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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (Ox,gx, ) be a Lie algebroid (Def. .1.2) on a space X where « :
gx — Tx is a homomorphism to the tangent sheaf; a space is either a scheme
locally of finite type over an algebraically closed field k£ of characteristic 0
or a complex analytic space (k = C). Let M be a coherent module over gx
(Def. B.1.1)), gy a sub-algebroid of gx, and x a point in X. We say that M is
smooth along g’y at x if its stalk M, contains an O,-module MY of finite type
which generates M, over g, and satisfies g/, - M? C M?. In this paper and
its continuation [Kal9§] we shall study this notion of smoothness, treating
the algebraic and complex analytic theory simultaneously. Our main results
will be described a little later.

Let S C X be a subspace and Tx(Ig) C Tx be the sub-algebroid of
sections that preserve the ideal Ig of S. Particularly interesting torsion free
(over Ox) Tx-modules are those that are smooth along T'x(I). When S is
a divisor and X is normal then M has this property if and only if it has
regular singularities along S in the sense of P. Deligne [Del7(]; there are
similar results for torsion modules.

Deligne’s modestly titled but very influential work [loc. cit.] contains
the first treatment of regular singularities of connections on complex spaces.
Together with M. Kashiwara’s work it forms a starting point for the
theory of Dx-modules (= T'x-modules), leading to a more uniform treat-
ment of singularities. Some important architects of the analytic theory are
Kashiwara, M. Sato, T. Kawai, and Z. Mebkhout, while the algebraic the-
ory is mainly due to J. Bernstein; see the text-books [Bjc93], [BGK™ 87,
and [BB9J]. Lie algebroids also play a prominent role in differential geom-
etry, where one of the first uses is due to M. Atiyah [Ati57]; see the survey
[Mac93).

The intrinsic interest in Lie algebroids should be rather obvious, but since
the paper does not deal much with specific applications we briefly mention
some connections with other areas.

Quantum gauge theory: The dictionary from the terminology of physics to
mathematics is that gauge fields, field strengths, and the Yang-Mills equa-
tions (the field equations) correspond to sections, sections of the curvature,
and the Bianchi identity for the Hodge dual of the curvature of Lie al-
gebroids; and quantum gauge fields act on modules over Lie algebroids.
Gauge theories first attracted differential geometers and analysts, consid-
ering the geometry of principal bundles and solutions of the Yang-Mills
equations. Now an interesting case of gauge theory on curves occurs in con-
formal field theory, studying Lie algebroids on curves and Lie algebroids on
moduli spaces of curves. The subject has therefore attracted the attention
of a great many algebraic geometers; see [BS8Y], [TUY89, and [Uen97.

Cohomology: Let M be a regular holonomic Tx-module on a non-singular
space X. Then the local cohomology sheaves H [is}(M ) also are regular holo-
nomic T’x-modules, even when they are not coherent over Ox; see e.g.
for one use of the Tx-module structure on H, fS](M ). As for the
cohomology of S itself a nice version is intersection cohomology, occurring
as the homology of certain objects in the category of perverse sheaves, which




by the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence is equivalent to the category of regu-
lar holonomic Tx-modules whose support belong to S; see [KK&1], [Meb&4],
B | and [BBDS8J]. Similar facts hold for modules over any transitive
Lie algebroid.

Localisation of representations: Often one is concerned with homomor-
phisms of Lie algebras over k of the type a: g — I'(X, Tx): The action of a
Lie group on a variety G x X — X is one source of such «; other interesting
sources occur in moduli problems related to curves, where « is the inverse of
a Kodaira-Spencer mapping; see [loc. cit.]. The homomorphism « gives the
Ox-module g% = Ox ®yig a structure of Lie algebroid, and letting gx be the
push-out of g% by a character of Ker(g4 — Tx) one has a homomorphism
a : D(g) — D(gx) from the enveloping algebra of g to the enveloping ring
of differential operators of gx. Now the gx-module Mx = D(gx) ®@p(g M
serves as a bridge to a geometric description of a g-module M using the
Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. For example, when X is a flag variety
the localisation functor M +— My is essential in the proof of the Kazhdan-
Lusztig algorithm for the Jordan-Ho6lder multiplicities of Verma modules
over a complex semi-simple Lie algebra; see [BB&]], [BK&1], [BB9J, [Kas89].

Families: Coherent sheaves of Lie algebras gx over Ox (the Lie bracket
being O x-bilinear) are obvious examples of Lie algebroids. We think of these
as families of Lie algebras g(x) := g,/m;g, over the fields k(z) = Oy/m,,
where a trivial family is one which is isomorphic to an extension of scalars
gx = Ox ®y, g of a Lie algebra g over a field k; more interesting cases occur
when the Lie bracket [-,:]; for g(x) degenerates at special points z € X
(contraction). Similarly, a sheaf of modules M over a sheaf of Lie algebras
gx we regard as a family of modules, resulting in a fibre module M(x) :=
M /m,M over the k(x)-Lie algebra g(z) at each point z. An interesting
decreasing filtration of M (z) by g(z)-modules --- C M, (z) C M,_1(z) C
-+ C Mp(x) = M(z) is defined using an ideal I C m, and a section S €
Homg, (M ®0, M,Ox) (where usually the gx-module Ox is trivial; S is a
“Shapovalov form”), setting My, (x) := {m € M : S(m,M) C I"} mod m,.
Jantzen’s filtration of Verma modules is an important example; see [Jan79],
BB93).

The content of the sections is as follows:

Section fJ: is mostly a survey containing general definitions and basic facts
about Lie algebroids, complementing and recalling parts of [BB93]. There
are no really new results and we include more material than is absolutely
needed for our main results, but it should be helpful to have this information
collected.

Section [ Proposition states that it is equivalent that a space X
is non-singular, that the Tx-module Ox contains no coherent proper sub-
modules, and that the Lie algebroid T contains no coherent ideals; this
should be well-known. The main part of this section has to do with opera-
tions on Lie algebroids and their derived categories of complexes of modules,
generalizing standard operations in D-module theory.

Section f]: Propositions and are relations between global and lo-
cal smoothness. Limiting ourselves to morphisms 7 : Y — X of non-singular




spaces we first show that the derived pull-back functor 7+ preserves the de-
rived category D% of bounded complexes of g-modules with smooth homol-
ogy modules (Prop. [.2.3), and we also give a partial converse (Prop. [£.2.4).
Theorem gives a condition when the direct image functor preserves
D?; it will later be used to prove that the direct image of a module with
regular singularities again has regular singularities. We record the impor-
tant fact implied by the Artin-Rees lemma, that smoothness of a module is
well reflected in its completion (Prop. [£.3.])). Theorem contains the
expected equivalences implied by GAGA; its Corollary is a statement
about cohomology groups of certain sheaves which are not O-modules.

Section [: We say that an Ox-module M is pure if all its non-zero coherent
sub-modules have the same dimension of their support; M is torsion free if
it is pure and dimsuppM = dim X. Let M be a coherent Ox-module
with support V' C X, and j : 2 — X an open inclusion of spaces such
that codimy (V N (X \ ©)) > 2. Then if j*(M) is pure we have j,j*(M) €
coh(Ox) (Cor. B.1.7). In the algebraic case Corollary follows from
A. Grothendieck’s finiteness theorem [Gro62, Exp. VIII, p. 13, Th. 3.1]
while in the complex analytic case it follows from a corresponding result by
Y.-T. Siu and G. Trautmann [Siu7(],[[[ra6g], as stated in Theorem [.1.3.
We include a proof of this theorem in the algebraic case which perhaps is
somewhat more direct than that of Grothendieck.

Using Corollary we can prove our first main result in Theorem [.2.1],
stating: Let m : Y — X be a proper morphism of spaces, S C X a (closed)
subspace, and g}, C gy an inclusion of Lie algebroids on Y. Suppose that
M € coh(gy) contains, locally in X, an Oy-lattice M, i.e. M = D(gy)M°
and M € coh(Ox) (such MY always exist when X is a noetherian variety),
and let ulev,- be an irreducible decomposition of the support of M. Assume
that V; N V; N7=1(S) = 0 for all pairs i # j and that dim7(V;) > dim S + 2
when V; N 771(S) # (. Assume moreover that the maximal coherent gx-
submodule of M with support in V; is pure, i = 1,... ,k, and that the
canonical homomorphisms

T (M)y = My and  7m(gy)y, — g,

are surjective when y € m~1(S). Then if M is point-wise smooth along g
in Y\ 7=1(S), it follows that it is point-wise smooth in Y.

Letting Y = X and 7 = id we obtain a non-relative version: Let M be
a coherent gx-module, torsion free over Ox, and I' a closed subset such
that codimyx I' > 2. Then if M is point-wise smooth along a sub-algebroid
g’y C gx at each point in X \ T it follows that M is smooth along g’y in
all of X (Cor. p.2.3); Corollary is a similar result for pure modules.
Moreover, if M is point-wise smooth along g’y in the complement of a divisor
S C X, then the points in .S where M is smooth form a closed set, so one
gets as an added dividend that it suffices to check smoothness in one point
in every irreducible component of the non-singular locus of S (Cor. f.2.9).
This implies Deligne’s theorem that a Tx-module, coherent and torsion free
over Ox(xS), has regular singularities along S (in the sense of pull-backs to
curves) if this holds at all points in a dense subset of the non-singular locus

of S.
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Section fl: Theorem is a useful smoothness criterion, and follows
from a straightforward application of Gabber’s integrability theorem. The-
orem p.1.9 is a curve test applicable to torsion free modules for any pair
of Lie algebroids g’y C gx. The remaining part of the section is concerned
with gy-modules with regular singularities, where g’y is determined by a
sub-space in X. When M is a pure coherent gx-module with support V'
we say that it has regular singularities along a divisor S C V C X if it is
smooth along gx (/) Ngx(J); here I and J are the ideals of S and V, and
ax(I) = a1 (Tx(I)). We refer to Section [.J for the general case when the
module is not pure. From now assume that the spaces X and Y are non-
singular, and the Lie algebroids gx and gy are locally free and transitive.
Let D% (gx) be the derived category of bounded complexes of gx-modules
M*® whose homology H®(M?*) is a gx-module with regular singularities.

We have D (gx) C D?  (gx)(Prop. p-3.10) where D}  (gx) is the cat-
egory of complexes with holonomic homology, and if § C X is a sub-
space, then RIg)(M?®), M(xS)* € D! (gx) if and only if M € D% (gx)
(Th. .3.11)); this corresponds to a theorem by Bernstein.

Let m: Y — X be a morphism of spaces. The inverse image functor pre-
serves the property of having regular singularities, 7' (D% (gx)) C D% (gy)
(Th. p.3.19), and if 7 is proper, the direct image functor has the same good
behaviour (Th. p.3.19)

7 (D(ay)) € Dy(ay).
Let D% .(gx) C D%, (gx) be the sub-category of complexes M*® such that

coh

the pull back 7+ (M*) € Db (gc) when 7 : C — X is an embedding of a
curve (curve regular complexes). We have (Th. p.3.15))

D?s(gx) = Dgrs(gX)'
b

As a consequence any sub-quotient of the homology of a complex in D2, (gx)
is curve regular (Cor. [6.3.1§). That D’ (Tx) has this property is known

Ccrs

but the previous proofs are quite hard; see [BGKT 87| and [Bjc9]].

In the remaining part we study the sub-category D2 (gx) C D (gx) of
completely regular complexes on a quasi-projective algebraic manifold X.

A locally free and transitive Lie algebroid (X, gg, @) is a completion of a
Lie algebroid (X, gy,a) when there exists an open embedding j : X — X,
where X is projective, such that gx = j*(gg) and a = j*(@) : gx —
Tx. We say that M*® € D! (gx) if there exists such a completion so that
ji(M*®) € Db(g%). This definition is intrinsic, independent of the choice
of completion (Lem. .4.4), and D% (Tx) coincides with the category of
regular holonomic Tx-modules as defined in [B | (Cor. 6.4.7). We
have 7' (D% (gx)) € DP,(gy) (Cor. 6.4.5). Conversely, if 7(Y) contains
the support of M € D, (gx) and 7'(M) € DY (gy), then M € Db (gx)
(Prop. ), a result that can be used to prove that certain equivariant
gx-modules are completely regular. That

m+(D7(av)) € D}y(gx)

follows from Theorem when 7 is proper, and it holds more generally
when 7 can be factorized m = p o j where j is a completion and p is proper

(Prop. 6.4.6)). Let us compare to the proof of [BGK87, VII, Th. 12.2],
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that 7, (D%.,(Ty)) € D% (Ty). This proof is inspired by Deligne’s proof
[Del7(] that the Gauss-Manin connection has regular singularities; one first
has to prepare by constructing a generating class of objects, the standard
modules, and one considers only completions Y — Y such that Y \ Y is a
divisor with normal crossing singularities (regular completions), which exist
by Hironaka’s theorem. Our proof is also based on Deligne’s proof, but
otherwise quite different. We do not need that fact that standard modules
form a generating class, and our use of Hironaka’s theorem is instead for
taking care of modules whose support is not non-singular in codimension 1;
one may also note that it is unnecessary to only consider regular completions.

I want to thank Rikard Bogvad for useful suggestions to improve the
disposition of this work.

2. LIE ALGEBROIDS

2.1. Definitions. By a variety we shall mean a separated scheme locally of
finite type over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0. A complex
analytic space is a separated complex analytic space (k = C). By space we
mean either a variety or a complex analytic space.

Remark 2.1.1. Our terminology is a little unconventional since a variety
usually is an integral separated scheme of finite type over k. Note also that
by Lefshetz’ principle one can assume that all varieties of finite type are
defined over k = C, but not invoking transcendental methods to prove alge-
braic results we prefer also in such cases to work over a specific algebraically
closed field k of characteristic 0.

Let coh(Ox) C Mod(Ox) be the subcategory of coherent sheaf of modules
over the structure sheaf Ox on a space X; we abbreviate sheaf of rings and
sheaf of modules by ring and module. The ring Ox and its Ox-module of
k-linear derivations T'x both belong to coh(Ox). Let M be an Ox-module.
Then M, is the stalk at a point x in X, and if € is an open subset of X the
vector space of sections over €2 is I'(2, M) or M (2); the restriction of M to
Qis Mq. When we say that m is a vector in M we mean that m is a section
that is defined in some open subset of X. Recall that a space (Ox,X) is
integral when the rings Ox (Q2) are integral domains, and this is the same as
(Ox, X) being irreducible and reduced. For a locally principal (Weil) divisor
S C X, Ox(xS) is the coherent ring defined locally by Ox[1/f] when f is
a local generator of S, and we put M(xS) = Ox(xS) ®o, M. Let S C X
be a closed subspace (algebraic or complex analytic) and j : X \ S — X the
canonical open immersion. We let I's(M) C M be the maximal submodule
whose support belongs to S and I'g)(M) = H[%} (M)={meM:I¢m=0},
where Ig is the ideal of S; RI's(:) and RI'(g)(-) are the derived versions of
[s(-) and I'jg)(-), defining functors on the derived category of complexes of
Ox-modules D(Ox) := D(Mod(Ox)). The local cohomology modules of
M* € D(Ox) are Hy(M*) = R'Tg(M*) and Hig(M*) = R'T(M*), and
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there exist distinguished triangles trianglesf] in D(Ox)
(2.1.1) RT'g(M®) — M*® — Rj,.j*(M*®) —,
RF[S](M') — M*®* — M*(xS) —,

which coincide when X is a scheme.

The work of Beilinson and Bernstein [BB93] contains a succinct treatment
of Lie algebroids and serves as an important source for this section; this
section can be regarded as a complement to some of the most basic material
in loc. cit..

Definition 2.1.2. A Lie algebroid is a triple (Ox, gx, «), where:

(1) gx is a Lie algebra over k on a space (Ox, X);
(2) gx is a coherent Ox-module;
(3) « is a homomorphism of sheaves

a:gx—>TX

such that «([01,d2]) = [@(d1),a(d2)] and «(fd) = fa(d) for f € Ox,
01,02 € gx. (ais a homomorphism for the structures in 1 and 2). We
require the compatibility [d1, fd2] = «(d1)(f)d2 + f[01,02], f € Ox,
01,02 € gx.
Let Liex be the category of Lie algebroids on X. We say that (Ox,gx, ) €
Liex is transitive if «v is surjective; if & = 0 then gy is a sheaf of Lie algebras
over Ox.

A homomorphism of Lie algebroids ¢ : (gx,a) — (ax,3) (on the same
space X) is a homomorphism of Ox-modules and k-Lie algebras ¢ : gx —
ax such that a = B o ¢. Of course, we often abbreviate a Lie algebroid
(Ox,9x,a) to gx. It should be obvious what is meant by an ideal of a
Lie algebroid; for instance Ker(¢) is an ideal if ¢ is a homomorphism of Lie
algebroids and the sub-sheaf b = Ker(a) is an ideal which is moreover a
coherent Ox-Lie algebra.

Let ax be a subalgebroid of a Lie algebroid gx. The normalizer of ax in
gx is defined by the presheaf nx (U) that is formed by the Ox (U)-submodule
of gx(U) that is generated by the k-subspace

{0 €gx(U) : [0,ax(U)] Cax(U)}

where U C X is an open subset. Clearly, the presheaf ny is a sheaf satisfying
all conditions in Definition except possibly (2). For example, let X =
C! be the complex line with coordinate function ¢t € Oc1(Cl), ax = Oc1td,
and gx = Tc1 = Oc10;. Then ngi = 5i(Te1yg) ¢ coh(Ox), the extension
by 0 of Ty from C'\ 0to C.

We put a condition on the ax-module N := gx/ax that ensures that nx
be coherent over Oyx.

Lemma 2.1.3. (1) If the action of ax on gx is Ox-linear, i.e. [a,$d] =
¢la,d] when a € ax,0 € gx,¢ € Ox, then nx is a sub-Lie algebroid.

(2) Assume that each point in X has a neighbourhood U C X such that
ay is generated by sections {a;};_; C ay(U) with the property: the

1See [BBD8Y for an account of triangulated categories.
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Opy-module OyN% that is generated by the subsheaves of k-vector
spaces

N% :={ne N :[a;,n] =0} C Ny

is locally generated by the sections of N%. Then nyx is a sub-Lie
algebroid of gx .

(1) implies, not surprisingly, that the normalizer is always coherent when
gx is a coherent Ox-Lie algebra.

Proof. (2): We need to prove that nx is coherent and since this is a local
problem we may assume that U = X, so the a; are global generators of ax
and Ox N® is generated by N%(X). Since

{0eax:[6a;)€ax,i=1,....k} =nf_ {0 € gx : [6,a;] Cax}

it follows that nxy = ﬁleng? where ng? is the Ox-submodule of gx that is
generated by {0 € gx : [d,a;] C ax}. Hence, by [GD71], 0. §5, Cor. 5.3.6]
it suffices to see that ng? is coherent. As ax,gx € coh(Ox) [loc. cit., Prop.
5.3.2] implies that N = gx/ax € coh(Ox) and if ﬁg? is the image of ng? in
the canonical morphism gx — N, since Ker(gx — N) = ax € coh(Ox), it
suffices to see that ﬁg? € coh(Ox). But since ﬁg? = Ox N% is generated by
its sections N%(X) € a()(X) and Oy is noetherian (Th. P:3.9) this implies
that ﬁg? € coh(Ox).

(1): Again it suffices to prove that ﬁg? € coh(Ox). Since the problem is
local on X and gx is coherent we may assume that gx has a finite set of
global generators {d;} C I'(X,gx). Let bx be the coherent submodule of N
that is generated by the image of [0;,a] in N(X). We have

n) =) ¢ibi €g.: Y dila, 0] € a,}

showing that the image ﬁg? = Ann(bx) € coh(Oyx) [GD71], 0. 5.3.10]. O

A Lie algebroid (Ox,gx,a) is affine if X is an affine scheme over a field
k; alternatively we denote it by (A, ga,a) when X = Spec A.

A connection on gx is an Ox-homomorphism V : Tx — gx such that
aoV =idr,. The curvature of V is the Ox-linear homomorphism Ry :
Tx NTx — b, §An— [V(0),V(n)] —V([,n]). The connection is integrable
if Ry = 0, hence an integrable connection is the same as a homomorphism
Tx — gx. The connections on gx form a sheaf in an obvious way, defining
a torsor over the group Homp, (Tx,b).

Ezample 2.1.4. Assume that a Lie algebra g over k acts on a space X by a
Lie homomorphism
Qg g — Tx.

Then gx = Ox ®y g forms a Lie algebroid (Ox, gx,«) defining o : gx — Tx
by a =idp, ®ag and the bracket

[f @k 01,9 @k d2] = fg[61,02] + fao(d1)(g)d2 — gao(02)(g)d1-

If «g induces surjective mappings on the tangent spaces Ty, /m, T, where m,
is the maximal ideal of a point x € X, then gx locally has a connection.
8



If Tx is generated by its sections T'x(X), then gx has a globally defined
connection.

Suppose that gx is a Lie algebroid which moreover is a right Ox-module
such that 0 - ¢ = «(d)(¢)d + ¢d, when ¢ € Ox and § € gx; next section
contains an example. One can then define the opposite algebroid g% of gx.
As sheaf of k-algebras g% is the same as gx. But if [-,:]° is the Lie bracket
on g% and o is the multiplication between Ox and g% one has

[6,7]° = [n,d],
608 =080, 0=,

for 6,n € gx and ¢ € Ox. This is again a Lie algebroid (Ox, g%, a°) if one
defines a® : g% — T'x by 6 — —a(6).

2.2. Linear Lie algebroids. Let M be an Ox-module and gl (M) :=
End (M) be its sheaf of k-Lie algebras. We have an obvious k-linear map-
ping

defining a structure of O x-bi-module on gl (M), by (f-¢)(m) = fé(m) and
(¢ f)(m) =o(fm), f € Ox, m e M. Let glp, (M) C gl (M) be the Ox-
submodule of Ox-linear homomorphisms M — M. Clearly glp, (M) is a
Lie sub-algebra which commutes with the commutative sub-algebra i(Ox).
Define DY (M) C gl (M) the first order matrix differential operators on M
as the sub-sheaf of k-linear mappings ¢ such that [4, glp, (M)] C glp, (M).
Evidently D% (M) is a Lie algebra over k.

