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Abstract

The higher direct image complex of a coherent sheaf (or finite
complex of coherent sheaves) under a projective morphism is a fun-
damental construction that can be defined via a Cech complex or an
injective resolution, both inherently infinite constructions. Using free
resolutions it can be defined in finite terms. Using exterior algebras
and relative versions of theorems of Beilinson and Bernstein-Gel’'fand-
Gel’fand, we give an alternate and generally more efficient description
in finite terms.

Using this exterior algebra description we can characterize the
generic finite free complex of a given shape as the direct image of an
easily-described vector bundle. We can also give explicit descriptions
of the loci in the base spaces of flat families of sheaves in which some
cohomological conditions are satisfied—for example, the loci where
vector bundles on projective space split in a certain way, or the loci
where a projective morphism has higher dimensional fibers.

Our approach is so explicit that it yields an algorithm suited for
computer algebra systems.
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Introduction

Let A be a Noetherian ring, let F be a coherent sheaf on P"; = P" x Spec A,
and let 7 be the projection map P} — Spec A:

F " = P" x Spec A
Rm,F Spec A

A locally free complex Rm,F of coherent sheaves on Spec A (or, equiv-
alently, of A-modules) is defined up to quasi-isomorphism by pushing for-
ward an injective resolution of F and choosing a bounded complex of finitely
generated A-modules quasi-isomorphic to it. There is also a description in
finite terms using free resolutions over the polynomial ring Az, ..., z,| (see
Proposition 0.3). In this paper we will give a more efficient construction,
using (finite parts of) resolutions over an exterior algebra. This makes it
possible to compute, for example, the loci in flat families of sheaves where
certain cohomological conditions are satisfied, such as the loci where cer-
tain decompositions occur in a family of vector bundles, or to detect higher
dimensional fibers.

For example, if F is flat over A, and A is local with maximal ideal m,
then by a Theorem of Grothendieck [EGA,7.7], see also [Mumford,II.5] or
[Hartshorne,I11.12], the complex R, F € DP(A) is represented by a minimal
complex

0 A" 5 A & . 5 A" S0

of free A-modules, which is unique up to isomorphism. Because F is flat the
formation of this complex commutes with base change, and hence

h' = dimg H(F ® K),

where K = A/m denotes the residue class field of A. If F is given explicitly,
then our techniques algorithmically compute the matrices in this complex.

To formulate the main result we introduce some notation. Let W =
7.Opr (1) be the free A-module of rank n+1 underlying P, and let zo, .. ., 7,
be a basis of W. The scheme P is Proj S where S = Sym W = Alzo, ..., z,).
Let M = ), M, be a graded S-module whose sheafification is F, and let
reg(M) denote its Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity (as defined, in this rela-
tive case, below.)



Let V' = Homu(W, A) be the dual of W, with basis e, ...,e, dual to
g, ..., Ty. Let
E=AV =@ AV

be the exterior algebra on V. We give the variables e¢; degree —1. We write
(V) for the augmentation ideal generated by V in E.

Any projective E-module M can be written in the form E®4 N, where N
is the projective A-module M/(V)M. More generally, if N is any A-module,
we say that £ ® N is a relatively projective E-module. We make a similar
definition for modules over S. There is a well-developed theory of relative ho-
mological algebra, including relative projective resolutions, due to Hochschild
[Hoch56]. We review some elementary facts about it in Section 1. For us
relative projectives will be useful because modules generally have smaller
resolutions in terms of relative projectives than in terms of projectives.

Corresponding to the graded S-module M there is a complex of FE-
modules

o= EFQMy > EQMyg 1 - E® Mo — ---

where ® denotes ® 4, the module £ ® M, is in cohomological degree d and
is generated by M, regarded as an A-module concentrated in degree d. The
differentials in the complex are given by

a®ml—>Zeia®xim.
i

In what follows we will write ~ for quasi-isomorphism of (bounded above)
complexes—the equivalence relation generated by declaring two complexes
quasi-isomorphic if there is a map between them that is an isomorphism on
homology (for free bounded-above complexes this is the same as homotopy
equivalence.)

Theorem 0.1 (Main Theorem). Suppose s > max(0,reg(M)), and set
P* =ker(E® My.1 — E® Mgys). If T is a graded relatively projective res-
olution of P*, regarded as an E-module concentrated in cohomological degree
s, then

Rr, F~(T ®p A)o.

Corollary 0.2. With hypotheses and notation as in Theorem 0.1,

Rim, F = Tor” ,(P*, A),,



Proof. Take T to be a projective resolution. O

It is interesting to compare the result of Theorem 0.1 with the following
more elementary construction of Rm,F. Here we use a different notion of
regularity, derived from a minimal relatively projective A-split resolution (see
Section 1. It seems reasonable to conjecture that this bound can be improved
along the lines of Smith [Sm00], who used the same idea to compute global
Ext, and thus the individual R'm, functors. However we cannot simply take
d > reg M since this would allow us to take I = S whenever reg M < n,
leading to a false result.

Theorem 0.3. Assume for simplicity n > 1. Let M be a finitely generated
Alxg, ..., x,] module, and let F be the corresponding sheaf. Let d be such
that M admits a relatively projective A-split resolution by modules S ® N;
where each N; is a graded A-module that is zero in degrees > d (see Theorem
1.2). Suppose also that I C S is an ideal such that S/I is projective as an
A-module, I is contained in (zg,...,1,)% ", and I contains some power of
each z;. If F is a free resolution of I, then

Rr,F~(Homg(F, M)j.

Among the examples of ideals I such that S/I is A-projective are all
ideals generated by monomials; and any ideal generated by a homogeneous
complete intersection of length n + 1 that contains a power of each of the z;.
We give a proof in section 1. **** fix: Put in examples of these methods
—including one were the second where this is very inefficient.

In the first section we recall some facts about relative projectives, and
use them to prove Theorem 0.3.

The next three sections of the paper contain a description of T and a
proof of Theorem 0.1. Its main ingredients are

1. An effective construction of a relative Beilinson monad.

2. The fact that the relative Beilinson monad for F is m,-acyclic—that is,
R'r, vanishes on all terms of the monads for all ¢ > 0.

In the remainder of the paper we carry out this construction of the direct
image complex in three examples. The first concerns the versal deformation
of a rank 7 vector bundle of the form O"~! & O(d) on P! (this example can,



of course be treated by other means, and we sketch a more elementary al-
ternative.) The result gives determinantal equations for the loci, in the base
space of the deformation, of bundles of a given splitting type; we conjecture
that these determinantal equations actually generate the prime ideals corre-
sponding to the loci in question. The case » = 2 has a considerable history,
and can already be found, in equivalent form and without proof, in Room
[1938].

Our second example treats the direct images of certain sheaves on the
resolution of an elliptic singularity; this example seems amenable only to
computation.

The last example was the most surprising to us. It leads to a new descrip-
tion of the variety of complexes, in Theorem 5.10, and answers the question,
“Which complexes appear as direct images of vector bundles?”

Theorem 0.4. Let A be a Noetherian ring, and let
F: 0—=A4% 5 A% & 5 A% 50

be any finite complex of finitely generated free A-modules of length n. There
is a vector bundle F on Py such that F represents Rm.JF.

In fact the bundle F can be given quite explicitly; see the proof of The-
orem 5.9.

An implementation of the resulting algorithms in the system MACAULAY2
and all the examples treated as illustrations of the main result can be down-
loaded from http//www.math.uni-sb.de/ ag-schreyer/computeralgebra.

Acknowledgment: We thank Mike Stillman and Dan Grayson for their
program MACAULAY2 and for their quick responses to our needs. The second
author thanks the MSRI for financial support and hospitality.

Notation: Throughout this paper, A will denote a Noetherian ring and S
will denote the polynomial ring A[zo, . .., z,] = Sym(W), where W is the free
A-module of rank n + 1 generated by the x;. We grade S with A in degree
0 and the z; in degree 1. There is a canonical projection 7 : P} — Spec A
corresponding to the inclusion A C S. We denote by M a finitely generated
graded S-module, and by F = M the associated sheaf on P}, = ProjS. We
write R, F for the (total) direct image, which is a complex of A modules
determined up to quasi-isomorphism.

