T C Ox the ideal sheaf of Y and J C Ox the ideal sheaf of Z. The conormal
sequence is 0 - Z/ZJ — J/J?* = T/(Z + J?) — 0. Let z € Z and set y = i(2),
x = j(y) = j(i(z)). Choose fi,...,fn € Z, which map to a basis of Z,/m,Z,.
Extend this to f1,..., fn, 91, -+, 9m € Jr which map to a basis of J,/m.J,. This
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is possible as we have assumed that the sequence of conormal sheaves is split in a
neighbourhood of z, hence Z, /m,Z, — J,/m,J. is injective.

Proof of (1). By Lemma we can find an affine open neighbourhood U of z such
that f1,..., fn,91,...,9m forms a quasi-regular sequence generating J. Hence by
Algebra, Lemma [69.5] we see that ¢, ..., g, induces a quasi-regular sequence on
Y NU cutting out Z.

Proof of (2). Exactly the same as the proof of (1) except using More on Algebra,
Lemma [30.T2

Proof of (3). By Lemma [20.5] (applied twice) we can find an affine open neigh-
bourhood U of z such that fi,..., f, forms a Koszul-regular sequence generating
Z and f1,..., fn,91,--.,9m forms a Koszul-regular sequence generating 7. Hence
by More on Algebra, Lemma we see that g1, ..., g induces a Koszul-regular
sequence on Y N U cutting out Z. (I

Lemma 21.9. Leti: Z — Y and j: Y — X be immersions of schemes. Pick
z € Z and denote y € Y, x € X the corresponding points. Assume X is locally
Noetherian. The following are equivalent

(1) ¢ is a regular immersion in a neighbourhood of z and j is a regular immer-
sion in a neighbourhood of y,

(2) i and j oi are reqular immersions in a neighbourhood of z,

(3) joi is a regular immersion in a neighbourhood of z and the conormal
sequence

0— Z*Cy/X — CZ/X — Cz/y —0

is split exact in a neighbourhood of z.

Proof. Since X (and hence Y') is locally Noetherian all 4 types of regular immer-
sions agree, and moreover we may check whether a morphism is a regular immersion
on the level of local rings, see Lemma The implication (1) = (2) is Lemma
The implication (2) = (3) is Lemma Thus it suffices to prove that (3)
implies (1).

Assume (3). Set A = Ox,. Denote I C A the kernel of the surjective map
Ox,» — Oy, and denote J C A the kernel of the surjective map Ox , — Oz ..
Note that any minimal sequence of elements generating J in A is a quasi-regular
hence regular sequence, see Lemma [20.5} By assumption the conormal sequence

0= I/IJ—J/J* = J/I+J%) =0

is split exact as a sequence of A/J-modules. Hence we can pick a minimal system
of generators f1,..., fn,91,-.-,9m of J with fi,..., f, € I a minimal system of
generators of I. As pointed out above f1,..., fn,91,...,9m 1S a regular sequence
in A. It follows directly from the definition of a regular sequence that f1,..., f, is
a regular sequence in A and gy,...,9,, is a regular sequence in A/I. Thus j is a
regular immersion at y and 4 is a regular immersion at z. O

Remark 21.10. In the situation of Lemma parts (1), (2), (3) are not
equivalent to “j o4 and j are regular immersions at z and y”. An example is

X = A} = Spec(k[z]), Y = Spec(k[z]/(z?)) and Z = Spec(k[z]/(z)).
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Lemma 21.11. Let i : Z — X be a Koszul regular closed immersion. Then
there exists a surjective smooth morphism X' — X such that the base change i’ :
Z xx X' — X' of i is a regular immersion.

Proof. We may assume that X is affine and the ideal of Z generated by a Koszul-
regular sequence by replacing X by the members of a suitable affine open covering
(affine opens as in Lemma [20.7). The affine case is More on Algebra, Lemma
30.17 O

Lemma 21.12. Leti: Z — X be an immersion. If Z and X are regular schemes,
then i is a reqular immersion.

Proof. Let z € Z. By Lemma it suffices to show that the kernel of Ox . —
Oy, is generated by a regular sequence. This follows from Algebra, Lemmas [106.4
and [106.3] ]

22. Relative regular immersions

In this section we consider the base change property for regular immersions. The
following lemma does not hold for regular immersions or for Koszul immersions, see
Examples, Lemma [14.2

Lemma 22.1. Let f: X — S be a morphism of schemes. Leti: Z C X be an
immersion. Assume

(1) ¢ 4s an Hy-regular (resp. quasi-regular) immersion, and

(2) Z — S is a flat morphism.
Then for every morphism of schemes g : S’ — S the base change Z' = S’ x5 Z —
X' =8 xg X is an Hy-regular (resp. quasi-reqular) immersion.

Proof. Unwinding the definitions and using Lemma this translates into More
on Algebra, Lemma [31.4 O

This lemma is the motivation for the following definition.

Definition 22.2. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let ¢ : Z — X be
an immersion.

(1) We say i is a relative quasi-regular immersion if Z — S is flat and ¢ is a
quasi-regular immersion.

(2) We say i is a relative Hy-reqular immersion if Z — S is flat and ¢ is an
Hi-regular immersion.

We warn the reader that this may be nonstandard notation. Lemma[22.T]guarantees
that relative quasi-regular (resp. Hj-regular) immersions are preserved under any
base change. A relative H;-regular immersion is a relative quasi-regular immersion,
see Lemma Please take a look at Lemma (or Lemma which shows
that if Z — X is a relative H;-regular (or quasi-regular) immersion and the ambient
scheme is (flat and) locally of finite presentation over S, then Z — X is actually a
regular immersion and the same remains true after any base change.

Lemmal22.3. Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let Z — X be a relative
quasi-reqular immersion. If x € Z and Ox , is Noetherian, then f is flat at .


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0692
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0E9J
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/063R
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/063S
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/063T

063U

0FUD

063V

DIVISORS 50

Proof. Let f1,..., fr € Ox, be a quasi-regular sequence cutting out the ideal of
Z at x. By Algebra, Lemma we know that fi,..., f- is a regular sequence.
Hence f, is a nonzerodivisor on Ox ,/(f1,..., fr—1) such that the quotient is a
flat Og f(y)-module. By Lemma we conclude that Ox ,/(f1,...,fr—1) is a
flat Og, ¢(x)-module. Continuing by induction we find that Ox . is a flat Og ,-
module. O

Lemmal 22.4. Let X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let Z — X be an immer-
ston. Assume

(1) X — S is flat and locally of finite presentation,
(2) Z — X is a relative quasi-reqular immersion.

Then Z — X is a regular immersion and the same remains true after any base
change.

Proof. Pick x € Z with image s € S. To prove this it suffices to find an affine
neighbourhood of x contained in U such that the result holds on that affine open.
Hence we may assume that X is affine and there exist a quasi-regular sequence
fiy-- fr € T(X,Ox) such that Z = V(fy,..., fr). By More on Algebra, Lemma
the sequence f1|x.,- .., fr|x, is a quasi-regular sequence in I'( X, Ox,). Since
X is Noetherian, this implies, possibly after shrinking X a bit, that fi|x.,. .., fr|x.
is a regular sequence, see Algebra, Lemmas[69.6|and [68.6] By Lemma [18.9]it follows
that Z; = V(f1) C X is a relative effective Cartier divisor, again after possibly
shrinking X a bit. Applying the same lemma again, but now to Zy = V(f1, f2) C Z1
we see that Z, C 7 is a relative effective Cartier divisor. And so on until on reaches

Z =Z,=V(f1,...,fn). Since being a relative effective Cartier divisor is preserved
under arbitrary base change, see Lemma [18.1] we also see that the final statement
of the lemma holds. O

Remark| 22.5. The codimension of a relative quasi-regular immersion, if it is
constant, does not change after a base change. In fact, if we have a ring map A — B
and a quasi-regular sequence fi,..., f, € B such that B/(f1,..., fr) is flat over A,
then for any ring map A — A’ we have a quasi-regular sequence f1 ® 1,..., [, ® 1
in B = B®a A’ by More on Algebra, Lemma (which was used in the proof
of Lemma above). Now the proof of Lemma [22.4] shows that if A — B is flat
and locally of finite presentation, then for every prime ideal ¢’ C B’ the sequence
fi®l, ..., fr®1is even a regular sequence in the local ring Bél,.

Lemma 22.6. Let X — S be a morphism of schemes. Let Z — X be a relative
Hy-reqular immersion. Assume X — S is locally of finite presentation. Then

(1) there exists an open subscheme U C X such that Z C U and such that
U — S is flat, and

(2) Z = X is a regular immersion and the same remains true after any base
change.

Proof. Pick z € Z. To prove (1) suffices to find an open neighbourhood U C X of
such that U — S is flat. Hence the lemma reduces to the case that X = Spec(B) and
S = Spec(A) are affine and that Z is given by an H;-regular sequence fi,..., f, €
B. By assumption B is a finitely presented A-algebra and B/(f1,..., f-)B is a flat
A-algebra. We are going to use absolute Noetherian approximation.
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Write B = Alz1,...,24])/(g1,- .., gm). Assume f; is the image of f! € A[xy,...,x,].
Choose a finite type Z-subalgebra Ay C A such that all the coefficients of the poly-
nomials f1,...,fl, q1,...,9m are in Ag. We set By = Aglx1,...,2n]/(g1,-- s Im)
and we denote f; o the image of f/ in By. Then B = By ® 4, A and

B/(fi,..., fr) = Bo/(fo1,---, for) ®a, A.

By Algebra, Lemma we may, after enlarging A, assume that Bo/(fo.1,-- -, fo.r)
is flat over Agy. It may not be the case at this point that the Koszul cohomology
group Hy(Ke(Bo, fo1;---, for)) is zero. On the other hand, as By is Noetherian,
it is a finitely generated Bo-module. Let &1,...,&, € H1(Ko(Bo, fo1,---, for)) be
generators. Let Ag C A; C A be a larger finite type Z-subalgebra of A. Denote
f1,; the image of fo; in By = By ®4, 41. By More on Algebra, Lemma the
map

Hi(Ko(Bo, fo1,-- -5 for)) ®a, A1 — Hi(Ke(B1, f1,1,-- -, f1,r))
is surjective. Furthermore, it is clear that the colimit (over all choices of A;
as above) of the complexes Ko(Bi, f1.1,-- -, f1,r) is the complex K¢(B, fi1,..., fr)
which is acyclic in degree 1. Hence

colimua,ca,ca H1(K.(Bl,f1,1, . '7f1,7")) =0

by Algebra, Lemma Thus we can find a choice of A; such that &;,...,&, all
map to zero in Hy(K4(B1, fi1,..., fi,r)). In other words, the Koszul cohomology
group Hi(Ke(B1, fi,1,---, f1,r)) is zero.

Consider the morphism of affine schemes X; — S equal to Spec of the ring map
A1 — By and Z; = Spec(Bi1/(f1,1,---,f1,r)). Since B = By ®4, A, ie., X =
X1 xg, S, and similarly Z = Z; x g .51, it now suffices to prove (1) for X; — S; and
the relative Hj-regular immersion Z; — X3, see Morphisms, Lemma Hence
we have reduced to the case where X — S is a finite type morphism of Noetherian
schemes. In this case we know that X — S is flat at every point of Z by Lemma
Combined with the fact that the flat locus is open in this case, see Algebra,
Theorem we see that (1) holds. Part (2) then follows from an application of
Lemma 22,41 ([l

If the ambient scheme is flat and locally of finite presentation over the base, then
we can characterize a relative quasi-regular immersion in terms of its fibres.

Lemmal 22.7. Let ¢ : X — S be a flat morphism which is locally of finite
presentation. Let T C X be a closed subscheme. Let x € T with image s € S.

(1) If Ts C X, is a quasi-regular immersion in a neighbourhood of x, then there
ezists an open U C X and a relative quasi-regular immersion Z C U such
that Z, =T, NUg; and TNU C Z.

(2) If Ts C X is a quasi-reqular immersion in a neighbourhood of x, the mor-
phism T — X is of finite presentation, and T — S is flat at x, then we can
choose U and Z as in (1) such that TNU = Z.

(3) If Ty C X5 is a quasi-regular immersion in a neighbourhood of x, and T
is cut out by c equations in a neighbourhood of x, where ¢ = dim, (X;) —
dim, (Ts), then we can choose U and Z as in (1) such that TNU = Z.

In each case Z — U is a regular immersion by Lemma [22.7) In particular, if
T — S is locally of finite presentation and flat and all fibres Ty, C X4 are quasi-
regular immersions, then T — X is a relative quasi-reqular immersion.


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/063W

067R

DIVISORS 52

Proof. Choose affine open neighbourhoods Spec(A) of s and Spec(B) of = such
that ¢(Spec(B)) C Spec(A). Let p C A be the prime ideal corresponding to s. Let
q C B be the prime ideal corresponding to z. Let I C B be the ideal corresponding
to T. By the initial assumption of the lemma we know that A — B is flat and
of finite presentation. The assumption in (1) means that, after shrinking Spec(B),
we may assume I (B ®4 x(p)) is generated by a quasi-regular sequence of elements.
After possibly localizing B at some g € B, g ¢ q we may assume there exist
fiy--+, fr € I which map to a quasi-regular sequence in B ® 4 k(p) which generates
I(B ®4 k(p)). By Algebra, Lemmas and we may assume after another
localization that fi,..., f, € I form a regular sequence in B ® 4 £(p). By Lemma
it follows that Z; = V(f1) C Spec(B) is a relative effective Cartier divisor,
again after possibly localizing B. Applying the same lemma again, but now to
Zy = V(f1, f2) C Z; we see that Zy C Z; is a relative effective Cartier divisor.
And so on until one reaches Z = Z, = V(fi,...,fn). Then Z — Spec(B) is a
regular immersion and Z is flat over S, in particular Z — Spec(B) is a relative
quasi-regular immersion over Spec(A). This proves (1).

To see (2) consider the closed immersion Z — D. The surjective ring map w :
Ops — Oz, is a map of flat local Og ;-algebras which are essentially of finite
presentation, and which becomes an isomorphisms after dividing by m,. Hence
it is an isomorphism, see Algebra, Lemma It follows that Z — D is an
isomorphism in a neighbourhood of z, see Algebra, Lemma

To see (3), after possibly shrinking U we may assume that the ideal of Z is generated
by a regular sequence fi,..., f. (see our construction of Z above) and the ideal of
T is generated by ¢1,...,g9.. We claim that ¢ = r. Namely,

dlmw(XS) = dim(oxs,x) + trdegn(s) (IQ(.’,E)),
dlmJ,(Té) = dim(OTs,w) + trdegm(s)(‘%(aj)%
dim(Ox, ,) = dim(Or, ) + 7

the first two equalities by Algebra, Lemma[116.3)and the second by r times applying
Algebra, Lemma As T C Z we see that f; = > b;jg;. But the ideals of Z
and T cut out the same quasi-regular closed subscheme of X in a neighbourhood
of . Hence the matrix (b;;) mod m, is invertible (some details omitted). Hence
(bi;) is invertible in an open neighbourhood of z. In other words, T NU = Z after
shrinking U.

The final statements of the lemma follow immediately from part (2), combined with
the fact that Z — S is locally of finite presentation if and only if Z — X is of finite

presentation, see Morphisms, Lemmas and 21.11 O

The following lemma is an enhancement of Morphisms, Lemma [34.20]

Lemmal 22.8. Let f: X — S be a smooth morphism of schemes. Let o : S — X
be a section of f. Then o is a regular immersion.