We temporarily forget the condition (2) in Definition R.1.9, so Lie alge-
broids are not necessarily coherent. Now the Lie algebra D% (M) is not
provided with a natural mapping « to Tx; its Ox-submodule

(2.2.1) ex (M) := {6 e DY (M) : [5,i(Ox)] Ci(Ox)}

also has a Lie bracket, but again there is no mapping «. However, if M is
a faithful Ox-module, i.e. the mapping ¢ is injective, we identify Ox with a
sub-ring of glp (M), and since [6, ¢]-m = 6+ (¢pm) — (¢J) -m, for 6 € cx (M),
¢ € Ox, m € M, we get a well-defined homomorphism « : ¢cx(M) — Tx,
d — [0,¢]. Therefore (Ox,cx(M),a) € Liex. It is called the linear Lie
algebroid of the faithful Ox-module M. c¢x (M) can also be described as
the set of pairs (9,0) where 0 € Tx and 0 is a lift of 0 to an action on M
such that §(¢m) = 9(¢)m+¢d(m). The homomorphism « : cx (M) — Tx is
(0,0) +— 0, and the bracket is [(4, ), (¢',9")] = ([6,d'],[0,']). If M is locally
free, then c¢x (M) is locally isomorphic as Lie algebroid to gly, (M) @ Tx
where the action of Ty is defined using a local isomorphism Mg = OF over
an open subset 2 C X. If X is non-singular and M is quasi-coherent with
presentation

©10x 5 @,0x - M,
then cx (M) is locally isomorphic to

{0 € ex(9s0x) : 09(®10x) C ¢(@,0x)}
{6 € cx(9,0x) : 6(®,0x) C ¢(®10x)}
9




Let I be an ideal of Ox. Then ¢x(I) = Ox & Tx(I), where Tx(I) is the
sheaf of derivations that preserve the ideal I, and if gx is a Lie algebroid
we let gx(I) be the sub-algebroid of vectors § such that a(d) € Tx(I).

The Lie algebroid ¢x (M) is also a right Ox-module, where ¢ € Ox acts
ond € cx(M)asd-¢=[0,pp]|+odnm0d, and ¢ps € gl (M) is the multiplication
by ¢ on M.

Remark 2.2.1. Let M be locally free Ox-module of rank r < co. One may
construct ‘classical’ Lie algebroids gx from an alternating or symmetric
bilinear form < -, >: M ®o, M — Ox

gx = {0 € cx(M) : a(0) < mi,mg >=<0d-my,mg >+ <my,d -mg >}
Letting det M = A"M be the determinant bundle of M there exists a ho-
momorphism of Lie algebroids tr : ¢x (M) — cx(det M) defined by
tr(0) -mi A Amg=0 -mi)A---Amp+--+mp A A(5-my),
where m; € M and § € cx (M), and one may define the ‘special’ Lie algebroid

by sl(M) := Ker(tr) C Ker(a : cx (M) — Tx). Note that [cx (M), cx(M)] €
sl(M), which can be compared to [glp, (M), glp, (M)] C slo, (M).

For applications of GAGA and checking coherence it is useful to identify
DL (M) with an Ox-module of Ox-linear mappings. We recall this identifi-
cation (see [[Gro67, §16, Prop. 16.8.8]): Let A : X — X x; X be the diagonal
morphism. One identifies sheaves on X with sheaves on X X3 X whose sup-
port belongs to A(X). Let I be the ideal of A(X) and put Py = Oxx, x/I?,
which is regarded as an (Ox,Ox)-bimodule in an obvious way; similarly
Qx := I/I? and Ox are regarded as bimodules. One has the multiplication
homomorphism Py — Ox, defined by ¢ @y ¢' — ¢ - ¢/, ¢, ¢/ € Ox, and a
short exact sequence of bimodules 0 — Qx — P)l< — Ox — 0. Since this
sequence has a canonical left Ox-linear split d : P)l( — Qx, pR¢" — ¢-d ¢,
putting Qx /(M) = Qx/1, Qo M and PL(M) = PL®0, M one gets a short
exact sequence of left Ox-modules

(2.2.2) 0 — Qx /(M) = Py (M) = M — 0.
Then
Dx (M) = Homo, (Px (M), M),
where § € DL (M) is identified with the mapping P (M) — M defined by
PR ¢ @m — ¢pi(¢' - m).
Lemma 2.2.2. (1) (X is a space) P)lqk,QX/k € coh(Ox).

(2) If M,Qx € coh(Ox), then cx(M) € coh(Ox).

Proof. (1) is well-known. (2): c¢x (M) is the normalizer of i(Ox) in
DL (M) = Homo, (P, M) € coh(Ox). Since the action of i(Ox) on
DY (M) is Ox-linear the assertion follows from (1) in Lemma P.1.3. O

A connection on M is a k-linear mapping V : M — Qx/,(M) such that
V(pm) = d(¢)m + ¢V(m). Let us denote the (sheaf of) connections on M
by Derk(M, QX/k(M))

Lemma 2.2.3. Dery(M,Qx/,(M)) = Homoy (Tx,cx(M))
10



Proof. The mappings
p: Dery(M,QM)) - Homo, (Tx,cx(M)),
p(V)(0) € cx(M) : m —< V(m),0 >;
v: Homo,(Tx,cx(M)) — Derp(M,Q(M)),
Y(P)(m) € UM) : 9 — P(¢)(m)(9) = ¢(9)(m)
are mutually inverse isomorphisms. O
Thus if M is a faithful O x-module then a connection on c¢x (M) is the same

as a connection on M.
The short exact sequence (R.2.7) defines an element

c(M) € Extéy, (M, Qx (M)),

called the Atiyah class of the Ox-module M. Thus ¢(M) = 0 when there
exists a globally defined connection V € Derg(M,Qx(M)) and if M is lo-
cally free, so connections exist locally, then ¢(M) € ExtéX(M ,Qx(M)) =
HY(X,Qx®048lo, (M)). Any vector in T defines locally a homomorphism
Qx (M) — M and thus a push-out of (.2.9), defining a homomorphism of
Ox-modules ¢ : Tx — E:Etéx (M, M). Applying Homo (-, M) to the short
exact sequence (R.2.2) we get long exact sequences

0—>g[OX(M) —>D1(M) —>H0mOX(QX/k(M)7M) —>E$téX(M,M) —_— ..

] o,

00— glo, (M) ——=cx (M) Tx Extly (M, M) —— -

In particular:
Ker(y) = a(ex (M)).

There is one obstruction class in Extéx(a(cX(M)), glo, (M)) for the ex-
istence of a split of the short exact sequence

0— glo, (M) = cx(M) = alcx(M)) =0

and one obstruction class in Extéx(m, a(cx (M))) that a(cx (M)) be
a direct summand of Tx; these two obstruction classes vanish if and only if
¢x (M) has a connection.

2.3. Differential operators. We define differential operators as follows.

Definition 2.3.1. A ring of differential operators (Ox,Dx) is a k-algebra
Dx on a space (X, Ox) that has:

(1) a filtration, 0 = D~ C Dg( - D}( C ... C Dx such that Dx =
Up,D% and the associated graded ring grDx := ®,>0D% /D}_1 is
commutative.

(2) an inclusion i : Ox < D% such that [D%,i(Ox)] € Dt

Let Diff y be the category whose objects are rings of differential opera-
tors on X and the homomorphisms are required to be compatible with the
filtrations. Any ring of differential operators defines a Lie algebroid

gx = {5 c 'Dk : [5,2((9)()] C i(OX)}
11



(compare to (R.2.1) in Subs. P.9) defining a functor Lie : Diff x — Liex. The
functor Lie has a left adjoint Dx(-) : Liex — Diff x, where Dx := Dx(gx)
is called the enveloping ring of differential operators of (Ox,gx,a) € Liex;
it is constructed similarly to the enveloping algebra of a Lie algebra.

Let Sx = Sx(gx) be the symmetric algebra of the Ox-module gx.

In a ringed space (X, Rx) we recall that Ry is noetherian if the following
holds: (i) Rx is coherent as left Rx-module; (ii) for each point x in X
the stalk R, is a noetherian ring; (ii7) for any open subset 2 of X any
increasing family of coherent sub-modules of a coherent Ro-module is locally
stationary.

Theorem 2.3.2. (X is a space) The rings Ox, Sx, gr(Dx) and Dx are
noetherian.

Proof. Ox is noetherian: When X is a variety see [GD71], Cor. 1.5.3] (it
suffices that (X, Ox) be locally noetherian). When X is a complex analytic
space (i) is Oka’s theorem, see [[Gun9(]; a proof of (i) and (i) can be found
in [[Gun90]. (iii) is due to Serre [Ber66] and Grauert [[Gra6(, Th 8§].

Sx, gr(Dx), and Dx are noetherian: Follow the proofs in B. Kaup’s
article in [BGKT87. Note that [loc. cit., Prop. 3.5] should be changed to:

the canonical homomorphism Sx — gr(Dx) is surjective. See also [Bjo93].
(]

The image of the canonical inclusion oy : gx — Sx generates the algebra
Sx, making it possible to define a k-linear Lie product

{}:Sx®rSx — Sx

by {04(0),05(n)} = 0s([0,7]), {¢, ¢} =0, {05(9), ¢} = 2(9)(¢), and induc-
tively by the rules

(1) {av b} = _{bv (I}

(2) {a,bc} ={a,b}c+ {a,c}b
for all a,b,c € Sx. This defines a Poisson algebra (Sx,-,{-,-}). In the
same way one defines a bracket {-, -} on gr Dx resulting in a Poisson algebra
(erDx,-, {,-}). The canonical mapping gx — gr(Dx) lifts to a surjective
homomorphism of Poisson algebras p : Sx — gr(Dx). We have the following
generalization of the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem:

Theorem 2.3.3 ([Rin63)). If gx is locally free over Ox then p is an iso-
morphism.

Let M be a coherent gx-module (see Definition below), @ C X
an open set and MS a coherent Og-module generating Mq over go. Set

Mg = goMy ™! =Dg - M§ for n > 1, and
G(Ma) = ®Mg/MG™,

defining a coherent Sog-module. When X is a variety we let SpecSx be
the spectrum of Sy, and if X is a complex analytic space we use the same
notation SpecSx to denote the analytic space that can be associated to
Sx; note that the Ox-algebra Sx is locally finitely generated. There is a
morphism of spaces p : SpecSx — X such that p*(Sx) = Ogspecsy. The
support SS(Mgq) C SpecSq of p*(G(Mgq)) is independent of the choice of
MJ (see e.g. [Bjo9]]), and therefore the construction globalises defining
12




a conic set SS(Mx) C SpecSx, which is a subspace since p*(G(Mq)) is
coherent over Ogpecsy. The set SS(Mx) is the singular support of M, and
the ideal J(M) of SS(Mx) is the characteristic ideal of M.

Theorem 2.3.4 ([Gab81], Th. I)).
{J(M), J(M)} € J(M).

Let p : SpecSxy — X be the canonical projection and 7 : X — SpecSx
the canonical section. It is easy to see that M, is of finite type over O,
if and only if SS(M;) C i(z), i.e. the ideal J(M;) = J(M), of SS(My) is
(0(gz)) € S(gz). Set SS(M) =SS(M) \ i(X).

Definition 2.3.5. The strong support of a gx-module M is the set
s-supp M = {z € X : M, is not of finite type over O,} = p(SS(M)).
We shall need the following lemma, whose proof is well-known.
Lemma 2.3.6. (X is a space) Let M be a coherent gx-module. Then
s-supp M is a subspace of X.

Proof. We prove this only when X is a complex analytic space. The
set SS(M) = supp G(M) is a conic analytic set, hence SS(M) is a conic
analytic set. Let Proj(Sx) be the projective space of Spec(Sx) (the ana-
lytic space that is associated with the graded Ox-algebra Sx), with canon-
ical projection p; : Proj(Sx) — X. So we have an open inclusion map-
ping ¢ : Spec(Sx) \ i(X) — Proj(Sx), satisfying p; o ¢ = p/, where p/
is the restriction of p to Spec(Sx) \ i(X). That SS is conic means that
SS(M) = ¢~(V)) where V is a complex analytic space in Proj(Sy). Hence

s-supp(M) = p/(SS(M)) = p1(V),

so the result follows from Remmert’s proper mapping theorem [Gun9(, Ch.
N Th. 1]. O

2.4. Homomorphisms.

2.4.1. Remark on the tangent mapping. Let m : Y — X be a morphism
of spaces. There is then the canonical exact sequence 7*(Q2x/,) — Qy —
Qy/x — 0, inducing a homomorphism

Ty = Hom@Y(Qy/k, Oy) — Homoy(ﬂ'*(QX/k), Oy)
Consider also the canonical homomorphism
1/1 : W*(Tx) = W*(Hom@X(QX/k, Ox)) — Homoy(ﬂ'*(QX/k), Oy)

If the induced homomorphism between stalks at any point x € X is an
isomorphism, then % is an isomorphism. As Qx/;, € coh(Ox) we have

Homoy (x/k, Ox)e = Homo, (R0, /k, Ox),
so the condition is that the canonical morphism

is an isomorphism. Here O, — O, is the homomorphism of local rings

defined by w. Thus @ is an isomorphism if either X is non-singular, so

Qo, /i is free of finite rank over O, or if 7 is flat (to see this use also the
13



fact that o, ) is finitely presented over O,). When % is an isomorphism
there exists a canonical homomorphism

dr : Ty — 7" (Tx).
Also when ¢ is not an isomorphism we shall abuse the notation in the fol-

lowing by writing ™ (Tx) when we actually mean Homoy (7*(2x/1), Oy).
Thus the homomorphism dr is always defined.

2.4.2. Homomorphisms of Lie algebroids. The definition of homomorphisms
gy — gx between Lie algebroids on different spaces is slightly involved,
because 7 (gx) = Oy ®r-1(0y) 7 (gx) does not in general have a natural
structure of Lie algebroid.

Remark 2.4.3. The Oy-module 7*(gx) has a structure of Lie algebroid when
there exists a homomorphism of Lie algebroids over 7~1(Ox), ¢ : 7~ (Tx) —
Ty, defining the Lie bracket by

(01 @ 01,02 @ 2] = P12 ® [01,0a] + P19(a(O1)(92)) ® D2 —
— $2(a(02) (1)) @ Or.

Here are two instances of this situation:

(1) 7 is a projection, for then 7*(Tx) C Ty.

(2) Let m: X’ — X be the normalization morphism of an integral space.
By [Bei6§] every section of T'x has a unique lift to a section of T'x/, i.e.
if U C X’ is an open subset and § € 71 (Tx)(U), then there exists a
unique section &' € T/ (U) such that its restriction to 7= 1(Ox)(U) C
Ox/(U) coincides with d; see loc. cit. for a more general and precise
condition.

Definition 2.4.4. Let (Y,gy,a) € Liey, (X,gx,3) € Liex. A homomor-
phlSHl (7T/7 7T) : (Y7 gy, Oé) — (Xv 9x, 5) is:
(1) a morphism 7 : Y — X of spaces;
(2) a homomorphism of Oy-modules
7 gy — 7 (gx)

such that the following diagram commutes

gy —— 7 (gx)

Jl s
Ty — s 7 (Ty)

and 7’ satisfies:

o ([61,82]) = > aibj @ [mi,mg) + Y (1) (bi) — (52) (@) @ s

if 7T,(51) = Zai & M, 7T,(52) = Zb] X 1y, where 61,09 € ay, a;,b; € Oy,
7; € gx. (Recall our abuse of notation in defining dr.)

If 7 = id then 7’ is a homomorphism of Lie algebroids on X. If a = 0
then gy is a sheaf of Lie algebras over Oy and a homomorphism gy — gx
is a homomorphism of the Oy-Lie algebra gy onto a Lie algebra in the
Oy-module 7*(gx).

14



2.4.5. Pull-back. Let (Ox,gx,a) € Liex. The fibre product with respect
to the Oy-linear homomorphisms 7*(«) : 7*(gx) — 7*(Tx) and dr : Ty —
7*(Tx) is the Oy-module

T(9x) Xar(rg) Ty = {(0,0) € 7*(gx) x Ty : 7*(a)(d) = dm(0)}.
We define a bracket on 7*(gx) X+ (1y) Ty by

[(¢1 ® 01, 01), (92 @ 02, 00)]
= (01(¢2) ® 62 — Da(¢1) ® 01 + (P192) ® [d1, 2], [O1, Da)),

for (¢;®0;,0;) € ™ (ax) X (1) Ty, and letting 8 : 7 (gx) X v (1) Ty — Ty
be the projection on the second factor we get a structure of Lie algebroid
on m*(gx) Xq+(ry) Ty; in that capacity we denote it by mt(gx). Clearly,
we get a functor (Ox,gx,a) — (Oy, 77 (gx), ) from Liey to Liey; being a
composition of a right exact and left exact functor, 7% is in general neither
left nor right exact. Let g : 7™ (gx) — 7*(gx) be the projection on the
first factor. Then if ¢ : gy — gx is a homomorphism of Lie algebroids
there exists a unique homomorphism f : gy — 71 (gx) such that ¢ = go f;
hence the functor gx — 77 (gx) represents the functor Liey — Set, gy
Homyie(gy, 8x). We call 7+ (gx) the pull-back of gx by .

IfYy f—> Z L5 X are morphisms of spaces, we have a canonical homo-
morphism

(2.4.1) crg s (g7 (9x)) — (g0 f)F(ox),
(h(y) @110, (6(2) @g-1(0y) 0(2),02),8y) = (M(Y)d(Y) @ (go)-1(0x) 6(2), Dy),

where h(y) € Oy, ¢(z) € Oz, §(x) € gx, 05 € Tz, 9, € Ty, and ¢(y) is the
image of ¢(z) in Oy. Unfortunately, cs, is not always an isomorphism, so
the projection functor Lie — Sch makes Lie only into a prefibred category
over the category of schemes/k (or over the category of complex analytic
spaces); see [[Gro7]], Exp. VI] for this terminology. The following lemma is
slightly more general than [BB93, Lemma 1.5.1].

Lemma 2.4.6. If either of the conditions
(1) f is flat, or

(2) g is smooth and Z, X are non-singular

are satisfied, then cgqy is an isomorphism.

Proof. The problem is local on Y, Z, X so we may instead consider a

composition of local rings A <5 B NV , and an affine Lie algebroid (A, g4).
Put gp = g7 (94) = B®a g4 XBo,1, Tp and go = (9o f)T(ga) = C ®a
94 Xco,Ta To- Then f7(g7(g4)) = f7(98) = C ®p 95 Xcep1s Lo, and
we have a canonical homomorphism

C®BgB XcopTs 1o — C ®a 94 Xcoars IO

When necessary we here abuse the notation as in (2.4.1)).
Assume (1). Then the exact sequence 0 — gp — B ®4 ga X Tp gives
the exact sequence 0 - C ®pgp — C ®4 g4 X C ®p Ty, implying that
15



CRB9gB = C®494 Xco,14 C @B Tp. Therefore
f*(on)

C®poB Xceprs IC
(C ®a94 XcoTs C®BTB) XcoyTs TC
C®a94 XcoaTs IO

(gof)(ga).

Assume (2). Then we have a split short exact sequence

1%

12

0—>TB/A—>TB—>B®ATA—>0.

Choose a splitting, so Tp = T4 & B ®a Ta. Then, using the fact that
N xp (M + L) = N x M when N,L,M are B-modules with morphisms
N — L, M+ L — L and M is the kernel of the last morphism, one gets

05 =B ®a94a xBo,1s (Tpja®B®ATA) 2 Tpja® B®4ga

where the morphism Tg/y ® B®aga = Tpis 0 +b@n—=d+b®a(n) €
Tpja® B ®4Ta =Tp. Therefore

ffeB) = C@p (T ®B®aga) Xcesrs To
= (C®pTa®C ®A084) XCapTp a0C0aTs 1C
= C®a04 Xceu1s Lo
= (90 f)*(ga):
O

Ezxamples 2.4.7. (1) 7t (Tx) =Ty. When a = 0, then 77 (gx) = 7*(g.x)-
(2) If 7 : Y — X is an open embedding, then 77 (gx) = 7*(gx).
(3) Let m: Y — X be a closed embedding to a non-singular space X, and
Iy be the ideal of 7(Y"). Then
w*(gx) = (ox (1) = = (X))
Y9Xx
since Ty = 71 (Tx(Iy))/IyTx). Note that % (gyx) need not be
locally free when gx is locally free even if Y is non-singular.
(4) If a(gx) is flat over Ox, and i, : {x} — X is an inclusion of a point
in X, then ¢} (gx) = i*(bx) = by /m,b,.
(5) If X is non-singular and 7 is a submersion, i.e. dr : Ty — Oy ®z-1(0y)
71 (Tx) is surjective, then there exists a canonical injection 7*(gx) <

™ (gx)-

Clearly, if gy is transitive then 77 (gy) again is transitive, and if o = 0
then 77 (gx) = 7*(gx) is locally free. We will later need the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.4.8. Let 7: Y — X be morphism of non-singular spaces and gx
a locally free and transitive Lie algebroid. Then w(gx) is locally free and
transitive.

Proof. Factorize w as ™ = poi where i : Y — Y x X is the graph morphism
and p: Z =Y x X — X is the projection on the second factor. Since p is
smooth and Z and X are non-singular 7% (gx) =i (p™(gx)) (Lem. R-4.9).
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One has gz := p*(gx) = p*(9x) Xp 1y) Tz = p*(9x) © ¢*(Ty) where
q : Z — Y is the projection to the first factor, so this is locally free and
transitive.

Letting ¢ : ¥ — Z be a closed embedding and gz a locally free and
transitive Lie algebroid it remains to see that i*(gz) is locally free. There
exists a short exact sequence

i*(92)
it(92)
(92)

where i*(gz) is locally free. Thus it suffices to prove that ZZ+( o7) is locally

— 0

0—i"(g2) = i*(92) —

free, for then it (gz) is locally a direct summand of a free module; hence
it (gz) is locally free. Y is non-singular so there exists a split short exact
sequence

i*(Tz)
Ty

0—=Ty = i*(Ty) — — 0;

hence Z*gz ) is locally free (the normal bundle of Y in Z). Now by transitivity

% = %, implying the assertion. [J

Lemma 2.4.9. (X is a non-singular space) Let M be a locally free Ox-
module. Then 7 (cx (M)) = ey (7*(M)).

Proof. In Section B.4 we give a canonical homomorphism p : 7% (¢cx (M)) —
¢y (7*(M)), which we now contend is an isomorphism. This is a local ques-
tion on X so we may assume that M is free, and hence that cx (M) =
Homo, (M, M) & Tx. Then

7t (ex(M)) = at(Homo, (M, M) ® Tx)
= 7w (Homoy (M, M) ®Tx) X« 1y) Ty
= 7" (Homo,(M,M)) ® Ty
= Homo, (" (M),7*(M)) & Ty (M is locally free)
= oy (77 (M)).