We write V' for the A-dual of W; the module V is thus a free A-module
concentrated in degree —1. We let eq,...,e, denote a basis of V' dual to



xg,...%,. Let E be the exterior algebra E = AV = Aleg,...,e,). If Ais
a local ring with maximal ideal m then F is a local ring with maximal ideal
mp =mE + (eg, ..., e,).

1 Relative Projectives; Proof of Theorem 0.3

The definitions and results on relative projectives in this section come from
Hochschild [Hoch56]; we review them for the convenience of the reader.

Let A be a commutative Noetherian ring, and let B be an A-algebra.
A B-module P is said to be relatively projective (with respect to A) if for
every surjective M — M’ of B-modules which splits as a map of A modules,
the induced map Hompg(P, M) — Hompg(P, M’) is also surjective; that is,
B-linear maps from P can be lifted along A-split surjections. Modules of the
form B ®4 N, where N is any A-module, are called relatively free.

Proposition 1.1. A B-module P is relatively projective if and only if it is
a direct summand of a relatively free B-module. If B is Noetherian and pos-
itwely (or negatively) graded,with degree 0 component A, then every finitely
generated graded relatively projective B-module is relatively free.

Proof. It P = B®4 N, then Homg(P, M) = Homy4 (N, M) and the relative
projectivity of P follows from the definition. It is also immediate that that
a direct summand of a relatively projective module is relatively projective.
If P is any B-module, then the natural surjection B ®4 P — P is A-split by
the map sending p € Pto 1®p € B®4 P. Thus if P is relatively projective
it is a summand of the relatively free module B ® 4 P.

Now suppose that B is graded, and P is a graded relatively projective B-
module. Since the map B — B/B, = A is A-split, we may write P/B, P as
an A-submodule of P. The induced map of B-modules B®4 (P/B.P) — P
is surjective by Nakayama’s Lemma, and is A-split. Since P is relatively
projective, we can lift the identity map of P and get a splitting P — B ®4
(P/B,P). The complementary summand goes to zero under the map B ®4
(P/B4P) — P. But this map becomes an isomorphism modulo B,. Using
Nakayama’s Lemma again, we see that the kernel is zero. O

We now return to our basic case, where S and E are the exterior and
symmetric algebras over A as in the introduction.

If T is a graded relatively projective E-module, then by Proposition 1.1
we can write T' = F ®4 N, where N = @j N; is a graded A-module, with



N; concentrated in degree j. Here we regard A as concentrated in degree 0.
We think of N; as the module of “generators of T of degree j”. A relatively
projective resolution of a module M is defined to be a resolution by relatively
projective modules. This terminology differs a little from Hochschild’s: he
adds the requirement that the resolution be split exact as a sequence of
A-modules. We will encounter both sorts of resolutions below, so it seems
simpler to require A-split exactness explicitly when we need it.

Relative projective resolutions are often smaller than projective resolu-
tions. For example, if A is not a regular ring, then some finitely generated
modules over the polynomial ring S = A[xy,...,z,] do not have finite pro-
jective resolutions, but they do have finite relatively projective resolutions:

Theorem 1.2. [Hoch56, Theorem 3] Every finitely generated (graded) S-
module M has a finite (graded) A-split relatively projective resolution, of
length at most n + 1. ]

We will use Theorem 1.2 together with the following Lemma to prove
Theorem 0.3.

Lemma 1.3. If X is an S-module and N is an A-module there is a natural
transformation Homg(X,S) ®4 N — Homg(X,S ®4 N) that is an isomor-
phism whenever X is A-projective.

Proof. The map is the composition Homg(X,S) ®4 N = Homg(X,S) Qg
(S®a N) = Homg(X,S) ®s Homg(S,S ®4 N) — Homg(X, S ®4 N), where
the last map is given by composition of homomorphisms. If N is a free A-
module, the map is trivially an isomorphism. Thus if ¢ : G; — Gy is an
S-free presentation of X, then we get an isomorphism Homg(¢, S) ®4 N —
Homg(¢, S®4 N). The kernel of the map Homg(¢p, S®4 N) is Homg(X, S® 4
N). If X is A-projective then ¢ is A-split, so the kernel of Homg(¢, S) ®4 N
is equal to (ker Homg(¢, S)) ®4 N = Homg(X,S) ®4 N as required. O

Proof of Theorem 0.3 First, suppose that M = S(—d), the free graded module
of rank 1 generated in degree d, which has regularity d. In this case F =
Opn (—d). At most one R'm,Opn (—d) is nonzero, so Rr, F is quasi-isomorphic
to this nonzero module, as a complex concentrated in cohomological degree
i.



Our hypotheses on [ imply that the projective dimension of I is n, and
that

Homg (I, S(—d)) = S(—d)  ifi=0;
H'Homg(F, M) = { Hom(S/I, A)(—d+n+1) ifi=n;

0 otherwise.

Taking the degree 0 part we get a projective complex of A modules with just
the desired cohomology, establishing the result in this case.

Next, suppose more generally that M = S ®4 N is relatively projective.
As A is concentrated in degree 0 the module N splits as a direct sum of
modules of different degrees, so we may as well assume that N is concentrated
in a single degree d = reg N = reg F.

We may identify the category of sheaves on Spec A with the category of
graded A-modules concentrated in degree 0. Since F = M we have F =
(m*N(d)) ® Opn (—d), whence

R'm,F = N(d) ® R'm,Opr (—d).

As before, R'm,F is nonzero for at most one i (which is either 0 or n) so R, F
is represented by this A-module, as a complex concentrated in cohomological
degree 0 or n.
On the other hand F is a complex of projective A-modules so, by Lemma
1.3,
Homg(F, S ® N) = Homg(F, S(—d)) ® N(d).

By our hypotheses on I the module S/I is A-projective, and Homg(F, S(—d))
is a resolution of Homy(A/I, A)(n+ 1 —d). This is split as a sequence of A-
modules, so tensoring with N(d) commutes with taking homology. It follows
that the tensor product has the desired cohomology.

Finally, we allow M to be an arbitrary finitely generated graded S-
module. By Hochschild’s Theorem 1.2 M has a finite A-split relatively pro-
jective resolution. We do induction on the “relative projective dimension”
of M, that is, the minimal length m of such a resolution. The case m = 0
is the case where M is relatively projective. By Proposition 1.1 M then has
the form S ®4 N, and this is the case we have already treated.

Otherwise, let

0—>M >SN —->M-—0



be the beginning of an A-split resolution of M by relatively projective mod-
ules, so that the relative projective dimension of M’ is m — 1 and the short
exact sequence is A-split. Because each module in F is relatively projective,
and because the previous sequence is A-split, it follows that

0 — Hom(F, M) — Hom(F, (S ® N)) — Hom(F, M) — 0

is an exact sequence of complexes, and thus forms a distinguished triangle
in the derived category. By induction, the two complexes on the left are the
pushforward complexes of the appropriate sheaves, and it follows that the
one on the right is too. O

2 Regularity and BGG

In this section we make generalize Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity to the
relative case. Propositions 2.3 and 2.5 have no analogues in the absolute
case, and seem to be new properties of flat sheaves.

Relative Castelnuovo-Mumord Regularity
If N is a graded S-module such that N; = 0 for d > 0, then we define
the regularity of N by

reg(N) = max{d | Ng # 0}.
For a finitely generated graded S-module, on the other hand, we define
reg(M) = max(reg Tor? (A, M) — 7).

In the absolute case, when A is a field, this is the usual definition (see for
example Eisenbud [Eis04]). When M is a finitely generated module concen-
trated in finitely many degrees, so that both definitions above are applicable,
they coincide. This can be proved by re-interpreting regularity in terms of
local cohomology, as follows:

Proposition 2.1.
reg(M) = max(reg Tor? (A, M) — i) = max(reg ij)M +J)
1 J
and for each i

reg Tors (A, M) — i > reg H?;gl_i]\/[ +n+1—1
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where (x) denotes the ideal (zg,...,x,) C S and H{x) is the local cohomology
functor. O

Since the proof is similar to that in the classical case (see for example
Eisenbud [2004, Corollary 4.5]), we omit it.

Example 2.2. Regularity is not semicontinuous.