Proof. By Schemes, Lemma the morphism o is an immersion. After re-
placing X by an open neighbourhood of ¢(S) we may assume that o is a closed
immersion. Let T = o(S) be the corresponding closed subscheme of X. Since
T — S is an isomorphism it is flat and of finite presentation. Also a smooth mor-
phism is flat and locally of finite presentation, see Morphisms, Lemmas [34.9] and
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Thus, according to Lemma [22.7] it suffices to show that Ty C X is a quasi-
regular closed subscheme. This follows immediately from Morphisms, Lemma [34.20
but we can also see it directly as follows. Let k be a field and let A be a smooth
k-algebra. Let m C A be a maximal ideal whose residue field is k. Then m is
generated by a quasi-regular sequence, possibly after replacing A by A, for some
g€ A, g ¢m. In Algebra, Lemma we proved that A, is a regular local ring,
hence mA,, is generated by a regular sequence. This does indeed imply that m is
generated by a regular sequence (after replacing A by A, for some g € A, g ¢ m),
see Algebra, Lemma [68.6 (]

The following lemma has a kind of converse, see Lemma [22.12

Yy ——— = X
K3
S
be a commutative diagram of morphisms of schemes. Assume X — S smooth, and

i, j immersions. If j is a regular (resp. Koszul-reqular, Hy-regular, quasi-reqular)
immersion, then so is i.

Lemma 22.9. Let

Proof. We can write i as the composition
Y >Y xg X > X

By Lemma [22:§] the first arrow is a regular immersion. The second arrow is a flat
base change of Y — S, hence is a regular (resp. Koszul-regular, Hy-regular, quasi-
regular) immersion, see Lemma We conclude by an application of Lemma
217 O

Lemma 22.10. Let
Y —M = X
S

be a commutative diagram of morphisms of schemes. Assume thatY — S is syn-
tomic, X — S smooth, and © an immersion. Then i is a reqular immersion.

Proof. After replacing X by an open neighbourhood of i(Y") we may assume that
i is a closed immersion. Let T' = i(Y") be the corresponding closed subscheme of X.
Since T2 Y the morphism 7' — S is flat and of finite presentation (Morphisms,
Lemmas and [30.7). Also a smooth morphism is flat and locally of finite pre-
sentation (Morphisms, Lemmas and [34.8). Thus, according to Lemma it
suffices to show that T C X, is a quasi-regular closed subscheme. As X is locally
of finite type over a field, it is Noetherian (Morphisms, Lemma . Thus we
can check that Ty, C X, is a quasi-regular immersion at points, see Lemma [20.8
Take t € Ts;. By Morphisms, Lemma the local ring Or, ; is a local complete
intersection over k(s). The local ring Ox, ; is regular, see Algebra, Lemma
By Algebra, Lemma we see that the kernel of the surjection Ox, ; — Or, 4
is generated by a regular sequence, which is what we had to show. [
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Yy —— = X
\ | /
S
be a commutative diagram of morphisms of schemes. Assume thatY — S is smooth,
X — S smooth, and i an immersion. Then i is a reqular immersion.

Lemma 22.11. Let

Proof. This is a special case of Lemma [22.10| because a smooth morphism is syn-
tomic, see Morphisms, Lemma O

Lemma 22.12. Let
S

be a commutative diagram of morphisms of schemes. Assume X — S smooth
and i and j immersions. If i is a Koszul-reqular (resp. Hy-regular, quasi-regular)
immersion, then so is j.

Y X

Proof. We will use Lemma [21.2| without further mention. Let y € Y be any point.
Set = i(y) and set s = j(y). It suffices to prove the result after replacing X and
S by open neighbourhoods U and V of x and s and Y by an open neighbourhood
of y in i~ (U) N j=Y(V).

We first prove the result for X = A%. After replacing S by an affine open
V and replacing Y by j~'(V) we may assume that j is a closed immersions
and S is affine. Write S = Spec(A). Then j : ¥ — S defines an isomor-
phism of Y to the closed subscheme Spec(A/I) for some ideal I C A. The map
i:Y = Spec(A/I) — A% = Spec(A[z1,...,x,]) corresponds to an A-algebra ho-
momorphism i* : A[zy,...,z,] = A/I. Choose a; € A which map to i*(z;) in A/I.
Observe that the ideal of the closed immersion ¢ is

J=(r1—a1,...,xp —an)+ TA[x1,..., 2]
Set K = (x1 —a1,...,T, — a,). We claim the sequence
0— K/KJ— J/J* = J/(K+J?) =0
is split exact. To see this note that K/K? is free with basis x; — a; over the ring
Alzy,...,zn])/K = A. Hence K/KJ is free with the same basis over the ring
Alxy,...,z,]/J = A/I. On the other hand, taking derivatives gives a map
dA[a;l,...,xn]/A : J/J2 — QA[xl,...,;cn}/A ®A[a¢1,...,xn] A[xla s 7xn]/<]

which maps the generators x; — a; to the basis elements dz; of the free module on
the right. The claim follows. Moreover, note that 1 — a1, ..., x, — a, is a regular

sequence in A[zy,...,x,] with quotient ring A[z1,...,z,]/(x1 —a1,...,2p —an) =
A. Thus we have a factorization

Y > V(s —ay,...,zn —an) = A%

of our closed immersion 7 where the composition is Koszul-regular (resp. H;-regular,
quasi-regular), the second arrow is a regular immersion, and the associated conor-
mal sequence is split. Now the result follows from Lemma 21.8]
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Next, we prove the result holds if ¢ is H;-regular or quasi-regular. Namely, shrinking
as in the first paragraph of the proof, we may assume that Y, X, and S are affine.
In this case we can choose a closed immersion i : X — A% over S for some n.
Note that h is a regular immersion by Lemma [22.11} Hence h o4 is a Hi-regular or
quasi-regular immersion, see Lemma m (note that this step does not work in the
“quasi-regular case”). Thus we reduce to the case X = A% and S affine we proved
above.

Finally, assume i is quasi-regular. After shrinking as in the first paragraph of the
proof, we may use Morphisms, Lemma to factor f as X — A% — S where
the first morphism X — A% is étale. This reduces the problem to the the two cases
(a) X = A% and (b) f is étale. Case (a) was handled in the second paragraph of
the proof. Case (b) is handled by the next paragraph.

Assume f is étale. After shrinking we may assume X, Y, and S affine i and j
closed immersions (small detail omitted). Say S = Spec(A), X = Spec(B) and
Y = Spec(B/J) = Spec(A/I). Shrinking further we may assume J is generated
by a quasi-regular sequence. The ring map A — B is étale, hence formally étale
(Algebra, Lemma [150.2). Thus @I"/I"*! = @ J"/J"*! by Algebra, Lemma
Since J is generated by a quasi-regular sequence, so is I. This finishes the
proof. O

23. Meromorphic functions and sections

This section contains only the general definitions and some elementary results. See
[K1eT9] for some possible pitfallaﬂ

Let (X, Ox) be a locally ringed space. For any open U C X we have defined the
set S(U) C Ox(U) of regular sections of Ox over U, see Definition [14.6] The
restriction of a regular section to a smaller open is regular. Hence S : U — S(U)
is a subsheaf (of sets) of Ox. We sometimes denote S = Sx if we want to indicate
the dependence on X. Moreover, S(U) is a multiplicative subset of the ring Ox (U)
for each U. Hence we may consider the presheaf of rings

Ur— S(U)0x(U),
see Modules, Lemma [27.1}

Definition 23.1. Let (X, Ox) be alocally ringed space. The sheaf of meromorphic
functions on X is the sheaf Ky associated to the presheaf displayed above. A
meromorphic function on X is a global section of Kx.

Since each element of each S(U) is a nonzerodivisor on Ox(U) we see that the
natural map of sheaves of rings Ox — Kx is injective.

Example 23.2. Let A = C[z,{ya}acc]/((z — @)Y, Yayp). Any element of A
can be written uniquely as f(x) + > Aoy with f(z) € Clz] and A, € C. Let
X = Spec(A). In this case Ox = Kx, since on any affine open D(f) the ring Ay
any nonzerodivisor is a unit (proof omitted).

Let (X,Ox) be a locally ringed space. Let F be a sheaf of Ox-modules. Consider
the presheaf U +— S(U)"'F(U). Its sheafification is the sheaf F @0, Kx, see
Modules, Lemma

3Danger, Will Robinson!
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Definition 23.3. Let X be a locally ringed space. Let F be a sheaf of O x-modules.

(1) We denote Kx (F) the sheaf of Kx-modules which is the sheafification of
the presheaf U — S(U)~1F(U). Equivalently Kx(F) = F ®0, Kx (see
above).

(2) A meromorphic section of F is a global section of Kx (F).

In particular we have
ICX(F)z = Jr:v (g(ﬂx,I ]CX,ac = Sglfx

for any point x € X. However, one has to be careful since it may not be the case
that S is the set of nonzerodivisors in the local ring Ox ;. Namely, there is always
an injective map
ICX,J: — Q(OX,(E)

to the total quotient ring. It is also surjective if and only if S, is the set of nonzero-
divisors in Ox ;. The sheaves of meromorphic sections aren’t quasi-coherent mod-
ules in general, but they do have some properties in common with quasi-coherent
modules.

Definition 23.4. Let f : (X,0x) — (Y,0Oy) be a morphism of locally ringed
spaces. We say that pullbacks of meromorphic functions are defined for f if for every
pair of open U C X, V C Y such that f(U) C V, and any section s € I'(V, Sy) the
pullback f*(s) € I'(U,Ox) is an element of I'(U, Sx).

In this case there is an induced map f*: f~'Ky — Kx, in other words we obtain
a commutative diagram of morphisms of ringed spaces

(X,Kx) —_— (X,Ox)

oo
(Y7 ICY) —— (Ya OY)
We sometimes denote f*(s) = f(s) for a section s € T'(Y, Ky).

Lemma 23.5. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of schemes. In each of the following
cases pullbacks of meromorphic functions are defined.

(1) every weakly associated point of X maps to a generic point of an irreducible
component of Y,

(2) X, Y are integral and f is dominant,

(3) X is integral and the generic point of X maps to a generic point of an
irreducible component of Y,

(4) X is reduced and every generic point of every irreducible component of X
maps to the generic point of an irreducible component of Y,

(5) X is locally Noetherian, and any associated point of X maps to a generic
point of an irreducible component of Y,

(6) X is locally Noetherian, has no embedded points and any generic point of
an irreducible component of X maps to the generic point of an irreducible
component of Y, and

(7) f is flat.

Proof. The question is local on X and Y. Hence we reduce to the case where
X = Spec(A), Y = Spec(R) and f is given by a ring map ¢ : R — A. By the
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characterization of regular sections of the structure sheaf in Lemma we have
to show that R — A maps nonzerodivisors to nonzerodivisors. Let ¢ € R be a
nonzerodivisor.

If R — A is flat, then ¢t : R — R being injective shows that ¢t : A — A is injective.
This proves (7).

In the other cases we note that ¢ is not contained in any of the minimal primes
of R (because every element of a minimal prime in a ring is a zerodivisor). Hence
in case (1) we see that ¢(t) is not contained in any weakly associated prime of A.
Thus this case follows from Algebra, Lemma [66.7] Case (5) is a special case of (1)
by Lemma Case (6) follows from (5) and the definitions. Case (4) is a special
case of (1) by Lemma/[5.12] Cases (2) and (3) are special cases of (4). O

Lemma 23.6. Let X be a scheme such that

(a) every weakly associated point of X is a generic point of an irreducible com-
ponent of X, and
(b) any quasi-compact open has a finite number of irreducible components.

Let X° be the set of generic points of irreducible components of X. Then we have

Ex =@, o -On =TT,y 10-0
X pexo J1xXn pexo JnxXom

where jy, : Spec(Ox ) — X is the canonical map of Schemes, Section, Moreover
(1) Kx is a quasi-coherent sheaf of Ox-algebras,
(2) for every quasi-coherent Ox-module F the sheaf

Kx(F) =B, o dneFn =11, cyo I
of meromorphic sections of F is quasi-coherent,
) Sz C Ox 4 is the set of nonzerodivisors for any x € X,
) Kx is the total quotient ring of Ox 4 for any z € X,
) Kx(U) equals the total quotient ring of Ox (U) for any affine open U C X,
) the ring of rational functions of X (Morphisms, Deﬁm’tion is the ring
of meromorphic functions on X, in a formula: R(X) =T(X,Kx).

Proof. Observe that a locally finite direct sum of sheaves of modules is equal to
the product since you can check this on stalks for example. Then since Kx (F) =
F ®oy Kx we see that (2) follows from the other statements. Also, observe that
part (6) follows from the initial statement of the lemma and Morphisms, Lemma
when X0 is finite; the general case of (6) follows from this by glueing (argument
omitted).

Let j : Y = [],cxoSpec(Ox,;) — X be the product of the morphisms j,. We
have to show that x = j.Oy. First note that Ky = Oy as Y is a disjoint
union of spectra of local rings of dimension 0: in a local ring of dimension zero any
nonzerodivisor is a unit. Next, note that pullbacks of meromorphic functions are
defined for j by Lemma [23.5] This gives a map

Kx — j*Oy.

Let Spec(A) = U C X be an affine open. Then A is a ring with finitely many
minimal primes qi,...,q; and every weakly associated prime of A is one of the
q;- We obtain Q(A) = [[ Aq, by Algebra, Lemmas and In other words,
already the value of the presheaf U — S(U)"1Ox (U) agrees with 5,0y (U) on our
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affine open U. Hence the displayed map is an isomorphism which proves the first
displayed equality in the statement of the lemma.

Finally, we prove (1), (3), (4), and (5). Part (5) we saw during the course of the
proof that Lx = j.Oy. The morphism j is quasi-compact by our assumption
that the set of irreducible components of X is locally finite. Hence j is quasi-
compact and quasi-separated (as Y is separated). By Schemes, Lemma 7« Oy
is quasi-coherent. This proves (1). Let z € X. We may choose an affine open
neighbourhood U = Spec(A) of x all of whose irreducible components pass through
. Then A C A, because every weakly associated prime of A is contained in p
hence elements of A\ p are nonzerodivisors by Algebra, Lemma It follows
easily that any nonzerodivisor of A, is the image of a nonzerodivisor on a (possibly
smaller) affine open neighbourhood of x. This proves (3). Part (4) follows from
part (3) by computing stalks. O

Definition 23.7. Let X be a locally ringed space. Let £ be an invertible Ox-
module. A meromorphic section s of £ is said to be regular if the induced map

Kx — Kx(L) is injective. In other words, s is a regular section of the invertible
K x-module Kx (L), see Definition

Let us spell out when (regular) meromorphic sections can be pulled back.

Lemmal 23.8. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of locally ringed spaces. Assume
that pullbacks of meromorphic functions are defined for f (see Definition m}
(1) Let F be a sheaf of Oy-modules. There is a canonical pullback map f* :
LY, Ky (F)) = (X, Kx (f*F)) for meromorphic sections of F.
(2) Let L be an invertible Ox-module. A regular meromorphic section s of L
pulls back to a reqular meromorphic section f*s of f*L.

Proof. Omitted. O

Lemma 23.9. Let X be a scheme. Let L be an invertible Ox-module. Let s be a
regular meromorphic section of L. Let us denote T C Ox the sheaf of ideals defined
by the rule

I(V)={fe0x(V)| fs€ L(V)}.
The formula makes sense since L(V) C Kx(L)(V). Then T is a quasi-coherent
sheaf of ideals and we have injective maps

1:7T—0Ox, s:IT—L
whose cokernels are supported on closed nowhere dense subsets of X.

Proof. The question is local on X. Hence we may assume that X = Spec(A), and
L = Ox. After shrinking further we may assume that s = a/b with a,b € A both
nonzerodivisors in A. Set I = {z € A | x(a/b) € A}.

To show that Z is quasi-coherent we have to show that Iy = {x € Ay | x(a/b) € Ay}
for every f e A. If ¢/f" € Ay, (¢/f™)(a/b) € Ay, then we see that f™c(a/b) € A
for some m, hence ¢/ f" € I;. Conversely it is easy to see that I; is contained in
{z € Ay | z(a/b) € A;}. This proves quasi-coherence.

Let us prove the final statement. It is clear that (b) C I. Hence V(I) C V(b) is a
nowhere dense subset as b is a nonzerodivisor. Thus the cokernel of 1 is supported

in a nowhere dense closed set. The same argument works for the cokernel of s since
s(b) = (a) C sl C A O
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Definition 23.10. Let X be a scheme. Let £ be an invertible O x-module. Let s
be a regular meromorphic section of £. The sheaf of ideals Z constructed in Lemma
[23.9)is called the ideal sheaf of denominators of s.