It remains to the check that these isomorphisms compose to p, but we omit
the details. [J

2.5. Picard Lie algebroids. Let (Ox,gy,a!) € Liex, put b = Ker(al)
and let x : b — Ox be a homomorphism of Lie algebroids (a character of b).
The push-out of g’y by x is the Lie algebroid g = {(¢,9) € Ox ® g’y }/J,
where J = {(x(b), —b) :€ Ox @ b}. A gy-module M such that the action
of b is determined by b-m = x(b)m, b € b, m € M, corresponds to a
gXx-module.

Definition 2.5.1. A Lie algebroid (Ox, gx, «) is a Picard Lie algebroid if
a is surjective and Ker(a) = Ox. We identify Ker(a) = Ox by choosing a
global central section 14, € gx. Let LPicx be the category of Picard Lie
algebroids gx which are locally isomorphic to Tx @ Ox in the category of
Ox-modules (this is of course automatic when X is non-singular).
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Thus if (Ox,gx,«) € Liex is transitive and x is a character of Ker(«)
then the push-out g% € LPicx.

Homomorphisms of Picard Lie algebroids ¢ : g1 — go are required to
satisfy

¢(191) = 1lg, = loy,
so they are isomorphisms, i.e. LPicy is a groupoid. Note that in the category
Liex we do not require ¢(1g,) = 1g4,, so LPicx is not a full sub-category of
Liex.
We shall determine the cohomology group classifying LPicyx. In general
we have a short exact sequence

0—>Ox—>gxﬂ>Tx—>0

which is locally split as Ox-modules, locally identifying gx with Ox & T'x.

Local structure : Suppose that Xy C X is an affine subset over which
the exact sequence splits; thus putting g = I'(Xo, gx,) one has a short split
exact sequence in the category of A-modules

0— A— g— Derg(A) — 0.

A connection V : Dery(A) — g, determines an isomorphism g = A@®Dery(A)
(as A-modules). Its curvature is the A-linear mapping Ry : Derg(A) A
Derk(A) — A, O NDy ?’](81 N 82) = [V((‘)l), V(ag)] - V([al,ag]), defining
an element 7 in the vector space of closed 2-forms Q%< (A); the condition
that n be closed follows from the Jacobi identity. Hence, identifying the
A-module g with A @ Dery(A), the Lie bracket is expressed by

[(a1,01), (az, 0a)] = (01 (az) — Oa(a1) + n(d A 02),[01,02]).

Conversely, any closed 2-form 7 defines a structure of Lie algebroid on A ®
Dery(A) whose curvature 2-form is n. Denote by g7 (= g) the object of LPic
which corresponds to 7.

Automorphisms of g are determined by A-linear homomorphisms (a, d) —
(a+w(0),0) where w € Q1 (A) is a closed 1-form, hence Aut(g) = QL<(A).
For w € Q(A), the mapping (a,d) — (a + w(d),d) defines an isomorphism
of Lie algebroids g" — g"t% (identifying both sides with A @ Dery(A) as
A-modules). There are no non-trivial automorphisms ¢ : g — g such that
oV =V, so therefore the group Q> (A)/dQ'(A) classifies A-split affine
Lie algebroids. Note that in the Zariski topology a closed 2-form need not
be locally the differential of a 1-form; here is the typical example:

Ezample 2.5.2. Let X = {(z,y) € C*: 2y # 0}, and A = Clz,y,z71,y71]
be its affine C-algebra, Ox, the sheaf of holomorphic functions in the Haus-
dorff topology on X and Ox the sheaf of regular rational functions in the
Zariski topology. The 2-form 7 = 1/(zy)dzAdy in X is evidently closed. Put
g" =A@ A0, ® A0, and define the bracket [0,,0,] = n(0; A 0y) = 1/(zy).
The canonical projection defines a Lie homomorphism « : g — Derg(A4) =
A0, + BOy. Thus g is an affine Lie algebroid over A. Making a cut in the
z-plane in C? we have 7" = d(log(x)/ydy), so n is locally exact in the
Hausdorff topology. On the other hand, if ¢ is a rational 1-form the residue
resy—o(d¢) = 0 (for fixed z), so d¢ # m—ly Therefore Ox, ®4 g is locally
trivial whereas Ox ®4 g is not locally trivial.
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Define the truncated complex Q21(A) := Q'(A) — Q% (A). An QZ1(A)-
torsor is a pair (C,7n) where C is an Q'(A)-torsor and 7 : C — Q><(A) is a
mapping such that n(c+ ¢) = n(c) + do.

The set of connections Con(g) on a Lie algebroid (A, g, a) is an Q'(A)-
torsor, where the Q!(A)-action is defined by V + V + w, w € Q'(A4). The
mapping 7 : Con(g) — Q%>%(A), V — Ry, satisfies n(V + ¢) = n(V) +
d¢. Therefore the pair (Con(g),n) forms an Q2!(A)-torsor, and we have
a functor C : LPicy — Q=1(A)-tors, g — (Con(g),n). The next lemma is
taken from [BB9J].

Lemma 2.5.3. The functor C : LPica — QZ!-tors is an equivalence of
categories.

Global structure : Set Q% = Q°(Tx,Ox) (see B.1.]). When X is non-
singular this is just the ordinary de Rham complex. Let 0t = Q_:g( — Qiéd
be its truncation at degree 1. If Q C X is an open subset, the automorphism
group Aut(gn) = T'(9, Q})éd), and if gx, gy € LPicx have connections V, V'
defined over (2, then gy = g, precisely when Ry — Ry € dQ%(Q). It
follows that the category LPicx is a sheaf forming a torsor over the sheaf
of abelian groups Q)%l = Q}( — Q%éd, and that the isomorphism classes
of LPicy are classified by the group H?(X, Qil) Cech-representatives for
vectors in H?(X, Q)Z(l) are, in evident notation, pairs (n;, ¢;;) where n; are
closed 2-forms defined in open sets U; C X and ¢;; are 1-forms defined in
UZ’ N Uj such that i —ny; = d(]ﬁw

The connections on a locally Ox-split Picard Lie algebroid gx form a
torsor over Q}(, so the sheaf of connections on gx gives rise to a class in
HY(X, Q%) (the Atiyah class of gx). A Picard Lie algebroid is locally inte-
grable if it is locally isomorphic to Ox ® T, i.e. if locally the curvature
2-form of its connections are exact. These are the same as Q;Cl-torsors,
hence they are classified by H'(X, Q;Cl) C H?(X, Qil) If X is a complex
manifold, then by Poincaré’s lemma Q)%l is quasi-isomorphic to Q" so any
Picard Lie algebroid is locally integrable. If X is a compact complex alge-
braic manifold then H?(X, Q%l) =F'H ,% r» the Hodge filtration subspace,
and the locally integrable Picard Lie algebroids correspond to those classes
that vanish on some Zariski open subset of X, i.e., precisely to C-linear
combinations of the algebraic cycle classes.

The category LPicx is a k-vector space in categories, where the k-vector
space structure of H?(X, Qil) is defined directly on LPicy using the Baer
sum construction. Namely, if (gl,a1), (g%, a2) € LPic(X), a,b € k, then
agk = Ox ® g% /{(ap, —9¢); ¢ € Ox = Ker(ay)} and the linear combination
agl + bg% is a Picard algebroid gx that is equipped with a homomorphism
of Lie algebroids s, : gﬁ( X Ty g?X — gx such that s,(1,02) = (ady + bé2).

Relation with the Picard group : Letting Picx be the groupoid of invertible
sheaves on X there exists a functor

g:Picx — LPicx

A = ex(A) (see (R.9)).
If $ : A1 — Ao is an isomorphism, then the isomorphism g(¢) : cx (A1) —
cx (A2) is defined by transport of structure, i.e. g(¢)(61) = ¢~ € cx(A2).
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Also, Picy is a group in categories with composition ® and g is a homomor-
phism of abelian groups in categories, expressed by

cx (M ®ox A2) 2 ex (A1) + ex (A2) 2 A ®oy ex(A2) ®oy AT

Here all isomorphisms are unique to unique automorphism of either ¢y (A ®o
A2), ex (A1) + ex(A2), or A; ®oy cx(A2) ®oy A;'. On the level of isomor-
phism classes [\] and [gx], parametrized by Cech cohomology classes for an
acyclic covering X = UU,, g defines a homomorphism of groups dlog :
Hl(Xv O;{) - Hl(Xv 91’61)7 [(fa,ﬁ)] = [(dlog(gaﬂ))]v so that dlog[)‘] =
[cx ()] (using obvious notation).

Remark 2.5.4. For any integer n and gy € LPicx and A € Picx we get
A" R0y 0x ®ox A" = gx + ¢x(A\") € LPicy and there exists a push-out
diagram

00— Ox —= A®0y 8x ®ox A+ —=Tx —=0

" &

0 Ox AT Rox X @ AT Tx 0

where ¢ is an isomorphism in Liey (not in LPicx ); see above Definition P.5.1].

Assume that X is non-singular of pure dimension n and put wyx = % €
Picx. Since gx is also a right Ox-module (2.3) we may consider the opposite
Lie algebroid g% of gx € LPicx (R.]). This is again a Picard Lie algebroid
and we have

1~

g% = ex(wx) — gx Zwx ®oy (—9x) ®ox wy' = —wy' oy 9x Qox wx-

An isomorphism is given by
w:gx — —w)}l Rox 8x oy Wx
Ox & (wy' ®oy 9x ®0y Wx)
{(¢,9) : ¢ € Ox = Ker(wy' ®oy 9x ®oy wx — Tx)}

5 mph®6®h4—h®g%?ﬁ®h*)
= @h@gg}ﬁ®h4m®5®h*%

where h € wx, h # 0, and a(d) € Tx acts on h by the negative of the Lie
derivative, see (B-3). In particular, cx(\)° 2 wx ®oy cx(A ) ®oy wy' =
cx (wx ®oy A~1). Here one may either regard wy R0y A~ as a left module
over ¢x(A)° or a right module over c¢x (A); compare to (B.2). Let us check
that the isomorphisms are consistent with the fact that the operation o is
an involution:

0¥ 2 (wx ®ox —8x ®oy wx')’

(—w ! ®oy 8x ®oy wx)°

wx ®oy (W ®oy 8x oy Wx) ®oy w)_(l =gx,

12

12

and more particularly ¢(A)% = cx(A\ ' ®wx)? = ex(A@wy @wy) = cx ().
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Now let X}, be a complex manifold. We then have 3 horizontal short exact
sequences, forming a commutative diagram where the vertical sequences also
form short exact sequences:

(2.5.1) 0 2miZ Cr
0 omiZ Ox, —2> C’)}h ——0
H dlog
exp c1
o
0 C* OXh o9 Ql cl — )
0 0 0

inducing a commutative diagram where the vertical sequences are exact

dlog

HO(Xp, 0%, ) — HO(X}, Q%)

H'(Xp, 2miZ) —— H'(X), C*) =—— H'(X;,, C*)

HY (X, Ox,) —2= HY(X},, 0%, ) —> H2(X},, 27iZ)
dlog f
dlog c

HY (X, 0%, ) —> H'(X,, Q%) —— H?(X;, C)

C1

H%(Xy, 2miZ) —— H2(X),, C*) =—— H2(X),, C*)

The following proposition is due to A. Weil [Wei5g, Ch. V, no, 4, Lemme
2]. Put H%(Xy,2miZ) = Im(f).

Proposition 2.5.5. (X}, is a complex manifold) A Picard Lie algebroid gx,
is isomorphic to c¢x, (\) for some invertible sheaf A if and only if c([gx,]) €
H?(X},,2miZ).

In other words, Im(dlog) = ¢~ (H*(Xy, 2miZ)).

Proof. If {€ap} is a Cech representative of [gx,] € H' (X, QY), then,
since {0¢a5} € H?*(Xp,2miZ), using the holomorphic Poincaré lemma (as-
suming the Cech covering is sufficiently fine), the chain {¢a5} = {exp/ s}

is a cocycle representing a class in H'(X}, O}h) such that dlog(¢ag) = €as-
Choosing A € Picy, such that [A] = {¢a5} we have cx, (A) = gx,,. O
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Remark 2.5.6. Poincaré’s lemma holds more generally when X}, is a locally
holomorphically contractible complex analytic space [Rei67], so Proposi-
tion holds for such spaces.

Assume that X is a non-singular complex projective variety and Xj its
associated compact complex manifold. Put LPicOXh = Ker(c); see the hor-
izontal sequence (non-exact) above containing the mapping c. Consider
the long exact sequence in homology of the second horizontal short ex-
act sequence in (2.5.1) and let H'(X},C) be the image of H'(X},C) in
HY(Xp,Ox,) 2 HY(X,0x) (GAGA). In analogy with the ordinary Picard
variety one may call

HY(X,0x)
H! (th C)
the Lie Picard variety of X. The functor g above induces a proper surjective
morphism from the Picard variety of X to its Lie Picard variety, Picg( —
LPicg(, which is simply the canonical mapping
H'(X,Ox) . HY(X,0x)

HY (X}, 2mi7Z) HY(X;,C)’
When X}, is a curve one has LPic?Xh = 0, hence LPicy, C H?(X},C); in
particular, cx, (A1) = cx, (A2) precisely when A1, A € Picy, have the same
degree. See also (B.3).

If X}, is a Stein manifold it follows from the first horizontal short exact
sequence and Cartan’s theorem B that H!(X, Ox,) = H?(X},,2miZ) and

H?*(X, Ox,)=H 3(Xp,2miZ), so using the long exact sequence in cohomol-
ogy of the third horizontal short exact sequence we get an exact sequence

H(X),C*) = H*(Xp,, 2miZ) — H' (X, Qy) = HA(X),, C*) — H*(X, 2miZ).

LPic% =

3. MODULES
3.1. Basic facts. Let (Ox,gx,a) be a Lie algebroid.

Definition 3.1.1. A left gx-module M is an Ox-module M and a homo-
morphism of k-Lie algebras

p:gx — cx (M) (see (R:2.1)

satisfying p(fd) -m = fp(d) - m, and p(d) - fm = a(6)(f)m + fp(d) - m, for
all f € Ox,d € gx, m € M. When M is faithful over Ox these conditions
express that p is a homomorphism of Lie algebroids.

A right gx-module is defined by a k-linear homomorphism

vigx — gl(M)

satisfying v([d,n]) = —[v(0),v(n)], and v(fd) -m = fv(0) - m — a(d)(f)m =
v(d) - (fm), where 6,7 € gx.

When we say module without specifying left or right we will always mean
left module. A gx-module M is the same as a D(gx)-module and it is
coherent (quasi-coherent) if it is coherent (quasi-coherent) over the ring
D(gx). M is torsion free if for every non-zero coherent O x-submodule
N C M one has dimsupp N = dim X; this coincides with the usual notion
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of torsion free modules when X is integral. Note that if M = D(gx)MP°
and MY is torsion free it does not follow that M is torsion free, but if
M € coh(gy) there exists locally M° € coh(Ox) such that M = D(gx)M°
so suppM = supp M?, implying that supp M is an algebraic (analytic)
subspace of X.

We let Mod(gx) = Mod(D(gx)) be the category of gx-modules and
coh(gx) C qeoh(gx) its sub-categories of coherent and quasi-coherent gx-
modules. The triangulated derived category of complexes of g x-modules M*®
with coherent homology H®*(M*®) € coh(gx) is denoted by Deon(gx) and the
subcategories of complexes that are bounded above and below are D__; (gx)
and DT (gx). We shall mostly deal with the subcategory of bounded com-

coh
plexes DY (gx) = DY, (gx) N D, (gx) mainly because it is generated by
b (gx) is isomorphic to a

coh
coh

its homology objects, i.e., every object M® € D

complex of coherent gx-modules; see the proof of [BGKT87, I, Prop. 12.8].
For completeness we quote results of Deligne and Bernstein [§VI, Th.

2.10, Prop. 2.11, loc. cit] about complexes on a noetherian variety X. Let
D’(coh(gx)) (D(qcoh(gx))) be the category of bounded complexes of co-
herent (quasi-coherent) gx-modules, and Dgcoh(g x ) the category of bounded

complexes of gx-modules M*® such that H*(M?®) € qcoh(gy ). Then the nat-
ural inclusion functors

D*(coh(gx)) — Diop(acoh(gx))

and

D*(qeoh(gx)) = D eop(Mod(gx))

qcoh

are equivalences of categories. Hence we have also a third equivalence

D(coh(gx)) = Dy, (Mod(gx)).

coh

A gx-connection on M is a homomorphism of Ox-modules p : gx —
cx(M). When gx = Tx this is just a connection on the Lie algebroid ¢x (M)
(assuming that M is faithful over Ox). The k-linear homomorphism V :
M — Homoy (9x, M), V(m)(5) = p(6)(m), is the first step in a sequence of
k-linear homomorphisms of Ox-modules. Put | = rkgx and let {61,...,4;}
be generators of the O x-module gx (I and the generators are defined locally).
Put QP(gx, M) = Homo, (APgx, M) and consider

(3.1.1) MY QN gx, M) % - 5 Qlgx, M)
where the mapping V : QP(gx, M) — QP (gx, M) is defined in the usual
way
(Vw)(&zl VANERRIAN (57;p+1) =
o DTG, 03] A Gy A by by By

1<s<t<p+1

+ Z (_1)5+15i3 w(é, AR

1<s<p+1

=2H

R /\5%“)'

If p gives M the structure of gx-module this is a complex, i.e. V? = 0,
and we call (2°(gx, M), V) the de Rham (-Chevalley-Hochschild) complex
of the gx-module M; see also [Kal9§, Lem. 2.3].
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The sheaf Homo, (gx,cx(M)) forms a torsor over the sheaf of abelian
groups Nx := Homo, (gx,9lo, (M)). Hence supposing that local gx-con-
nections exist we get an obstruction class in H'(X, Nx) for the existence of
a global gx-connection.

Some basic facts about the Lie algebroid Tx = Homoy (2x/, Ox) are
summarized as follows:

Proposition 3.1.2. (X is a space which in the algebraic case is assumed
to be locally a sub-scheme of a regular scheme of finite type over k) The
following are equivalent:

(1) X/k is non-singular;

(2) Qx/i, is locally free; hence Tx is locally free;

(3) Tx is a simple Lie algebroid, i.e. Tx contains no proper coherent
ideal;

(4) Ox is a simple Tx-module, i.e. Ox contains no proper coherent
Tx -submodule.

Proof. (1) < (2): See [Mat8§] (k is algebraically closed of characteristic
0).

(3) = (1), (4) = (1): The assertion is local in X so one may assume that
X C Y where, in the complex analytic case Y = C”, and in the algebraic
case Y = A" Let j : X — Y be the associated closed immersion of spaces
and I be the kernel of the surjection Oy — j,(Ox). Put t = dim X (the
maximal value of dim O, when =z € X). Then if Dy,...,D; € Ty and
ai,...,a; € I one can form the elements det(D;(a;)) € Oy and we let J be
the ideal they generate. We assert that the ideal I° := j*(J) C Oy is stable
under the action of Tx. Since Tx = j~1(Ty (I)/ITy) it suffices to see that
- (det(D;(a;))) € J when § € Ty (I). This holds more generally, namely for
any integer | > 1 letting .J; be the ideal generated by elementsdet(D;(a;))
where Dy,...,D; € Ty and aq,...,a; € I, we have Ty (I) - J; C J;. To see
this consider a term of det(D;(a;)), which has the form

+D1(ai, ) D2(ai,) - - - Diaq,),

where (i1,...,14;) is a permutation of (1,...,1). Applying ¢ to such a term
one gets 21 terms occuring either by replacing one of the D; by D} = [0, D;]
or one of the a;, by a;, := d(a;,) € I. This implies that 0 - det(D;(a;)) is a
sum of 2/ terms each belonging to J;.

By the Jacobian criterion of regularity for spaces of this type the singular
locus of X is the zero locus of I°. Assuming that X is singular it follows that
I* C Ox is a proper ideal which is moreover a T'x-submodule. Also, I°Tx C
Tx is an ideal of the Lie algebroid T, which is proper by Nakayama’s
lemma. Hence Ox is not a simple Tx-module and Tx is not a simple Lie
algebroid.

(4) = (3): Let a C Tx be a proper coherent ideal of T'x. It suffices to
prove that 1 ¢ a- Ox, for then a- Ox C Ox is a proper ideal, and since
clearly a-Ox is a coherent Tx-module it follows that Ox is not simple. Thus
suppose that 0 € a,n € Tx and 9(a) = 1, then n = d(a)n = [0, an]—a[d,n] €
a, implying that Tx C a, contradicting the assumption that a is a proper
ideal.
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(2) = (4): This is of course well-known. Let I C Ox be a non-zero
coherent T'x-submodule. It suffices to see that I, = O, when z is a closed
point in X. By (2) = (1) there exists a regular system of parameters
(21, ...,xy) of the regular local ring O,, so letting O, denote the completion
of O, by Artin-Rees lemma and Cohen’s structure theorem one has O, C
O, = k[[z1,...,2,]]. (2) implies that (Qx/k)x s free over dx;, hence there
exist derivations 0,, € Dery(O,) such that 0,,(z;) = ;5. Then considering a
non-zero f € I, C k[[x1,...,xy]], one checks that there exists a multi-index
a such that 0%(f) € I, is invertible in O,; therefore I, = O,. O

Remarks 3.1.3. (1) When a # 0 the mapping ad : gx — c¢x(gx), ad(9)(d) =
[0, 0] is not Ox-linear, and so does not define a module structure on
gx-

(2) Recall Zariski-Lipman’s conjecture: If Tx is locally free, then the
equivalent conditions in Proposition hold, and Qx = QL (Tx,Ox)
(B.1.1]). [Baig(] contains conditions ensuring that T'x (I) be free when
I is the ideal of a divisor on a complex manifold.

(3) Let 7 : X’ — X be the normalization morphism of an integral
space. Let J C Ox be the conductor ideal, that is J = {¢ € Ox :
¢ (Oxr) C Ox}. By Seidenberg’s result in Remark it easily fol-
lows that J is T'x-submodule of Ox. Therefore, by Proposition B.1.2
we get a curious proof of the well-known fact that if X is non-singular,
then X is normal.

(4) A noetherian k-algebra R of characteristic p > 0 is a simple Dery(R)-
module if and only if it has the form R = k[t1,...,t,]/(t], ..., th),
where k is a field of characteristic p [Har6])].