The following example is based on the fact that an ideal can have higher
regularity than a complete intersection with generators of the same degrees.
A convenient case is given by Caviglia [Cav04]: If we set 1 = (23, 23, xoz? +
r173) C So = Klxg,...,x3] the Sy/i has regularity 7, whereas the ideal
generated by a regular sequence of 3 cubics has regularity 6. Consider the
family of ideals, with parameter ¢, given by

I = (x5, 23, 207” + 21205 + toy) C S = K[t][zo, . . ., 3],

The generators of I form a regular sequence, and it follows that the regularity
of S/I in our sense is 6, whereas the regularity of the special fiber S/(I,t) is
7.

In general the regularity can go either up or down on specialization,
though the following result shows that in the flat case it can only go down.

Proposition 2.3. In the situation above, suppose that B is an A-algebra.
If either M or B is A-flat, then the reqularity of M ®4 B as a module over
S ®4 B is at most the reqularity of M as an S-module. If A is local, B is the
residue class field of A, and M is A-flat, then regg, .z M ®a B = regg M.

Proof. Let
F: o= F—=--—=F

be a graded free resolution of M as an S-module. By definition M has
regularity r if and only if, for every d > r and every ¢ > 0, the sequence

(Fis1 ®s A)gi = -+ = (Fo ®s A)gqi — 0,

obtained by taking the degree d + ¢ component of the first ¢+ + 1 steps of
F ®g A, is exact up to and including the term (F; ®g A)g4r;. The modules in
this sequence are all A-free, so if the sequence is exact, then it is split exact
as a sequence of A-modules. This condition is stable under base change to
B: the sequence

(*) (Fig1 ®s B)ayi = -+ = (Fo ®s B)ayi — 0,
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is split exact as a sequence of B-modules.

Let T=S®4B. If M or B is A-flat, then the sequence F®sT = F®R4 B
is exact, and thus it is a T-free resolution of M ®¢ T = M ®4 B. The
regularity of M ® 4 B as a T-module is thus computed from the exactness of
the sequences (x), and the desired inequality follows.

Under the hypothesis of the last statement of the Proposition the other
inequality follows from Nakayama’s Lemma. O

Bernstein-Gel’fand-Gel’fand Correspondence

Using this notion of regularity, we easily generalize the BGG correspon-
dence. We need it in the form given for the case where A is a field in which we
studied in [EFS, 2003] following [BGG, 1978|. The proofs are essentially the
same as in the case treated there. For the reader’s convenience we formulate
the necessary statements, which involve a pair of adjoint functors

R
eplx(S) — cplz(E).
To the graded S-module M we associate
R(M): --+— Homu(FE, M) — Homa(E, Mgyq) — -+,

which is (in all interesting cases) an infinite complex of E-modules with the
differential given by the action of t =377 | x; ® e;. Since

Homy(E,—) 2 E@Q A"M'W @ —
canonically, this complex is isomorphic up to shift in grading to the complex
o EQM; - E®Q My — -

of the introduction. The definition extends to the case where M is a bounded
complex of S-modules by taking R(M) to be the total complex of the induced
double complex.
Similarly L is defined by associating to a graded F-module P = @, F; the
complex
L(P): -+ > S®@aP = SQ@4Pj_1—-.

with P; concentrated in degree j, and S ® 4 P; the term of homological degree
j. For example the complex L(E) has the form

n+1

0—S— S"(1) — /2\(5"“(1)) — /\(S"“(l)) ~Sn+1)—0,
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which is the Koszul complex.

Theorem 2.4. Let M be a finitely generated S-module.
a) The truncated compler R(Mss) is acyclic for s > reg M.
b) Suppose s > reg M, and set
P = ker(Homu(F, Mgy 1) — Homyu(E, Myyo)).
The complex
L(P):... 5 S®4Piio—= S®4 Psy1 =0
1s acyclic, and 1s a resolution of M~ via the map

S®R4 P11 =5® HomA(AOV, Mgy1) — Mg where f @4 @ — fp(1).

O
We use Proposition 2.3 to deduce a property of flat sheaves and modules:

Proposition 2.5. If the sheafication F = M is flat over Spec A, then for
s > reg(M) the module M is projective as an A-module. Moreover, the
complex

E®QM, 1 —->FEQM; — FE® M,

is split exact at E ® M, as a complex of A-modules, and thus
Pli=ker(E®@ M, - E® M,1)
is projective as an A-module.

We will use the following well-known result, whose proof we provide for
the reader’s convenience:

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that A is a commutative Noetherian ring, and

F:0-M —-M-—-M =0

1s an exact sequence of finitely generated A-modules, with M projective. If
F ®4 A/P is exact for all maximal ideals P of A, then F' is split exact.

It is easy to give examples where the conclusion fails if we do not require M
to be projective.
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Proof of Lemma 2.6. By the Noetherian and finite generation hypotheses, the
formation of Ext*(AM”, M') commutes with localization. Thus it is enough
to prove the Lemma after localizing A at P. We may factor out the largest
summand of M contained in M’, and thus assume that F' is the beginning
of a minimal free resolution of M”. In particular, we may assume that M’ is
contained in PM. But now tensoring with A/P, we see that M’ ® A/P =0,
so M" = 0 by Nakayama’s Lemma. O

Proof of Proposition 2.5.From the exactness of the sequence

0— H{yM — M — @ m.F(d) — Hi,yM -0
dez

we see that
Mg — m.F(s)

is an isomorphism for s > reg(M).

For the first statement of the Proposition it thus suffices to show that
m.F(d) = M, is flat, given that G := F(d) is flat. This holds very generally: If
I C Ais any ideal, then by the flatness of G the map the map 771/ ®,-14G —
7 'A®.14G = G is a monomorphism, where we have written A instead of
Ogpec 4. Writing O for Opz we see that the composite map

T I RG=1"TR-140Q00G=7"TR,-14G =7 'AR14G=G

is a monomorphism. Since the map I ®4 7,G — 7,G is the direct image of
™1 ® G — G, it too is a monomorphism, so 7,G is flat.
We next must show the sequence

E®MS_1—>E®MS—>E®MS+1

is split exact in the middle (that is, the kernel of the right hand map is equal
to the image of the left hand map, and is a direct summand of £ ® Mj.

Exactness is simply the statement of Theorem 2.4 a). By Proposition 2.3,
the regularity of M ® A/P is also < s, so the sequence

E®@M,,®A/P+E®M,@A/P - E®M,,®A/P

is also exact. By the first part of the Proposition, M, (and thus also £'® M)
is A-projective. Lemma 2.6 now completes the proof. O
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3 The Tate Resolution

We next define and construct Tate resolutions of a sheaf 7 on P. When A
is a field, the Tate resolution is defined in [EFS 2003] by joining the com-
plex R(M=y), for s > reg M, to a free resolution of ker(Homu(F, Ms1) —
Homy (FE, Ms,2)) to make a doubly infinite acyclic complex of free modules,
but in the relative case, when F is not flat, the modules in R(M-;) are not
free, and the situation is somewhat more subtle. In the general case, the
Tate resolution will be a doubly infinite acyclic complex of graded relatively
projective E-modules.

T =@;E ®4 Njis a graded, relatively projective E-module, with N;
concentrated in degree 7, then we write

T =T/ E@sN) =P E®4N,
Jj>s Jj<s

with NNV concentrated in degree j, and call it the s-th generator truncated
quotient of T'. This notion extends to complexes: if

T: . T ST ...

is a complex of graded E-modules of the form £ ®4 N as above, we denote
by T, the complex formed from the T%,. It is a quotient complex of T.

A visual idea of T<, may help the reader through what follows. We
exhibit a sort of Betti diagram for T, in the sense of Bayer and Stillman
(see for example [MACAULAY?2)), by putting all the NV ]Z in a grid with each
column corresponding to a particular 7"

Ts—l Ts Ts+1

s—1n\7TS s+1
. Ns—2Ns—1Ns e
s—1 s s+1
"Ns—l NS Ns—l—l
s—1 pn7s s+1
..NS NS+1NS+2

Here the maps go from left to right. Those represented by matrices of scalars
(degree 0 in E) go diagonally up and to the right, N! — Ni*'; the maps
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represented by matrices of linear forms in the variables of E (degree -1) are
horizontal, N} =V ® N;ﬂ CE® N;ﬂ, etc. We have indicated the part of
the complex belonging to T< by putting it in boldface.