24. Meromorphic functions and sections; Noetherian case

For locally Noetherian schemes we can prove some results about the sheaf of mero-
morphic functions. However, there is an example in [Kle79] showing that Kx need
not be quasi-coherent for a Noetherian scheme X.

Lemma 24.1. Let X be a quasi-compact scheme. Let h € T'(X,0x) and f €
D(X,Kx) such that [ restricts to zero on Xy. Then h™f =0 for some n > 0.

Proof. We can find a covering of X by affine opens U such that f|y = s~ la

with ¢ € Ox(U) and s € S(U). Since X is quasi-compact we can cover it by
finitely many affine opens of this form. Thus it suffices to prove the lemma when
X = Spec(A) and f = s~ta. Note that s € A is a nonzerodivisor hence it suffices
to prove the result when f = a. The condition f|x, = 0 implies that a maps to
zero in A, = Ox(X}) as Ox C Kx. Thus h"a = 0 for some n > 0 as desired. O

Lemmal 24.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme.

(1) For any x € X we have S; C Ox , is the set of nonzerodivisors, and hence
Kx .« is the total quotient ring of Ox ..

(2) For any affine open U C X the ring Kx (U) equals the total quotient ring
Of OX (U)

Proof. To prove this lemma we may assume X is the spectrum of a Noetherian
ring A. Say ¢ € X corresponds to p C A.

Proof of (1). It is clear that S, is contained in the set of nonzerodivisors of Ox , =
A,. For the converse, let f,g € A, g € p and assume f/g is a nonzerodivisor in A,.
Let I = {a € A|af = 0}. Then we see that I, = 0 by exactness of localization.
Since A is Noetherian we see that I is finitely generated and hence that ¢'I = 0
for some ¢’ € A, ¢’ ¢ p. Hence f is a nonzerodivisor in Ay, i.e., in a Zariski open
neighbourhood of p. Thus f/g is an element of S,.

Proof of (2). Let f € T'(X,Kx) be a meromorphic function. Set I = {a € A|af €
A}. Fix a prime p C A corresponding to the point x € X. By (1) we can write
the image of f in the stalk at p as a/b, a,b € A, with b € A, not a zerodivisor.
Write b = ¢/d with ¢,d € A, d € p. Then ad — cf is a section of Kx which vanishes
in an open neighbourhood of x. Say it vanishes on D(e) with e € A, e € p. Then
e"(ad — cf) = 0 for some n > 0 by Lemma Thus e”c € I and e"c maps to
a nonzerodivisor in A,. Let Ass(4) = {qi,...,q:} be the associated primes of A.
By looking at IA,, and using Algebra, Lemma the above says that I ¢ g;
for each ¢. By Algebra, Lemma there exists an element z € I, z € |Jq;. By
Algebra, Lemma we see that x is not a zerodivisor on A. Hence f = (zf)/x is
an element of the total ring of fractions of A. This proves (2). O

Lemma 24.3. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme having no embedded points.
Let X0 be the set of generic points of irreducible components of X. Then we have

Kx = @HEXO InxOx.n = Hnexf’ InxOx.n

where j, : Spec(Ox ) — X is the canonical map of Schemes, Section, Moreover
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(1) Kx is a quasi-coherent sheaf of Ox-algebras,
(2) for every quasi-coherent Ox-module F the sheaf

Kx(F) = @neXO InxFn = HneXU Jn.xFn

of meromorphic sections of F is quasi-coherent, and
(3) the ring of rational functions of X is the ring of meromorphic functions on
X, in a formula: R(X)=T(X,Kx).

Proof. This lemma is a special case of Lemma because in the locally Noe-
therian case weakly associated points are the same thing as associated points by
Lemma, O

Lemma 24.4. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme having no embedded points.
Let L be an invertible O x-module. Then L has a reqular meromorphic section.

Proof. For each generic point 1 of X pick a generator s, of the free rank 1 module
L, over the artinian local ring Ox ,. It follows immediately from the description
of Kx and Kx (L) in Lemma that s = [[ s, is a regular meromorphic section
of L. 0

Lemmal 24.5. Suppose given

(1) X a locally Noetherian scheme,

(2) L an invertible Ox-module,

(3) s a regular meromorphic section of L, and

(4) F coherent on X without embedded associated points and Supp(F) = X.

Let T C Ox be the ideal of denominators of s. Let T C X be the union of the
supports of Ox /T and L/s(T) which is a nowhere dense closed subset T C X
according to Lemma[25.9 Then there are canonical injective maps

1:ZF = F, s5:IF = F®oy L
whose cokernels are supported on T.

Proof. Reduce to the affine case with £ = Oy, and s = a/b with a,b € A both
nonzerodivisors. Proof of reduction step omitted. Write F = M. Let I = {z €
A | z(a/b) € A} so that T = I (see proof of Lemma . Note that T =
V(I)UV((a/b)I). For any A-module M consider the map 1 : IM — M; this is
the map that gives rise to the map 1 of the lemma. Consider on the other hand
the map o : IM — M,z — ax/b. Since b is not a zerodivisor in A, and since M
has support Spec(A4) and no embedded primes we see that b is a nonzerodivisor on
M also. Hence M C M,. By definition of T we have o(IM) C M as submodules
of M. Hence we get an A-module map s : IM — M (namely the unique map
such that s(z)/1 = o(z) in M, for all z € IM). It is injective because a is a
nonzerodivisor also (on both A and M). It is clear that M /IM is annihilated by I
and that M/s(IM) is annihilated by (a/b)I. Thus the lemma follows. O

25. Meromorphic functions and sections; reduced case

For a scheme which is reduced and which locally has finitely many irreducible
components, the sheaf of meromorphic functions is quasi-coherent.
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Lemma 25.1. Let X be a reduced scheme such that any quasi-compact open has
a finite number of irreducible components. Let X be the set of generic points of
irreducible components of X. Then we have

Kx = @nexo Jn,xi(n) = HneXU (1)

where j, : Spec(k(n)) — X is the canonical map of Schemes, Section . Moreover
(1) Kx is a quasi-coherent sheaf of Ox -algebras,
(2) for every quasi-coherent Ox -module F the sheaf

Kx(F) = @neXO JnxFn = HneXU Jn.xFn

of meromorphic sections of F is quasi-coherent,
(3) Sy C Oxy is the set of nonzerodivisors for any x € X,
(4) Kx 4 is the total quotient ring of Ox 4 for any x € X,
(5) Kx(U) equals the total quotient ring of Ox (U) for any affine open U C X,
(6) the ring of rational functions of X is the ring of meromorphic functions on
X, in a formula: R(X) =T(X,Kx).

Proof. This lemma is a special case of Lemma because on a reduced scheme
the weakly associated points are the generic points by Lemma [5.12) [l

Lemmal 25.2. Let X be a scheme. Assume X is reduced and any quasi-compact
open U C X has a finite number of irreducible components. Then the normalization
morphism v : XV — X is the morphism

!/
Spec, (0') — X
where O' C Kx is the integral closure of Ox in the sheaf of meromorphic functions.

Proof. Compare the definition of the normalization morphism v : X¥ — X (see
Morphisms, Definition [54.1)) with the description of Kx in Lemma above. [

Lemma 25.3. Let X be an integral scheme with generic point n. We have
(1) the sheaf of meromorphic functions is isomorphic to the constant sheaf with
value the function field (see Morphisms, Deﬁm’tion of X.
(2) for any quasi-coherent sheaf F on X the sheaf Kx (F) is isomorphic to the
constant sheaf with value F,.

Proof. Omitted. O
In some cases we can show regular meromorphic sections exist.

Lemma 25.4. Let X be a scheme. Let L be an invertible Ox-module. In each of
the following cases L has a reqular meromorphic section:
(1) X is integral,
(2) X is reduced and any quasi-compact open has a finite number of irreducible
components,
(3) X is locally Noetherian and has no embedded points.

Proof. In case (1) let n € X be the generic point. We have seen in Lemma
that Ky, resp. Kx (L) is the constant sheaf with value x(n), resp. £,. Since
dimy(,) £, = 1 we can pick a nonzero element s € L,. Clearly s is a regular
meromorphic section of £. In case (2) pick s, € £,) nonzero for all generic points
n of X; this is possible as £,, is a 1-dimensional vector space over k(7). It follows
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immediately from the description of Kx and Kx(£) in Lemma that s =[] s,
is a regular meromorphic section of £. Case (3) is Lemma m g

26. Weil divisors

We will introduce Weil divisors and rational equivalence of Weil divisors for locally
Noetherian integral schemes. Since we are not assuming our schemes are quasi-
compact we have to be a little careful when defining Weil divisors. We have to
allow infinite sums of prime divisors because a rational function may have infinitely
many poles for example. For quasi-compact schemes our Weil divisors are finite
sums as usual. Here is a basic lemma we will often use to prove collections of closed
subschemes are locally finite.

Lemma 26.1. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let Z C X be a closed
subscheme. The collection of irreducible components of Z is locally finite in X.

Proof. Let U C X be a quasi-compact open subscheme. Then U is a Noether-
ian scheme, and hence has a Noetherian underlying topological space (Properties,
Lemma . Hence every subspace is Noetherian and has finitely many irreducible
components (see Topology, Lemma . (I

Recall that if Z is an irreducible closed subset of a scheme X, then the codimension
of Z in X is equal to the dimension of the local ring Ox ¢, where £ € Z is the
generic point. See Properties, Lemma [10.3

Definition 26.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme.

(1) A prime divisor is an integral closed subscheme Z C X of codimension 1.

(2) A Weil divisor is a formal sum D = > nzZ where the sum is over prime
divisors of X and the collection {Z | nz # 0} is locally finite (Topology,
Definition .

The group of all Weil divisors on X is denoted Div(X).

Our next task is to define the Weil divisor associated to a rational function. In
order to do this we use the order of vanishing of a rational function along a prime
divisor which is defined as follows.

Definition 26.3. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let f € R(X)*.
For every prime divisor Z C X we define the order of vanishing of f along Z as
the integer

ordz(f) = ordoy (f)
where the right hand side is the notion of Algebra, Definition [121.2] and £ is the
generic point of Z.

Note that for f,g € R(X)* we have
ordz(fg) = ordz(f) + ordz(g).

Of course it can happen that ordz(f) < 0. In this case we say that f has a pole
along Z and that —ordz(f) > 0 is the order of pole of f along Z. Tt is important
to note that the condition ordz(f) > 0 is not equivalent to the condition f € Ox ¢
unless the local ring Ox ¢ is a discrete valuation ring.
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Lemma 26.4. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let f € R(X)*.
Then the collections
{Z C X | Z a prime divisor with generic point £ and f not in Ox ¢}
and
{Z C X | Z a prime divisor and ordz(f) # 0}
are locally finite in X.

Proof. There exists a nonempty open subscheme U C X such that f corresponds
to a section of I'(U, O%). Hence the prime divisors which can occur in the sets of
the lemma are all irreducible components of X \ U. Hence Lemma gives the
desired result. d

This lemma allows us to make the following definition.

Definition 26.5. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let f € R(X)*.
The principal Weil divisor associated to f is the Weil divisor

div(f) = divx (f) = D ordz(f)[Z]

where the sum is over prime divisors and ordz(f) is as in Definition This
makes sense by Lemma

Lemma 26.6. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let f,g € R(X)*.
Then
divx (fg) = divx (f) + divx (g)

as Weil divisors on X.
Proof. This is clear from the additivity of the ord functions. ]

We see from the lemma above that the collection of principal Weil divisors form a
subgroup of the group of all Weil divisors. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 26.7. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. The Weil divisor
class group of X is the quotient of the group of Weil divisors by the subgroup of
principal Weil divisors. Notation: Cl(X).

By construction we obtain an exact complex
(26.7.1) R(X)* L Div(X) = CI(X) = 0

which we can think of as a presentation of C1(X). Our next task is to relate the
WEeil divisor class group to the Picard group.

27. The Weil divisor class associated to an invertible module

In this section we go through exactly the same progression as in Section[26]to define
a canonical map Pic(X) — CI(X) on a locally Noetherian integral scheme.

Let X be a scheme. Let £ be an invertible Ox-module. Let £ € X be a point. If
s¢, 8¢ € L¢ generate L¢ as Ox ¢-module, then there exists a unit u € O% , such
that s¢ = us;. The stalk of the sheaf of meromorphic sections Kx (L) of £ at z
is equal to Kx » ®oy., Lz. Thus the image of any meromorphic section s of £ in
the stalk at x can be written as s = fs¢ with f € Kx ,. Below we will abbreviate
this by saying f = s/s¢. Also, if X is integral we have Kx , = R(X) is equal to
the function field of X, so s/s¢ € R(X). If s is a regular meromorphic section,
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then actually s/s¢ € R(X)*. On an integral scheme a regular meromorphic section
is the same thing as a nonzero meromorphic section. Finally, we see that s/s¢ is
independent of the choice of s¢ up to multiplication by a unit of the local ring Ox ;.
Putting everything together we see the following definition makes sense.

Definition 27.1. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let £ be an
invertible Ox-module. Let s € I'(X,Kx (L)) be a regular meromorphic section of
L. For every prime divisor Z C X we define the order of vanishing of s along Z as
the integer

ordz (s) = ordoy (s/s¢)
where the right hand side is the notion of Algebra, Definition ¢ € Z is the
generic point, and s¢ € L¢ is a generator.

As in the case of principal divisors we have the following lemma.

Lemma 27.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let L be an invertible
Ox-module. Let s € Kx (L) be a regular (i.e., nonzero) meromorphic section of L.
Then the sets

{Z C X | Z a prime divisor with generic point & and s not in L¢}
and
{Z Cc X | Z is a prime divisor and ordz »(s) # 0}
are locally finite in X.
Proof. There exists a nonempty open subscheme U C X such that s corresponds
to a section of I'(U, £) which generates £ over U. Hence the prime divisors which

can occur in the sets of the lemma are all irreducible components of X \ U. Hence
Lemma [26.1] gives the desired result. ([

Lemma 27.3. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let L be an invertible
Ox-module. Let s, € Kx (L) be nonzero meromorphic sections of L. Then f =
s/s" is an element of R(X)* and we have

Z ordz, c(s)|Z] = Z ordz,c(s")[Z] + div(f)
as Weil divisors.

Proof. This is clear from the definitions. Note that Lemma, guarantees that
the sums are indeed Weil divisors. (Il

Definition 27.4. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let £ be an
invertible O x-module.

(1) For any nonzero meromorphic section s of £ we define the Weil divisor
associated to s as

dive(s) = Zordz,g(s)[Z] € Div(X)

where the sum is over prime divisors.

(2) We define Weil divisor class associated to L as the image of div.(s) in
Cl(X) where s is any nonzero meromorphic section of £ over X. This is
well defined by Lemma 27.3]

As expected this construction is additive in the invertible module.
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Lemma 27.5. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Let £, N be invert-
ible Ox-modules. Let s, resp. t be a nonzero meromorphic section of L, resp. N.
Then st is a nonzero meromorphic section of LR N, and

divegn (st) = dive(s) + divn(t)

in Div(X). In particular, the Weil divisor class of L @0, N is the sum of the Weil
divisor classes of L and N.

Proof. Let s, resp. t be a nonzero meromorphic section of £, resp. N'. Then st
is a nonzero meromorphic section of L @ N. Let Z C X be a prime divisor. Let
€ € Z be its generic point. Choose generators s¢ € L¢, and t¢ € M. Then sete is
a generator for (£ ® N)e. So st/(sete) = (s/s¢)(t/te). Hence we see that

diVﬁ®N7Z(St) = diV[;’Z(S) + diV/\/”Z(t)
by the additivity of the ordy; function. (Il

In this way we obtain a homomorphism of abelian groups
(27.5.1) Pic(X) — CI(X)
which assigns to an invertible module its Weil divisor class.

Lemma 27.6. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. If X is normal,

then the map (27.5.1]) Pic(X) — CU(X) is injective.