3.2. Interchanging left and right modules. We make a slight extension
of the discussion in [BGKT87, VI]. Let M, My be left gx-modules and
Ni, N be right gx modules (Def. B.1.1)) defined by homomorphisms

li gx — cx (M)
Tl gx — g[k(Nz)

Then M;®0, M2, Homo (M1, M) and Home, (N1, N2) are left g x-modules
defined by the homomorphisms p1, p2, p2

(3.2.1) 1 gx — ex (M ®oy Ma)
0 — 11(5) ® id s, +idas, ®12(6)
(3.2.2) p2  gx — cx(Homoy (M, Mz))
d = p200): fr=1(0)- f— f-12(0)
(3.2.3) p3 gx — cx(Homo, (N1, N2))

6 = p3(d): f= frl(d)—1200) f
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The Ox-modules M; ® Ny and Homp, (M;, Ny) are right gy-modules de-
fined by the homomorphisms v, 1o

(324) vy o gx — g[k(Ml ® Nl)
6 — —11(5) ®idn, +idas, ®T1(5),
(3.2.5) ve : gx — gly(Hom(My, Ny))

6 = @) :f=f-L)+r)-f

Remark 3.2.1. The Ox-modules Homo, (N1, M;) and N1 ®p, N2 are in
general neither right nor left gy-modules [[0dag83].

Assume now that X is non-singular of pure dimension n, so that T is a
locally free Ox-module of rank n. Then

wy = Q"(Tx,Ox)

is an invertible module which moreover is a righff] gx-module. The homo-
morphism v : gx — wx is defined by

(¢-0)(d) = ¢(6 - d) — a(6)(¢(d)), where

§-d=1[0(6), 0] Ao N0+ -+ D1 A+ Aaf6),0n] € \ T,

01,...,0, € gx form a local basis of gx, and d = 0; A --- A J,. Note that
Ker(gx — Tx) acts trivially on wX.ﬁ Then if M is a left gx-module it
follows that

M, = wx Koy M
is a right gx-module (B.2.5), and starting with a right gx-module N,
N, = Homoy (wx, N) = wy! @0y N

is a left gx-module (B:2.3). Since wy is invertible the pair (@0, wx, Wy @0y
-) defines an equivalence between the categories of left and right gx-modules.

3.3. Modules over Picard Lie algebroids. When gx is a locally Ox-
split Picard Lie algebroid we identify Ker(a) with Ox, so in this case a
gx-module structure is locally defined by the (non-Lie) action of Tx with
respect to a connection. But if p : Tx — ¢x (M) is a Tx-module, then the
composition po a : gx — c¢x(M) does not satisfy p o a(¢) = i(¢p), where
¢ € Ox Cgx and i : Ox — gl (M). Hence Tx-modules are considered as
gx-modules only when gx = Ox & Tx.

Picard Lie algebroids do not always have modules that are coherent over
Ox. If r € k we let g’ denote the push-out of gx by the character Ox —

Ox, ¢ — 1 - ¢ (see above R.5.1)).

Proposition 3.3.1. (X is a non-singular space) Let gx be a Picard al-
gebroid. Any gx-module which is coherent over Ox is locally free. The
following are equivalent:

2See Section @ for the case of Picard Lie algebroids.
30f course, in the same way the Ox-module Q" (gx,Ox) = Homoy (A" ¢X,0x), if
rkgx =7, is a right gx-module for which Ker(gx — T'x) acts non-trivially.
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(1) gx has a non-zero module M which is coherent over Ox, of some
rank r.

(2) g% = cx(A) for some invertible sheaf X, where X\ = det M, the deter-
minant bundle of M.

We have cx(det M) = ¢ (M), the push-out of the linear algebroid ¢x (M)
by the trace homomorphism tr : glp, (M) — Ox (see Remark B.2.1).

(1) = (2) is proven in [BB93, 2.3.1]; the remaining parts are also well-
known.

Proof. The first assertion follows since gx is transitive and X is non-
singular; see, e.g. [BGKT87)] for a corresponding statement for D-modules.
Thus if M € coh(Ox) is a gx-module, then M is locally free, so A :=
det M = Ap M is an invertible sheaf. Define a homomorphism of Lie
algebroids gx — ¢(\), by §-(mi AmaA---Am,) = (6-m1) AmgA---Amg+
c-4myA---A(d-my) (Leibniz’ rule), for § € gx and m; € M; in particular
lgy is mapped to rly,). This is an isomorphism. The last statement should
now also be evident. [J

Remark 3.3.2. Let gx € LPicx. Then wyx is not a right gx-module (re-
quiering that 15, = 1p,) unless gx = Ox @ Tx. Moreover, the formula
(B:2.5) does not give wx ® M a structure of right module in this sense, but
we will later (B.H) regard it as a right gy-module such that 145 acts by —1.

3.3.3. Tuwisted sheaves. Let X be a complex analytic manifold. The third
horizontal short exact sequence in the diagram before Proposition P.5.9 gives
a long exact sequence in homology

oo HY(X,CY) = HY(X, 0%) 2% mY(x, 0" L H2(X,C) — -

So if gx € LPicx and ¢ := t([gx]) # 1 € H*(X,C%), then Mod(gx)
contains no coherent O x-modules (Prop. B:3.])). One may then instead of the
category of sheaves consider the category of ¢-twisted sheaves and its sub-
category of twisted gx-modules Mod(gx,®). We will make some remarks
about the possibility to use twisted sheaves; see also [Kas89, §3]. Objects
M € Mod(gx, ¢) are given by a descent datum with respect to a covering
of X, so that the co-cycle condition for sheaves [01;;] = [T/Jiklﬁ;klibi;l] =
1 € H*(X,0%) (in Cech-notation) is broken to [91;;] = ¢id. Morphisms
of ¢-twisted sheaves are still global sections of sheaves of morphisms, and
Mod(gx, ¢) is an abelian category.

For example, let ¢ € C* and X\ € Picx, and suppose that open sets U; are
chosen so that Ay, is trivial, giving isomorphisms ; : (Av;)u; — (Av;)u;
where 1;; € OmeUj- Choosing for each pair (i,j) a cth root ¢f; of 1, we
get a 2-cocycle ¢ = Y b7 defining a class [pijr) € H*(X,C%). The
descent datum { f;;, Oy, } then defines an object A® € Mod(cx (), ¢). Note
that the linear algebroid ¢x(A\°) = ¢ c¢x(A) is on ordinary sheaf.

Let {1;;} be a Cech representative of [gx] € H*(X,Qb), choose [ v;; €
Ou,;, using the holomorphic Poincaré lemma, such that v;; = d [ ij, and
put fi; = exp/ ¥ii | defining a 1-chain with values in O%. So {fi;} is deter-
mined up to a l-cocycle with values in C*, but let us make a choice of this
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I-chain. The isomorphisms f;; : Oy,; — Oy;, then gives a descent datum
{fijou,}, defining a ¢-twisted sheaf of gx-modules when ¢ = ¢([gx]). We

denote this ¢-twisted sheaf by A = A(gx)f}
Let gk, g% € LPicx and M € Mod(gk, #1), N € Mod(g%, ¢2)-

Tensor products. We have M ®0, N € Mod(gk + g%, ¢1 - ¢2) where the
sum gk + g% is taken in LPicx. When N locally is invertible as O x-module,
then

M — M ®0, N
Mod(gk, #1) — Mod(gk + g% o1 - ¢2)

defines an equivalence of categories. This equivalence is not unique, for one
may change N to N ®c L where L is any ¢o-twisted invertible C*-module.

In particular, if g = gx one can choose ¢ = t([—gx]) = t([gx])~}
g?X = —gx, and N = \(¢), resulting in an equivalence

MOd(gX) = MOd(TX7 qb)v
between a category of sheaves and a category of ¢-twisted sheaves.

Homomorphisms. We have Homo,, (M, N) € Mod(g% — g%, ¢2 - ¢1_1).
Thus if H?(X,C*) has torsion, there may exist “untwisted” morphisms be-
tween M and N even if ¢; # ¢o. When ¢ = ¢pg = ¢ then Homop, (M, N) is
an ordinary sheaf of T’xy-modules. Suppose that X = UX,; where X; C X are
open subsets, and M; € Mod(gx,, ¢i) are ¢;-twisted sheaves of gg(i—modules.

Restricting M;, gg(i, and ¢; to X;; = X;N X results in a ¢;;-twisted sheaf of
g}(ij—modules, where possibly [¢;;] = 1 € H?(X,C*) so the M;; := (M;)x,
may be ordinary sheaves. Let {1);;} be a Cech-cocycle of isomorphisms of
Lie algebroids 1;; : gg(ij — g&ﬂ. Thus the Lie algebroids gg(i on X; can be
glued to a global Lie algebroid gx € LPicx such that g, = gx,. Now con-
sider Mj; as a gf)(ij—module using ;5. Let f;; : M;; — Mj; be isomorphisms
of ¢;j-twisted sheaves of gfxij -modules. Then if {f;;} satisfies the condition
[0fij] = ¢ € H?(X,C*) there exists M € Mod(gx, ¢), unique to unique
isomorphism, such that My, = M;.

The above discussion shows that the category of ¢-twisted sheaves on X
form a stack over the category of schemes/k (or over the category of complex

analytic spaces)[[Gir7]].

3.4. Inverse images. Let p: gx — cx(M) be a gx-module and set gy =
7 (gx) (B-4F). The pull-back functor 7' : Mod(gx) — Mod(gy) is defined
by ©'(M) = Oy @r-1(0x) 7~1(M) and the homomorphism

() gy — o(r(M)),
©(p)(p@d(x),d,) = d®id+¢® p(d),

where (¢ ® 6(x),0y) € gy = 7°(gx) Xz (1y) Ty. We check that 7' (p) is
well-defined. Let ¢ € 7~ 1(Ox), m € #~1(M), and v be the image of 1 in

“We make one choice of \ for each gx € LPicx.
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Oy Since 9,(¢)) = ¢pa(6(z))(¢)) one gets

(6 ®0(x),0,) (b ®@m) = (V) @m+ v @d(z) - m

= ¢a(d(x))(¥) @ m+9®d(x) -m
= ¢0®@a(0(@)()m +19o®d(x) -m
= ¢©i(x)- (Ym)
= (0®4(x),0,)(1 © Pm).

Set

Dy_x = (D(gx)) = Oy ®r-1(04) 7 (D(gx)).
This is a (gy, 7~ (gx))-bimodule in an obvious way, and one easily sees that
7'(+) is isomorphic to Dy _, x ®r-1(D(gx)) 7 L().

When M € coh(gx), then m'(M) is a countable union of its coherent
submodules, and if

7™ (Im(a: gx — Tx)) C Im(dr : Ty — 7°(Tx)),

then 7' : coh(gx) — coh(gy). This is easily checked by showing that the
stalks 7'(M),, y € Y, are g,-modules of finite type.

Ezamples 3.4.1. (1) Let 7 : Y = A" = X = A? be the embedding of
affine spaces y — (0,y) and M = D(Tx) € coh(Tx). Then 7+ (Tx) =
Ty and ©'(M) = Oy ®r-1(0x) 7 Y(M) = Dy[0,], (polynomials in 9,
with coefficients in the ring of differential operators on Y'). Clearly
7' (M) ¢ coh(Ty).
(2) Let 7: Y = A2 — X = A! be the projection on the first coordinate
(z,y) — 2. Then nt(Tx) = Ty and 7' (M) = Oy Dr-1(0x)T (M) €
coh(Ty).

Let YV f—> Z 2% X be a composition of morphisms. Choosing pull-

backs gz = g7 (gx), 9y = (9o f)T(gx) and f*(gz), there is a canonical
homomorphism ¢, : f7(gz) — gy which in general is not an isomorphism
(see Lemma R.4.6). Hence if N is a gz-module, its inverse image f'(N) is
in general not a gy-module. This will nevertheless not cause problems for

composed inverse images.

Lemma 3.4.2. Let M be a gx-module. There exists a canonical isomor-
phism of gy -modules

(go f)'(M) = fi(g'(M)).

Proof. Considered as Oy-modules the isomorphism is the canonical one
Oy ®(gop)-1(0x) (90 F)THM) =2 Oy @110, 1Oz ®y-105) 9 (M),
and this also defines the action of gy on the right side. One should verify
that the f*(gz)-action on the right side is compatible with this gy-action

and the morphism cry : fT(gz) — gy, but we omit these straightforward
details. O

We thus can and will always consider f'(g'(M)) as a gy-module.
The derived version of 7' is the functor

Lr': Dy (9x) = Doon(@y),  M® = Dy x @% i pgy ™ (M)
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and if X is non-singular L' defines a functor D%, (gx) — Dgcoh(gy).

One can compute L7'(M®) either by taking a resolution of the gx-module
M which is flat as Ox-module or a resolution of Dy _,x in the category
of (gy, 7 '(gx))-bimodules consisting of modules which are flat as right
7 (gx)-module. Abusing the notation slightly we again use 7' for Lx',
so to define 7' completely one thus has to choose one resolution for each
M*® € D (gx). If gx is locally free, then by the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt
theorem for Lie algebroids (Th. - (gx) is locally free over Ox, so a
resolution F'* — M*® which is flat as gx-module is also flat as Ox-module;
hence

Dy X @n-1(D(gy)) T (F*)
= Oy ®7T71((9X) 7T_1(F.)
= OY ®7LT/71(OX) M.,

Dy X @1 (p(gy T (M°)

and H=/(r'(M*)) = Tor™ OOy, =1 (M*)).

Proposition 3.4.3. (gx is locally free over Ox ) Let Y I Z29% X bea
composition of morphisms. Then there exists a canonical isomorphism of
functors D™ (gx) — D™ (gy)

(9o f) ()= flod().
See [Bj693, Ch. II, Th. 2.3.21] and [BGKT874, VI, Prop 4.3] for proofs

when gx = T'x and all spaces are non-singular. The proof below is very
similar.

Proof. By the above discussion, since gx is locally free, there exists a res-
olution F** of M*® € D~ (gx) such that the terms F" are flat as Ox-modules.
Since flatness is preserved under base change and f'(-) = Oy ®]Lc,1 (Ox) ()

(restricted to D™ (gz) C D~ (Og)) this gives:
f(g(M®) = Drozef 1(D<gz>>f (DZ%X® 1Dy 9 (M)
= Oy @10, 702 @g-1(05) g7 (F*
= Oy @110, f (02 @510 97 (F°
= Oy Q(gof)1(0x) (QOf) YF?)
= Dy—x @gop)-1(piax) (9° )7 ()
= (go f)(M*).

!
N

O

3.5. Direct images. In this section all spaces are non-singular, and all
morphism w Y — X of spaces are such that the functor m, on the category
of sheaves on'Y has finite cohomological dimension.

Let 7 : Y — X be a morphism of spaces and set gy = 71 (gx). We
will alway assume that gy is locally free. Following Kashiwara’s proce-
dure for Tx-modules we will define direct images of gy-modules, using the
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(gv, 7 !(gx))-bimodule Dy_,x. The direct image of a bounded complex of
right gy-modules N* is defined by

T4 (N) = Rmu(N® @5 gy Dy x)-
To define the direct image of a left module one first notices that by (B.2.3)
and (B2
Dxey =wy @0y T (wx') ®0y Dy—x-
is a (77 !(gx), gy )-bimodule. Then define 7 : D’(gy) — D’(gx) by
74 (M*) = Rr(Dx v @, M*) € D(gx)

when M* € D®(gx). Since gy is locally free and Y is non-singular it follows

that the functor DX<_y®,]5( ov) has finite homological dimension (see for

instance [K&I94]), so 7, (M*) does indeed belong to D?(gx). Note that by
the projection formula:

(3.5.1) T+ (M®) = wi! ®oy T (wy @0, M®).

We now discuss the basic functorial property of the direct image functor.
Consider a composition of morphims of spaces

vy Lz4 x
and put gz = gt (gx), and gy = f(gz). Then in general
(90 )«(Dxey @pgy) M) # 9+(Dx 2z @p(gy) [+(Dzey @p(gy) M)).

So the non-derived direct image does not compose well, but we will see that
the situation is more satisfying when working with derived categories.

Proposition 3.5.1. (gx and gz are locally free) As functors D°(gy) —
D’(gx) we have

(9o f+() =g+ f+().

The assumption that gx and gz are locally free are satisfied for instance
if gx is locally free and ¢ is submersive, or in the situation of Lemma P.4.§.

Proof. The proof is similar to [Bj093, Ch. II Th. 2.3.21].
a) We first prove

(3.5.2) Dy_x = Dy.z®p1p(ay) f (Dz-x)
Dy_.z ®§71('D(gz)) f_l(DZ—>X)

12

where the isomorphism holds in the category of (complexes of) (gy, (g o
) t(gx))-bimodules.

Begin with the first isomorphism. Note that the right side need not be a
gy-module when ¢, : f7(gz) — gy (B:4])) is not an isomorphism, but both
sides are f*(gz)-modules, so if we prove the isomorphisms in the category
of (f*(gz),(go f) ' (gx))-modules, then since the f¥(gz)-action in the left
side is determined by the gy-action (using the homomorphism cy,), we may
regard the isomorphisms in the category of (gy, (9o f)~*(gx))-modules. The
morphism

G:Dy_x = Dyoz Qp1(pigy) [ (Dz-x)
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defined by

k() ®gop-1(0) (90 )7 (P(x))
= k(y) @100, f T (12) @ p-1p(agy [ 1z Og-1(05) 9~ (P()))
where k(y) € Oy and P(x) € D(gx), obviously is an isomorphism in
the category of (Oy, (g o f) !(gx))-bimodules. It remains to see that it

is fT(gz)-linear (see (B4)). In the notation of (R.4.1)), letting r(y) =
(My) @10, FH(B(2) @g-1(04) 97 (8()),8-),9y) € fT(g2), we have

crg(r() = (M¥)d(Y) Ogop)-1(0x) (g0 )71 (6(2)),0y),

where ¢(y) is the image of ¢(z) € Oz in Oy. Therefore

G(r(y) - (k(y) ®gop-1(D(gx)) (9 ° F)T(P)))
= G(9y(k) ®(gop)-1(D(gx)) ®(go [) H(P(2))
+(WY) DY) ®(gop)-1(D(gx)) (90 ) (0(2) - P))
= 0y(k) ®-1(0,) [~ <1Z> Dp-1piag) f (12 ®g-1(0x) 97 (P()))
+E(Wh(Y)S(Y) @10, F T (12) @p-1D(ap) [~ (12 ®g-1(05) 9~ (6(2)P(x)))
(k) @100, F 1 (12) @ p-1(p(gp) f 1z @g-1(05) 9 (P(2)))
+h(h(Y) @10, [ (12) @ p-1(D(gp)) fH(B(2) ®g-1(05) 97 (8(x) P()))
W) - k(W) @10, F(12) @p-1Dian) [~ (12 ®g-1(0x) 9 (P(2)))
= r(y) - G(E(Y) @op)-1 (D)) (90 F)(P)).
This proves the first isomorphism in (B.5.2). To see the second isomorphism,
first note that the Oz-module D(gz) is locally free since gz is locally free
(Th.R.3.3), so flat gz-modules are flat as Oz-modules, and then since D(gx )
is also locally free it follows that Dz_,x = ¢g*(D(gx)) is flat as Oz-module.

This gives the following isomorphisms in D®(gy ), where F* is a flat resolu-
tion of the gz-module Dy _, x:

|
)

|
<

Dy—sz ®f-1p(gy) f ' (Pz5x) = Dyoz @pi(p(g,) [ (F*)

.
=~ Oy @10, [ H(F*)
& Oy ®p-10, [~ YDzx)

¥ Dyz Qf1(D(gy)) FHDz-x).

b) Let first N be a right gy-module. Applying the projection formula
and (B.5.9) one gets
gi(fj-(N)) = RQ*(Rf*(N ®%(gy) DY—>Z) @%(gz) DZ—>X)
= Rg.(Rfs(N ®%(gy) Dy _z ®JL071(D(9Z)) f_l(DZ—>X)))
= Rg.oRf.(N ®1L)(gy) Dy_x)

= R(go f)«(N ®pg,) Dy—x) = (g0 [)L(N),
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proving the composition formula in the proposition for right gy-modules.
Let now M be a left gy-module. By (B.5.1)

gr(f+(M)) = wy' ®oy ¢ (wz ®o, wy' ®o, fi(wy ®o, M))
w;(l ®oyx 94 (fi(wy ®oy M)))
= wy' ®oy (g0 f)}(wy ®o, M))
= (go f)+(M).
O

Let D Woy) C Db, (gy) be the subcategory of bounded complexes M*
whose homology H*(M?®), locally in X, is generated by an Oy-coherent
submodule. When X is a noetherian space, then Dgoh’l(g x) =D, (gx)-

Proposition 3.5.2. (gy and gx are locally free) Let w: Y — X be a proper
morphism of spaces. We then have

T (Dl 1(8v)) € Dloyi(ax)-
Proof. The proof in [Bjo93, Th. 2.8.1] works fine so we make only a few
points for comparison.
1) The theorem holds for right gy-modules of the form K ®p, D(gy) when
K € coh(Oy): If F'* — K is a flat resolution of K, then F** ®p, D(gy) is a
flat resolution of K ®o, D(gy), so

W:(K ®oy D(gy)) Rm, (K ®0, D(gy) ®’D( v) Dy _x)

(
R (F* @104 7 (D(gx)))
Rm.(F*) ®ox D(gx)
Rm.(K) ®@ox D(gx),

where the third line follows from the projection formula since D(gx) is
locally free over Ox. By properness, Grauert’s or Grothendieck’s theorem
implies that Rm.(K) € DP, (Ox), hence 7", (K ®0, D(gy)) € DT, coh (8x)
(complexes of right gx-modules).

2) Let M be a left gy-module and put [ = rkgy. Consider the induced
(gy, 9y ) -bimodule Mg = M ®0, D(gy) (the left action is (B.2.1]) and the
right action is multiplication in D(gy)). Put Q% (gy) = Homo, (\' gy, Oy);
since gy is locally free the de Rham complex 2° ( Ming) = Q(gy) ®0, M @0,
D(gy) (B.1.). Then Q3 (gy) is an acyclic left resolution of the right gy-
module Q(gx, M) = Ql(gy) ®oy, M (B.2.§). This is proven as follows:
First filter the complex Q°(Mijyq) by the subcomplexes F}, where Fli =
Q' (gy) ®0y M @0, D**(gy). Then the associated graded complex gr F'® =
M ®0p, K*, where K* is the Koszul complex of the symmetric algebra S(gy)
of the locally free Oy-module gy (K* = S(gy) ®o, A" gy), so it is acyclic
in degree < —1. But this implies that F'* is acyclic in degrees < —1, and
one sees that its homology in degree 0 is Q' (gx, M).