As usual, we work with a finitely generated graded S-module M and the
coherent sheaf 7 = M on P’} associated to it. We set

P? = ker(E X Ms+1 — F &® Ms+2)-

Note that P* differs from the module ker(Hom 4 (E, M, 1) — Homu(F, M,2))
used in the last section only by a shift of degrees, since Homu(FE, My) =
Homu(E,A) @ My = E @ A"T'W @ My, and A"H'W =2 A(n + 1).

We define a Tate resolution of F to be an acyclic, doubly infinite complex
T = T(F) of graded relatively projective E-modules T" = F® 4 N* such that
T, is a resolution of P° when s > 0. A projective Tate resolution is a Tate
resolution in which all the 7" are projective as E-modules or, equivalently,
all the N’ are projective as A-modules. Here P* is concentrated in degree
s+ 1, and in cohomological degree s; thus we require T« to be concentrated
in homological degrees < s. In our construction, we will produce a Tate
resolution such that T<; is a resolution of P* for all s > reg M and all the
N are finitely generated. We will also produce a projective Tate resolutions
with the first property; but it may happen that there are no projective Tate
resolutions where all N* are finitely generated.

Construction of Tate Resolutions .

Let M be any finitely generated graded S-module such that M = F.
Choose an integer s > reg M, and let P®* = ker(E ® My, — E ® M,y) as
above. Choose a relatively projective resolution

ce s T T 5 PS5 0.
Let T be the complex
T: =TT S TS S E@A My — E®y Mgy — - -

Corollary 3.1. The complex T above is a Tate resolution for F. If F is flat
over A and the T* are chosen to be projective over S, then the complex T is
a projective Tate resolution that is A-split.

Proof. Since s > reg M, Theorem 2.4 shows that the right hand part of this
complex is acyclic, and the left hand part is acyclic by construction. For
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u > s the truncations T, are resolutions of the desired form. If F is flat
then the right-hand part

R(MZS):E®AM5_>E®AMS+1—>"'

is an A-split exact projective complex by Proposition 2.5, In particular P? is
A-projective, so the left-hand part

e T T
is also A-split. O

When F is not flat over A we will construct a projective Tate resolution
by choosing a projective resolution T of P? for some s > reg M, and then
extending it inductively to a Tate resolution T(F) by adding generators in
degrees higher than s so that T = T(F)<s.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that s > reg M and let T be a projective reso-
lution of P5. Let F : ... — F¥ ' — F% — Fst' & M, (s +1) = 0 be a
projective resolution as of Mgy 1(s+ 1) as an A-module. The mapping cone
T of

T > E®4sF(—s—1)

is a projective resolution of P**1, and T = TL,. For j < s the inclusion
T C T’ induces an equality (A®pT'); = (A®r T);.

If A is local and both T and F are minimal free resolutions, then so is
T.

Proof. By Theorem 2.4 the sequence
0= P > E® M, — P =0

is exact. The complex F ® F(—s — 1) is a resolution of the F-module —
E ® M,,,. Thus the given mapping cone is a projective resolution of P+
and differs frm T’ by the addition of free modules generated in degree exactly
s+ 1.

In the local case, if T” and F' are minimal, then the free modules in T' are
all generated in degrees < s, the generator degree of P° since the elements of
E have degree < 0. Thus the comparison maps from T(F )<, to E® F' cannot
contain degree 0 components, and the mapping cone is again minimal. [
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We can now complete the construction of projective Tate resolutions in
general: Let M be a finitely generated graded S-module, and let s > r :=
reg M be an integer. Let F = M be the corresponding coherent sheaf on
P%. Set P® = ker E ® Mg,y — E ® Mo as above, and suppose that for
s > r the A-module M, has projective dimension at most d (we allow the
case d = o0). Let T" be a projective resolution of P". Supposing that T*®
has been constructed for s > r, let T**! be the result of extending T?, as in
Proposition 3.2, using a projective resolution of length at most d. The union
T = T(F) of the T* is a Tate resolution of F.

If d < oo then each T" will be finitely generated, but otherwise this may
not be the case.

Small Tate resolutions

It is interesting, especially from a computational point of view, to con-
struct Tate resolutions that are as small as possible. For this we need a basic
fact about the existence of resolutions of the form

() = EPERAN>EPE@sN = P 0.

J J

Proposition 3.3. Let P be a graded E-module. If s < t are integers such
that P; = 0 unless s < j <'t, then:

(a) The module P has a (not necessarily projective) resolution of the form
(x) such that

N;:O unless 1 < 0 and s +1 < 57 <t+1.

(b) If P, as an A-module, has a projective resolution of length d then P,
as an E-module, has a projective resolution of the form (x) such that

N;:O unless i <0 and s +1i < j < min(¢,t +d +1).

It is easy to give examples where these inequalities are sharp.

Proof. First consider the case s = t. The Cartan-FEilenberg resolution of A
over I,

CE: - 2 ESym,W)" - EW*"—=FE—A—0
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has (Sym,, W)* is concentrated in degree —m for each m. The modules in
the complex CE ®4 P have the form E ® Ny,;, for i < 0, where N/, is a
direct sum of finitely many copies of P. We have

H(CE®,4 P) =Tor?,(A,P)=0fori <0

so CE ®4 P is a resolution satisfying part (a).
If
F: - -5 F 'S F'-P—=0

is a projective resolution of P = P,, so that each I is concentrated in degree
t, then the homology of the projective complex H'(CE ®4 F) is also equal
to Tor”,(A, P) = 0, so CE ®4 F is a projective resolution of A ® P as an
E-module. If F' has length d, the i-th term is

T'= P CE @4 F' = @ E®@a (Sym_,W)* @4 F".

u,v<0 u,v<0
u+v=1 u+v=1
—d<v —d<v

It has generating projective A-module
Niyj = (Sym_; W) @4 F'7,

which is nonzero only when —j7 > 0, —d < i — j < 0—that is, in the range
j=t+i,...,min(t,t + d+ 1), as required for part (b).

For the general case, we do induction on the difference t — s, so we may
assume, for either statement (a) or (b), that we have complexes 7" and T" of
the desired form for the modules P’ = P, and P” = P/P;. We can construct
from these a resolution T' of P whose i-th term is (7”)" @ (T”)", and this
complex will have the desired form.

To construct 7" in case (a), where the terms of 7" are not assumed pro-
jective, but simply of the form EF ®, N, we must use the fact that, as an
A-module, P; is a summand of P so that the exact sequence

0P —-P—=>P —0

is A-split.
We now construct the resolution of P inductively: given

E®AN/ E®AN”

0 - @ -Q - Q" - 0
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with the bottom sequence A-split. Because E ® N is relatively projective we
may lift the map F® N — Q" to amap E® N — @, and use it and the
given map on the left to construct a diagram

0 - K’ - K - K" -0

0 — FEFQu N —FE®s(NN®N") — FE®y N" — 0

0 Q' Q Q" 0
where the modules K’, K, K" are by definition the kernels of the vertical
maps below them. The middle row and the bottom row are compatibly A-
split, so the exact sequence 0 — K’ — K — K” — 0 is also A-split, and we
may continue the construction.
The construction of 7" in the case where the complexes 7" and T” are
projective works the same way, and is of course standard. O

Corollary 3.4. Let F be a coherent sheaf on Py represented by a finitely gen-
erated graded S-module M of regularity r. The sheaf F has a Tate resolution
T with terms T" = @, E ®4 N} such that

N; s nonzero only in the range i —n < j <1,

while if © > r then

N} is nonzero only if j = i.

If every A-module has projective dimension < d < oo, then there is a
Tate resolution of F such that each N;f s projective, and

N; is monzero only in the range i —n < j < min(r,i + d),
while if i > r then
N} is nonzero only in the range 1 < j <i+d.

In the general case, where A does not have finite global dimension and
F is not flat, the modules T(F)" in the projective Tate resolution we have
constructed will not be finitely generated. However, the module (T (F)<s)*
is finitely generated. To compute (A ®g T(F)),, for any u, it suffices to
compute finitely many terms of the complex T*® = T(F)<s, for example as a
resolution of P? for any s > max(reg M, u).
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Proof. The limits follow immediately from our construction, using Proposi-
tion 3.3 and Proposition 3.2. O

We can express the restrictions of Corollary 3.4 pictorially in terms of a
Betti diagram:

Ny N'TH
NG o e e N;"__21
. Né) N:_—ll N ... ... N°
.No—l ceeeeeeee e oo NrTLLo s N
-~-N]f_2 )

In case A is local, the N]Z-' are free, and we sometimes put just the numbers
rank N; into the table.