Proof. Let £ be an invertible O x-module whose associated Weil divisor class is
trivial. Let s be a regular meromorphic section of £. The assumption means that
divz(s) = div(f) for some f € R(X)*. Then we see that t = f~1s is a regular
meromorphic section of £ with dive(t) = 0, see Lemma We will show that
t defines a trivialization of £ which finishes the proof of the lemma. In order to
prove this we may work locally on X. Hence we may assume that X = Spec(A)
is affine and that £ is trivial. Then A is a Noetherian normal domain and ¢ is an
element of its fraction field such that ord4, (t) = 0 for all height 1 primes p of A.
Our goal is to show that ¢ is a unit of A. Since A, is a discrete valuation ring for
height one primes of A (Algebra, Lemma, the condition signifies that t € A7
for all primes p of height 1. This implies t € A and ¢t~ € A by Algebra, Lemma
and the proof is complete. a

Lemmal 27.7. Let X be a locally Noetherian integral scheme. Consider the map
Pic(X) — CU(X). The following are equivalent

(1) the local rings of X are UFDs, and

(2) X is normal and Pic(X) — CU(X) is surjective.
In this case Pic(X) — CI(X) is an isomorphism.

Proof. If (1) holds, then X is normal by Algebra, Lemma Hence the map
is injective by Lemma @ Moreover, every prime divisor D C X is an
effective Cartier divisor by Lemma [I5.7} In this case the canonical section 1p of
Ox (D) (Definition vanishes exactly along D and we see that the class of D
is the image of Ox (D) under the map (27.5.1)). Thus the map is surjective as well.

Assume (2) holds. Pick a prime divisor D C X. Since is surjective there
exists an invertible sheaf £, a regular meromorphic section s, and f € R(X)* such
that divg(s) + div(f) = [D]. In other words, div(fs) = [D]. Let x € X and
let A = Ox,. Thus A is a Noetherian local normal domain with fraction field
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K = R(X). Every height 1 prime of A corresponds to a prime divisor on X and
every invertible Ox-module restricts to the trivial invertible module on Spec(A).
It follows that for every height 1 prime p C A there exists an element f € K such
that ords, (f) = 1 and ords ,(f) = 0 for every other height one prime p’. Then
f € A by Algebra, Lemma Arguing in the same fashion we see that every
element g € p is of the form g = af for some a € A. Thus we see that every height
one prime ideal of A is principal and A is a UFD by Algebra, Lemma O

28. More on invertible modules
In this section we discuss some properties of invertible modules.

Lemmal 28.1. Let p: X — Y be a morphism of schemes. Let L be an invertible
Ox -module. Assume that

(1) X is locally Noetherian,

(2) Y is locally Noetherian, integral, and normal,

(3) ¢ is flat with integral (hence nonempty) fibres,

(4) ¢ is either quasi-compact or locally of finite type,
(5) L is trivial when restricted to the generic fibre of .

Then L = o*N for some invertible Oy -module N .

Proof. Let £ € Y be the generic point. Let X, be the scheme theoretic fibre of ¢
over £. Denote L¢ the pullback of £ to X,. Assumption (5) means that L¢ is trivial.
Choose a trivializing section s € I'(X¢, L¢). Observe that X is integral by Lemma
[[I.71 Hence we can think of s as a regular meromorphic section of £. Pullbacks
of meromorphic functions are defined for ¢ by Lemma Let AV C Ky be the
Oy-module whose sections over an open V C Y are those meromorphic functions
g € Ky (V) such that ¢*(g)s € L(¢~ V). A priori ¢*(g)s is a section of Kx (L)
over o~ 'V. We claim that N is an invertible Oy-module and that the map
ON — L, g+——gs

is an isomorphism.

We first prove the claim in the following situation: X and Y are affine and £ trivial.
Say Y = Spec(R), X = Spec(A) and s given by the element s € A ® g K where K
is the fraction field of R. We can write s = a/r for some nonzero r € R and a € A.
Since s generates £ on the generic fibre we see that there exists an s’ € A®g K such

that ss’ = 1. Thus we see that s = r//a’ for some nonzero ' € R and o’ € A. Let
p1,...,pn C R be the minimal primes over /. Each Ry, is a discrete valuation ring

(Algebra, Lemmas and [157.4). By assumption q; = p;A is a prime. Hence
q;Aq, is generated by a single element and we find that A, is a discrete valuation
ring as well (Algebra, Lemma [119.7). Of course R,, — Ag, has ramification index
1. Let e;, €] > 0 be the valuation of a,a’ in Ag,. Then e; + €} is the valuation of rr’
in Rp,. Note that

DD et _ ()
in R by Algebra, Lemma Set
I=pn...npl™) and I'= pﬁei) n... ﬂpl(.el")
so that IT" C (rr’). Observe that
1A= N nple)A = (p ) nL L (pa)e)
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by Algebra, Lemmas and Similarly for I’A. Hence a € I A and o’ € I'A.
We conclude that TA ® 4 I’A — rr’ A is surjective. By faithful flatness of R — A
we find that I @ I’ — (rr’) is surjective as well. It follows that II' = (rr’) and
I and I’ are finite locally free of rank 1, see Algebra, Lemma Thus Zariski
locally on R we can write I = (g) and I’ = (¢') with g¢’ = rr/. Then a = ug and
a’ = u'g’ for some u,u’ € A. We conclude that u,’ are units. Thus Zariski locally
on R we have s = ug/r and the claim follows in this case.

Let y € Y be a point. Pick z € X mapping to y. We may apply the result of
the previous paragraph to Spec(Ox ;) — Spec(Oy ). We conclude there exists an
element g € R(Y)* well defined up to multiplication by an element of (9’1’}7y such
that ¢©*(g)s generates £,. Hence ¢*(g)s generates £ in a neighbourhood U of .
Suppose ' is a second point lying over y and ¢’ € R(Y)* is such that ¢*(¢')s
generates £ in an open neighbourhood U’ of 2’. Then we can choose a point z” in
UNU' Ne~1({y}) because the fibre is irreducible. By the uniqueness for the ring
map Oy, — Ox ,» we find that g and ¢ differ (multiplicatively) by an element in
0y, Hence we see that ¢~ (g9)s is a generator for £ on an open neighbourhood of
¢ Y(y). Let Z C X be the set of points z € X such that ¢*(g)s does not generate
L.. The arguments above show that Z is closed and that Z = ¢~ (T for some
subset T' C Y with y & T. If we can show that T is closed, then g will be a generator
for N as an Oy-module in the open neighbourhood Y \ T of y thereby finishing the
proof (some details omitted).

If ¢ is quasi-compact, then T is closed by Morphisms, Lemma [25.12] If ¢ is locally
of finite type, then ¢ is open by Morphisms, Lemma [25.10, Then Y \ T is open as
the image of the open X \ Z. O

Lemmal 28.2. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let U C X be an open and
let D C U be an effective Cartier divisor. If Ox 4 is a UFD for allx € X\ U, then
there exists an effective Cartier divisor D' C X with D =U N D’.

Proof. Let D' C X be the scheme theoretic image of the morphism D — X. Since
X is locally Noetherian the morphism D — X is quasi-compact, see Properties,
Lemma Hence the formation of D’ commutes with passing to opens in X by
Morphisms, Lemma Thus we may assume X = Spec(A) is affine. Let I C A
be the ideal corresponding to D’. Let p C A be a prime ideal corresponding to a
point of X \ U. To finish the proof it is enough to show that I, is generated by one
element, see Lemma m Thus we may replace X by Spec(A4;), see Morphisms,
Lemma In other words, we may assume that X is the spectrum of a local
UFD A. Then all local rings of A are UFD’s. It follows that D = Y a;D; with
D; C U an integral effective Cartier divisor, see Lemma [I5.11} The generic points
& of D; correspond to prime ideals p; C A of height 1, see Lemma [15.3] Then
p; = (f;) for some prime element f; € A and we conclude that D’ is cut out by
[T/ as desired. O

Lemma 28.3. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let U C X be an open and
let £ be an invertible Oy -module. If Ox o is a UFD for all x € X \ U, then there
exists an invertible Ox-module L with L= L' |y .

Proof. Choose x € X, x & U. We will show there exists an affine open neighbour-
hood W C X, such that L]~y extends to an invertible sheaf on W. This implies
by glueing of sheaves (Sheaves, Section that we can extend L to the strictly
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bigger open U UW. Let W = Spec(A) be an affine open neighbourhood. Since
UNW is quasi-affine, we see that we can write L|wny as O(D1) @ O(D2)®~! for
some effective Cartier divisors D1, Do C W N U, see Lemma @ Then D; and
Dy extend to effective Cartier divisors of W by Lemma which gives us the
extension of the invertible sheaf.

If X is Noetherian (which is the case most used in practice), the above combined
with Noetherian induction finishes the proof. In the general case we argue as
follows. First, because every local ring of a point outside of U is a domain and
X is locally Noetherian, we see that the closure of U in X is open. Thus we may
assume that U C X is dense and schematically dense. Now we consider the set T'
of triples (U’, L', ) where U C U’ C X is an open subscheme, £’ is an invertible
Op-module, and « : L'|y — L is an isomorphism. We endow T with a partial
ordering < defined by the rule (U, £, a) < (U”, L") if and only if U’ C U” and
there exists an isomorphism S : £L”|yr — L' compatible with o and o’. Observe
that § is unique (if it exists) because U C X is dense. The first part of the proof
shows that for any element ¢t = (U’, L', a) of T with U’ # X there exists a t' € T
with ¢ > ¢. Hence to finish the proof it suffices to show that Zorn’s lemma applies.
Thus consider a totally ordered subset I C 1. If ¢ € I corresponds to the triple
(U;, L;, a;), then we can construct an invertible module £’ on U’ = |J U; as follows.
For W C U’ open and quasi-compact we see that W C U; for some ¢ and we set

L'W) = Li(W)

For the transition maps we use the §’s (which are unique and hence compose
correctly). This defines an invertible O-module £’ on the basis of quasi-compact
opens of U’ which is sufficient to define an invertible module (Sheaves, Section.
We omit the details. O

Lemmal 28.4. Let R be a UFD. The Picard groups of the following are trivial.
(1) Spec(R) and any open subscheme of it.
(2) AL =Spec(R[x1,...,x,]) and any open subscheme of it.

In particular, the Picard group of any open subscheme of affine n-space A} over a
field k is trivial.

Proof. Since R is a UFD so is any localization of it and any polynomial ring over
it (Algebra, Lemma . Thus if U C A% is open, then the map Pic(A%) —
Pic(U) is surjective by Lemma The vanishing of Pic(A,) is equivalent to the
vanishing of the picard group of the UFD R[z1,...,z,] which is proved in More on

Algebra, Lemma [117.3 U
Lemma 28.5. Let R be a UFD. The Picard group of P% is Z. More precisely,

there is an isomorphism

Z — Pic(Pg), m+— Opn(m)
In particular, the Picard group of P} of projective space over a field k is Z.
Proof. Observe that the local rings of X = P% are UFDs because X is covered
by affine pieces isomorphic to A% and R[x1,...,z,] is a UFD (Algebra, Lemma

120.10). Hence X is an integral Noetherian scheme all of whose local rings are
UFDs and we see that Pic(X) = C1(X) by Lemma 27.7]
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The displayed map is a group homomorphism by Constructions, Lemma The
map is injective because HY of Ox and Ox(m) are non-isomorphic R-modules if
m > 0, see Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma Let £ be an invertible module
on X. Consider the open U = D, (Tp) = A%. The complement H = X \ U is
a prime divisor because it is isomorphic to Proj(R[T},...,T,]) which is integral
by the discussion in the previous paragraph. In fact H is the zero scheme of the
regular global section Ty of Ox (1) hence Ox (1) maps to the class of H in Cl1(X).
By Lemma we see that L]y = Opy. Let s € L(U) be a trivializing section.
Then we can think of s as a regular meromorphic section of £ and we see that
necessarily divz(s) = m[H| for some m € Z as H is the only prime divisor of X not
meeting U. In other words, we see that £ and Ox (m) map to the same element of
Cl(X) and hence £ = Ox(m) as desired. O

29. Weil divisors on normal schemes
First we discuss properties of reflexive modules.

Lemma 29.1. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian normal scheme. For F and
G coherent reflexive Ox -modules the map

(’H,OTVL(QX (‘7:’ OX) ®ox g)** - HO’ITLOX (]:7 g)

is an isomorphism. The rule F,G — (F Qo G)** defines an abelian group law on
the set of isomorphism classes of rank 1 coherent reflexive O x-modules.

Proof. Although not strictly necessary, we recommend reading Remark [12.9]before
proceeding with the proof. Choose an open subscheme j : U — X such that every
irreducible component of X \ U has codimension > 2 in X and such that j*F and
J*G are finite locally free, see Lemma [12.13] The map

}LomOU (]*-T'.v OU) ®OU ]*g — HOTI’L(’)U (]*f’]*g)

is an isomorphism, because we may check it locally and it is clear when the modules
are finite free. Observe that j* applied to the displayed arrow of the lemma gives the
arrow we've just shown is an isomorphism (small detail omitted). Since j* defines an
equivalence between coherent reflexive modules on U and coherent reflexive modules
on X (by Lemma and Serre’s criterion Properties, Lemma, we conclude
that the arrow of the lemma is an isomorphism too. If F has rank 1, then j*F is
an invertible Opy-module and the reflexive module FV = Hom(F,Ox) restricts to
its inverse. It follows in the same manner as before that (F ®o, FY)** = Ox. In
this way we see that we have inverses for the group law given in the statement of
the lemma. (]

Lemma 29.2. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian normal scheme. The group
of rank 1 coherent reflexive Ox-modules is isomorphic to the Weil divisor class
group CI(X) of X.

Proof. Let F be a rank 1 coherent reflexive O x-module. Choose an open U C X
such that every irreducible component of X \ U has codimension > 2 in X and
such that F|y is invertible, see Lemma Observe that CI(U) = CI(X) as the
WEeil divisor class group of X only depends on its field of rational functions and the
points of codimension 1 and their local rings. Thus we can define the Weil divisor
class of F to be the Weil divisor class of F|y in CI(U). We omit the verification
that this is independent of the choice of U.


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EBL
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EBM

0EBN

DIVISORS 70

Denote CI'(X) the set of isomorphism classes of rank 1 coherent reflexive Ox-
modules. The construction above gives a group homorphism

Cl'(X) — CI(X)

because for any pair F, G of elements of CI'(X) we can choose a U which works for
both and the assignment sending an invertible module to its Weil divisor
class is a homorphism. If F is in the kernel of this map, then we find that F|y
is trivial (Lemma and hence F is trivial too by Lemma and Serre’s
criterion Properties, Lemma [12.5] To finish the proof it suffices to check the map
is surjective.

Let D = > nzZ be a Weil divisor on X. We claim that there is an open U C X
such that every irreducible component of X \ U has codimension > 2 in X and
such that Z|y is an effective Cartier divisor for nz # 0. To prove the claim we
may assume X is affine. Then we may assume D = n1Z; + ...+ n,.Z, is a finite
sum with Z1,...,Z, pairwise distinct. After throwing out Z; N Z; for i # j we
may assume 71, ..., Z, are pairwise disjoint. This reduces us to the case of a single
prime divisor Z on X. As X is (R;) by Properties, Lemma the local ring
Ox ¢ at the generic point § of Z is a discrete valuation ring. Let f € Ox¢ be a
uniformizer. Let V' C X be an open neighbourhood of £ such that f is the image
of an element f € Ox (V). After shrinking V' we may assume that ZNV = V(f)
scheme theoretically, since this is true in the local ring at €. In this case taking

U=X\(Z\V)=(X\2Z2)uV
gives the desired open, thereby proving the claim.

In order to show that the divisor class of D is in the image, we may write D =
Yony<c0nzZ =3, ~o(—nz)Z. By additivity of the map constructed above, we
may and do assume nz < 0 for all prime divisors Z (this step may be avoided if
the reader so desires). Let U C X be as in the claim above. If U is quasi-compact,
then we write D|y = —n1Z; — ... — n,.Z, for pairwise distinct prime divisors Z;
and n; > 0 and we consider the invertible Oy-module

L=TM".. .I" C Oy

where Z; is the ideal sheaf of Z;. This is invertible by our choice of U and Lemma
Also divy(1) = Dl|y. Since L = Fly for some rank 1 coherent reflexive
Ox-module F by Lemma [[2.12] we find that D is in the image of our map.