3) The module M = Uy>o M}, is filtered by Oy-coherent submodules Mj,
so that gy - My C My. Then for each integer k > 0 the de Rham complex

*(Minq) contains a subcomplex Sy (M) (the Spencer complex of the filtered
module M) where

Slic(M) = Qi(QY) ®0y Mi1i @0, D(gy).
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One proves that locally in Y when k£ >> 1 then Sp (M) is quasi-isomorphic
to Q°(Minq); but as 7 is proper this quasi-isomorphism holds locally in X
when k£ > 1, and since the assertion to be proven is local in X we may
assume that k is choosen so that, by 2),

Sp(M) = QN gy) ®o, M

in D? (gy).
4) If a right gy-module N has a bounded acyclic resolution

Fl s Pt 5 5 Y5 N

such that 7' (F") € D?,coh(gX)v then 77 (N) € D?,coh(gX)‘ This is proven
by a straighforward induction in [. From this it follows by 1) and 3) that
™ (Q(gy) ®oy M) € D!y, (8x). Then M := wy ®oy, U (gy) ™" ©@o, M is

T

a coherent left gy-module and (see (B.9))
(M) = wy ®oy T (wy oy M)
= wy' ®ox 14 (Q(ay) ®oy Mi) € Digy(8x)-
(]

Let M*[d] be the translation of a complex to the left d steps, and dy, x =
dim Y — dim X be the relative dimension of a morphism of pure dimensional
spaces m: Y — X.

Theorem 3.5.3. (gy and gx are locally free) Let m :' Y — X be a proper
morphism of non-singular spaces. Then

Rr.RHomg, (M®, 7' (N®)[dy x]) = RHomg, (14 (M*), N®)
when M® € Db (gy) and N* € D°_ (gx).

coh coh

This adjointness property is proven in a similar way as for D-modules
[BGKT87, VIII, Prop. 9.10], so we omit the quite long proof. Let us only re-
mark that it suffices to construct the trace morphism tr : 7,7 (M*[dy x]) —
M?® and for this it suffices to consider closed embeddings and projections
separately. To see this, factorize m = poi, where i : ¥ — Y x X is the
graph embedding and p : ¥ x X — X is the projection on X. Then if
tr; : ipi'(N®)[— dim X] — N*® and tr, : p,p'(M*®)[dim Y] — M* are defined
for any N* € Db, (gyxx), M* € Db, (gx), we first get tr; : ii'p'(M®) —
p'(M*), and applying p

; t
T (M®) = pyipi'p (M®) P, pip (M®) =5 M®,
where the equality is because 7' = i'p' and m, = pyi; (Props.
and B.5.]). Note that in the situation of Theorem below tr; is an
isomorphism.

Letting M*® € D%(gx) and Y C X be a closed algebraic (analytic) subset
one has a distinguished triangle in D*(Ox) (R.1.1))

(3.5.3) RT}y(M®*) — M* — M*(xS) — .

Since D(gx) is locally free over Ox, injective gx-modules are injective as
Ox-modules, so an injective resolution of M*® is acyclic for the functor
Ly|(-), hence (B53) is a distinguished triangle in D®(gx).
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Let now # : Y — X be a closed immersion of non-singular spaces
and D% (gx) C D'(gx) be the subcategory of complexes M*® such that
supp H*(M*) C i(Y'). Next result is basically due to Kashiwara.

Theorem 3.5.4. Let Y — X be a closed immersion of non-singular spaces
and gx a locally free and transitive Lie algebroid. Then we have a distin-
guished triangle

(3.5.4) o (M®)[dy,x] = M® — M®*(xY) —

The functor Ty defines an equivalence of categories D’(gy) — Dg’/(gx)
with quasi-inverse W!(-)[dy’ x|; w4 preserves coherence and the restriction
of m(-)[dy.x] to D% (gx) also preserves coherence.

Because of Theorems B.5.3 and one may find it convenient to include
the translation in the definition of the inverse image functor, redefining it
to M +— 7' (M*)[dy x].[]

Proof. When gx = Tx the proof can be found in [Bj693 or [BGK' 87
VI, Th. 7.13] so we only make a sketch to see how to get (B.5.4), following
the proof in [loc. cit.].

a) Put d = —dy,x and let {f1,..., fq} be a regular sequence locally
generating the ideal I of Y. Let 01,...04 be a dual basis of the k-vector
space >_._, k4df;. Locally we have Oy Qr-1(0x) 7 Y Oxdfy A+ Ndfy) =

O.))_/l ®7T71(OX) wx.
b) Using the Koszul complex based on the regular sequence {f1,... , fq}
to resolve the 7~ (Ox)-module Oy one gets, by a),

H(7' (M)[dy x]) = M" @0, wy' @r-104) 7 Hwx),

where M! ={m e M :I-m =0} C M.

c¢) There are isomorphisms of gy-modules

Dy_x =7"(D(gx)) = D(gx)/ID(gx) = D(gy) ® C[0h, ... , .

In particular Dy _ x is locally free over gy, and so 7 is exact.

d) Since 7, is exact, ¢) implies

m HO (' (M) [dy, x))

= m(n Hwx) ®r-1(0y) Dyox @0y Wy ®@p(gy) H(m' (M)[dy,x]))
D(gx)
ID(gx)

Then the mapping D(gx) x M’ — M, (P,m) — P- M induces a homomor-
phism of gx-modules

p: wy HO(' (M) [dy, x)) = Tyy(M).

= wy' ®oy ®r-1(0x) WY Bp(gy) (M @0y wy' @r-1104) T Hwx))).

Using the transitivity of gx one proves that u is an isomorphism in the same
way as [Prop. 7.10, loc. cit.].
e) By d) there exists an isomorphism of functors

Liyy(-) = 7 HO(M'(+)[dy,x])

"Which is the convention in [loc. cit.].
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on the category Mod(gx). Since D(gx) is locally free over Ox, injective gx-
modules are injective as O x-modules; hence, as 7, is exact, injective resolu-
tions are acyclic both for T'yy(-) and 7y H(7'(-)) = . (Homo, (Ox /1,-)).
Therefore p induces an isomorphism of functors

RTpy () 2 myr' () [dy,x]

on D%(gx). Hence the distinguished triangle (B-5.3) can be identified with
(B5.4). O

4. SMOOTH MODULES

4.1. Elementary properties. Let (Ox,gx,«) be a Lie algebroid on a
space X. We are interested in gx-modules which are locally of finite type
with respect to some distinguished sub-algebroid g’y of gx. One example to
keep in mind is gx(I) C gx for some ideal I of Ox (see P.2).

Definition 4.1.1. Let M € coh(gyx). Then M is smooth along g’y at a
point x € X if there exists a g/ -submodule M? C M, of finite type over
O, which generates the g,-module M,. Let 2 C X be an open subset. M
is point-wise smooth in € if it is smooth at all points x in €2, and globally
smooth along g’y in Q if Mg contains a coherent Og-submodule M which
generates the go-module Mg and satisfies gg, - M8 C M(Oz.

It often follows from the context which sub-algebroid g’y C gx is intended,
and we then abbreviate by simply saying that M is (point-wise) smooth.
We then also let cohs(gx) C coh(gx) denote the sub-category of smooth
modules.

Obviously, a globally smooth module is point-wise smooth. When X is a
quasi-compact variety, so X is a noetherian scheme, the converse also holds
(Prop. [i.1.7), so there is no distinction between globally smooth and point-
wise smooth modules, and we say only smooth. This is not true when X is
a quasi-compact complex manifold; see [L.4.

Notice that g/,M? C M? implies that M satisfies the following weaker
condition, which occasionally is useful.

Definition 4.1.2. Let § be a vector in gx(U), where U is an open subset
of X. We say that M is point-wise smooth along ¢ in g}, when for any point
x € U there exists an integer n(= n(z)) such that

0y M C DY (g) My,
where MY C M, is a submodule of finite type over O, such that D(g,)M? =
M,.

The first part of the following lemma implies that the above definitions
do not depend on the choice of generating Ox-module M" C M.

Lemma 4.1.3. Let (A, g,«) be a Lie algebroid over a k-algebra A, b C a C
g be sub-algebroids, and M € coh(g). Then:

(1) M is smooth along a if and only if every A-submodule of finite type
M C M generates an a-module which remains of finite type over A;
(2) If M is smooth along a, then M is smooth along b.

Proof. Trivial. O
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Proposition 4.1.4. Let
0O—-M — M — My —0

be a short exact sequence of coherent gx-modules. Then M € cohg(gx) if
and only if My, My € cohg(gx).

Proof. Tt is evident that M € cohy(gx) implies My, My € cohs(gx). To
prove the converse, let x be a point in X and M? be an O,-submodule of
M, of finite type, and put N = D(g,)M?. Since Ms € coh,(gy) the image
N C (M3), is of finite type over O, so N is of finite type if Ny := NN (M),
is of finite type. We have N3 C N; N is of finite type over g/ and D(g.,)
is noetherian; hence Ny is of finite type over g,. Since N3 C (M;), and
M; € cohs(gx) it follows that Nj is of finite type over O, (Lem. {.1.3). O

Proposition 4.1.5. Let g’y be a Lie sub-algebroid of gx and M € coh(gx).

(1) (X is a space) The subset Q = {x € X : M, is smooth} is open. If
M is smooth at a point z, then there exists a neighbourhood €} of x
such that M 1is globally smooth over §2.

(2) (X is a quasi-compact space) Let S C X be a divisor whose sheaf
of ideals is I, and assume that M(xS) € coh(Ox(xS)). Then there
exists an integer n such that M 1is point-wise smooth along I"gx .

By (1) it follows that if M € cohs(gx) and My C M is a coherent Ox-
submodule, then D(g'y )Mo € coh(Ox). It also implies that M is point-wise
smooth on a variety if it is smooth at all closed points.

Remark 4.1.6. We leave out the proofs of the following assertions: (i) Let
x € S and e(M, ) be the smallest integer n such that M, is smooth along
I"*1g,. Then for a short exact sequence of gx-modules

0—M — M — My —0
one has
e(M,x) = max{e(My,x),e(Ms,x)}.

(ii) Let k be a field of characteristic 0 and R a k-algebra which is a complete
discrete valuation ring with residue field k¥ = R/m, and K be the fraction
field of R. Let M be an [-dimensional K-vector space which is a module
over the Lie algebroid Tk := Dery(K); Tk contains the subalgebroids Tr =
Derg(R) and g := {0 € Tg : 9(m) C m}. N. Katz [Kat87 has defined
certain non-negative rational numbers i, Ag, ..., A; (the slopes of M) and an
irregularity index Irr(M) = > 7" | Ai; put Apez = max{Ai,...,\;}. Define
e(M) = e(M,0) as in (i) with g, = g. Then

e(M) = r\maz,

where r is the multiplicity of Apax. Hence Irr(M) = 0 if and only if e(M) =
0.

Proof. (1): Assume that M, is smooth and let M? = 22:1 O,m; be
an O,-module of finite type which generates the g,-module M,, satisfying
g’ - M2 C M?. The vectors m; are germs of sections m; which are defined in
some open set €2; set M8 =Y Oqm;, defining a coherent submodule of Mg,.
The Ox-module g’y is locally of finite type, so choose sections d1,...,d,
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defined in an open subset ' C Q, z € ¥, such that g, = > Oqg/d;. After
further shrinking €’ we can assume that §;m; C Mg,, for every i, j; hence
MJ, is a gp-module which is coherent over Oq and M2 = (MJ),), generates
the g,-module M,. Since M is coherent over gx there exists an open subset
Q1 C ., x € Qq, such that (Mg,)g1 = M})h generates the go,-module Mg,
and therefore Mg generates M, for all y € Q.

(2): By quasi-compactness the assertion follows from (1) if we show that
there exists an integer n such that M, is smooth along I”'g for a point z € X.
Let 7 : M, — M(xS), be the natural mapping and put M; = Ker(j),
My = Im(j). It suffices to prove that M; and My are smooth (Prop. [f.1.9).
Let my,... ,m, be generators of the g,-module M; and 41, - - - , s generators
of the O,-module g,. Now there exists an integer n such that I7}d;m; = 0,
for all 4, 5, which implies that M; is smooth along I7'g,.

Let instead the m; denote vectors that generate the O(xT"),-module M (xS5),,
such that My C Ms := > D(g,)m;; by Proposition it suffices to see
that Ms is smooth. But since M3 C M(xS),, and M (xS), is of finite
type over O(xT),, it is evident that there exists an integer m such that
Ioim; C > Oymy C Ms, for all 4,7, implying that Ms is smooth along
139, O

Proposition 4.1.7. (X is a quasi-compact variety) Let M be a coherent
gx-module. If M is point-wise smooth along a sub-algebroid g’y C gx, then
it is globally smooth along g’y

Proof. Since X is quasi-compact and M is coherent over gy it follows
from (1) in Proposition that there exist a finite number of open sets
Q; such that UQ; = X and coherent Og,-submodules Mgi C Mg, satisfying
gq, - MY, € M§ and D(gg ) - M3 = Mq,. By [BS5§, Prop. 2] there exist
coherent Ox-sub-modules M* C M such that MSZ)Z = Mgi. Now put M =
> D(g'y) - M. Since each Ox-module D(gly) - M* is coherent (Lem. [l.1.3)
and the sum is finite it follows that M C M is a globally defined coherent
Ox-submodule such that gy - MY C M% and D(gx) - M = M. O

Proposition 4.1.8. Let M € coh(gx). There exists a maximal Lie sub-
algebroid gf)\(/‘[ C gx such that M is smooth along gj)‘g.

Proof. Let g%’ C gx be the Lie subalgebroid that is generated by the sum
of all sub-algebroids of gx along which M is smooth; it is coherent since it
is locally generated by its sections and Ox is noetherian. By Theorem
M is smooth along g%. (]

Let M € coh(gx) and I be the coherent ideal whose zero locus is supp M.

Proposition 4.1.9. (X is a space)

Igx Cg¥ Cox(I) (see[L1.3)

Proof. Igx C g%: If © ¢ Z there is nothing to prove so let x € Z,
o€ l,, V=¢€ g, and m, € M,. One proves by induction that for
any positive integer n one can rewrite V" € D(I,g,) as

V" =6"¢" + an_1 V" 4+ +ayg, where a; € O,.
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Therefore, if ¢"m, = 0, then V" -m = (a,_1V" ! +--- 4+ ag)m, whence the
assertion.

g C gx(I): The assertion being local in X we can assume that all
sections below are globally defined.

If6 € g% it suffices to prove that there exists a Zariski open dense subset
Zy C Z such that §, € g,(I) when z € Zy, for then if ¢ € I, a(d)(¢) €

I(ZyU(X\ Z2)) = I(X) (Lem. p.11)).

Supposing that § ¢ g(I) we prove that there exists a Zariski open dense
subset Zy C Z such that ¢, ¢ gy when x € Zy: There exists a function
¢ € I such that a(d)(¢) ¢ I. Set Zyp = {x € Z : a(0)(¢)r ¢ my}; this is a
Zariski open dense subset of Z since a(8)(¢), ¢ I,. Let z € Zy and let MZ"
the ¢,-invariants of M,. Clearly MP* # 0 so we get a non-zero g;-module

M, = D(g,)M2=.

Let gl be the Lie algebroid that is generated by g’ and §,. By Proposi-
tion it suffices to prove that M; is not smooth along the sub-algebroid
gL C g.. As D(g,) is noetherian it follows that M; C M is of finite type,

hence there exists a sub-module Mlo C Mf ¢ of finite type over O, such that
D(g,)- MY = M. Clearly it suffices to prove that 67 - MY ¢ D"~ *(gl)- M7.
Since ¢,6 - MY = —a(0)(¢z) - MY # 0, (a(¢z) ¢ my), so § - MY ¢ MY, this
takes care of the n = 1 case. Assume that n > 2, and suppose the contrary
that

o" - My C D" (gy) - M.
Then
¢- 8" MY C ¢ D" Hg,) My € D"(g,) - My,
and
¢ 0" MY =[9,0"] - My =6 [6,8" ] MY — a(8)(¢) - 6" - MY;
hence
a(8)(¢) - "7 M7 C 8- [, 0" MY + D" (gy) - MY = D" 2(gy) - My

Since a(d)(¢) is invertible an induction gives a contradiction. [J

4.2. Smooth complexes. Throughout this subsection we let 7 : ¥ — X
be a morphism of non-singular spaces, and if g’y C gx is an inclusion of Lie
algebroids we let g} be the image of 77 (g'y) in gy := 7 (gx).

Let D?(gx) be the sub-category of bounded complexes M*® whose homol-
ogy H®(M?*) € cohg(gx).

Lemma 4.2.1. Let
M? — M®* — M3 —

be a distinguished triangle in D®(gx). If two vertices of this triangle belong
to D%(gx), then the third vertex also belongs to D%(gx).

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition {.1.4, using the long
exact sequence in homology. [J
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4.2.2. Inverse images. When M*® € DY (gx) then any submodule of finite

type of the homology module H®(x'(M®)) is coherent. Let us therefore agree

that a gy-module is smooth if all its coherent submodules are smooth.
The category cohg(g:), © € X, does in general not contain sufficiently

many projectives (or flats), so the next result is not quite immediate.

Proposition 4.2.3. (gx is locally free and transitive) If M® € D%(gx),
then the homology of 7T!(M') is smooth along g .

Proof. We will be brief since standard arguments for D-modules are used.
It suffices to prove the assertion for a generating class in D%(gx), so if M
is a smooth gy-module and we prove that the complex 7'(M) has smooth
homology we are done.

Factorize m as m = poi where i : Y — Z =Y x X is the graph morphism
and p: Z — X is the projection on the second factor. As gx is locally free
and p is a smooth morphism of non-singular spaces we have 7' (M) = i'p' (M)
(Prop. B.4.3) and ¢} = it (pT(g'y)) (Lem. R.4.9), so it suffices to prove the
assertion for ¢ and p separately.

p: Since p is flat and gx is locally free, p!(M ) is the single degree complex

Dy—x ®p-1(p(gx)) P (M) = Oy @105 0~ (M);

see the proof of Proposition B.4.3. This module clearly is smooth along
g, = p*(gy) (see (B4)).

i: Letting N € cohg(gz) we have to prove that i'(N) € D%(gy). First
note that gz = p!(g x) is locally free since p is submersive and gx is locally
free. Now the closed embedding i can be factorized into a sequence of closed
embeddings of the type m : Y — Z where codimz m(Y) = 1, and the pull-
back of a locally free transitive Lie algebroid on a non-singular space to a
non-singular subspace again is locally free and transitive (Lem. P.4.§), so by
Proposition we may assume that codimy i(Y') = 1. Let Iy be the ideal
of Y. Then since gz = p' (gx) is locally free and Y is non-singular one can
use the Koszul complex to compute i!(M ); see above Proposition B.4.3. The
only non-zero cohomology gy-modules are

M/IyM and MY,

That any coherent Oy-submodule of these modules generates a gj-module
(i+(¢9y) = ¢'x (Iy') /Iy g'y) which remains coherent over Oy follows immedi-
ately since any coherent Ox-submodule of M generates a g'y-module that
remains coherent over Ox. [

We will give a partial converse of Proposition f.2.d. Let y € Y and
x = 7(y) € X. A morphism of Lie algebroids 7’ : gy — gx is submersive
at y if the induced morphism gy — k, ®o, 7*(g)y is surjective; this is, by
Nakayama’s lemma, the same as to say that the morphism g, — 7*(g), is
surjective.

Proposition 4.2.4. (gx is locally free) Let M*® € D’ (gx). Assume that
7 is flat on supp M*® C X, and that for each point x € supp M*® there exists
a point y € 7~ 1(z) at which 7' : gy — gl is submersive. Then the following
are equivalent:
(1) M* € DY(gx);
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(2) ©(M*) € Di(gy).

Remark 4.2.5. When considering completely regular complexes one can im-

prove Proposition [.2.4, not demanding that m be flat (Prop. p.4.8).

Proof. (1) = (2): Apply Proposition 2.3 (2) = (1): It suffices to
prove this for a generating class of D’(gx), so letting M € coh(gy) satisfy
7' (M) € DY(gy), we need to prove that M € coh,(gx).

Let * € suppM and put A = O,. If MY C M, an A-submodule of
finite type, we have to check that D(g,)M? remains of finite type over A.
There exists a point y € Y such that © = 7(y) and the canonical mapping
g, — B ®a g, is surjective, where we have put B = O,. Then

(M), m(Dz) ®P(q,) Me

~ BeLM, (g¢ is free over Oy)
B®a M, (A — B is flat).

12

1

As the restriction ny — gl is surjective, so is its extension to a mapping
D(gy,) — B ®4 D(g,); hence, by flatness,
B ®a D(g,) My C D(g,)B®a M;.

By (2) the right side is of finite type over B, and since B is noetherian the
left side is also of finite type. Then by faithful flatness D(g’,) MY is of finite
type over A. [J

4.2.6. Direct images. Asin Proposition we consider the category Dgl (gvy)
of complexes M*® whose homology H®(M?®) € coh,(gy) locally in X is gen-
erated by an Oy-coherent submodule. When X is a quasi-compact variety
we have D% (gy) = D%(gy).

Put Ty,x = Ker(Ty — 7*(Tx)) and gy x = a‘l(Ty/X). For simplicity
we shall assume that by := Ker(gy — Ty') C g%
Theorem 4.2.7. (gx is locally free and transitive) Let gy C gy and gy C
gx be sub-algebroids and ay be the Lie algebroid that is generated by g} +
gy/x C gy. Assume that 7 is proper and that
(4.2.1) Im(7* (g’ ) = 7*(gx)) € Im(ay — 7*(gx))

(canonical mappings). Then w4 defines a functor
DY(gy) — Dl(gx).

The condition (}£.2.1)) means that, locally in Y and X, sections of g’y
should be liftable to sections of ay.