The i-th column in the table corresponds to the term T(F)*, Maps point-
ing directly to the right are linear in the variables e;, while maps of higher
degree in the e; point to the right and downwards. The degree 0 maps in T
go up and to the right, along the 45° diagonals; thus the complex (A®grT<s)q
is

Nt
/!
The empty spaces in the table, and in particular the absence of dots above
the top row shown, indicate that the terms that might have occured there
are 0; these are the restrictions of Corollary 3.4 (in case d = 00).

4 The Beilinson Monad

In this section we use a relatively projective Tate resolution T for F to
construct a relative Beilinson monad for F: it is a complex U(F) of m,-
acyclic coherent sheaves on P’}, whose only homology is F. The construction
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is parallel to that given in [ES 2003], but involves new subtleties, especially
when F is not flat over A.
Let U denote the universal subbundle on P}.

0-U—-Wa0—0(1)—0,

so that U = Ql}mz /spec 4(1). We will define an additive functor

U : {relatively projective E-modules} — coh(P"})

from the category of relatively projective E-modules to the category of sheaves
on P sending F ® N; to N'U @ 7*N;(j). Here we have written 7*N,(j) in-
stead of m*N; because we identify the category of quasicoherent sheaves on
Spec A with the category of A-modules concentrated in degree 0.

To define the action of U on morphisms, note that

Homp(E ® N;, E® Ny) = A7V @4 Homa(N;(5), No(£)),

where as always it is understood that N sits in degree j and NN, in degree /.
A morphism ¢ € AV @Hom (N, (), Ne(£)) defines, for each p a morphism
NPW @ m*N;(j) — APV @ ¢ Ny(¢), and since these morphisms commute
with the differentials of the Koszul complex, they induce a map U(¢) that
makes the following diagram commute (see [ES03] for more details):

E ®4 Nj AU @ T Nj(§) —= AW @ 7 N, (5)
¢>l U(qﬁ)l ¢>l
E®4 Ny AU @ T Ny(0) —= AW @ 7 Ny (€)

Note that AU = 0 unless 0 > j > —n. Because of this the functor U
will annihilate many terms of a Tate resolution T'(F) so

is a bounded-above complex that depends only on n + 1 diagonals of T(F).
In particular U(F) = U(T(F)<s) for any s > max(0, reg(M)).

Recall that a monad for F is a complex U of sheaves whose homology is
0 except for H°(U) = F.
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Theorem 4.1. Let M =", My be a finitely generated graded S-module and
let F be the associated coherent sheaf on P%. If T(F) is a Tate resolution for
F, then the complex U = U(T(F)) is a bounded-above monad for F whose
terms are m.-acyclic coherent sheaves. There are relatively projective Tate
resolutions T for F such that U is a finite complex. On the other hand, if
A s local then U may be determined by F, uniquely up to isomorphism, by
the additional requirement that that T(F)<s is a minimal free resolution for
every s > reg M. Furthermore, if

1. F is A-flat, or
2. pdA < o0

holds, then we can choose a projective Tate resolution such that the complex
U(F) is finite.

Proof. The sheaf A'U is resolved by a truncated Koszul complex,
0= A""WRO0G-—n—-1)— = AW 0O(-1) = A'U — 0.

We deduce, just as in the case where A is a field, that R/7, AU = 0 for i > 0
and all j and that Rm, AU = ROW*OPZ = A. Thus all terms in the complex
U(F)<s are m-acyclic.

To prove that H*(U(F)) = H°(U(F)) = F we use a double complex
argument. If G is a graded S-module or a complex of such, we let G stand
for the sheafication of a (complex) of graded S-modules G.

Theorem 2.4 says that L(P* @ A""'W) is a complex with F as its only
homology. Consider the subcomplex (T(F)<s)>—_n formed by replacing each

(T")=ze = EPE @ N}

Jj<s

by the submodule

(T)z)<n= EP AV@aN

J<st>n+j

of elements in T(F)<, of degree > —n. We apply the functor L to this sub-
complex. The resulting double complex has as vertical complexes L(((T%)<s)<_n)
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that are sums of sheafifications of possibly truncated Koszul complexes L((E®
N})>_n) as in the following diagram:

0 0
) T
™AV ®Ni(j)@O0nh)  — ™AV @ NI*(j) ® O(n)
l—j=n l—j=n
) T
Y mAVeN()eOom-1) — ™AV @ NF() @ O(n—1)
l—j=n—1 l—j=n—1
) T

The complex L((E ® N})>_n) a resolution of AU @ 7*(Ni(j)) ® O(n + 1)
in case 0 > 7 > —n, and otherwise it is exact. Thus the vertical homology
of the double complex is the complex U(F) ® O(n + 1).

On the other hand, since T(F)<s41 is a resolution, the horizontal homol-
ogy of L(((T%)<s)<_n) is the complex L(P%). In the notation of Theorem
2.4, we have P®* = P(—n — 1), so by that result the homology of Z(PS) is
F(n+1).

A diagram chase in the double complex proves H*(U(F) @ O(n + 1)) =
HY(U(F)®@ O(n+1)) 2 F(n+1) as desired.

The last statement follows from Corollary 3.4 and Proposition 2.5. 0J

Corollary 4.2. If T(F) is any Tate resolution for F then the complex
T U(T(F)) represents R, F in the derived category of bounded-above, finitely
generated complexes of A-modules. In particular 7, U(F) has no homology in
negative degrees and Rim,JF = H'w,U(F) fori > 0. In case A is local and we
choose T(F)<s to be a minimal free resolution, then m,U(F) is the unique
minimal free representative.

Proof. We have exact complexes
o= UF) 2 =UF) T = B—0,

0—=K—=UWF)—=UF)—...

and
0—-B—-K—F—=0.



24

Since U(F) is m,-acyclic and R""'7,G = 0 for any coherent sheaf we get an
exact complex ... = T, U(F)? - n,U(F)! - mB = 0 and R'm.B =0
for ¢+ > 0. Thus the result follows from

0— mB— Rr,K - Rm,F — 0
and Rm, K = 7, U(F)=°, O

Completion of the proof of Theorem 0.1. Since

T AT — 0, Tfﬁ#o
A, ifl=0

we obtain
RmF = mU(F) = ((T(F)zs @& A)o,

as desired. 0

Remark 4.3. Let B° = coker (U(F)~! — U(F)"). The proof shows that
0—mB = rnUF)! —. ... - rnUF)" =0
is a bounded complex representing Rm,F.

Grothendieck’s motivation for introducing Rw,F as a complex was to
make a base change property true. It is amusing to note that the property
follows directly from our construction.

Corollary 4.4 (Base change). Suppose F is flat over A. Then Rm.F
commutes with base change in the sense that *Rm,(F) represents R, (¢*F)
for any ring homomorphism ¢: A — A" and the induced diagram

Spec A" x P 2. Spec A x P"

| |

Spec A’ ‘ Spec A

Proof. In the flat case Corollary 3.1 produces a Tate resolution that com-
mutes with arbitrary base change, since it is split exact as a complex of
A-modules. O
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Corollary 4.5. Suppose A is local with maximal ideal m and F flat over
A. Then the k-th summands in the minimal Tate resolution and Beilinson
monad are

(T(F))* = Z E® A(—k + i)+,

and
n

(U(F)* = (N,
i=0
where h'(k — i) = dimyjm H'(F(k — i) ®4 A/m), as in the case where A is a
field.

5 Examples

Example 5.1. To exhibit our technique in a simple and natural case, we
take the versal deformation F of the bundle & = O ® O(—2) where O = Op
is the structure sheaf of the projective line over a field K, and compute the
complex Rm,F.

The base space of this deformation has as tangent space

Ext'(&,€) =2 H (Hom(&, &) = HY(Hom(O, O(-2)) = K,

and since the deformations are unobstructed the base space of the versal
deformation is the germ of A! = Spec K[a]. We thus work over A = K][[a]].
By Corollary 4.5 the Betti diagram of the Tate resolution T'(F) is

i—j\i|-2 -1 0 1 2 3
1[6 4 2 1
0 1 2 4 6

Hence the minimal representative of Rm,F is the complex

«

0 Al Al 0

for some map « (which is not hard to guess, but which we will compute to
illustrate our method in this easy example.)