If U is not quasi-compact, then we define £ C Oy locally by the displayed formula
above. The reader shows that the construction glues and finishes the proof exactly
as before. Details omitted. O

Lemma 29.3. Let X be an integral locally Noetherian normal scheme. Let F be
a rank 1 coherent reflexive Ox-module. Let s € T'(X, F). Let

U={z€X|s:0x, — F, is an isomorphism}
Then 7 : U — X is an open subscheme of X and
§«Op = colim(Ox 5 F 5 FlI 5 FBI 5 )

where FY = F and inductively FI"t1 = (F @0, FM)*.
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Proof. The set U is open by Modules, Lemmas and Observe that j is
quasi-compact by Properties, Lemma [5.3] To prove the final statement it suffices
to show for every quasi-compact open W C X there is an isomorphism

colim T'(W, FIly — T(U n W, Oy)

of Ox(W)-modules compatible with restriction maps. We will omit the verification
of compatibilities. After replacing X by W and rewriting the above in terms of
homs, we see that it suffices to construct an isomorphism

colim Home  (Ox, F™) — Homoe,, (Ov, Oy)

Choose an open V' C X such that every irreducible component of X \V has codimen-
sion > 2 in X and such that F|y is invertible, see Lemma Then restriction
defines an equivalence of categories between rank 1 coherent reflexive modules on X
and V and between rank 1 coherent reflexive modules on U and VNU. See Lemma
[[2.12] and Serre’s criterion Properties, Lemma [I2.5] Thus it suffices to construct
an isomorphism

coimI'(V, (F|y)®") — T(V N U, Oy)

Since F|y is invertible and since U NV is equal to the set of points where s|y
generates this invertible module, this is a special case of Properties, Lemma [17.2
(there is an explicit formula for the map as well). (Il

Lemma 29.4. Assumptions and notation as in Lemma . If s is nonzero, then
every irreducible component of X \ U has codimension 1 in X.

Proof. Let £ € X be a generic point of an irreducible component Z of X \ U.
After replacing X by an open neighbourhood of £ we may assume that Z = X \ U
is irreducible. Since s : Oy — F|y is an isomorphism, if the codimension of Z in X
is > 2, then s : Ox — F is an isomorphism by Lemma [12.12| and Serre’s criterion
Properties, Lemma [12.5] This would mean that Z = ), a contradiction. O

Remark| 29.5. Let A be a Noetherian normal domain. Let M be a rank 1 finite
reflexive A-module. Let s € M be nonzero. Let py,...,p, be the height 1 primes
of A in the support of M/As. Then the open U of Lemma is

U = Spec(A) \ (V(p1)U...UV(p,))

by Lemma Moreover, if M™ denotes the reflexive hull of M @4 ... @4 M
(n-factors), then

I'(U, Oy) = colim M ™

according to Lemma [29.3]

Lemma 29.6. Assumptions and notation as in Lemma % The following are
equivalent

(1) the inclusion morphism j : U — X is affine, and
(2) for every x € X \ U there is an n > 0 such that s" € m, Il
Proof. Assume (1). Then for x € X \ U the inverse image U, of U under the

canonical morphism f, : Spec(Ox ;) — X is affine and does not contain =. Thus
m (U, Oy, ) is the unit ideal. In particular, we see that we can write

1= Zfigi
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with f; € m, and ¢g; € T'(U;,Op,). By Lemma we have I'(U,, Opy,) =
colim ]-"JE;"] with transition maps given by multiplication by s. Hence for some n > 0

we have
s" = Z fiti
for some t; = s"g; € F". Thus (2) holds.

Conversely, assume that (2) holds. To prove j is affine is local on X, see Morphisms,
Lemma Thus we may and do assume that X is affine. Our goal is to show
that U is affine. By Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma it suffices to show that
HP(U,Oy) = 0 for p > 0. Since HP(U,Oy) = H°(X, RPj.0y) (Cohomology of
Schemes, Lemma and since RPj, Oy is quasi-coherent (Cohomology of Schemes,
Lemma it is enough to show the stalk (RPj.Oy), at a point z € X is zero.
Consider the base change diagram

Uy ———

U
jzi lj
Spec(Ox,z) —= X

By Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma we have (RPj,0y), = RPj, .Oy,. Hence
we may assume X is local with closed point z and we have to show U is affine
(because this is equivalent to the desired vanishing by the reference given above).
In particular d = dim(X) is finite (Algebra, Proposition . If x € U, then
U = X and the result is clear. If d = 0 and = € U, then U = () and the result
is clear. Now assume d > 0 and 2 ¢ U. Since j,Oy = colim FI") our assumption
means that we can write
1= figi

for some n > 0, f; € m,, and g; € O(U). By induction on d we know that D(f;)NU
is affine for all ¢: going through the whole argument just given with X replaced by
D(f;) we end up with Noetherian local rings whose dimension is strictly smaller
than d. Hence U is affine by Properties, Lemma as desired. O

30. Relative Proj

Some results on relative Proj. First some very basic results. Recall that a relative
Proj is always separated over the base, see Constructions, Lemma [16.9

Lemmal 30.1. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Let p: X = Proj (A) — S be the relative Proj of A. If one of the following holds
(1) A is of finite type as a sheaf of Ap-algebras,
(2) A is generated by Ay as an Ag-algebra and Ay is a finite type Ag-module,
(3) there exists a finite type quasi-coherent Ag-submodule F C Ay such that
Ay /FA is a locally nilpotent sheaf of ideals of A/F A,

then p is quasi-compact.

Proof. The question is local on the base, see Schemes, Lemma Thus we
may assume S is affine. Say S = Spec(R) and A corresponds to the graded R-
algebra A. Then X = Proj(A), see Constructions, Section In case (1) we may
after possibly localizing more assume that A is generated by homogeneous elements

fiy.ooy fn € Ay over Ag. Then Ay = (f1,..., fn) by Algebra, Lemma In case
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(3) we see that F = M for some finite type Ag-module M C A;. Say M = > Ao fi.
Say f; = >_ fi; is the decomposition into homogeneous pieces. The condition in
(3) signifies that AL C +/(fi;). Thus in both cases we conclude that Proj(A) is
quasi-compact by Constructions, Lemma Finally, (2) follows from (1). O

Lemmal 30.2. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Letp: X = ProjS(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. If A is of finite type as a sheaf
of Og-algebras, then p is of finite type and Ox(d) is a finite type Ox-module.

Proof. The assumption implies that p is quasi-compact, see Lemma Hence
it suffices to show that p is locally of finite type. Thus the question is local on the
base and target, see Morphisms, Lemma Say S = Spec(R) and A corresponds
to the graded R-algebra A. After further localizing on S we may assume that A is
a finite type R-algebra. The scheme X is constructed out of glueing the spectra of
the rings Ay for f € A, homogeneous. Each of these is of finite type over R by
Algebra, Lemma [57.9 part (1). Thus Proj(A) is of finite type over R. To see the
statement on Ox (d) use part (2) of Algebra, Lemma [57.9] O

Lemmal 30.3. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Let p : X = Proj,(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. If Os — A is an integral
algebra ma;ﬂ and A is of finite type as an Ag-algebra, then p is universally closed.

Proof. The question is local on the base. Thus we may assume that X = Spec(R) is
affine. Let A be the quasi-coherent O x-algebra associated to the graded R-algebra
A. The assumption is that R — Aq is integral and A is of finite type over Ayp.
Write X — Spec(R) as the composition X — Spec(Ag) — Spec(R). Since R — Ag
is an integral ring map, we see that Spec(Ap) — Spec(R) is universally closed,
see Morphisms, Lemma The quasi-compact (see Constructions, Lemma
morphism
X = Proj(A) — Spec(Ayp)

satisfies the existence part of the valuative criterion by Constructions, Lemma [8.11
and hence it is universally closed by Schemes, Propositionm Thus X — Spec(R)
is universally closed as a composition of universally closed morphisms. ([l

Lemmal 30.4. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Letp: X = PL"js(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. The following conditions are
equivalent
(1) Ap is a finite type Og-module and A is of finite type as an Ag-algebra,
(2) Ag is a finite type Og-module and A is of finite type as an Og-algebra
If these conditions hold, then p is locally projective and in particular proper.

Proof. Assume that A is a finite type Og-module. Choose an affine open U =
Spec(R) C X such that A corresponds to a graded R-algebra A with Ay a finite
R-module. Condition (1) means that (after possibly localizing further on S) that
A is a finite type Ap-algebra and condition (2) means that (after possibly localizing
further on S) that A is a finite type R-algebra. Thus these conditions imply each
other by Algebra, Lemma [6.2

A locally projective morphism is proper, see Morphisms, Lemma Thus we may
now assume that S = Spec(R) and X = Proj(A4) and that Ay is finite over R and

4In other words, the integral closure of Og in Ag, see Morphisms, Definition , equals Ag.
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A of finite type over R. We will show that X = Proj(A4) — Spec(R) is projective.
We urge the reader to prove this for themselves, by directly constructing a closed
immersion of X into a projective space over R, instead of reading the argument we
give below.

By Lemmawe see that X is of finite type over Spec(R). Constructions, Lemma
10.6] tells us that Ox(d) is ample on X for some d > 1 (see Properties, Section
26). Hence X — Spec(R) is quasi-projective (by Morphisms, Definition [40.1)). By
Morphisms, Lemma we conclude that X is isomorphic to an open subscheme
of a scheme projective over Spec(R). Therefore, to finish the proof, it suffices to
show that X — Spec(R) is universally closed (use Morphisms, Lemma [41.7)). This
follows from Lemma [30.3} O

Lemmal 30.5. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Letp: X = ProjS(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. If A is generated by A; over
Ao and Ay is a finite type Og-module, then p is projective.

Proof. Namely, the morphism associated to the graded Og-algebra map
Symg (A1) — A
is a closed immersion X — P(A;), see Constructions, Lemma m O

Lemmal 30.6. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Letp: X = ProjS(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. If Ay is a flat Og-module for
d >0, then p is flat and Ox(d) is flat over S.

Proof. Affine locally flatness of X over S reduces to the following statement: Let R
be a ring, let A be a graded R-algebra with A, flat over R for d > 0, let f € A, for
some d > 0, then Ay is flat over R. Since A(y) = colim A,,q where the transition
maps are given by multiplication by f, this follows from Algebra, Lemma |39.3
Argue similarly to get flatness of Ox(d) over S. O

Lemmal 30.7. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Letp: X = PLojS(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. If A is a finitely presented
Og-algebra, then p is of finite presentation and Ox(d) is an Ox-module of finite
presentation.

Proof. Affine locally this reduces to the following statement: Let R be a ring and
let A be a finitely presented graded R-algebra. Then Proj(A) — Spec(R) is of finite
presentation and Op,oj(4)(d) is a Opyoja)-module of finite presentation. The finite
presentation condition implies we can choose a presentation

A=R[Xy,...,X/(F1, .., F)

where R[X1,...,X,] is a polynomial ring graded by giving weights d; to X; and
Fy,..., F,, are homogeneous polynomials of degree e;. Let Ry C R be the sub-
ring generated by the coeflicients of the polynomials Fi, ..., F,,. Then we set
Ao = Ro[X1,...,Xn]/(F1,...,Fp). By construction A = Ay ®p, R. Thus by
Constructions, Lemma it suffices to prove the result for Xy = Proj(A4p) over
Ry. By Lemma we know Xj is of finite type over Ry and Ox,(d) is a quasi-
coherent Ox,-module of finite type. Since Ry is Noetherian (as a finitely generated
Z-algebra) we see that X is of finite presentation over Ry (Morphisms, Lemma
and Ox,(d) is of finite presentation by Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma
This finishes the proof. O
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31. Closed subschemes of relative proj
Some auxiliary lemmas about closed subschemes of relative proj.

Lemmal 31.1. Let S be a scheme. Let A be a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra.
Let p : X = Proj(A) — S be the relative Proj of A. Leti: Z — X be a closed
subscheme. Denote T C A the kernel of the canonical map

A— @, p((1.02)(d).

If p is quasi-compact, then there is an isomorphism Z = Projs(.A/I).

Proof. The morphism p is separated by Constructions, Lemma As p is
quasi-compact, p, transforms quasi-coherent modules into quasi-coherent modules,
see Schemes, Lemma Hence Z is a quasi-coherent Og-module. In particu-
lar, B = A/Z is a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra. The functoriality morphism
7" = Proj(B) — Proj(A) is everywhere defined and a closed immersion, see Con-
structions, Lemma Hence it suffices to prove Z = Z’ as closed subschemes of
X.

Having said this, the question is local on the base and we may assume that S =
Spec(R) and that X = Proj(A) for some graded R-algebra A. Assume Z = I for
I C A a graded ideal. By Constructions, Lemma there exist fo,...,fn € Ax
such that Ay C +v/(fo,..., fn) in other words X = |J D4 (f;). Therefore, it suffices
to check that ZN D, (f;) = Z' N D4 (f;) for each i. By renumbering we may assume
i =0. Say ZN D (fo), resp. Z'N D (fo) is cut out by the ideal .J, resp. J' of Ay,).

The inclusion J’ C J. Let d be the least common multiple of deg(fy), ..., deg(fn)-
Note that each of the twists Ox(nd) is invertible, trivialized by f"d/ deslfi) Gyer

3
D, (f;), and that for any quasi-coherent module F on X the multiplication maps
Ox(nd) o, F(m) — F(nd + m) are isomorphisms, see Constructions, Lemma
Observe that J is the ideal generated by the elements g/f§ where g € I
is homogeneous of degree e deg(fy) (see proof of Constructions, Lemma . Of
course, by replacing g by fig for suitable [ we may always assume that d|e. Then,
since g vanishes as a section of Ox (edeg(fo)) restricted to Z we see that g/f¢ is

an element of J. Thus J' C J.

Conversely, suppose that g/ f§ € J. Again we may assume dle. Pick i € {1,...,n}.
Then Z N D (f;) is cut out by some ideal J; C A(y,). Moreover,

I Agorey = Ji - Algo i)

The right hand side is the localization of J; with respect to fo°s(/")/ pdes(fo) 1
follows that

gig/fi(eﬁ‘e) deg(fo)/ deg(f:) cJ;
for some e; > 0 sufficiently divisible. This proves that f;" ax(e:) g is an element of I,
because its restriction to each affine open D (f;) vanishes on the closed subscheme
Z N Dy(f;). Hence g/f§ € J' and we conclude J C J' as desired. O

Example 31.2. Let A be a graded ring. Let X = Proj(A) and S = Spec(Ay).
Given a graded ideal I C A we obtain a closed subscheme V. (I) = Proj(4/I) — X
by Constructions, Lemma [TT.3] Translating the result of Lemma [31.1] we see that
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if X is quasi-compact, then any closed subscheme Z is of the form Vi (I(Z)) where
the graded ideal I(Z) C A is given by the rule

1(Z) =Ker(A— €D _ T(Z,02(n))

Then we can ask the following two natural questions:

(1) Which ideals I are of the form I(Z)?
(2) Can we describe the operation I — I(Vy(I))?

We will answer this when A is Noetherian.

First, assume that A is generated by A; over Ag. In this case, for any ideal I C A
the kernel of the map A/I — @T'(Proj(A/I),O) is the set of torsion elements of
A/I, see Cohomology of Schemes, Proposition Hence we conclude that

(Vo (I)) ={x € A| Apx C I for some n > 0}

The ideal on the right is sometimes called the saturation of I. This answers (2) and
the answer to (1) is that an ideal is of the form I(Z) if and only if it is saturated,
i.e., equal to its own saturation.

If A is a general Noetherian graded ring, then we use Cohomology of Schemes,
Proposition Thus we see that for d equal to the lcm of the degrees of generators
of A over Ay we get

I(Vi(I)) ={x € A| (Ax)pq C I for all n > 0}

This can be different from the saturation of I if d # 1. For example, suppose that
A = Qlz,y] with deg(r) = 2 and deg(y) = 3. Then d = 6. Let I = (y?). Then
we see y € I(V(I)) because for any homogeneous f € A such that 6| deg(fy) we
have y|f, hence fy € I. It follows that I(V,(I)) = (y) but 2™y & I for all n hence
I(V,.(I)) is not equal to the saturation.