Proof. Letting M*® € D%(gy) we have to prove that
Rr.(Dxy ®pyg) M*) € D2(ax).

a) Let D% _y be the right Oy-module that is generated by the image of
71 (D"(gx)) in the (7 '(gx),gy)-bimodule Dx. y. As D% _ygy;x C
D%, by and by C gi, (£.2.1) implies

(4.2.2) W_l(gS()DSLQ—Y C Dy yay C DY, ygy-

41



b) It suffices to prove the assertion for a generating class for the considered
category, and since the assertion is local in X, it suffices to prove that
7. (M) € D%gx) when M € cohy(gy) is generated by a coherent Oy-
submodule MO,

The morphism 7 can be factorized # = poi wherep: Z =Y x X - X
is the projection on the second factor and i : Y — Z is the graph mor-
phism, which is a closed embedding. We contend that it suffices to prove
the theorem for ¢ and p separately. Since 7' = i'p' (Prop. B-4.3) we then
have to check that the conditions in the theorem are satisfied for ¢ and

p: Put g = pt(gy) = p(g) and gz = p*(gx) = p*(gx). Since p
is a projection, by Lemma R.4.§ 7 (gy) = it(d7%), g9v = i*(g9z), and
gy/x = Oy/z +i1(gz/x). Let az be the Lie algebroid that is generated
by ¢, + 9z7/x and a%, the Lie algebroid that is generated by Wf(glz) +9y/z:
now since gz/x C g7 and gy;; C 77 (g') we actually have az = g/, and

al, = 7 (gy) C ay. It should then be clear that ([L2.1]) implies

Im(i*(g%) — i*(92)) = Im(ay — i*(gz)) C Im(ay — i*(g2))

and

Im(p*(g’x) = p*(9x)) = Im(az — p*(gx)).
so (E2.)), and hence (.2.3) holds for i and p separately. Moreover, by
Lemma P.4.§ the pull-back of a locally free and transitive Lie algebroid
again is locally free and transitive. In the complex analytic case we also
remark that if M is generated by a coherent Oy-module, then H® (i (M?*))
is generated by a coherent Oz-module, i.e. i (D%(gy)) C D%(gz). This
proves that the conditions are satisfied for ¢ and p separately.

i (D%gy)) C Db(gz): First, since gz is locally free and transitive one
can prove as in [BGK 87, VI, 7.8], see also ¢) in the proof of Theorem B.5.4,
that the right D(gy)-module Dy, y is locally free. Therefore, since i, is
exact one has

Z.;,.(M) =i.(Dzey OD(gy) M).
For a coherent Oy-submodule M° C M we let
i(Dyey - M°) Cin(Dzey Qp(gy) M)
be the image of the canonical morphism i, (Dyz.y®p, M°) — i (Dzey®p(gy)
M); this is a coherent Oz-module. If N C i, (Dzy ®p(gy) M ) is a coherent
Oz-submodule there exists such a coherent submodule M and an integer
n such that
N Cin(Dhey - MO).
Therefore by (£:2.9)
D(g)N C D(g7)ix(Dhey - M°) C (DY y - D(gy)M°).

Since D(gy)M? € coh(Oy) and D%, , is coherent both as right Oy-module
and left Oz-module the right side is coherent; the left side is locally gener-
ated by its sections and Oy is noetherian, hence D(g’,)N € coh(Oz).
It remains to prove: If M € D% (gz) and the restriction of p: Z — X to
supp M is proper, then p, (M) € D(gx): Here gz = p*(gx)®q*(Tz), where
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q is the projection on Y, so p*(gx) is a Lie algebroid on Z in a natural way.
The Oz-module p*(D(gx)) is a right p~!(gx)-module and left gy-module,
but since the action of p~!(gy) commutes with that of ¢~ *(Oy) it follows
that p*(D(gx)) is a right module over the Lie algebroid p*(gx). Changing
right to left we have a (p*(gx), gz)-bimodule

Dx.z = wz ®o, p'(wx') ®o, p*(Dx)
which is coherent over p*(gx); hence, since M € coh(gz), one has

Dx(z ®D(gz) M € Dcoh(p (gX))
Now Q% ®o, D(gz) = (%) ®o, D(gz), where Q. is the de Rham
complex on Y, is a left resolution of the bimodule Dx. » which is free as
right gz-module (see [BGKT87, VI, 5.3]), so

Dxez @pgy) M = Uyyx ®0; M.

Then (§.2.9) implies that Dx. z ®1L)(gz) M € D%p*(gx)) where the index

s denotes smoothness along p*(gy) C p*(gx). Since D’(p*(gx)) is gen-
erated by its homology objects it now suffices to prove the following: If
N € cohg(p*(gx)), then

Rp.(N) € D (gx).

As the restriction of p to supp M is proper the proof in Proposition
implies that each homology module R'p,(N) € coh(gx). Now the problem
is local on X so it remains to see that if L; C Rip.(IN) is an Ox-coherent
submodule then D(g’y)L; € coh(Ox). To see this first note that N contains
a p*(g'y) module N; which is coherent over O, and such that

L; C K; := Im{R'p.(N;) = R'p.(N)}.

Then since K; € coh(Ox) is a g'y-module the assertion follows. O

Remark 4.2.8. Is Theorem true for all locally free Lie algebroids? The
problem occurs when 7 : Y — X is a closed embedding and Dx . y is not
free as gy-module. We need a resolution F* — Dy, y of the (7~ (gx), gy )-
bimodule Dy, y such that each term F*is a (7~!(gx), gy )-bimodule which
is flat as gy-module and provided with a filtration by 7—!(Ox)-coherent
submodules F! such that U,>oF. = F' and 7~ (g'y)F C Fig).

4.3. Completion. Let (A, m, k) be a noetherian local k-algebra and g’ C g
Lie algebroids over A. Let M be the m-adic completion of an A-module M.
The Artin-Rees lemma implies that if M is of finite type, then M=A@sM
and M C M, in particular i = A®,¢, § = A®49. Since A C A
and derivations of A are continuous in the m-adic topology we have that
Derj,(A) C Derj(A). More generally, if M is a g-module of finite type, its
defining homomorphism p : g — ¢(M) lifts to homomorphisms p : § — C(M )
and j: § — A®4c¢(M). Note that if M is not of finite type over A, then the
natural injective mapping A® M — M is not surjective, so the g-module of
finite type M := A ®4 M is not m-adically complete, and M is not of finite
type over . For instance, D(§) = A ® 4 D(g) 2 D(g). Still, the following
result is very useful for checking if M is smooth because of the big supply
of invariants in M (for an application, see [Kal9§, Sec. 4]).
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Proposition 4.3.1. The following are equivalent:

(1) M is smooth along g'.
(2) M is smooth along §'.

Proof. This is similar to the proof of Proposmon - If MO is a g-
module of finite type over A, then MY~ Ay, M0 1S a g = A®, g -module
of finite type over A. It is also clear that D(g) - M? = A®4 M = M. This
proves that (1) implies (2).

Assume (2). Let M° be an A-submodule of finite type that generates M
over g, and set M7 = D(g )M0 We have M° = A® 4 M°, and since D(§') =
A®,D(g) it follows that M; = A @4 M! = A@AD(Q)MO = D(g')MP.
(2) and Lemma  implies that M; is of finite type over A. Hence there
exists a SllI‘JGCthIl f ®"A — A @ M, for some integer n where f = id®f

for some homomorphism f : " A — M;. Now since the functor Ay - is
faithfully flat it follows that f is surjective. This implies (1). O

Remark 4.3.2. Analogous results hold for holomorphic localisation. Let O,
be the local ring at a closed point x of a complex variety and Of" be the
stalk of holomorphic functions at z. Then O, — 02" is a faithfully flat ring
extension, so M, is smooth if and only if M{" = O" ®p, M, is smooth
along O ®@0o, @

4.4. GAGA. Let X be a projective complex variety, X} the associated
compact complex analytic space, and

T (OXhaXh) — (Ox,X)
the canonical continuous homomorphism of ringed spaces. If gx, € Liex,
we let cohl(g x,) C coh(gx, ) be the sub-category of coherent gx,-modules
M" which contain a coherent Oy, -module M} such that D(gx, )- Ml = M"
(M} is a lattice in M"). The following implication from GAGA [Ser5q] is
well-known in the case of Tx-modules.

Theorem 4.4.1. (X is a projective complex variety) The functor
7 : Mod(Ox) = Mod(Ox, ), M — Ox, @ -1(05) 7 (M)
induces equivalences of categories
Liex = Liex,, and
coh(gx) = coh!(m*(gx)).

Proof. ©* : Liex — Liey, is fully faithful: Let gl, g% € Liex. Then
clearly 7* (gL ), 7*(g%) € Liey, and if ¢ : g} — g% is a homomorphism the
mapping 7*(¢) : 7* (g} ) — 7*(g%) is a homomorphism of Lie algebroids on
X}3. We have a canonical mapping

Homuiey (9, 8%) —— Homuie,, (" (gk), 7" (8%))

C Homoy, (m*(gk), 7*(g%)) = Homoy (g, 0%)-

Here GAGA implies the last isomorphism and that 7* is injective. Then if
¢p = id®¢ : 7 (gk) — 7*(g%) is a Lie homomorphism it is obvious that
¢ : gk — g?X also is a Lie homomorphism, so 7* is surjective.
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7" : Liex — Liex, is essentially surjective: By GAGA if gx, € Liex, C
coh(Ox, ) then there exists a unique Ox-module gx such that gy, = 7*(gx)
and 77 1(gx) C gx,. We need to prove that [~ !(gx),7 *(gx)] € 7 (gx).
The mapping adj, : gx, — ¢x, (9x,) is a 1st order differential operator on
the Ox, -module gx, with values in cx, (gx, ), hence it can be identified with
an Oy, -linear homomorphism ad, : P)l<h (gx,) = ¢x, (9x,) (Sec. p.2), hence

by GAGA: P} (gx,) = P, (7*(gx)) = 7*(Pk(gx)), and

ex, (8x,) C Homoy, (Px, (" (ax)), 7" (9x)) = 7" (Homo, (P (gx), 8x)),

implying that cx, (g9x,) = 7" (cx(gx)); and adj is induced by a unique
homomorphism ad : Py (gx) — cx(gx); therefore [~ 1(gx), 7 (gx)] =
71 (ad) (7 (gx)) (7 (9x)) © 7 ().

7* : coh(gx) — coh!(n*(gx)) is an equivalence of categories: Let M",
N" € cohl(gx,), ¢" € Homgjey, (M, N), and My C M", N C N" be

coherent Ox, -submodules such that
Dy, - My = M", and Dx, - N} = N".

Since X}, is compact there exists an integer [ so that qSh(M(?) C DthNél;
let ng denote the restriction of ¢" to M(?. By GAGA there exist unique
Ox-modules M, N(l] and a homomorphism of Ox-modules ¢g : My — N(l)
such that ¢" = 7*(¢g) : M = 7*(My) — Dx, - N} = 7*(N}). Since
Dx, = Dx,(7*(gx)) = 7*(Dx) it follows that there exist coherent gx-
modules M, N such that My C M, Ny C N, 7*(M) = M", 7*(N) = N",
and a homomorphism ¢ : M — N, extending ¢g and satisfying 7*(¢) = ¢";
since by GAGA 7*(¢) = 0 implies ¢y = 0, this proves that 7* is essentially
surjective and fully faithful. OJ

Let us express the parallel for Lie algebroids the fact that on a projective
complex variety HY(X, 0% ) = H*(Xp, 0%, ) because Picx = Picx,:

Corollary 4.4.2. Let X be a projective complex variety. Then there is an
isomorphism of complex vector spaces

— ~ ,cl
s HA(X, Q%) = HY (X, Q).

The proof is immediate from Theorem [.4.1]; see also R.J.

Letting X}, be the holomorphic localisation of a projective algebraic man-
ifold X we now say a few words about non-algebraic gx,-modules. Let
S C Xj be a hyper-surface, put X? = X \ S, and let M be a coherent
gx,-module such that M X9 € coh! (g Xg). It is in general a difficult problem

to see when M € coh!(gy, ), but we note the following rather trivial fact:

Lemma 4.4.3. Let S C X be a discrete subset, X}? = X\ S, M €
coh(gx, ), and My € coh(OX}g). Then M € coh!(gx, ).

Proof. Let x € S. Since M € coh(gx,) and S is discrete there exists

a neighbourhood Q of x such that 2 NS = {z} and an Og-coherent sub-

module M} C Mg, generating Mg over D(ga). As Mgnxo € coh(Oxong)

and the ring D(gq) is noetherian R.3.2, there exists an integer k such that

(Dk(gxh)QMl)Qng = Mgnxo. Now define an Oy, -coherent extension of
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MX(;)L over ) by Mg = Dkalz. Doing this for each point in S we get a
coherent Oy, -submodule M° C M such that D(gx, )M° = M. O

Assume that M = M (xS) and that M is coherent over Ox, (*S). A nice
example by Deligne in || 0] shows that M need not contain a coherent
Ox,-module MY, generating M over Oy, (xS); in particular one must expect
coh(gx,) € coh!(gx,). On the other hand, B. Malgrange [loc. cit.] proves

coh(Ox, (S)) Ncoh(Tx, ) C coh!(Tx,),

generalizing Deligne’s result coh(Ox, (xS))Ncohlf (T, ) € cohl, (T, ), where
cohlf (T, ) is the category of torsion free coherent Ty, -modules with (curve)
regular singularities (Def. B.3.3). Therefore, if gy, is transitive, by Theo-
rem we have

coh(Ox, (*S5)) Ncoh(gx,) C coh(gx) (algebraic modules).

The coherent Ox-submodule M? C M € coh(Ox,, (xS))Ncoh(TY;, ) is defined
by Deligne and Malgrange using a certain spectral conditions for the action
of t0, where t = 0 is a local equation at a non-singular point of .S, giving
‘normal Jordan generators’ for M as in [Lev75]. One may speculate whether
it is possible apply this idea to modules M over a non-transitive Lie algebroid
gx,, defining M° C M € coh(Ox, (xS)) N coh(gx) by a spectral condition
for the action of some distinguished sub-algebroid in gy, .

5. PROLONGING OVER codim > 2

5.1. Coherent extensions. When S C X is a closed subset in a (complex
analytic) space we say that codimyx S > 2 if every point in S is contained
in a subspace S’, and there exists an open set Q such that SNQ C S 'NQ
and codimg S’ > 2.

Consider the normalization morphism of a reduced space or a general
reduced scheme X,

f: X = X.

So X' is the disjoint union of the normalization of all the irreducible compo-
nents of X. This is a finite morphism when X is a space. Also, f is almost
always finite when X is a locally noetherian scheme; for instance, it suffices
that O, is a G-ring at each point z € X.

Lemma 5.1.1. (X is either a reduced complex analytic space or a locally
noetherian reduced scheme such that the normalization morphism f is finite)
Let S C X be a closed subset such that codimx S > 2. Put Q=X \ S and
let 7 : Q — X be the inclusion. Then:

(1) 7«(Oq) € coh(Ox); when X is normal, then the canonical mapping
Ox — j«(Oq) is an isomorphism;

(2) (X is a reduced noetherian scheme) Let Nq be a coherent torsion free
Oq-module (see Section for the definition of torsion freeness).
Then j«(Nq) is coherent;

(3) (X is a reduced complex analytic space) Assume that Nx is an Ox-
module which is locally generated by its sections and that Nq is a
coherent torsion free Og-module. Then j.(Nq) is coherent.
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Here (2) is essentially covered by a result of Grothendieck [Gro63, Exp.
VIII, p. 6, Prop. 2.3], and (3) is a very special case of a result due to Serre
[Ser64], but we provide simple direct proofs. When X is non-reduced j,(Oq)
need not be coherent.

Proof. (1): The second part is in the complex analytic case Riemann’s
“Hebbarkeitssatz”, see [Sch64]]; in the algebraic case we recall the proof:
One can assume that X is affine; then codimx (X \ ) > 2 implies that
Ox(2) € O, when ht(x) = 1; by normality Ox(X) = Npg(z)=104; hence
Ox(22) C Ox(X).

For the first part, consider the Cartesian square

o ' X

gl lf

Q0 2o X

One checks that Ox C f«(OY) since X is reduced (the normalization is
the union of all irreducible components of X, and these are integral). Then
since formation of direct image is local on the base, so j* f, = g«i*; hence,
using i,i*(Ox/) = Ox,

J*(OQ) = ]*]*(OX) — j*j*f*(OX’) = j*g*i*(oX’) = f*i*i*(OX’) = f*(OX’)'
As f is finite, f.(Ox/) € coh(Ox); from j.(Oq) = j.j*(Ox) it follows that
J«(Ogq) is locally generated by its sections; hence since Ox is noetherian
(B3, j.(Oa) € coh(Ox).

(2): Put Ny = Homo,(N,Oq). Since X is noetherian, by Gabriel’s
theorem there exist N, Ny € coh(Ox) such that j*(N.) = Nq,j*(NyY) =
N [BS58, Prop 2.]. As Ngq is coherent and torsion free there exists a non-
empty open subset 1 C ), with dense intersection with each irreducible
component of X, such that Nq, is locally free; therefore, if K is the kernel
of the canonical morphism Ng — NV, then dimsupp K < dim ), but N
is torsion free so K = 0. Hence, j, being left exact, the canonical mapping

is injective. Since Ng has some coherent extension N, to X, so j.(Ngq) =
JxJ*(Ne), implying that j.(Ngq) is locally generated by its sections. There-
fore, Ox being noetherian, j.(Ng) € coh(Ox) will follow if j.(NgY) €
coh(Ox). By adjunction

G« (NYY) = juHomeg, (55 (Ny), Oq) = Homoy (NY, j+(0q));

hence j,(NYV) € coh(Ox) by (1).
(3): By assumption there exist N, = N, Ny, = NV € coh(Oyx) such that
J*(Ne) = Ng and j*(NY) = Ng. Then proceed as in (2). O

Remarks 5.1.2. (1) Serre has proven a stronger result than (3) above; see
[Ber6d, Th.1]. Namely, the following statements are equivalent on
a normal complex analytic space X for a coherent and torsion free
Ogq-module Mg: (i) for each point s € S there exists an open set
U C X, z € U, such that Mqny is generated by its sections; (ii)
J«(Mgq) € coh(Ox).
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Some other facts pertaining to the complex analytic case are exhib-
ited in loc. cit.: (i) Let X = C? and S = {0}. There exist invertible
sheaves on X \ S that are not extendible by a coherent sheaf on X.
(ii) Let X = C", n >3, 5 = {0}, and let i : X \ S — X be the
inclusion. If M is a reflexive O x\g-module, then if i, (M) is coherent
it is also reflexive, but it need not be locally free when M is locally
free.

(2) Assume that j : Q@ — X is an open inclusion of complex manifolds,
and put S = X'\ Q, where codimx S > 2. Deligne proves the following
result for the Lie algebroid T [Del7(, Cor. 5.8]: If a To-module Mg
is coherent over Ogq, then j,(Mgq) is coherent over Ox. The proof is
based on Hironaka’s resolution of singularities and Grauert’s finite-
ness theorem. Comparing to Serre’s results we get: if U C X is a
sufficiently small open neighbourhood of a point in .S, then M ns)
is generated by its global sections. Deligne’s result cannot be gener-
alised to general Picard Lie algebroids, which can be seen by taking
an invertible sheaf Mg = Ag on Q = C2\ {0} that is not extendible
to coherent Ocz2-module and put go = c¢(Aq).

(3) (1) in Lemma implies that the canonical mapping Tx (X) —
Tx (€2) is a bijection when X is normal: if § € Tx(2) and f € Ox(X),
then 0(f) € Ox(2) = Ox(X). In particular, j.(Tq) = Tx.

The generalization to torsion modules is quite hard and we need some
preparation.
We let prof M, be the depth of an O,-module M, of finite type.

Theorem 5.1.3. (X is a scheme which is locally a closed sub-scheme of a
non-singular scheme, or a complex analytic space) Let Y C X be a closed
subset and j : U — X be the open immersion of U := X \Y. Let M €
coh(Ox). When X is a scheme assume:

(1) prof M, > s —1 for all x € U such that codimy ({z}~ NY) =1.
When X is a complex analytic space assume:

(1’) Each point y € Y has an open neighbourhood U, C X such that
prof M, > s+ dim, Y when x € U,.

Then RPj,.j* (M) € coh(Ox) when p < s — 2.

Theorem was proven for schemes by Grothendieck [Gro63, Exp.
VIII, p. 13, Th.3.1] and when X is a complex analytic space it is due to
Siu and Trautmann [Siu7(],[[Ira69]. We include a proof below when X is a
scheme which is a little more direct than Grothendieck’s proof.

Let p.d. N be the projective dimension of a module N over a regular ring
R; let d(R) be the Krull dimension of R so prof R = d(R). We recall the
Auslander-Buschsbaum relation [Mat8, Th. 19.1]:

(5.1.1) p.d. N + prof N = d(R).

That (1') = (1) can be seen using the next lemma, but we will not need
this fact; the opposite implication is false.

Lemma 5.1.4. Let A be a local ring which is a quotient of a regular ring,
let P C A be a prime ideal, and let ¢ be an integer. Let N be an A-module
of finite type. Then if prof N > g + coht P it follows that prof Np > q.
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Here coht P = d(A/P) is the coheight of a prime ideal. A stronger result
is true without assuming that A is a quotient of a regular ring, namely that
prof N < prof Np + coht P [BS9§, Lem. 9.3.2].

Proof. We consider M as a module over a regular ring R and P as prime
ideal in R. Then p.d. M < d(R) — (¢ + coht P) = d(Rp) — ¢q. Therefore
p.d. Mp = sup{i : Ewt%P(Mp,Rp) # 0} <p.d.M < d(Rp) — q. Hence by
(B-13) prof M, >¢. O

The following fact will be needed:

Lemma 5.1.5 ([Gro69, Exp. IIL, p. 10, Prop. 3.3]). Let X be a locally noe-
therian scheme. The following are equivalent:

(1) Hy(M) =0, when i <n—1;

(2) prof M, >n for all z € Z.

We begin the proof of Theorem [.1.3, following Grothendieck, by showing
that one may assume that X is non-singular: The assertion of the theorem is
of local nature, so we can assume that X can be embedded in a non-singular
scheme. Let i : X — X5 be a closed immersion where X,,; is a regular
scheme and put V4 = i(V),Y; =i(Y), U1 = X5\ Y1, so codimy; Y7 > 2. Let
J1: U1 = Xps \ Y1 — X, be the open inclusion and iy : U — Uy = i(j(U))
be the restriction of i to U C X. Then j; oi; = i 0 j, so there exists an
isomorphism of functors on D(Ox), i+ Rj. = Rji,i14, since i, and i1, are
exact. In particular, using the fact that the direct image is local on the base,
SO i14J" = Jiix, We get

BB (M) = Rjring* (M) = R jilie(M)
for each integer s. Here i,(M) is a module such that prof ji(i.(M)), >
s + dim, Y7. So if one proves the theorem when X is non-singular then
ix(R'j.5*(M)) € coh(Oy,.) when [ < s — 2; hence, since i, is fully faithful,
RY,5*(M) = i*i,(RYj,5*(M)) € coh(Ox).

Until the end of the proof we will now asume that X is a non-singular
scheme.