From the Betti diagram we see directly that the regularity of F is 2, and
we can compute Rm,F starting from the map of modules

by : E® (H'F(2)) = E® (H F(3))
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over the exterior algebra F.

We write z,y € W = 71,0(1) for fiber coordinates on P}, where now O
denotes the structure sheaf of PY, and e, f for their dual coordinates in E.
The sheaf F(2) is an extension

0—-0—F2)—0(2) —0,

Lifting a basis for H°O(2), we may choose a basis of the free A-module
HOF(2) denoted by 1,22, 2y, y?. In terms of this basis, a presentation matrix
may be written

1 —axr 0
2| vy 0
zy|l —x oy
>\ 0 —x

We choose as basis of H'F(3) the elements

2

ZIZ"]., y]-> xr-xr, Tr- 1Yy, [L"y2, yy2

From the given relations we see that y - zy = x - y%. However, y - 22 =

x-zy+ a(z-1). Thus, in terms of these bases, the map ¢, has matrix

2

N

1 2z 2y y

x-1 e af 0 0

y-1 [ f 0 0 O

r-22| 0 e 0 0

z-xzyl O f e O

z-y2| 0 0 f e

y-y>\0 0 0 f

The further syzygy matrices are
6({ aef 8 a e f fe 00 0
¢ = 0 f e po=1e 0 0], ¢6_1=\af e f O],

0 0 f f 00 0 0 e f

Hence ¢_; = ‘¢, (transposed in the sense appropriate to the exterior algebra),
and ¢_y = L¢y as well.
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Finally, by Theorem 0.1, Rm.F = (A ®g T(F))o is the complex
(a)

0 Al Al 0.

Similar computations can be done very quickly for much larger examples by
MACAULAY2.

Example 5.2 (Vector Bundles on P'). More generally, consider the family
of globally generated vector bundles rank r and degree d on P!. The most
special bundle in this family is Fy = O"~' & O(d). Every other bundle in
this family arises as an extension

0— 01— F,— 0O —0,

with a € Ext'(O(d),0") < H (O™} (—d)) = H(O(d — 2)"~")*. Thus as a
base space of this family we may choose Spec A with

A=Kla;,0<i<d—2,1<s<r-—1],

and then take F to be the universal extension on P! x A.
We will specify F explicitly via its Beilinson monad. The Tate resolution
has Betti diagram

i—j\i| -d-1 -d d+1 ... 2 -1 0 1
1d(r-1)+r d(r-1) (d-1)(r-1) ... 2(r-1) r-1
0 1 2 . d1ld o d4r d+2r

at the special point 0 € Ext'(O(d), 0"'). A few examples computed with
MACAULAY2 make it possible to guess the pattern of the differentials, which
we now going to verify. The differentials of

(ef) ct c3

TO): - —S ) -Sp) L L ) - o) s

are given by special (¢ + 1) x ¢ Toeplitz (or Hankel) matrices

e 0 0
f e
CZ_ O f
c e 0
f e
0 0 f
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and their transposed. Hence T(F) is a deformation of the complex T(Fy) =
@7 'T(0) @ T(0)[d](d) build from Toeplitz matrices. To describe the most
relevant piece we consider for pairs (k, ) with k + ¢ = d the k x ¢ Hankel
matrices

S S S S
ao al a2 . ae_l
S S S S
B . aj a5 az ... aj;
ke =
S S S S
g1 A Qpyq oo Qpyp 9

Proposition 5.3. The —(k + 1) th differential

E(k+2)%0D g Bk + 1) 2= Bk + 1)) @ E(k),

in the Tate resolution of F for 1 <k <d—1 and { =d — k is given by the
block matrix

tck 0 ... 0 | B
0 tck . | B
—k—1 ) )
D=D""= TP :
0 ... 0 tC*| B!
0o ... 0 0 ]-=C"

(in suitable coordinates).

Proof. We first prove that the matrices D=, D=9 . D=2 define a com-
plex T. Indeed D~% . D=%=1 = ( holds because

fort By, — Bz—1,£+1 -Cf=0.
With the relative Beilinson monads we can recover the corresponding coher-
ent sheaf from any two consecutive matrices: The monad U(T(—k)[—k]) is

the total complex of a double complex

O(=1)k—1 —= th=1)(r-1)

BZT TBZH

O(-1) O+l
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whose rows do not depend on the parameters. Here
By,
By = :
By
The homology of the top row, which is a subcomplex, is
O(—k)" " = ker(O(=1)*") — O*-DI=),
while the coorresponding quotient complex, the bottom row, has homology
coker (O(=1)¢ = O = 0O0) = O(d — k).

Thus H*U(T(—k)[—k]) = H°U(T(—k)[—k]) =: Fr and the homology of
U(T(—k)[—Fk]) fits into a short exact sequence
(%) 0Ok —F —0d—-k)—=0.

Since the complex defined by the D=% ..., D2 has the right Betti number
and the matrices have linearly independent rows, we conclude that they form
part of the Tate resolution of a single sheaf F, and, that F, = F(—k) with
the extensions (xx11) = (%) ® O(—1). To prove that F is the universal
extension, it suffices to prove this for anyone of the sheaves F, = F(—k).
We choose F; = ker(O(—=1)%-D ¢ O A O@=Dr=1)  The boundary map
in

— H(PY, Fy) — H(PY, O0) — H'(PY, O(—d)" ") —
is the composition
H' (P}, O)24H (B, 010 ~1) = H! (P}, O(=d)).

So the boundary map vanishes at a point a iff all coordinates a; vanish at
a. We conclude, that the a represent linearly independent extension classes,
and, since we have the right number (d — 1)(r — 1) of parameters, that (x,)
is the universal extension. O

Corollary 5.4. Let F on P be the universal extension

00" F—-0(d—0
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Then for each k in the range 1 < k < d — 1 the direct image complex of
F(=k—1)is

Blid k
R, F(—k — 1) : 0 — A4k 28 AKC=D g with By, =

7".—1
By i
Outside this range the direct image complexes are concentrated in one degree.

Example 5.5 (Strata in the case (d,r) = (6,3)). The corollary al-
lows to describe the loci of extension classes of a given splitting type in
Ext'(O(d), O"1) by rank conditions on the matrices By, in the various direct
image complexes.

We treat the example (d,r) = (6,3). The possible splitting type corre-
spond to partition of d into at most r parts. In our special case this are the
following strata with an arrow p — ¢ indicating that the strata p lies in the
closure of the strata ¢:

Ranks
Partitions r1 =0
(6,0,0) I
i o < 2
(5,1,0) !
d rg < 3,15 < 2
(4,2,0) v N
v AW r3 <3 rs < 2
(4,1,1) (3,3,0) N\ v
\ / ry < 4
(3,2,1) !
d open strata
(2,2,2)

In which strata an extension a lies is determined by the ranks r; = rank B;(a)
of the (d —i)(r — 1) x i matrices B; evaluated at a.

i—j\i|-7 6 5 4 3 -2 -1 0
1[15 12 10 8 6 4 2
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 9
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Indeed by the Base Change Theorem 4.4 and its Corollary 4.5 the r; deter-
mine the dimensions h°(P*, F,(—i—1)), which in turn determine the splitting
type according to the following elementary Lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let £ be a vector bundle on P', and let
h=he:Z— Z,n— h°E(n)
be its Hilbert function. Then
£ = ez O(—j)""V,

where h'(j) = h(j) — 2h(j — 1) + h(j — 2) denotes the second difference
function. 0

The claim on the strata indicated in the table above follows. Note that
there is no single matrix, whose rank determine all splitting types, and for
one strata there is not a single matrix on which a rank condition gives the
defining equations.