Lemma 31.3. Let R be a UFD. Let Z C P’ be a closed subscheme which has no
embedded points such that every irreducible component of Z has codimension 1 in
PY,. Then the ideal I(Z) C R[Ty,...,T,] corresponding to Z is principal.

Proof. Observe that the local rings of X = P% are UFDs because X is covered
by affine pieces isomorphic to A% and Rz1,...,z,] is a UFD (Algebra, Lemma
. Thus Z is an effective Cartier divisor by Lemma Let Z C Ox be
the quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals corresponding to Z. Choose an isomorphism
O(m) — T for some m € Z, see Lemma Then the composition

Ox(m) -7 — OX

is nonzero. We conclude that m < 0 and that the corresponding section of
Ox(m)®~! = Ox(—m) is given by some F € R[Tp,...,T,] of degree —m, see
Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma Thus on the ith standard open U; = D (T;)
the closed subscheme Z N U; is cut out by the ideal

(F(To/T;, ..., T0/T3)) C R[TY/T;, ..., T,/ T}

Thus the homogeneous elements of the graded ideal I(Z) = Ker(R[Ty,...,T,] —
DT (Oz(m))) is the set of homogeneous polynomials G such that

G(To/T;, ..., T,/T;) € (F(Ty/Ts, ..., To/T}))
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for i =0,...,n. Clearing denominators, we see there exist e; > 0 such that

T7'G e (F)
for i =0,...,n. As Ris a UFD, so is R[Ty,...,T,]. Then F|T;°G and F|I{'G
implies F|G as T;;° and T7* have no factor in common. Thus I(Z) = (F'). O

In case the closed subscheme is locally cut out by finitely many equations we can
define it by a finite type ideal sheaf of A.

Lemma 31.4. Let S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let A be
a quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra. Let p : X = PLojS(A) — S be the relative
Proj of A. Leti: Z — X be a closed subscheme. If p is quasi-compact and i
of finite presentation, then there exists a d > 0 and a quasi-coherent finite type
Os-submodule F C Aq such that Z = Proj (A/FA).

Proof. By Lemma we know there exists a quasi-coherent graded sheaf of ideals
T C A such that Z = Proj(A/Z). Since S is quasi-compact we can choose a finite
affine open covering S = Uy U...UU,. Say U; = Spec(R;). Let Aly, correspond
to the graded R;-algebra A; and Z|y, to the graded ideal I; C A;. Note that
p~1(U;) = Proj(A;) as schemes over R;. Since p is quasi-compact we can choose
finitely many homogeneous elements f; ; € A; 4 such that p~'(U;) = Do (f; ;). The
condition on Z — X means that the ideal sheaf of Z in Ox is of finite type, see
Morphisms, Lemma Hence we can find finitely many homogeneous elements
hijr € I; N A; 1 such that the ideal of Z N D4 (f; ;) is generated by the elements
hijk/fiy"". Choose d > 0 to be a common multiple of all the integers deg(fi ;)
and deg(h; ;). By Properties, Lemmathere exists a finite type quasi-coherent
JF C Z4 such that all the local sections

hm,)kfi(fj*deg(hi,j,k))/deg(fi,j)

are sections of F. By construction F is a solution. |

The following version of Lemma [31.4] will be used in the proof of Lemma [34.2]

Lemmal 31.5. Let S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let A be a
quasi-coherent graded Og-algebra. Let p : X = PLOjs(‘A) — S be the relative Proj
of A. Leti:Z — X be a closed subscheme. Let U C X be an open. Assume that

(1) p is quasi-compact,

(2) @ of finite presentation,

(3) Unp(i(2)) =0,

(4) U is quasi-compact,

(5) A, is a finite type Og-module for all n.
Then there exists a d > 0 and a quasi-coherent finite type Og-submodule F C Aq
with (a) Z = Proj (A/FA) and (b) the support of Aq/F is disjoint from U.

Proof. Let Z C A be the sheaf of quasi-coherent graded ideals constructed in
Lemma Let U, Ri, A, I, fij, hijk, and d be as constructed in the proof of
Lemma Since UNp(i(Z)) = 0 we see that Zy|y = Aqg|u (by our construction of
T as a kernel). Since U is quasi-compact we can choose a finite affine open covering
U=W;U...UW,. Since Ay is of finite type we can find finitely many sections
gt,s € Aq(Wy) which generate Aqlw, = Zqlw, as an Ow,-module. To finish the
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proof, note that by Properties, Lemma there exists a finite type F C Zy such
that all the local sections

hi,j,kfi(d_dcg(hi’j’k))/ deg(fi,j)

y and g s

are sections of F. By construction F is a solution. (]

Lemma 31.6. Let X be a scheme. Let € be a quasi-coherent Ox -module. There
is a bijection

sections o of the surjections € — L where
morphism P(€) — X L is an invertible O x-module

In this case o is a closed immersion and there is a canonical isomorphism
Ker(é' — ,C) Rox L1 CJ(X)/p(g)
Both the bijection and isomorphism are compatible with base change.

Proof. Recall that 7 : P(£) — X is the relative proj of the symmetric algebra on
&, see Constructions, Definition Hence the descriptions of sections o follows
immediately from the description of the functor of points of P(£) in Constructions,
Lemma Since 7 is separated, any section is a closed immersion (Construc-
tions, Lemma and Schemes, Lemma . Let U C X be an affine open
and k € £(U) and s € £(U) be local sections such that k¥ maps to zero in £ and s
maps to a generator 5 of £. Then f = k/s is a section of Op gy defined in an open
neighbourhood D, (s) of s(U) in 7=1(U). Moreover, since k maps to zero in £ we
see that f is a section of the ideal sheaf of s(U) in #=1(U). Thus we can take the
image f of f in Co(x)/P(e)(U). We claim (1) that the image f depends only on the
sections k and § and not on the choice of s and (2) that we get an isomorphism
over U in this manner (see below). However, once (1) and (2) are established, we
see that the construction is compatible with base change by U’ — U where U’ is
affine, which proves that these local maps glue and are compatible with arbitrary
base change.

To prove (1) and (2) we make explicit what is going on. Namely, say U = Spec(A)
and say £ — L corresponds to the map of A-modules M — N. Then k € K =
Ker(M — N) and s € M maps to a generator s of N. Hence M = K & As. Thus

Sym(M) = Sym(K)]s]

Consider the identification Sym(K) — Sym(M)) via the rule g +— g/s" for
g € Sym"(K). This gives an isomorphism D, (s) = Spec(Sym(K)) such that o
corresponds to the ring map Sym(K) — A mapping K to zero. Via this isomor-
phism we see that the quasi-coherent module corresponding to K is identified with
Co(u)/ D4 (s) Proving (2). Finally, suppose that s’ = &’ 4 s for some k&’ € K. Then

Bs' = (k/s)(s/5') = (k/s)(s'[5) ™ = (k/s) (14 K [s) ™

in an open neighbourhood of o(U) in D (s). Thus we see that s'/s restricts to 1
on o(U) and we see that k/s" maps to the same element of the conormal sheaf as
does k/s thereby proving (1). O
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32. Blowing up
Blowing up is an important tool in algebraic geometry.

Definition 32.1. Let X be a scheme. Let Z C Ox be a quasi-coherent sheaf of
ideals, and let Z C X be the closed subscheme corresponding to Z, see Schemes,
Definition The blowing up of X along Z, or the blowing up of X in the ideal
sheaf T is the morphism

b: Proj, (@nzo ") — X

The exceptional divisor of the blowup is the inverse image b=1(Z). Sometimes Z is
called the center of the blowup.

We will see later that the exceptional divisor is an effective Cartier divisor. More-
over, the blowing up is characterized as the “smallest” scheme over X such that
the inverse image of Z is an effective Cartier divisor.

If b : X’ — X is the blowup of X in Z, then we often denote Ox-(n) the
twists of the structure sheaf. Note that these are invertible Ox/-modules and
that Ox/(n) = Ox/(1)®™ because X' is the relative Proj of a quasi-coherent graded
Ox-algebra which is generated in degree 1, see Constructions, Lemma [16.11] Note
that Ox/(1) is b-relatively very ample, even though b need not be of finite type
or even quasi-compact, because X’ comes equipped with a closed immersion into
P(Z), see Morphisms, Example

Lemma 32.2. Let X be a scheme. Let T C Ox be a quasi-coherent sheaf of
tdeals. Let U = Spec(A) be an affine open subscheme of X and let I C A be the
ideal corresponding to Z|y. If b: X' — X is the blowup of X in I, then there is a
canonical isomorphism

-1 _ . d

b= (U) = Pm](@dzo %)

of b=Y(U) with the homogeneous spectrum of the Rees algebra of I in A. Moreover,
b=Y(U) has an affine open covering by spectra of the affine blowup algebras A[g]

Proof. The first statement is clear from the construction of the relative Proj via
glueing, see Constructions, Section For a € I denote a(!) the element a seen as
an element of degree 1 in the Rees algebra €, -, I". Since these elements generate
the Rees algebra over A we see that Proj(@ -, I ) is covered by the affine opens
D, (a™). The affine scheme D (a!) is the spectrum of the affine blowup algebra
A= A[é], see Algebra, Definition This finishes the proof. |

Lemma 32.3. Let X1 — Xs be a flat morphism of schemes. Let Zo C Xo be a
closed subscheme. Let Z1 be the inverse image of Zs in X1. Let X! be the blowup
of Z; in X;. Then there exists a cartesian diagram

Xl *>X2

of schemes.
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Proof. Let 7, be the ideal sheaf of Zs in X5. Denote g : X7 — X5 the given
morphism. Then the ideal sheaf 7; of Z; is the image of ¢*Z; — Ox, (by definition
of the inverse image, see Schemes, Deﬁnition. By Constructions, Lemma
we see that X x x, X3 is the relative Proj of @,,~, ¢*Z%. Because g is flat the map
g*Ty — Ox, is injective with image Z7. Thus we see that X; xx, X5 = X|. O

Lemma 32.4. Let X be a scheme. Let Z C X be a closed subscheme. The blowing
up b: X' — X of Z in X has the following properties:
(1) bl-1x\z) : 01X\ Z) = X\ Z is an isomorphism,
(2) the exceptional divisor E = b"Y(Z) is an effective Cartier divisor on X',
(3) there is a canonical isomorphism Ox:/(—1) = Ox/(E)

Proof. As blowing up commutes with restrictions to open subschemes (Lemma
the first statement just means that X’ = X if Z = (). In this case we are
blowing up in the ideal sheaf 7 = Ox and the result follows from Constructions,
Example

The second statement is local on X, hence we may assume X affine. Say X =
Spec(A) and Z = Spec(A/I). By Lemma we see that X’ is covered by the
spectra of the affine blowup algebras A" = A[7]. Then IA’ = aA’ and a maps to a
nonzerodivisor in A’ according to Algebra, Lemma m This proves the lemma as
the inverse image of Z in Spec(A’) corresponds to Spec(A’/IA’") C Spec(A’).

Consider the canonical map ¥yniv,1 : 8*Z — Ox(1), see discussion following Con-
structions, Definition We claim that this factors through an isomorphism
Ir — Ox/(1) (which proves the final assertion). Namely, on the affine open corre-
sponding to the blowup algebra A’ = A[é] mentioned above 1ypiy,1 corresponds to
the A’-module map

Tos Al — ((@dzo Id)a(1>)1

where a!) is as in Algebra, Definition We omit the verification that this is
the map I ®4 A’ — IA' = aA’. O

Lemma 32.5 (Universal property blowing up). Let X be a scheme. Let Z C X be
a closed subscheme. Let C be the full subcategory of (Sch/X) consisting of Y — X
such that the inverse image of Z is an effective Cartier divisor on Y. Then the
blowing up b: X' — X of Z in X is a final object of C.

Proof. We see that b : X’ — X is an object of C according to Lemma Let
f Y — X be an object of C. We have to show there exists a unique morphism
Y — X' over X. Let D = f~}(Z). Let T C Ox be the ideal sheaf of Z and
let Zp be the ideal sheaf of D. Then f*Z — Zp is a surjection to an invertible
Oy-module. This extends to a map 9 : @ f*I% — @I% of graded Oy-algebras.
(We observe that 7¢ = I%d as D is an effective Cartier divisor.) By the material in
Constructions, Section the triple (1, f : Y — X, ) defines a morphism ¥ — X’
over X. The restriction

Y\D—X'\bY2)=X\Z

is unique. The open Y \ D is scheme theoretically dense in Y according to Lemma
Thus the morphism Y — X’ is unique by Morphisms, Lemma (also b is
separated by Constructions, Lemma [16.9]). (]
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Lemmal 32.6. Let b: X' — X be the blowing up of the scheme X along a closed
subscheme Z. Let U = Spec(A) be an affine open of X and let I C A be the ideal
corresponding to ZNU. Let a € I and let x' € X’ be a point mapping to a point of
U. Then ' is a point of the affine open U’ = Spec(A[é]) if and only if the image
of a in Oxr 4 cuts out the exceptional divisor.

Proof. Since the exceptional divisor over U’ is cut out by the image of a in A’ =
A[ﬂ one direction is clear. Conversely, assume that the image of a in Ox- ./ cuts
out E. Since every element of I maps to an element of the ideal defining E over
b=1(U) we see that elements of I become divisible by a in Ox/ /. Thus for f € I"
we can write f = ¢(f)a™ for some (f) € Oxs . Observe that since a maps to a
nonzerodivisor of Ox/ .+ the element ¥(f) is uniquely characterized by this. Then
we define
A= Oxrw, flam — w(f)

Here we use the description of blowup algebras given following Algebra, Definition
[32.1] The uniqueness mentioned above shows that this is an A-algebra homomor-
phism. This gives a morphism Spec(Ox- ,») — Spec(A4’) = U’. By the universal
property of blowing up (Lemma this is a morphism over X', which of course
implies that 2’ € U’. O

Lemma 32.7. Let X be a scheme. Let Z C X be an effective Cartier divisor.
The blowup of X in Z is the identity morphism of X.

Proof. Immediate from the universal property of blowups (Lemma [32.5]). O

Lemma 32.8. Let X be a scheme. Let T C Ox be a quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals.
If X is reduced, then the blowup X' of X in I is reduced.

Proof. Combine Lemma with Algebra, Lemma [70.9 ([

Lemma 32.9. Let X be a scheme. Let T C Ox be a nonzero quasi-coherent sheaf
of ideals. If X is integral, then the blowup X' of X in T is integral.

Proof. Combine Lemma with Algebra, Lemma [70.10) O

Lemma 32.10. Let X be a scheme. Let Z C X be a closed subscheme. Let
b: X' — X be the blowing up of X along Z. Then b induces an bijective map from
the set of generic points of irreducible components of X' to the set of generic points
of irreducible components of X which are not in Z.

Proof. The exceptional divisor E C X’ is an effective Cartier divisor and X'\ E —
X \ Z is an isomorphism, see Lemma Thus it suffices to show the following:
given an effective Cartier divisor D C S of a scheme S none of the generic points
of irreducible components of S are contained in D. To see this, we may replace S
by the members of an affine open covering. Hence by Lemma [13.2] we may assume
S = Spec(A) and D = V(f) where f € A is a nonzerodivisor. Then we have to
show f is not contained in any minimal prime ideal p C A. If so, then f would map
to a nonzerodivisor contained in the maximal ideal of R, which is a contradiction
with Algebra, Lemma [25.1 (]

Lemmal 32.11. Let X be a scheme. Let b: X' — X be a blowup of X in a closed
subscheme. The pullback b=1D is defined for all effective Cartier divisors D C X
and pullbacks of meromorphic functions are defined for b (Definitions and
23.4)).
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Proof. By Lemmas and this reduces to the following algebra fact: Let
A be aring, I C A an ideal, a € I, and « € A a nonzerodivisor. Then the image
of z in A[Z] is a nonzerodivisor. Namely, suppose that z(y/a™) = 0 in A[]. Then
a™zy =0 in A for some m. Hence a™y = 0 as z is a nonzerodivisor. Whence y/a™
is zero in A[£] as desired. O

Lemma 32.12. Let X be a scheme. Let T,J C Ox be quasi-coherent sheaves
of ideals. Let b : X' — X be the blowing up of X in Z. Let b : X" — X' be the
blowing up of X' in b= JOx,. Then X" — X is canonically isomorphic to the
blowing up of X in Z.J.