Lemma 5.1.6. Let N € coh(Ox), S =suppN, and Z = SNUNY. Let
r € Z>o and assume that d(Oy) > r when y € Z. Then

Homo, (N, R°j,.j*(Ox)) € coh(Ox)
when s < r — 2.
Proof. The long exact sequence in homology of the distinguished triangle
RTy(Ox) = Ox — Rj,j*(Ox) —
shows that we may instead prove
Homoy (N, Hi 1 (Ox)) € coh(Ox)

when s < r — 2.
Put N° =T'y(N) and N' = N/NV. Applying the contravariant left exact
functor

T:N+— Homo, (N, Hf/H(OX))
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to the short exact sequence
0N’ NN =0

results in a short exact sequence

0— T(N') = T(N) = T(N) =0
where T(N) := Im(T(N) — T(N?)) c T(N?) is locally generated by its
sections. Since supp N? C Y, clearly T(N?) € coh(Ox); therefore T(N) €
coh(Ox) because Oy is noetherian. Now it will follow that T'(N) € coh(Ox)
if T(N') = 0. First we have

T(N') = Homo, (N', Hi™ (Ox)) = Homo, (N', T 7(H{ (Ox))).

Second, since RI'z(Ox) = RI'zRT'y(Ox) there exists a spectral sequence
HY(HL(Ox)) = HY™(Ox); in particular T'z(H{t(Ox)) is a subquo-
tient of Hj ™ (Ox); since prof O, = d(0,) > r when y € Z it follows
that Hyt (Ox) = 0, and hence Tz(H{ ' (Ox)) = 0, when s +1 < r — 1
(Lem. p.1.§). Therefore T(N') =0 when s <7 —2. O

Proof of Theorem when X is non-singular. Since M is coherent and
X is non-singular there exists a biduality isomorphism

M = RHomo, (RHomo, (M,Ox),Ox).
Then adjunction gives
Rj.j*(M) = Rj.j*RHomo,(RHomo,(M,Ox),0x)
= Rj.RHomo, (j*RHomo,(M,Ox),Oy)
= RHomo,(RHomo, (M,Ox), Rj«(Ov)).
giving a spectral sequence
Homop, (Ext%X(M, Ox), R1?j,j*(Ox)) = RPj.j*(M).

It now suffices to prove that the left side is coherent when p < s — 2.

Put S? = supp Eat, (M,Ox) and Z9 = (S1NU)NY.

b) d(Oy) > q¢ + s when y € Z%: For any y € Y there exists x € S\ Y
such that y € {z}~ NY and d(O,) = d(O;) + 1. Then prof M, > s — 1 by
(1), so by (B.11)

d(0y) =d(Oz)+1=p.d. My +prof My +1>¢g+s—1+1=s+q,

where the inequality is because xz € S9.
¢) By b), prof O, = d(0,) > q+ s when y € Z?. Hence by Lemma [.1.6,
with N := Eat, (M,Ox),

HomoX(E:Et%X(M, Ox), RT4,5*(0x)) € coh(Ox)
when ¢ +p<qg+s—2,ie. whenp<s—2.0

Let M € coh(Ox) and put V = supp M, k = dimV. We say that M is
(k-) pure if every coherent Ox-submodule N C M satisfies dimsupp N = k.
When M is not pure we will consider its filtration by supports (= the Krull
filtration), which we recall. Let S(M) be the maximal coherent submodule
N C M such that dimsupp N < dimsupp M. Then setting My = M and
inductively M;1 = S(M;) one has a decreasing filtration of length < dim X

0=M,CM,.1C---CMy=M
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where successive quotients L; = M;/M; 1 are pure.

Corollary 5.1.7. (X is of the same type as in Theorem Let M be
a pure coherent Ox-module with support V. C X. Let Y C V be a closed
subset such that codimy Y > 2 and let j : U — X be the associated open
immersion where U = X \'Y. Then j.j*(M) € coh(Ox).

Proof. When X is a scheme one may consider M as a module on V over
the ring Oy := Ox/ Ann(M), so one may assume that V' = X. Then since
M is pure with support X we have prof M, > 1 when codimy ({z}~ NY),
satisfying (1) in Theorem p.1.3, so we may take s = 2.

To prove the assertion in the complex analytic case we employ (1’), which
turns out a bit more complicated in spite of (1') = (1)! Put d = dim V' and
let

S ={z eprof M, <d(M;)} CV

be the locus of points where M is not Cohen-Macaulay. We assert that this is
a closed (analytic) subset such that codimy S > 2. Assuming this for a while
we put Y7 = SUY, so codimy Y; > 2 and My, is Cohen-Macaulay, where
Up := X \ V1. Letting j; : Uy — X be the open immersion Theorem
implies that (j1)«(j1)*(M) € coh(Ox); since j.j*(M) C (j1)«(j1)* (M) is a
submodule which is locally generated by its sections and Ox is noetherian,
it follows that j,j*(M) € coh(Ox).

It remains to prove codimy S > 2. Replacing the structure sheaf on
V = supp M we may assume that X =V and n = d, and since the assertion
is local in X we may assume that X C X,s where X, is either a complex
manifold or a non-singular scheme; we thus consider M as an Oy, ,-module
with support on X. Let m > 1 be an integer and put

D,, := {ze€ X :prof M, <d(M,)—m}
= {zeX:p.d M, >d0,) —d(M,)+m}
= {rzeX:p.dM,>n—d+m}
where the second line follows from (B.1.1). Hence
D,, = U supp Bty (M, Ox,, ).
r>n—d+m

Since M € coh(Ox,s) this shows that S = D; is closed in X (see also
[Mat8@, exercise 24.2]), and a complex analytic subspace when X is a com-
plex analytic space. Now codimy,, Ext, (M,0x,,) > r >n—d+1,

ns

so codimy S > 2 will follow if the O;-module Emt%;dH(M, O0x,.)s =
Ewt’é;dH(Mx,Ox) has dimension < d — 2 (M is coherent). Put A = O,,
N = M,, and let p C A be a prime ideal of height n — d + 1. Then since
N is a pure A-module of finite type, prof N > 1 and E:Etz_d+1(N, A), =
Ea;tff‘;d“(Np,Ap); hence by (b.1.1), p.d. Ny, <n—d+1—1=n—d, and
therefore Ext’ “t1(N, A), = 0; whence
dim Extly 1M, Ox,,)y < d — 2.
U
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Remark 5.1.8. Note that in our definition a variety is always locally a closed
subscheme of a non-singular scheme, so Theorem and Corollary
are applicable to spaces.

5.2. Prolongation of smoothness. Let 7 : Y — X be a proper homo-
morphism of spaces, S a closed subset of X, and put X; = X \ S. The
mapping j : X1 — X is the canonical inclusion and m; : Y7 — X; the
corresponding base change of . So the projection on the other coordinate
i:Y] — Y is an open inclusion and we have a Cartesian diagram:

Y, —— v

(5.2.1) ml lw

X, — X
If gy € Liey we put gy, = i"(gy) (see R.4.§). For a a sub-space V C X

the V-component of a coherent gx-module M is the maximal coherent
sub-module of M whose support is contained in V.

Theorem 5.2.1. Let g5 C gy be a sub-algebroid and M a coherent gy -
module containing, locally in X, a coherent Oy -submodule M° C M such
that M = D(gy)MP; this always holds in the algebraic case. Put V =
suppM and let V = UfVi be an irreducible decomposition of V. Assume
that V; NV, Na=1(S) = 0 when i # j, and if Vi N7~ Y(S) # 0, then the
Vi-component of M is pure and dim7(V;) > dim S + 2. Assume also:
(1) The canonical homomorphism m*m, (M), — M, is surjective when
y € m1(S);
(2) The canonical homomorphism 7 m.(gy ), — @y is surjective when y €
7 1(S).
Then if i*(M) is point-wise smooth along ggfl it follows that M is point-
wise smooth along g5 .

We shall consider non-relative versions of Theorem [.2.1]. First the case
when M is torsion free is singled out, which may be of special interest, and
we then need only the more elementary Lemma [.1.1]

Corollary 5.2.2. Let g'y be a sub-algebroid of a Lie algebroid (X, Ox, gx)
and M a torsion free gx-module.

(1) (X is a variety) The following are equivalent:
(a) M is smooth at all points.
(b) M is smooth at all points of height 1.
(2) (X is a complex analytic space) The following are equivalent:
(a) M is smooth at all points.
(b) There exists an open set Q@ C X with codimx (X \ Q) > 2 such
that M is smooth at all points p € Q.

Proof. We need to prove (b) = (a), and this follows from Theorem
by letting 7 : X — X be the identity mapping. Here follows a direct proof:
Let p be a point in X. Then there exists an affine (Stein) neighbourhood € of
p and a coherent Og-submodule M3 C Mg such that D(ga) M3 = Mq. Put
MY, := D(gp)M3. As Q is affine (Stein) and D(gy,) is a union of coherent
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Og-modules, it follows that D(gf,) generated by its sections (Cartan A in
the analytic case) and since My, is generated by its sections over D(gg,) it
is also generated by its sections over Og. Now, since the strong support of
the gg-module My, is closed (Prop. [L.1.5), (b) implies both in the algebraic
and the analytic case that there exists an algebraic (analytic) subset Z C Q,
codimq Z > 2, such that Mfz\z € coh(Oq\ 7). Letting j : 2\ Z — Q be the
inclusion mapping we have a canonical mapping

M;/; — j*(Msll\Z)p

which is injective because My, is pure and supp M{, = Q. Then Lemma
implies that j*(Mé\ 7 )p is the stalk of a coherent module, thus it is of finite

type over Op; since O, is noetherian it follows that MI’) is of finite type. [

Corollary 5.2.3. Let gy C gx be a sub-algebroid, L € coh(gx) be pure,
V =suppL, andY C V a subspace such that codimy Y > 2; put U = X\Y.
Then if Ly is point-wise smooth along gy, it follows that L is point-wise
smooth along g'x.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Corollary f.2.3. Namely, the problem
is local at a point p € Y so one may assume that L contains a coherent Ox-
submodule L° C L such that L = D(gx)L°. Put L' = D(g’)L°. By
assumption L}, € coh(Op) and since L' is pure

L' C j.(Ly)

The right side is coherent by Corollary f.1.7; Ox is noetherian (R.3.3) and
L’ is locally generated by its sections; hence L' € coh(Ox). O

Corollary 5.2.4. (X is a space) Let M € coh(gx) be torsion free, and
S C X a divisor such that M is smooth along gy C gx at all points in
X\ S. Then if M, is smooth at one point z in each connected component
of the non-singular locus of S, it follows that M is point-wise smooth in X.

Using Corollary it is straightforward to modify the proof below to
find a corresponding result for any pure module; we omit this generalisation.

Remark 5.2.5. Let X be a complex analytic manifold, S C X a divisor,
gx = T'x and ng = Tx(Ig) its sub-sheaf of derivations that preserve the
ideal Ig of S. Let M be a T'x-module, coherent and torsion free over Ox (x.S).
In [Del70, Théoreme 4.1(i)=>(ii)] it is proved that ¢'(M) is smooth along
¢ (Tx(Is)) = Te(Is-1(s)) for each curve ¢ : C' — X if this holds for each
curve ¢ : C — 1 where Q C X is a subset with codimx (X \ ) > 2.
By Corollary this curve test is equivalent to M being smooth along
Tx(Ig) (this also follows from [loc. cit]); hence Deligne’s result follows from

Corollary (.2.4.

Proof. The assertion being local in X we can clearly assume that M
contains a coherent Ox-submodule M such that M = D(gx)M°. Put
M = D(g/y)M° € coh(gly) and set

Ss = {x €S : M, is smooth along g}

= {x €S : M} is of finite type over O,}.
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Now s-supp M is a union of irreducible spaces (Lem. P.3.§), s-supp M* C S,
and Sy = S\ s-supp M! C S is an open subset containing a point from each
component of S, implying that

codimx (s-supp M) > 2.

Thus if Q = X \ s-supp M!, then Mg, is point-wise smooth, so the assertion
follows from Corollary p.2.9. O

The following is a sharpening of Theorem for pure modules.

Corollary 5.2.6. Make the same assumptions and use the same motation
as in Theorem [{.2.%. Let M be a pure gy -module which is smooth along g},
and put V =supp M. Let V1 be a subset of V so that codimy Vi > 2. Then

if
(5.2.2) Im(n" (g )y — 7" (gx)y) C Im(ay — 7" (gx)y)
when y € V \ V4, it follows that 4 (M) € D%(gx).

Proof. The proof is close to that of Theorem so we will avoid too
much repetition. This time (p.2.2) implies

(5.2.3) (m M%) D% y)y € (Dxeyay)y € (Dxyoy)y:

when y € Y — V5. We factorize the proper morphism 7 : ¥ — X into
a closed embedding ¢ : ¥ — Z = X x Y and a projection p : Z — X
where the restriction of p to the support of i, (M) is proper. The right
D(gy)-module Dz, y is locally free, hence iy (M) = i.(Dzey @p(gy) M)
and this is a pure Oz-module. Also, (§.2.9) holds for i and p separately
where g/, = pT(g/y). We may therefore prove the assertion when either 7
is a closed immersion or 7 is a projection such that the restriction of 7 to
supp M is proper (Prop. B.4.3).

7 is a closed embedding: Put W = #(V) and Wy = «(V3), so (M) is
pure with support W. Using the same argument as in the proof of Theo-
rem by ((.2.3) 74 (M) = m.(Dx vy @p(gy) M) is smooth along g’y in
X \ Wi; hence it is smooth everywhere (Cor. p.2.3).

m:Y =7 x X — X is the projection on the second coordinate and M is
a pure gy-module such that the restriction 7’ : V' — X of 7 to the support
V = supp M is proper: Again the proof is similar to that of Theorem [.2.7.
We have

Dxey @pgy) M = U x oy M

so this is a complex of pure coherent 7*(gx)-modules. Now (f.2.3) implies
that this complex is smooth along 7*(gy) at all points in Y \ Vj, hence
it is smooth everywhere (Cor. p.2.J). Now the proof can be finished as in
Theorem [£.2.7. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem [5.2.1]. In the proof, which is divided into lemmas,
we will use the notation in the Cartesian diagram (p.2.1)).

Lemma 5.3.1. Let M' € coh(Oy), i € I, be an inductive system over a
directed partial ordered set I. Then
(1) ligl M is locally generated by its sections.
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(2) m(lim M) = lim T (M?).

Proof. (1): Let y € Y. In the algebraic case let Q be an affine neighbour-
hood of y, in the complex analytic case y is contained in a Stein neighbour-
hood 2 C Y and ‘Theorem A’ holds for Stein spaces (see [[GR79]). Hence in
cither case M} = O, ®p, () M*(2). Since inductive limits commute with

Oy ® - (see [, I1, 1.11]), we get
Oy oy (o) (lim M)(Q) = lim (O oy () M () = lim M,.

(2): This follows by formal reasons if one admits that by properness the

derived functor R, has a right adjoint 7'(-); see [Har6d], [BS76].
Here follows a more self-contained proof. We have a canonical homomor-
phism ¢ : lim 7, (M") — 7, (lim M"). This is an isomorphism if it induces
— —
an isomorphism between stalks over any point € X. Therefore, by the
last line in the proof of (1), it suffices to prove that the canonical mapping

bp : lim 7, (M), — m,(lim M?),
— —
is an isomorphism. Let m € . (hl)n M?),. be represented by the section
ma € . (lim M)(@) = (lim M')(x ()

where 2 C X is an open neighbourhood of z. If U is an open subset in
771(Q) we denote by my the restriction of mq to U. Every point y € 7=1(Q)
has an open neighbourhood U, C Y and an integer n, such that my, is

represented by a section m?]z € M™ (U,). Since 7 is proper it suffices with
a finite number of the Uy to cover 7~ 1(z); let U be their union and n be
the maximum of the corresponding integers n,. Since I is directed it follows
that my is represented by a section my, € M"(U). Now 7 : ¥ — X is
a continuous proper mapping between locally compact topological spaces,
hence it is closed; hence the open sets 771(£)’), where €’ is an open subset
of X, form a basis for the open neighbourhoods of 771(x). So there exists
an open neighbourhood Q' of z such that Q' C 7(U) C €, and therefore
mi_iqy € T (M™)(Q); let m? € 7. (M™), be its germ at x. Letting 4, :
Te(M™), — lim 7,(M?), be the canonical mapping we have a mapping
—
Yy @ m(lim MY, — lim 7.(M?),, well-defined by m, + i,(m?). One
— —
checks that ¢, oY, =id and ¢, o ¢, = id. I

Lemma 5.3.2. Let M? € coh(Oy), i € I, be as above, ¢; M — M .=
lim M?" the canonical homomorphism, and ¥; : 7w (M") — M be the com-
—

position of the canonical homomorphisms 7*m.(M?) — M* — M. Assume
that the canonical homomorphism w*m, (M) — M 1is surjective. Then for
any i € I there exists, locally in X, an index n =n(i) € I such that

Im(¢;) C Im(¢p(s))-
Proof. Lemma and the fact that 7" commutes with liLn [God73, 11,
1.11] implies that we have a surjection
lim T (M?) = 7. lim M — lim M.
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It is obvious that locally near a point ¥y € Y one can find such an index
ny = n(i,y). Then, since 7 is proper, for any x € X one can reason as in
the proof of Lemma to see that there exists an index n(i,z) € I and a
neighbourhood €2 of x such that

Im(éi)r-1(0) C I (Vi z))r1(0)-
O

Of course, a proper and surjective morphism may blow up subsets of
codimension 2 to subsets of codimension 1. On the other hand, in the
complex analytic case Hartogs’ theorem states (see e.g. [BS76, p. 42]):
If Y is a reduced complex Stein analytic space, K a compact subset such
that Y \ K has no relatively compact irreducible components in Y, and
the depth of O, is > 2 for all y € K, then Oy (Y) = Oy (Y \ K). The
main ingredient in the proof of Theorem is the following coherence
result which maybe can be thought of as Hartogs’ type along the fibre and
Riemann’s Hebbarkeitssatz on the base.

Lemma 5.3.3. Let M* € coh(Oy), i € I, be an inductive system of mod-
ules such that, with My, = lim M"*, one has i*(M;) € coh(Oy, ). Assume that
—

V =supp M; C X is a subspace and let V = UfVZ- be an irreducible decompo-
sition. Assume that Vi V;Nr=Y(S) = 0 when i # j, and if V;N7=1(S) £ 0
then the V;-component Mlvl C M is pure and dim7(V;) > dim S + 2. Put

N = Im(ﬂ'*ﬂ'*(Ml) — Ml).

Then if M’ is an Oy -submodule of N which is locally generated by its
sections, it follows that M’ € coh(Oy).

Note that 7(V;) will be a subspace since 7 is proper, by Remmert’s theo-
rem in the complex analytic case.

Proof. Let y € 771(S). Since the problem is local near 7(y) we can and
will shrink X to any neighbourhood of 7(y) when necessary.

a) It suffices to prove the assertion when M; is pure and V is irreducible:
As the Ox-submodules MIVZ C M are pure we have @leMIVi C Mj, and
since V;NV;N7~1(S) = 0 when i # j, one may shrink X so that V;NV; = 0
when ¢ # j; hence @fMIVZ = M. Therefore, if M' N MIVZ € coh(Oy),
i=1,...k, it will follow that M’ € coh(Oy).

b) If M; is pure, then 7, (M) is pure: Factorize m = poi wherei:Y —
Y x X is the graph morphism and p : Z =Y x X — X the projection
on the second factor. Clearly N = i,(M) is pure with irreducible support
Vi =4(V). Since m,(M7) = pyi(M) it therefore suffices to prove: If N is a
coherent Oz-module such that the restriction of p to a morphism supp N —
X is proper, then p,(N) is pure.

By properness W := suppp«(N) C X is a subspace. Suppose the con-
trary, that there exists a non-zero pure submodule L C p.(N) such that
dimsuppL < dimW. Let ¢ : p*(L) — N be the composed morphism
p*(L) — p*ps(N) — N. Then dimsupplm¢ < dimsupp N; N is pure;
hence ¢ = 0; therefore, projections being flat, the canonical morphism
p*p«(N) — N is 0; hence p.(N) = 0, contradicting the assumption that
L #0.
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c) If M, is pure and V is irreducible, then H[OT} (M) =0when T = 7 1(S):
Suppose the contrary, that H [OT (My) # 0. Since M is pure with irreducible
support V the submodule H[ ](Ml) C M also has support V; hence V. C T,
contradicting the relation dim 7 (V') > dim «(T") + 2.

d) m«(My) € coh(Ox): By c¢) and since 7, is left exact we have an inclusion

e (Mr) C maisd™ (My) = (w0 d),d* (M) = (j o m')ui* (My) = ju(mi(i* (M))).

By Lemma 7« (My) is locally generated by its sections; then since Ox
is noetherian (R.3.9) it will follow that m.(M;) € coh(Ox) if we prove

Ju(my (i (Mh))) € coh(Ox).

Since i*(M;) € coh(Oy, ) and properness is preserved under base change,

by Grauert’s theorem [Gra6(j] or Grothendieck’s theorem [[GD61], 3.2.1]
7L (i*(My)) € coh(Oy,).

Also by properness and since i*(M;) € coh(Oy,), there exists a coherent
Oy-submodule MY C Mj in a neighbourhood of 771(.9) such that i* (M) =
i*(Mjy). As the formation of direct image is local on the base, so j*m, =
mli*, it follows that M := m,(MY) is a coherent extension of 7r1(' (My)).
We thus have a coherent Ox-module M, such that j*(M) = w}(i*(My)) is
pure by b), whose support m(V) contains S and codimy(yy S > 2; hence by
Corollary p.1.7 j«(m, (i*(My))) € coh(Ox).

e) M' € coh((’)y) Let L? and N? be the kernel and image of the canonical
homomorphism 7*m, (M%) — M?, so we have a short exact sequence

0— L' - m*m,(M") - N* = 0.
Now M' € coh(Oy) and 7 is proper so m.(M") € coh(Ox) ([Gra6(], resp.
[GD6T], 3.2.1]), ©* is right exact and Oy is coherent, hence m*m,(M") €
coh(Oy); therefore L', N’ € coh(Oy) ([GD71, 0. Cor. 5.3.4]). Clearly

we have canonical homomorphlsms N? - N7 and L' — L7, i < j, so put

L= liin Liand N = liin N (the sheaves associated to the presheaves). Now

T (M) =7 1131 W*(M)—hglﬂ' (M),

where the first step follows from Lemma and the second from [God73,
IT, 1.11], and since the index set N is directed the functor lim is exact, we
—

get a short exact sequence
0—=L—n"n,(M;)— N—O.