To exhibit the beautiful pattern in this family of matrices more visibly,
we drop the upper index notation a; and use coordinates aq, . .., a4, by, . . . , by
instead. With this notation we have

ag a1 das

ap @1 Gz asg ap az as

B _/ao ap az as 04\ ay Gz az a4 _ | a2 a3 a4
5

= B, = By = |22 93
\bo b1 b2 by b)) ' b b bo by [T [by b by
bl b2 bg b4 bl b2 b3

There are various relations between the ideals of minors of these matrices.
The most interesting one is the primary decomposition of ideal 3 x 3 minors
of the square matrix By:

minors(3, By) = minors(3, Bs) N minors(2, Bs).
We discovered this relation by computation using Macaulay2, which provides

a proof in a few positive characteristics; the relation was recently proven non-
computationally by Moty Katzman [Ka05, Section 3].
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In terms of projective geometry the closed strata have the following de-
scriptions as cones over projective varieties:

Geometry: codim degree
0 10 1
)
S(4,4) 7 8
{
Sec(P! — P*1) x P! 5 12
Ve N\
Sec(S(4,4)) Ptx Pt 4 15,5
e Ve
Sec®(S(4,4)) 1 4
{
P? 0 1

Here S(4,4) C P* x P! C P? denotes the 2-dimensional rational normal scroll
defined by the 2 x 2 minors of the matrix

Gy a1 G2 ag
tB2 —
ay G2 a3 Q4

bo b1 by bs
by by b3 by )’

and Sec(X) respectively Sec3(X) refers to the secant respectively 3-secant
variety of X. Note that the fibers of S(4,4) — P! are rational normal curves
of degree 4, and that

S(4,4) = P! x PIpo,
We return to the general case of the versal deformation of O™~ @ O(d).
The analysis above shows in general that, in the deformations of O(d)® O !,

the stratum of bundles isomorphic to O(d — 1) & O(1) & O™ is isomorphic
to the rational normal scroll

S(d —2,..., d— 2) = (]P’l (N ]PDd_2) x [Pr—2 C ]P)dr—d—r.

We would like to have a geometric description of the strata in general, for
example in terms of secant constructions such as

Sec’(Sec*(P' — P*?) x P"?).

Though we don’t have such a geometric description, we can at least give
an algebraic one. If a closed point p € Spec A corresponds to a bundle with
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a certain splitting type, then from the cohomology of the bundle we see that
the matrices in the pushforward of the Rm,F({), for various ¢, satisfy some
rank conditions at p. We conjecture that the determinantal equations derived
from these rank conditions actually generate the radical ideal of closure of
the stratum of vector bundles that split in this way. The following stronger
statement includes the case of certain unions of strata:

Conjecture 5.1. Let By,...,By_1 be the non-trivial matrices of the direct
image complexes of the versal deformation of O™~ @ O(d). For any collection
of positive integers Ty, , ..., Ty, the ideal

S
Z minors(r,, By,)

=1
1s radical.

The case r = 2 was asserted by Room [1938], and proven in characteristic
0 by Peskine and Szpiro. See Conca [1998] for a general proof and other
references.

The minimal primes of the ideal

d—1

Z minors(r, By)
k=1

are easy to describe, and are (radicals of) ideals of the same form. First of
all, the locus of extensions

001 =€-0() —0

on Pk such that £ has a given splitting type, £ = ®&O(q;), is always irre-
ducible. Its closure is locus of extensions such that each twist of £ has at
least as many global sections as the corresponding twist of ©O(a;). The cor-
responding prime ideal is thus the radical of the corresponding sum of ideals
minors(ry, Br). Conversely, any sum of the ideals minors(ry, By) defines
the locus of extensions such that various twists of £ have at least a certain
number of independent global sections. With some care one can give the
irredundant decompositions in terms of splitting types.
In particular, the prime ideals of the form

d—1

rad (Z minors(ry, By))

k=1
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are precisely the primes that define the closures of the strata of points p €
Spec A where F,, has a given splitting type. If the conjecture is true, of
course, these sums of determinantal ideals are already radical.

One can see from this analysis that an ideal minors(ry,, By,) can have
components of different dimensions; in particular, it need not be Cohen-
Macaulay.

It is worth remarking that one can also treat this family of examples
without exterior methods. For example, from the exact sequence 0 —
O Y—k) - F(-=k) = O(d — k) — 0 we get a triangle of direct images
that expresses Rm,JF(—k) as the mapping cone of a certain map

Rr.0O(d — k) — Rm, O™ (=k)[1].

At most one of the modules Rim,O(d — k) = H(O(d — k)) is nonzero, and
similarly for O"~!(—k), so each of Rm,O(d— k) and Rm,O" ' (—k)[1] reduces
to a single free module. In the “interesting” range —d < k < —2 where both
these modules are nonzero, the map between the modules is the connecting
homomorphism H°(O(d — k)) — H(O""!(—k)) that we have called By_j.
This connecting homomorphism is easy to compute concretely, especially
since the computation reduces to the case r = 1.

Example 5.7 (Blow-up of an elliptic singularity). For an example that
seems much harder to treat by simple methods, consider the singularity de-
fined by

B = {abc + a* +b* + ' =0} C A®.

The singularities of B are resolved by blowing up the origin o : A3 C P? x

A% — A3 once. We consider the strict B = o=1(B\ {0}) C P? x B and
the total transform B’ = 0~!(B) of B. The Tate resolution of Oz has Betti
diagram

i—j\il4 3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
115 12 9 6 3 1

0l27 21 15 9 4 3 6 9 12

1021 15 9 4 4 9 15 21 *

4 9 15 21 *

2115 9 4

with eventually periodic diagonals by [Eisenbud, 1980].
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The Tate resolution of Op: looks quite different:

i—j\i|l4 3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
2[10 6 3 1

1115 8 3

0o,6 3 1 1 1 3 6 10 15
-1 3 8 15 24 *
-2 1 3 6 10 * *

with bounded T*, although A = Op, has not finite projective dimension. A
closer inspection of the complexes gives

R?T*OB/(]f) = RU*OAS(]{Z) ®(9A\3 OB,

a formula which holds, although the Base Change Theorem 4.4 does not
apply. So for £ > 0 we have

ROW*OBI(]{?) = mggp X0 Os,

A3,0
while
ROTI'*OE(]{?) = m’f%.

Example 5.8 (Variety of Complexes). One might hope that the direct
image of a vector bundle on P}, say in the case of a local ring A, would have
special properties compared to an arbitrary complex of free A-modules. But
it turns out that such images are general; in fact one can get any complex as
the push-forward of quite a simple bundle:

Theorem 5.9. Every bounded minimal free complex

0— AP 5 AP 5 5 AP

over a local Noetherian ring arises as the direct image complex of a locally
free sheaf on P}.

By flat base change, it suffices to prove the result for the generic complex
F: 0—=B% ... B 50
defined over the ring

B =Z[af;1 <i < Bpin, 1 <G < Bpp=0,..on—1)/((af;)(af,) = 0),

with the map B — B%+ given by the map with matrix (a?k). The ring

B is the affine coordinate ring of the “variety of complexes” (see for example
[DS 1981]). The next Theorem is thus a strengthening of Threorem 5.9.
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Theorem 5.10. The generic complex F over the ring B above is the direct
image of the versal deformation of the vector-bundle

n

D ey ).

0

Note that Example 5.1 is the special case of Theorem 5.10 a complex of
length 1 with free modules of rank 1,

0— B'— B'—0.

Proof. To simplify the notation, we write € for A"Qpp /7. We first show that
the ring B (or more properly its completion at the origin) is the base of the
versal deformation F of the vector bundle Fy = @ZZO(QP)BP.

Proposition 5.11.
HOQHY=2Z ifl1<qg= 1<
Eth(Qp, Qq) — ( ) Zf =~(q p_l_ =N
0 otherwise
H2(Q2) =27 if2<qg= 2 <
ExtQ(Qp,Qq):{ (&) if2<q=p+2sn

otherwise

Thus the tangent space of the versal deformation of Fy is

n—1
Ext'(Fo, Fo) = € Hom(z%r, Z°r+),
p=0
and the obstruction space s
n—2
Ext®(Fo, Fo) = € Hom(Z%, Z°r+).
p=0

The obstruction map is the given by composition

(05 s Pn—1) > (1 - D05 - -+, Pt - Pr—2),

and the base space B of the deformation is the coordinate ring of the variety
of complezes of free modules of ranks By, ..., By.
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Proof. The generator of Ext'(QP~!, Q) corresponds to the extension

p
0= = \O" (1) = @ =0

that appears in the Koszul complex, and the generator of Ext?(QP~!, Qr+!)
can also be realized in the Koszul complex as the extension

p+1

0— = A0 (-1) - ;\(o"+1(—1)) -t -0,

which is thus the Yoneda product of the generators of Ext'(Q"~! Q) and
Ext!'(Qp, QrF1).
The quadratic obstruction map

Eth (.Fo, ./_"0) — EXt2(.F0, ./_"0)

is the map given by squaring, using the Yoneda product. The only nonzero
contributions come from the maps

Ext!'((Q2=1)P-1_(QP)Br) x Ext!((Qr)Pr, (QpH1)Ppi1)
+
Ext? (@), (@41) )

which, with natural choice of bases, is matrix multiplication by the computa-
tion above, so we see that the obstructions to second-order deformation are
as claimed.