Proof. Let E C X’ be the exceptional divisor of b which is an effective Cartier
divisor by Lemma Then (V')"'E is an effective Cartier divisor on X" by
Lemma Let E' C X" be the exceptional divisor of ¥’ (also an effective
Cartier divisor). Consider the effective Cartier divisor E” = E’ + (V')"'E. By
construction the ideal of E” is (bo b')"1Z(bo b')"*JOx». Hence according to
Lemma there is a canonical morphism from X’ to the blowup ¢:Y — X of
X in ZJ. Conversely, as Z.J pulls back to an invertible ideal we see that ¢~ 'ZOy
defines an effective Cartier divisor, see Lemma[[3.9} Thus a morphism ¢’ : Y — X’
over X by Lemma Then (¢')~10~1J0y = ¢ 1J0Oy which also defines an
effective Cartier divisor. Thus a morphism ¢’ : Y — X" over X’. We omit the
verification that this morphism is inverse to the morphism X" — Y constructed
earlier. (]

Lemma 32.13. Let X be a scheme. Let T C Ox be a quasi-coherent sheaf of
ideals. Let b: X' — X be the blowing up of X in the ideal sheaf I. If T is of finite
type, then

(1) b: X' = X is a projective morphism, and

(2) Ox:(1) is a b-relatively ample invertible sheaf.

Proof. The surjection of graded Ox-algebras
* d
Symp , (Z) — ®d20 A
defines via Constructions, Lemma a closed immersion
I _ . d
X' = PrOJX(EdeOI ) — P(2).

Hence b is projective, see Morphisms, Definition The second statement fol-
lows for example from the characterization of relatively ample invertible sheaves in
Morphisms, Lemma Some details omitted. O

Lemma 32.14. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let Z C X
be a closed subscheme of finite presentation. Let b : X' — X be the blowing up with
center Z. Let Z' C X' be a closed subscheme of finite presentation. Let X" — X'
be the blowing up with center Z'. There exists a closed subscheme Y C X of finite
presentation, such that

(1) Y =ZUb(Z') set theoretically, and
(2) the composition X' — X is isomorphic to the blowing up of X inY.

Proof. The condition that Z — X is of finite presentation means that Z is cut out
by a finite type quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals Z C Oy, see Morphisms, Lemma [21.
Write A = €P,,5,Z" so that X’ = Proj(A). Note that X \ Z is a quasi-compact
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open of X by Properties, Lemma[24.1] Since b=*(X\ Z) — X\ Z is an isomorphism
(Lemma the same result shows that b=1(X \ Z)\ Z’ is quasi-compact open in
X'. Hence U = X \ (ZUb(Z")) is quasi-compact open in X. By Lemma [31.5] there
exist a d > 0 and a finite type Ox-submodule F C Z¢ such that Z’ = Proj(A/F.A)
and such that the support of Z¢/F is contained in X \ U.

Since F C Z¢ is an Ox-submodule we may think of F C Z¢ C Ox as a finite type
quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals on X . Let’s denote this J C Ox to prevent confusion.
Since Z¢/J and O/I? are supported on X \ U we see that V(J) is contained in
X\ U. Conversely, as J C I% we see that Z C V(J). Over X \ Z = X'\ b=1(2)
the sheaf of ideals J cuts out Z’ (see displayed formula below). Hence V() equals
Z Ub(Z"). Tt follows that also V(ZJ) = Z U b(Z') set theoretically. Moreover,
Z.J is an ideal of finite type as a product of two such. We claim that X" — X is
isomorphic to the blowing up of X in Z.7 which finishes the proof of the lemma by
setting Y =V (Z.J).

First, recall that the blowup of X in Z.J is the same as the blowup of X’ in
b 1JOx, see Lemma [32.12] Hence it suffices to show that the blowup of X’ in
b1 JOx agrees with the blowup of X’ in Z’. We will show that

b1 TOx =TT,

as ideal sheaves on X”. This will prove what we want as Z¢& cuts out the effective
Cartier divisor dF and we can use Lemmas and 32.12

To see the displayed equality of the ideals we may work locally. With notation A,
I, a €I as in Lemma we see that F corresponds to an R-submodule M C I?
mapping isomorphically to an ideal J C R. The condition Z' = Proj(A/F.A)
means that Z’NSpec(A[£]) is cut out by the ideal generated by the elements m/a?,
m € M. Say the element m € M corresponds to the function f € J. Then in the
affine blowup algebra A’ = A[] we see that f = (a%m)/a? = a?(m/a?). Thus the
equality holds. O

33. Strict transform

In this section we briefly discuss strict transform under blowing up. Let S be a
scheme and let Z C S be a closed subscheme. Let b:.S” — S be the blowing up of
S in Z and denote E C S’ the exceptional divisor E = b~1Z. In the following we
will often consider a scheme X over S and form the cartesian diagram

prg/lE—>X Xg S’T>X

X

T

E S’ S
Since E is an effective Cartier divisor (Lemma [32.4)) we see that prg'E C X xg 5’
is locally principal (Lemma [13.11). Thus the complement of prg,lE in X xg 8" is
retrocompact (Lemma [13.3). Consequently, for a quasi-coherent Oy y ,s/-module
G the subsheaf of sections supported on prg,lE is a quasi-coherent submodule,
see Properties, Lemma If G is a quasi-coherent sheaf of algebras, e.g., G =
Ox x4, then this subsheaf is an ideal of G.

Definition 33.1. With Z C S and f: X — S as above.
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(1) Given a quasi-coherent Ox-module F the strict transform of F with respect
to the blowup of S in Z is the quotient F' of pri F by the submodule of
sections supported on prg,lE.

(2) The strict transform of X is the closed subscheme X' C X xg S’ cut out
by the quasi-coherent ideal of sections of Ox s’ supported on prg,lE.

Note that taking the strict transform along a blowup depends on the closed sub-
scheme used for the blowup (and not just on the morphism S’ — S). This notion
is often used for closed subschemes of S. It turns out that the strict transform of
X is a blowup of X.

Lemma 33.2. [In the situation of Definition .

(1) The strict transform X' of X is the blowup of X in the closed subscheme
f1Z of X.

(2) For a quasi-coherent Ox-module F the strict transform F' is canonically
isomorphic to the pushforward along X' — X xg S’ of the strict transform
of F relative to the blowing up X' — X.

Proof. Let X” — X be the blowup of X in f~'Z. By the universal property of
blowing up (Lemma [32.5)) there exists a commutative diagram

X//HX

L

S —— S

whence a morphism X" — X xgS’. Thus the first assertion is that this morphism
is a closed immersion with image X’. The question is local on X. Thus we may
assume X and S are affine. Say that S = Spec(A4), X = Spec(B), and Z is cut
out by the ideal I C A. Set J =IB. The map B®a @,,~,I" = ,,>o J" defines
a closed immersion X” — X xg S’, see Constructions, Lemmas and
We omit the verification that this morphism is the same as the one constructed
above from the universal property. Pick a € I corresponding to the affine open
Spec(A[£]) € 9, see Lemma The inverse image of Spec(A[£]) in the strict
transform X’ of X is the spectrum of

B’ = (B ®4 A[%])/a-power-torsion

see Properties, Lemma On the other hand, letting b € J be the image of

a we see that Spec(B[7]) is the inverse image of Spec(A[L]) in X”. By Alge-

bra, Lemma the open Spec(B[%]) maps isomorphically to the open subscheme
prg/ (Spec(A[Z])) of X’. Thus X” — X’ is an isomorphism.

In the notation above, let F correspond to the B-module N. The strict transform
of F corresponds to the B ®4 A[£]-module

N’ = (N ®4 A[%])/a-power-torsion

see Properties, Lemma[24.5] The strict transform of F relative to the blowup of X
in f~'Z corresponds to the B[4]-module N ® B[%]/b-power-torsion. In exactly
the same way as above one proves that these two modules are isomorphic. Details
omitted. (]

Lemma 33.3. In the situation of Definition .
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(1) If X is flat over S at all points lying over Z, then the strict transform of
X is equal to the base change X xg S’.

(2) Let F be a quasi-coherent Ox-module. If F is flat over S at all points lying
over Z, then the strict transform F' of F is equal to the pullback pri F.

Proof. We will prove part (2) as it implies part (1) by the definition of the strict
transform of a scheme over S. The question is local on X. Thus we may assume
that S = Spec(A), X = Spec(B), and that F corresponds to the B-module N.
Then F’ over the open Spec(B ®4 A[£]) of X xg S’ corresponds to the module

N’ = (N ®4 A[%])/a-power-torsion

see Properties, Lemma Thus we have to show that the a-power-torsion of
N®a A[L] is zero. Let y € N @4 A[£] with a"y = 0. If ¢ C Bis a prime and a ¢ q,
then y maps to zero in (N ®4 A[£]). on the other hand, if a € q, then Ny is a flat
A-module and we see that Nq ®4 A[£] = (N ®4 A[£])q has no a-power torsion (as
A[£] doesn’t). Hence y maps to zero in this localization as well. We conclude that
y is zero by Algebra, Lemma [23.1] O

Lemma 33.4. Let S be a scheme. Let Z C S be a closed subscheme. Letb: S" — S
be the blowing up of Z in S. Let g : X — Y be an affine morphism of schemes over
S. Let F be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X. Let ¢’ : X xg 8" —Y x5S’ be the base
change of g. Let F' be the strict transform of F relative to b. Then g,.F' is the
strict transform of g.JF.

Proof. Observe that ¢, pri F = pr} g.F by Cohomology of Schemes, Lemma
Let K C prF be the subsheaf of sections supported in the inverse image of Z
in X xg S’. By Properties, Lemma the pushforward ¢,K is the subsheaf of
sections of pr} g.F supported in the inverse image of Z in Y xg S’. As ¢’ is affine
(Morphisms, Lemma we see that ¢/ is exact, hence we conclude. O

Lemma 33.5. Let S be a scheme. Let Z C S be a closed subscheme. Let D C S
be an effective Cartier divisor. Let Z' C S be the closed subscheme cut out by the
product of the ideal sheaves of Z and D. Let S’ — S be the blowup of S in Z.

(1) The blowup of S in Z' is isomorphic to 8" — S.

(2) Let f : X — S be a morphism of schemes and let F be a quasi-coherent
Ox-module. If F has no nonzero local sections supported in f~1D, then
the strict transform of F relative to the blowing up in Z agrees with the
strict transform of F relative to the blowing up of S in Z'.

Proof. The first statement follows on combining Lemmas and Using
Lemma the second statement translates into the following algebra problem.
Let A be a ring, I C A an ideal, x € A a nonzerodivisor, and a € I. Let M be an
A-module whose z-torsion is zero. To show: the a-power torsion in M ®4 A[1] is
equal to the xa-power torsion. The reason for this is that the kernel and cokernel of
the map A — A[é] is a-power torsion, so this map becomes an isomorphism after
inverting a. Hence the kernel and cokernel of M — M ® 4 A[é] are a-power torsion
too. This implies the result. ([l

Lemma 33.6. Let S be a scheme. Let Z C S be a closed subscheme. Letb: S" — S
be the blowing up with center Z. Let Z' C S’ be a closed subscheme. Let 8" — S’
be the blowing up with center Z'. Let Y C S be a closed subscheme such that
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Y = ZUb(Z') set theoretically and the composition S"” — S is isomorphic to
the blowing up of S in Y. In this situation, given any scheme X over S and
F € QCoh(Ox) we have

(1) the strict transform of F with respect to the blowing up of S in'Y is equal to
the strict transform with respect to the blowup S"” — S’ in Z' of the strict
transform of F with respect to the blowup S" — S of S in Z, and

(2) the strict transform of X with respect to the blowing up of S in'Y is equal
to the strict transform with respect to the blowup S” — S’ in Z' of the strict
transform of X with respect to the blowup S’ — S of S in Z.

Proof. Let F’' be the strict transform of F with respect to the blowup S’ — S of
S in Z. Let F” be the strict transform of F’ with respect to the blowup S” — S’
of S"in Z’'. Let G be the strict transform of F with respect to the blowup S” — S
of S'in Y. We also label the morphisms

XXSSHHXXSS/HX

q P
if "’ if ! lf
S S’ S
By definition there is a surjection p*F — F' and a surjection ¢*F’ — F” which
combine by right exactness of ¢* to a surjection (poq)*F — F”. Also we have the

surjection (p o ¢)*F — G. Thus it suffices to prove that these two surjections have
the same kernel.

The kernel of the surjection p*F — F’ is supported on (f o p)~1Z, so this map
is an isomorphism at points in the complement. Hence the kernel of ¢*p*F —
q*F' is supported on (f o poq)~tZ. The kernel of ¢*F' — F” is supported on
(f' o q)~1Z’. Combined we see that the kernel of (p o ¢)*F — F” is supported
on (fopoq) *ZU(f oq) 2 = (fopoq)~lY. By construction of G we see
that we obtain a factorization (p o ¢)*F — F” — G. To finish the proof it suffices
to show that F” has no nonzero (local) sections supported on (fopoq)~1(Y) =
(fopoq)™ZU(f'oq)~1Z'. This follows from Lemma applied to F' on X x5’
over 9’, the closed subscheme Z’ and the effective Cartier divisor b~'Z. ([

Lemmal 33.7. In the situation of Definition . Suppose that
0—=F = Fr—F3—=0

is an exact sequence of quasi-coherent sheaves on X which remains exact after any
base change T — S. Then the strict transforms of F| relative to any blowup S’ — S
form a short exact sequence 0 — F| — F§ — F4 — 0 too.

Proof. We may localize on S and X and assume both are affine. Then we may
push F; to S, see Lemma [33:4] We may assume that our blowup is the morphism
1: S5 — S associated to an effective Cartier divisor D C S. Then the translation
into algebra is the following: Suppose that A is a ring and 0 — M} — My — M3 —
0 is a universally exact sequence of A-modules. Let a € A. Then the sequence

0 — M, /a-power torsion — Ma/a-power torsion — M3 /a-power torsion — 0

is exact too. Namely, surjectivity of the last map and injectivity of the first map are
immediate. The problem is exactness in the middle. Suppose that x € M maps
to zero in Ms/a-power torsion. Then y = a™x € M; for some n. Then y maps to
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zero in My /a™Ms. Since My — Ms is universally injective we see that y maps to
zero in M;/a™M;. Thus y = a"z for some z € M;. Thus a™(z —y) = 0. Hence y
maps to the class of x in Ms/a-power torsion as desired. O

34. Admissible blowups

To have a bit more control over our blowups we introduce the following standard
terminology.

Definition 34.1. Let X be a scheme. Let U C X be an open subscheme. A
morphism X’ — X is called a U-admissible blowup if there exists a closed immersion
7 — X of finite presentation with Z disjoint from U such that X’ is isomorphic to
the blowup of X in Z.

We recall that Z — X is of finite presentation if and only if the ideal sheaf 7, C Ox
is of finite type, see Morphisms, Lemma [21.7] In particular, a U-admissible blowup
is a projective morphism, see Lemma[32.13] Note that there can be multiple centers
which give rise to the same morphism. Hence the requirement is just the existence
of some center disjoint from U which produces X’. Finally, as the morphism b :
X’ — X is an isomorphism over U (see Lemma we will often abuse notation
and think of U as an open subscheme of X’ as well.

Lemma 34.2. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let U C X
be a quasi-compact open subscheme. Let b : X' — X be a U-admissible blowup.
Let X" — X' be a U-admissible blowup. Then the composition X" — X is a
U-admissible blowup.

Proof. Immediate from the more precise Lemma [32.14] (]

Lemma 34.3. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let U,V C
X be quasi-compact open subschemes. Letb: V' — V be a UNV -admissible blowup.
Then there exists a U-admissible blowup X' — X whose restriction to V is V'.