To see that there are no higher terms in the equations of the base space
of the versal deformation, we observe that Fy can be graded by giving a sum-
mand QP degree p. With this grading, each nonzero element of Ext! (Fy, F) is
of degree 1 and the elements of Ext?(Fy, Fy) are similarly of degree 2. Since
the versal deformation must be homogeneous for this grading, no higher-
degree terms can occur in the equations. O

We also make use of the computation of the Tate resolution associated to
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the sheaf Q7: from [EFS 03], Proposition 5.5, we know it has the form

i—j\i|... p=2 p—1 p p+1 p+2
n e up—2 up—l O 0 0
p+2 0
p+1 0
p ].
p—1 0
p—2 0
0|... 0 0 0 wpy1 Vpgo
with u,_; = (nz—;ip) and vpy1 = (ZI%)

It remains to show that the generic complex over B is Rm,F, where F
on P} is the versal deformation of Fo = @;_, @?il P on Py.

From the Betti diagram above we see that the Tate resolution of F{ has
a Betti diagram of the following shape, where the entries not shown in the
center of the table are all zero:

i—j\il-1 0 1 2 .. nl =n ntl
n (5_1 50 51 52 e 511—1 Bn
n-1 Bn—l
2 Do
1 Gj}
0 Bo M 2 oo Tl Ym Tt

Because the base ring B is naturally graded, we can use the result for local
rings in Corollary 4.5 to conclude that the Tate resolution of F has the same
entries. We want to prove that the component

EPr — EPri
of the differential T(F)? — T(F)P™, which appears on the diagonal, is given
by the matrix (ay;).
Consider the subspace corresponding to the factor ring B, = B/I, with

ideal I, generated by the linear forms (af;; ¢ # p). The restriction of the
family F to this subspace is

F® OBp = (@#p,pﬂ(ﬁq)ﬁq) &7
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where G is the versal deformation of
Go = (Qp)ﬁp D (Qp“l‘l)ﬁpﬁ*l‘

The Tate resolution of G is a deformation of the Tate resolution of Gy; the
shape of its Tate resolution can be deduced from that of Q7 and that of QP*!
as above.

We focus on the two differentials

Eﬁp+1(n_p)(nrlrip) (n +1— p) EBPH(ZE) (n — p) Efri1
) — P N ) ,
n n+1
E%GH) (41— p) EP E&GH) (—p — 1)
with

[ (G2 - dl d12
c—<0 62) andd-(o dz)’

By [EFS, 2003] Proposition 5.5 we know that ¢, is a direct sum of 3, copies
of the 1 x (nf{ip) matrix consisting of all monomials of degree n+1—p in the
exterior variables e, ...e,, and that d, consist of a direct sum 3, copies of
the (Zii) x 1 matrix consisting of all monomials of degree p+1 in the exterior
variables. (So dq-c2 = 0 because the composition has degree n+2.) Similarly
d; is a direct sum of 3,4, copies of the 1 x (ZJ_F;) matrix of all monomials of
degree n+1—(p+1) in ey, ..., e, and ¢; consists of 5,1 copies of the linear
syzygies matrix of these monomials.

The deformation sits in the components ci5 and di5 of the matrices cor-

responding to the extensions. We want to prove that
d12 = (CLZ)

If we take this choice for dis then we can build a complex by taking c;5 as
a suitable matrix of bihomogeneous forms in the variables afj and eg, ..., €,,
because (eq,...,en)" 1P C (eg,...,e,)" P. The two differentials, deformed
in this way, extend to a map of (doubly infinite) resolutions, and thus to a
deformation of the whole Tate resolution. This defines a sheaf G’ on P™ x B,

We argue now directly that G’ over B, defined in this way is the versal
deformation of Gy. Indeed for any other deformation G” of Gy over some
base space SpecT the direct image complex of G” induces a morphism ¢ :
Spec T — B, by taking the substitution Z[aj;] — T" obtained from the matrix

1

1y in the complex Rm.G"” on SpecT, and G” = (idp» X ¢)*G. This proves
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the (semi) universal property of G’. It is universal because the grading of
G’ and its base ring Z[ay;] given by degree in the ay; prevents there being
any automorphisms except for conjugation of the maps (a?j) by invertible
matrices in the obvious way. Thus G’ = G.

The Base Change Theorem 4.4 and the grading of F and its base ring

Zlaj;p = 0,...,n — 1] by degree in the aj; shows that (aj;) occurs as a
differential in R, F, since G is a summand of F ® Op,, as required. O

Conjecture 5.2. Any bounded complex of finitely generated A-modules
0—=By—-—DB,—0

arises as the direct image complex of a family of sheaves on Py, which can
be taken to be a deformation of the sheaf ©,(B, @ APQpn 14).

The methods above suffice to prove this for a two-term complex.

References

[Bei78]  Beilinson, A. A.: Coherent sheaves on P" and problems in linear
algebra. Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 12 (1978), no. 3, 68-69.

[BGGT8] Bernstein, 1. N.; Gel'fand, I. M.; Gel'fand, S. I.: Algebraic vector
bundles on P™ and problems of linear algebra. (Russian) Funkt-
sional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 12 (1978), 66-67.

[Con98] Conca, Aldo: Straightening law and powers of determinantal ideals
of Hankel matrices. Adv. Math. 138 (1998), no. 2, 263-292.

[Cav04] aviglia, Giulio: Thesis. University of Kansas, 2004.

[DS81]  De Concini, Corrado; Strickland, Elisabetta: On the variety of
complexes. Adv. in Math. 41 (1981), no. 1, 57-77.

[Eis04]  Eisenbud, David: Geometry of Syzygies, GTM 2004.

[Eis80]  Eisenbud, David: Homological algebra on a complete intersection,
with an application to group representations. Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 260 (1980), 35-64.



[EFS03]

[ES03)

[GS93]

[Gro63]

[Har77]

[Hoch56]

[Ka05]

41

Eisenbud, David; Flgystad, Gunnar; Schreyer, Frank-Olaf: Sheaf
cohomology and free resolutions over exterior algebras. Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 355 (2003), 4397-4426

Eisenbud, David; Schreyer, Frank-Olaf; with an appendix by Wey-
man, Jerzy: Resultants and Chow forms via exterior syzygies. J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 16 (2003), 537-579

Grayson, Daniel R.; Stillman, Michael E.: MACAULAY2, a software
system for research in algebraic geometry, 1993-2002-, available at
http://www.math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay?2.

Grothendieck, A.: Eléments de géométrie algébrique. III. /Etude
cohomologique des faisceaux cohérents. II. (Inst. Hautes Etudes
Sci. Publ. Math. No. 17, 1963. 91 pp.

Hartshorne, Robin: Algebraic geometry. Graduate Texts in Math-
ematics, No. 52. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.
xvi+496 pp.

journal Hochschild, G. Relative homological algebra. Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 82 (1956), 246269.

atzman, Mordechai: On ideals of minors of matrices with indeter-
minate entries. arXiv:math.AC/0509657v2.

[MACAULAY2] MACAULAY2 see Grayson, Stillman [1993-02-].

[Mum?70] Mumford, David: Abelian varieties. Tata Institute of Fundamental

[Roo38]

[SmO0]

Research Studies in Mathematics, No. 5; Oxford University Press,
London 1970 viii+242 pp.

Room, T.G.: The Geometry of Determinantal Loci, Cambridge
Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1938.

Smith, Gregory G. Computing global extension modules. Symbolic
computation in algebra, analysis, and geometry (Berkeley, CA,
1998). J. Symbolic Comput. 29 (2000), no. 4-5, 729746.



42

Author Addresses:

David Eisenbud

Department of Mathematics, University of California, Berkeley, Berkeley CA
94720

eisenbud@math.berkeley.edu

Frank-Olaf Schreyer

Mathematik und Informatik, Geb. 27, Universitat des Saarlandes, D-66123
Saarbriicken, Germany

schreyer@math.uni-sb.de