Proof. Let Z C Oy be the finite type quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals such that V' (Z)
is disjoint from U NV and such that V' is isomorphic to the blowup of V in Z. Let
7' € Oyuy be the quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals whose restriction to U is Oy and
whose restriction to V is Z (see Sheaves, Section . By Properties, Lemma m
there exists a finite type quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals J C Ox whose restriction
to UUV is Z'. The lemma follows. O

Lemma 34.4. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let U C X
be a quasi-compact open subscheme. Let b; : X; — X, 1=1,...,n be U-admissible
blowups. There exists a U-admissible blowup b : X' — X such that (a) b factors
as X' - X; — X fori=1,...,n and (b) each of the morphisms X' — X, is a
U-admissible blowup.

Proof. Let Z; C Ox be the finite type quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals such that
V(Z;) is disjoint from U and such that X; is isomorphic to the blowup of X in Z;.
Set T =1 -...-Z, and let X’ be the blowup of X in Z. Then X’ — X factors
through b; by Lemma [32.12 (]

Lemma 34.5. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Let U,V be
quasi-compact disjoint open subschemes of X. Then there exist a U UV -admissible
blowup b : X' — X such that X' is a disjoint union of open subschemes X' =
X1 X5 with b=*(U) € X{ and b=*(V) C X5.
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Proof. Choose a finite type quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals Z, resp. J such that
X\U =V(Z), resp. X\V = V(J), see Properties, Lemma[24.1] Then V(Z.7) = X
set theoretically, hence Z.J is a locally nilpotent sheaf of ideals. Since Z and J are
of finite type and X is quasi-compact there exists an n > 0 such that Z*J" = 0.
We may and do replace Z by Z™ and J by J". Whence Z7 = 0. Let b: X' — X
be the blowing up in Z + J. This is U U V-admissible as V(Z + J) = X \U U V.
We will show that X’ is a disjoint union of open subschemes X’ = X7 II X} such
that b’lI\Xé =0 and bilj\X{ = 0 which will prove the lemma.

We will use the description of the blowing up in Lemma [32.2] Suppose that U =
Spec(A4) C X is an affine open such that Z|y, resp. J|u corresponds to the finitely
generated ideal I C A, resp. J C A. Then
b N U) =Proj(Ae(I+ eI +J)0*®..)

This is covered by the affine open subsets A[ZEZ] and A[%] withz € Tand y € J.
Since x € I is a nonzerodivisor in A[ZEZ] and I.J = 0 we see that JA[ZEL] = 0.
Since y € J is a nonzerodivisor in A[%] and IJ = 0 we see that IA[%} =0.
Moreover,

Spec(A[F£2]) N Spec(A[H£2]) = Spec(A[ L)) =0

zy
because zy is both a nonzerodivisor and zero. Thus b=1(U) is the disjoint union of
the open subscheme U defined as the union of the standard opens Spec(A[{£Z])
for x € I and the open subscheme Us; which is the union of the affine opens
Spec(A[%]) for y € J. We have seen that b='ZOx/ restricts to zero on Us
and b~ 1ZOx restricts to zero on U;. We omit the verification that these open
subschemes glue to global open subschemes X and X}. (I

Lemmal 34.6. Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Let L be an invertible Ox -
module. Let s be a regular meromorphic section of L. Let U C X be the mazimal
open subscheme such that s corresponds to a section of L over U. The blowup
b: X' — X in the ideal of denominators of s is U-admissible. There exists an
effective Cartier divisor D C X' and an isomorphism

b'L =Ox/(D - E),

where E C X' is the exceptional divisor such that the meromorphic section b*s
corresponds, via the isomorphism, to the meromorphic section 1p ® (1g)~L.

Proof. From the definition of the ideal of denominators in Definition 23.10 we
immediately see that b is a U-admissible blowup. For the notation 1p, 1g, and
Ox/(D — E) please see Definition m The pullback b*s is defined by Lemmas
[32.11] and 23:8] Thus the statement of the lemma makes sense. We can reinterpret
the final assertion as saying that b*s is a global regular section of b*L(E) whose
zero scheme is D. This uniquely defines D hence to prove the lemma we may work
affine locally on X and X’. Assume X = Spec(A) is affine and £L = Ox. Then s
is a regular meromorphic function and shrinking further we may assume s = a’/a
with a’,a € A nonzerodivisors. Then the ideal of denominators of s corresponds
to the ideal I = {z € A | za’ € aA}. Recall that X’ is covered by spectra of
affine blowup algebras A’ = A[] with = € I (Lemma . Fix z € I and write
xza' = aad” for some a” € A. The divisor E C X' is cut out by x € A’ over the
spectrum of A" and hence 1/x is a generator of Ox/(E) over Spec(A’). Finally, in
the total quotient ring of A’ we have a’/a = a”’ /z. Hence b*s = a’/a restricts to a
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regular section of Ox/(E) which is over Spec(A’) given by a”/x. This finishes the
proof. (The divisor D N Spec(A’) is cut out by the image of a” in A’.) O

35. Blowing up and flatness

We continue the discussion started in More on Algebra, Section We will prove
further results in More on Flatness, Section

Lemma 35.1. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type quasi-coherent Og-
module. Let Zj, C S be the closed subscheme cut out by Fity(F), see Section[4 Let
S" — 8 be the blowup of S in Zy and let F' be the strict transform of F. Then F'
can locally be generated by < k sections.

Proof. Recall that F’' can locally be generated by < k sections if and only if
Fity(F') = Og, see Lemma Hence this lemma is a translation of More on
Algebra, Lemma [26.3 (]

Lemma 35.2. Let S be a scheme. Let F be a finite type quasi-coherent Og-
module. Let Z;, C S be the closed subscheme cut out by Fity,(F), see Section @
Assume that F is locally free of rank k on S\ Zy. Let S’ — S be the blowup of S
in Zy and let F' be the strict transform of F. Then F' is locally free of rank k.

Proof. Translation of More on Algebra, Lemma [26.4 ]

Lemma 35.3. Let X be a scheme. Let F be a finitely presented Ox-module. Let
U C X be a scheme theoretically dense open such that F|y is finite locally free of
constant rank r. Then

(1) the blowup b: X' — X of X in the rth Fitting ideal of F is U-admissible,
(2) the strict transform F' of F with respect to b is locally free of rank r,

(3) the kernel K of the surjection b*F — F' is finitely presented and K|y =0,
(4) b*F and K are perfect Ox/-modules of tor dimension < 1.

Proof. The ideal Fit,(F) is of finite type by Lemma [9.2| and its restriction to U is
equal to Oy by Lemma[9.5] Hence b: X’ — X is U-admissible, see Definition

By Lemma the restriction of Fit,._1(F) to U is zero, and since U is scheme
theoretically dense we conclude that Fit,_1(F) = 0 on all of X. Thus it follows
from Lemma [0.5] that F is locally free of rank r on the complement of subscheme
cut out by the rth Fitting ideal of F (this complement may be bigger than U which
is why we had to do this step in the argument). Hence by Lemma the strict
transform

b*F — F'

is locally free of rank r. The kernel K of this map is supported on the exceptional
divisor of the blowup b and hence K|y = 0. Finally, since F’ is finite locally free
and since the displayed arrow is surjective, we can locally on X’ write b*F as the
direct sum of K and F’. Since b*F’ is finitely presented (Modules, Lemma
the same is true for K.

The statement on tor dimension follows from More on Algebra, Lemma d
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36. Modifications

In this section we will collect results of the type: after a modification such and
such are true. We will later see that a modification can be dominated by a blowup
(More on Flatness, Lemma [31.4]).

Lemma 36.1. Let X be an integral scheme. Let € be a finite locally free Ox-
module. There exists a modification f : X' — X such that f*E has a filtration
whose successive quotients are invertible O x:-modules.

Proof. We prove this by induction on the rank r of £. If r = 1 or r = 0 the lemma
is obvious. Assume r > 1. Let P = P(£) with structure morphism 7= : P — X, see
Constructions, Section Then 7 is proper (Lemma [30.4]). There is a canonical
surjection
& — Op(1)

whose kernel is finite locally free of rank r — 1. Choose a nonempty open subscheme
U C X such that £l = OF". Then Py = n~}(U) is isomorphic to Pj; ', In
particular, there exists a section s : U — Py of . Let X’ C P be the scheme
theoretic image of the morphism U — Py — P. Then X' is integral (Morphisms,
Lemma [6.7), the morphism f = 7|x, : X’ — X is proper (Morphisms, Lemmas
E 41.6] and -D and f~1(U ) — U is an isomorphism. Hence f is a modification
(Morphisms, Definition . By construction the pullback f*& has a two step
filtration whose quotient is 1nvertible because it is equal to Op(1)|x: and whose
sub &’ is locally free of rank r — 1. By induction we can find a modification
g : X" — X' such that ¢g*&’ has a filtration as in the statement of the lemma.
Thus fog:X"” — X is the required modification. O

Lemmal 36.2. Let S be a scheme. Let X, Y be schemes over S. Assume X is
Noetherian and Y is proper over S. Given an S-rational map f: U —Y from X
to Y there exists a morphism p : X' — X and an S-morphism f' : X' — 'Y such
that

(1) p is proper and p~"(U) — U is an isomorphism,
(2) f/|p,1(U) s equal to f Op|p*1(U)-

Proof. Denote j : U — X the inclusion morphism. Let X’ C Y xg X be the
scheme theoretic image of (f,7) : U = Y xg X (Morphisms, Definition . The
projection g : Y xg X — X is proper (Morphisms, Lemma . The composition
p:X — X of X' Y xg X and g is proper (Morphisms, Lemmas and
[41.4)). Since g is separated and U C X is retrocompact (as X is Noetheman) we
conclude that p~!(U) — U is an isomorphism by Morphisms, Lemma [6.8] . On the
other hand, the composition f’ : X’ — Y of X’ — Y xg X and the projection
Y x5 X — Y agrees with f on p~1(U). |

37. Other chapters

Preliminaries

(
(1) [Eafroduction) (
) [Conventions (
) |Set Theory 1(
)

) 1

Sheaves on Spaces|
Sites and Sheaves|

6)
7)
8) [Stacks
9)
0)
1)

Commutative Algebral

Brauer Groups

Categories (
Topologyi (



https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AYP
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0C4V

DIVISORS 91

Homological Algebral
Derived Categories|
Simplicial Methods|

More on Algebral
Smoothing T{ing Maps|
Sheaves of Modules|
Modules on Sites|

Injectives|

Cohomology of Sheaves|
Cohomology on Sites|
Differential Graded Algebral
Divided Power Algebral
Differential Graded Sheaves|

Hypercoverings|
Schemes|

Constructions of Schemes|
Properties of Schemes|
Morphisms of Schemes|
Cohomology of Schemes|
Divisors|

Limits of Schemes|

Varieties|

Topologies on Schemes|
Descent|

Derived Categories of Schemes|
More on Morphisms|

More on Flatness|

Groupoid Schemes|

More on Groupoid Schemes|
Etale Morphisms of Schemes|

B W N O O~ Ot Wi
NGNS N AN AN

B W W W WWWWWWh NN
N NN A A NN 2 N ]

— O © 00O Ui Wi — O © o

—
N
N

Topics in Scheme Theory

(42) (Chow Homology|

) [Intersection Theory]|

) [Picard Schemes of Curves|
) [Weil Cohomology Theories|
) |Adequate Modules|

) [Dualizing Complexes|
) [Duality for Schemes|

) [Discriminants and Differents|
) |[de Rham Cohomology]|
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Local Cohomology|

Algebraic and Formal Geometry|
Algebraic Curves|

Resolution of Surfaces|
Semistable Reduction|

Functors and Morphisms|
Derived Categories of Varieties|

(58) [Fundamental Groups of Schemes|
(59) [Etale Cohomology|

(60) [Crystalline Cohomology|

(61) [Pro-étale Cohomology|
(62)
(63)
(

Relative Cycles|
More Etale Cohomology|
The Trace Formulal

Algebraic Spaces

5) |Algebraic Spaces|

Properties of Algebraic Spaces|
Morphisms of Algebraic Spaces|
Decent Algebraic Spaces|
Cohomology of Algebraic Spaces|
Limits of Algebraic Spaces|
Divisors on Algebraic Spaces|
Algebraic Spaces over Fields|
Topologies on Algebraic Spaces|
Descent and Algebraic Spaces|
Derived Categories of Spaces|
More on Morphisms of Spaces|
Flatness on Algebraic Spaces|
Groupoids in Algebraic Spaces|
More on Groupoids in Spaces|
Bootstrap|

Pushouts of Algebraic Spaces|

(6
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

— O © 00 ~JO Ui W O OO
N2 NN RS AN NN AN s N N

o9 g SN o oo

—~

Topics in Geometry

Chow Groups of Spaces
) |Quotients of Groupoids

84) [More on Cohomology of Spaces|

85) [Simplicial Spaces|

86) [Duality for Spaces|

87)

88)
)

Formal Algebraic Spaces|
Algebraization of Formal Spaces
Resolution of Surfaces Revisited

Deformation Theory
(90)
(91)

Formal Deformation Theory]|
Deformation Theory]|

(92) [The Cotangent Complex|
(93) [Deformation Problems|

Algebraic Stacks

Algebraic Stacks|

) [Examples of Stacks|

) [Sheaves on Algebraic Stacks
) [Criteria for Representability]
)

)

)

Artin’s Axioms|
Quot and Hilbert Spaces|
Properties of Algebraic Stacks|




DIVISORS 92

(101) [Morphisms of Algebraic Stacks| Miscellany
(102) [Limits of Algebraic Stacks| (110) [Examples
(103) [Cohomology of Algebraic Stacks| (111) ﬁ
(104) Derived Categories of Stacks| (112) [Guide to Literaturd
(105) [Introducing Algebraic Stacks| (113)
(106) More on Morphisms of Stacks| (114)
(107) [The Geometry of Stacks| (115)
Topics in Moduli Theory (116) |GNU Free Documentation Li-|
(108) [Moduli Stacks|
(109) Moduli of Curves| (117) [Auto Generated Index]
References

[BGI71] Pierre Berthelot, Alexander Grothendieck, and Luc Illusie, Théorie des Intersections et
Théoréme de Riemann-Roch, Lecture notes in mathematics, vol. 225, Springer-Verlag,
1971.

[DG67] Jean Dieudonné and Alexander Grothendieck, Eléments de géométrie algébrique, Inst.
Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 4, 8, 11, 17, 20, 24, 28, 32 (1961-1967).

[GD67] Alexander Grothendieck and Jean Dieudonné, Eléments de géométrie algébrique IV, Pub-
lications Mathématiques, vol. 20, 24, 28, 32, Institute des Hautes Etudes Scientifiques.,
1964-1967.

[HL97] Daniel Huybrechts and Manfred Lehn, The geometry of moduli spaces of sheaves, Aspects
of Mathematics, E31, Friedr. Vieweg & Sohn, Braunschweig, 1997.

[Kle79] Steven Lawrence Kleiman, Misconceptions about Kx, Enseign. Math. (2) 25 (1979),
no. 3-4, 203-206.

[Nob77] Augusto Nobile, A note on flat algebras, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 64 (1977), no. 2, 206—
208.



	1. Introduction
	2. Associated points
	3. Morphisms and associated points
	4. Embedded points
	5. Weakly associated points
	6. Morphisms and weakly associated points
	7. Relative assassin
	8. Relative weak assassin
	9. Fitting ideals
	10. The singular locus of a morphism
	11. Torsion free modules
	12. Reflexive modules
	13. Effective Cartier divisors
	14. Effective Cartier divisors and invertible sheaves
	15. Effective Cartier divisors on Noetherian schemes
	16. Complements of affine opens
	17. Norms
	18. Relative effective Cartier divisors
	19. The normal cone of an immersion
	20. Regular ideal sheaves
	21. Regular immersions
	22. Relative regular immersions
	23. Meromorphic functions and sections
	24. Meromorphic functions and sections; Noetherian case
	25. Meromorphic functions and sections; reduced case
	26. Weil divisors
	27. The Weil divisor class associated to an invertible module
	28. More on invertible modules
	29. Weil divisors on normal schemes
	30. Relative Proj
	31. Closed subschemes of relative proj
	32. Blowing up
	33. Strict transform
	34. Admissible blowups
	35. Blowing up and flatness
	36. Modifications
	37. Other chapters
	References