By d) 7*m.(Mj) € coh(Oy) (for the same reason above that the 7* 7. (M?) €
coh(Oy)) and L' € coh(Oy), so L is locally generated by its sections
(Lem. p.3)); as Oy is noetherian this implies that L € coh(Oy); hence
N € coh(Oy) - 0. Prop 5.4.2], and again since Oy is noetherian it
follows that M’ € coh(Oy). O

Proof of Theorem [5.2.3. Let y € m~1(S). Since the problem is local near

x = m(y) we can and will shrink X to any small neighbourhood of z when

necessary and we can assume that M = D(gy)M°. Arguing as in a) in the

proof of Lemma it suffices to prove that M’ := D(g} )M € coh(Oy)
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when M is pure and V is irreducible, and we then know as in b) that 7, (M)
is pure.

The modules M* = D(gy)M° € coh(Oy), i € N, form an inductive
system by inclusion M* C M7 when i < j, and it follows from Lemma [.3.9,
possibly after shrinking X around z, that there exists an integer ng such that
MY is contained in the image of the canonical homomorphism 7* 7, (M"™0) —
M"; set My = D(gy,)M™.

Now note that 7*m. (g} ) is a Lie algebroid on Y in a natural way and that
(2) is a homomorphism of Lie algebroids; since N := Im(n*m.(My) — M)
clearly is a m*m, (g} )-module (2) implies that

and since M° C N it follows that
M' C N.

The Oy-coherent submodules M| = D¥(g},)M™ C M; form an inductive

system by inclusion M{ C M, j > i, its limit M; = lim M{ is pure with
—

irreducible support V, and dim 7 (V') > dim S + 2. By assumption i*(M;) €

coh(Oy, ); therefore since M’ = ligl Di(gl)MP is locally generated by its

sections (Lem. p.3.)) it follows by Lemma that M’ € coh(Oy). O

6. REGULAR SINGULARITIES

6.1. Torsion free modules. Say that a set of vectors §; in a Lie algebroid
(A, g,a) generates g if the subspace > Ad; C g is not contained in any
proper sub-algebroid of g.

The following theorem follows from a straightforward application of the

integrability theorem (Th. P.3.9).

Theorem 6.1.1. (X is a space) Let gy be a sub-algebroid in a Lie algebroid
gx and M a gx-module. Let x be a point in X, M? an O, -submodule of
finite type that generates M, over g,, and M. C M, the g/,-module that is
generated by M. Let &; be generators of the Lie algebroid g'.. Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) M is smooth at x;
(2) Each 0; generates an Oy-module of finite type

> oF My
k

(3) M. is smooth along all the vectlors d; in 51;; (Def. [f.1.3);
(4) Put inductively M', = g, M'""" + M'>"" for n > 1. The increasing
sequence of mappings

by @0, M'" = ky @0, M™T = ..

is eventually surjective (here ky = Oy/my,, while k, = C when X is a
complex analytic space).

Proof. Clearly M. = U,>oM'}, and M is smooth at z if and only if M,
is of finite type over O,.
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The implications (1) = (2), (2) <= (3), (1) = (4) are evident. (4) = (1):
It suffices to note that by Nakayama’s lemma, if the mapping k ®o, M’ —
k®o, M'"*" is surjective then M'" = M'"

(2) = (1): See Section R.J for the notation. Let D, = D,(g'y) be the
enveloping ring of differential operators of g/, (Sz,-,{-,-}) the Poisson alge-
bra that is defined on S, := grD,, and let o : g;, — S, be the canonical
morphism. Let G(M,) be the graded module over S, that is associated
to the canonical filtration M'" = DM’ € M'™™' UM’ = M’,. Then
G(M.) is a module of finite type over the noetherian algebra S,, and the
characteristic ideal J(M’), C S, is involutive (Th. P.3.4); by assumption
o(0;) € J(M')z, hence o([0;,6;]) = {0(0:),0(;)} € J(M')y; the &; gener-
ate gl; hence o(gl,) C J(M'),. Therefore there exists an integer n such
that the S;-module of finite type G(M]) is a module of finite type over
R, :=S; /(o(gl))™; since clearly R, is of finite type over O, it follows that
G(M.) is of finite type over O,. This implies, by an easy argument using
the short exact sequences 0 — M’ ' — M'™ — G™(M!) — 0, that M, is
of finite type over O,. [

We shall now work out curve tests for smoothness. All curves C are
assumed to be irreducible and non-singular, and morphisms ¢ : C — X are
assumed to be locally closed embeddings of spaces; when we say that C'is a
curve in X we mean such a morphisms ¢. An analytic curve in a variety X
is a morphism of schemes ¢ : C' — X where C' = Speckl[z]]. If ¢ : C — X
is a curve we set (Sec. R.4.5)

g =¢"(gx), and gc = ¢T(gYy).
We thus have homomorphisms of Lie algebroids (¢,¢') : g — gx, and
gc — Ox-

Let ¢ € gy (X,eq) be a section defined over the non-singular locus of X.
Locally one can assume that 6 = hd', where a(d') € Tx(Q) is non-zero
outside an algebraic (analytic) subset X..;; C X such that codimx Xy >
2. Now if X is a complex analytic space and x is a point in the non-
singular locus of €2 there exists locally integral curves for . More precisely,
by Frobenius’ theorem there exists a locally closed embedding of a curve
¢ : C — Q C X such that a(0)(Ic,) C I¢,, where I¢, is the ideal of a
germ ¢(C), of the curve at a point x € X. When X is algebraic there
exist analytic (formal) solutions ¢, i.e. there exist ideals I(z) C O, so that
a(8)(I(z)) € I(z) and O,/I(z) = k[[z]], but algebraic integral curves in
general do not exist. If one insists that everything be algebraic we say that
g’y € Liex has good generators at a point x € X if:

(G): There exist an open neighbourhood U of z and generators 61, ... d, €
g’y (U) of g}, (as Lie algebroid) such that for every point y € U there
exists a locally closed embedding of an algebraic curve ¢' : C* — U,
y € ¢'(CY), satisfying a(8;(z))(I*(x)) C I'(x) (I'(x) is the ideal of
G(C).).
For example, when X is an algebraic manifold and S a non-singular divisor
whose ideal is Ig, then T'x(Ig) has good generators at each point z € X.
We say that a vector § € g, is transversal to a divisor S at x € S, if there
exists an ideal I, C O, so that Is + I, = my, Is € I, and a(d), € Ty(I,)
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(Is is the ideal of S); it is transversal to S if it is transversal at each point
yeSs.

Say that a space X is non-singular in codimension 1 (or non-singular out-
side codim > 2) if there exists a closed subset C' C X such that codimyx S >
2 such that Xy = X \ S is a non-singular space. When X is a scheme this
means that O, is a regular ring when x is a point of height 1. This holds
for example when X is normal.

Below we let ¢'(M) denote the non-derived inverse image (§-4). In the
notation above we have:

Theorem 6.1.2. (X is a space which is non-singular in codimension 1;
when X is a variety we assume that the field k is uncountable) Let M be a
coherent torsion free gx-module which is point-wise smooth along g’y out-
side a divisor S in X. Let Sy be an open subset of the non-singular locus
Sreg 0f S, intersecting each component of Syeg. Assume that g’y locally has
generators which are transversal to Sy. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) M is point-wise smooth in X ;

(2) ¢'(M) is smooth along g for any analytic curve ¢ : C — X such
that ¢(C)NS C Sp;

(3) ¢'(M) is smooth along gp for any analytic curve ¢ : C — X.

Assume that X is a variety and that g’y has good generators at each point
x € So. Then (1 —3) are equivalent to:

(4) ¢'(M) is smooth along g for any curve ¢ : C — X such that ¢(C)N
S C 5.

The annoying condition that g’y be generated by vectors that preserve
curves that are transversal to Sy can be removed in the following case:

Corollary 6.1.3. Make the same assumptions as in Theorem except
that g’y need not have transversal generators. Assume instead that

Tx(I) € a(g)
(I is the ideal of S). Then the conclusion of Theorem holds.

Proof. By Theorem we first conclude that M is smooth along the
sub-algebroid that is generated by all transversal vectors. Then the asser-
tion follows from [K&al9q, Th.4.1] (the proof is by eliminating the transitive
directions in gx). O

Remark 6.1.4. Let S C X be a divisor in a complex manifold and M a T'x-
module which is coherent as Ox (xS)-module; let I be the ideal of S. By
[Del70, Th. 4.1] M is smooth along T'x (1) if for any curve ¢ : C' — X which
is transversal to S the inverse image ¢'(M) is smooth along T cUg-1(s))-
The proof in loc. cit. is based on complex analysis in two ways: (i) The
connection in X \ S is determined by its local system of horizontal sections;
(ii) One proofs that S is a countable union of certain closed subsets, so one
of these will have an interior point by Baire’s theorem. Our use of category
argument below is more complicated.
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6.2. Proof of Theorem B.1.3. As in Section [L.d we put M = A®4 M for
an A-module M, where A is the m-adic completion of a local ring (A, m).
The proof of Theorem is based on the following lemma. We use the
notation in Theorem B.1.3.

Lemma 6.2.1. Let Q C X be an open subset such that So = SN is a non-
empty open subset of S defined by the zero locus of a function h € Ox (),
and let 6 € g’y (). Assume that for every point x € Sy that there exists an

ideal 1(z) C O, such that:
(1) h ¢ I(x);

(2) 6, € L (I(2)); A

(3) My/I(z)M, is smooth along 65 in gh(I(z)) (see [[-1.3).

Then there ezists a (closed) point y € S such that My is smooth along 0,
in g,

As a first preparation for the proof of Lemma we recall how one may
reduce certain local questions about analytic sheaves to questions about
modules over noetherian rings. Let X be a complex analytic space, put
n = dim X, and let  be a point in X. Then there exists a neighbourhood
X' of  and a finite morphism f : X’ — C". Letting Ky C C" be a closed
polydisc such that z € K := f~(Kj), then the ring Ocn(Kj) of germs of
holomorphic functions in neighbourhoods of K is noetherian [Fri67); hence
A = Ox(K) is a noetherian ring since it is of finite type over Ocn(K)p)
[Gra6(]. Moreover, K is a compact Stein set [GR79, Ch IV, §1, Th. 3],
hence by Cartan’s theorems A and B the functor

I' : coh(Ok) = A-mody, M — M(K)

is an equivalence between the category of coherent Ox-modules on K and
the category of A-modules of finite type, with quasi-inverse M (K) — Og® 4
M (K); in particular, the stalk M, = O, ®4 M(K).

Set A = Ox(K), where K is either an affine variety or a compact Stein
set K C X such that A is noetherian (as above), Xy := mSpec A, and
X := Spec A. In the complex analytic case Xg = K. The Nullstellensatz
for either category implies that X is an Jacobson scheme (for this notion,
see [GDTI, Ch. 0, §2]), i.e. the canonical inclusion i : Xy — X is a quasi-
homeomorphism, meaning that the mapping i~ defines a bijection between
the set of open subsets of X and the set of open subsets of X, and letting U
be an open subset of X, there is an isomorphism i# : Ox (U) — Ox, (i~ }(U))
with the k-algebra of regular algebraic functions on i~*(U) C X, defined by
¢+ i"(¢) : x — ¢ mod m, = k (k is algebraically closed). In particular,
if So C X is dense then Nyeg,m, = 0.

Lemma 6.2.2. Letp = (h) C Spec A be a principal prime ideal, and S be a
dense subset of mSpec A/p. For each m, € S choose an ideal I(x) € Spec A
such that I(xz) +p C my and p € I(x). Then if G is an A-module of finite
type, we have

p ¢ supp(NeesI(z)G).

Proof. The A-module G is noetherian so there exists an element f € A
such that Gy = A;} for some integer r, or Gy = 0. Let G' and G) be the
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image and kernel of the canonical mapping G — Gy. Assume that G # 0.
Since h ¢ I(x) the set S; = {x € mSpec Ay : NI(x); C m,} is dense in the
Jacobson scheme Spec Ay, so

(U (2)G) c (U (2)Gp) = e([)I(x)f=0;
zeSs zeSs zeSs
hence

Nees(I(z)G) € GY.
Since any non-zero ¢ € I(x) acts by an injective mapping on G C A;} it
follows that
Moes(I(2)G) = Nees(I(2)GD).
One may therefore assume that G = GU). If f ¢ p, then
(Maes(T(@)GD)), € G =0,
so p ¢ suppNzes(I(x)G). It remains to consider the case f € (h). As

G = G) there exists an element g ¢ p = (h) such that G, = Ggh), and
since G is a noetherian A -module it has a finite filtration with successive
quotients of the form A,/(h). Now p+I(x) C m, € mSpec A/(h), and since
X is an Jacobson scheme, implying

(T+p)C ((m=np,

zesS pCm

one gets ﬂxeg(l(x)A—g)) = 0. Let now

—~

A A
0= 2%+ —=N—->-2-0
(h) (h)
be a short exact sequence of Aj-modules. As h ¢ I(x) any non-zero element

¢ € I(x) acts as an injective mapping on Ay /(h) (the right copy in the above
exact sequence), implying

NN = GEn NU@N) = (@35 =o.

€S z€eS z€eS
An induction over the length of the filtration of G, shows that

meS(I(x)Gg) =0,
and since Gfgg) = 0 when g ¢ p it follows that (Nzes(/(x)G))p, =0. O

Lemma 6.2.3. Let S C V(p) be a dense subset. For each x € S choose
an ideal I(x) C A, such that I(x) +p C ty, and p ¢ I(z). Let K and
N be submodules of finite type in an A-module of finite type F. Then if
K C N+ I(2)F when z € S, we have

K, C N,.
_ Proof. Letting K be the image of K in G := F//N, we have to prove that
Kp — 0.
a) There exists an element g € A with the following properties:
(1) g¢p=(h);
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(2) For any point = € S\ g~*(0) there exists an ideal I(z) C A such that
h¢ I(x), I(x) + (h) = my, and G, N (I(x)G,) C I(z)G,.

The proof is similar to the proof of the previous lemma and we use a similar
notation. There exists f € A such that Gy is free over Ay. Setting I(x); =
ArN f(:n)f C Ay, then Gy N f(:E)Gf = I(x)fGy¢. If f ¢ (h) we are done
letting g = f, so now suppose that f € (h). Then there exists g € A\ (h)
such that Ggf ) = Ker(G, — Gy4) is a successive extension of modules of
the type A/h. Now choose any ideal I(z) C A such that I(z) N A C I(z),
I(xz) + (h) =my, and h ¢ I(z). Then

G NI2)GY c 1(z)GY),
Grg N I(x)Gry C I(x)Grg

implying (I(z)Gy) NG, C I(z)G,.
b) We have by Artin-Rees’ lemma G = F/N C F/N. Since K C
I(x)F /N, by a) there exists g € A satisfying (1 — 2) above, hence

Ky CGy(I(2)G C I(x)G, xz €S,

hence K, C NyesI(z)G,. Since Ky = (Ky)p, the proof can be finished with
Lemma [.2.3. O

Proof of Lemma [.2.]. Clearly one can assume that Q = X and that there
exists an Ox-coherent submodule M$ C My such that Mx = D(gx)M%.
We need to prove that there exists a (closed) point y € S and an integer n
such that 6" M) C D" (g, )M,).

a) S is not a countable union of nowhere dense subsets: When X is a
variety the normalization theorem shows that we can reduce to either S
being discrete or affine k-space and then the assertion is obvious as the field
k is uncountable. When S is a complex analytic space it is a locally compact
Hausdorff space, so the statement follows from Baire’s theorem.

b) Let x be a point in S. By Artin-Rees lemma O, is faithfully flat over
Oy, so

D" (g,) My = O, @0, D" (g;) My,
L) M = I(z) ®o, My,
and by (3) there exist positive integers n,, ms such that
6" M, € DM (g ) MO + I(z) M.
Setting
Spm ={z €8 :6"M, Cc D""Ng,)M? + I(x)M™}

we thus have S = Uy, 1, Snm- By a) there exist integers ng, mg such that the
closure of Sy := Spy,m, contains an interior point. Shrinking X if necessary
we can therefore assume that X is either a compact Stein set or affine, so
that A = Ox(X) is noetherian, and that Sy is dense in S.

Put M? = MY(X), K = ™ M° N =Dl (g)M" and F = D™ (g)M°(X);
these are A-modules of finite type where N and F' generate the coherent
Ox-modules D™~ (g')M$ and My°.
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Since A, is faithfully flat over A (Artin-Rees) we have
KCA,@sN+1(x)®4F, x€bS,

so by Lemma K, C Np. By coherence this inclusion holds in a neigh-

bourhood of p € Spec A, and since the closed points are dense in S = V (p)
there exists a closed point y € S such that K, C N,. O

Proof of Theorem [5.1.3. (1) = (3), (1) = (4): This follows from the non-
derived version of Proposition [.2.3; it is not necessary that gy be locally
free. (3) = (2): o.k. It remains to prove (2) = (1) and (4) = (1): When
dim X = 1 it follows that X = X, hence it is a non-singular curve, so we
can clearly assume that dim X > 2.

a) Since the assertion is local in X it will be clear that all locally defined
sections can be assumed to be globally defined on X. One can clearly assume
that S and hence Sy are connected. As M is torsion free it suffices to
prove that M, is smooth along g/, at one point z in Sy (Cor. f.2.4), and by
Theorem it suffices to prove that M, is smooth along each element in
a set of generators of g/,. One can thus, by shrinking X if necessary, assume
that S = Sp and that the ideal of S is a principal prime ideal p C Ox
generated by a function h € Ox(X). Let (ﬁ)y C @y denote the principal
ideal of h € O, in the completion @y at a point y € X.

b) The assumption is that g’y has globally defined generators

0(1),0(2),...,0(k),

which in the case (4) satisfy the condition (G). By removing subsets of
codim > 2 from X (Cor. p.2.9) we on the one hand ensure that X = X, so
X is non-singular, and on the other ensure that «(d(z)) € Tx is of the form
9i0; where 0;,) ¢ m, T, for every point y € X (it is non-critical). Moreover
we have assumed that we can choose the (i) such that a/(8(i),)(h) & (h),.
Therefore, by a formal version of Frobenius’ theorem, each generator §(i) has
for each point y € S an analytic integral curve passing through y, defined
by an ideal 1) (y) C @y, satisfying:

a(5(i),) (I (y)) <
h ¢
ID) + (h), c .

Therefore (2) or (4) implies, by Lemma .2.1], that there exists a point x; € S

such that M,, is smooth along 6(i), in g, .

c¢) There exists an open neighbourhood Uy of 1 such that for every point
y € Uy the stalk M, is smooth along §(1), in g}, (Prop. [L.1.5). By b), with
X = U, there exist a point o € U; N Sy such that M,, is smooth along
5(2)mj in 9;2. Again there exists open neighbourhood Us; C U; of xo such
that y € Uz then M, is smooth along §(2), in g, Tterating we get an open
subset U = Uy C Ug_1 C --- C Uy such that M, is smooth along each
generator 6(i), € g, when z € U N Sy. O

6.3. Regular singularities. Unless otherwise stated we assume that X is
a complex analytic or algebraic manifold and gx is a locally free transitive
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Lie algebroid. When w:Y — X is a morphism of spaces we tacitly assume
that gy denotes ©+(gx).

First let X be any space, gx € Liex, M € coh(gx) be pure with support
V, and let J be the ideal of V. Let S C X be a subspace whose ideal is [I.
We say that a pure gx-module M has reqular singularities along S if M is
point-wise smooth along the sub-algebroid

ox(J)Ngx(I) C gx.
Consider a decomposition
S=DuUD

where D is the union of the irreducible components S; C S such that S; N
V has pure codimension 1 in V, and D’ is the union of the irreducible
components S; such that S; NV has codimension > 2 in V; let I; be the
ideal of D and I the ideal of D’. Now since gx(I)|x\ps = 9x(I1)x\p’ it
follows by Corollary that M is smooth along gx (I1)Ngx(J) if and only
if M is smooth along gx(I) Ngx(J). We may therefore in practice assume
that S = D when checking if M has regular singularities along S.

If S is a subspace of a space S’ it may not be obvious that M has regular
singularities along S’ when it has regular singularities along S. That this is
so follows from the following lemma, which also implies that M has regular
singularities along S if it has regular singularities along each component S;
in an irreducible decomposition S = US;.

Lemma 6.3.1. (X is a space) Let I C Ox be a proper ideal and VT its
radical. Then:

(1) If I=LLNn1Iy---N I is a minimal primary decomposition we have
Tx([) = Tx(fl) N Tx(fg) n---N Tx(Ir);
(2) Tx(I) c Tx(VI).

Remark 6.3.2. One also has T (vI) = Tx((+/I)") for any positive integer
n, but in general Ty (V1) € Tx (I). For example, let I = (z+y,y?) C k[z,y],
then T'(VI) = T((z,y)) = k[z,ylyd, + k[z,ylydy, but z0.(z +y) =z ¢ I.
Proof. (1): It is evident that Tx(I1) N --- N Tx(I,) C Tx(I). Now
let 0 € Tx(I) and z1 € I;. Since we are considering a minimal primary
decomposition there exists an element y € Io N --- 1. \ v/I;. Then

yo(x) = O(yx) — x0(y) € I
and since I is v/I;-primary, d(z) € I;. In the same way O(I;) C I;, i =
1,...r, implying the assertion.

(2): First assume that P = /T is prime and let 0 € T(I), = € P, and
2" € I. It n = 1 we have d(x) € I C P so assume that z ¢ I. Then
nz"19(z) € I. Supposing that d(x) ¢ P, since I is P-primary we get
nz"' € I, and iterating gives nlz € I. Since the characteristic is 0 we
reach a contradiction. Thus d(x) € P. This shows that T'(I) C T(P).
Hence Tx (I;) C Tx (V). By (1)

TX(I) = TX(Il) N---N TX(L«)
Tx(VI) =Tx(vT1) N+ N Tx (V1);
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hence Tx (I) C Tx (V) for any ideal I. OJ
Now let M be any coherent gx-module and
(6.3.1) 0O=M,CM, C---CMy=M

be its Krull filtration (see Section [.1), where successive quotients L; =
M; /M, are pure.

Definition 6.3.3. A coherent gx-module M has regular singularities if
each pure component L; has regular singularities as above. Let coh,s(gx)
be the category of such modules.

Remarks 6.3.4. (1) If M € coh(gx) and V = supp M is discrete, then
M € coh,4(gx). To see this, let € supp M and M? C M, be an
O, -submodule of finite type. Then m?M? = 0 for some big integer
n. If g € my, p € MY, and § € g(m,), then since a(d)(¢) € m,, so
"5 = 0, it follows that D(g(m,))MY is of finite type over O,. Thus
M, is smooth along g, (m,).
(2) By Proposition below a torsion free coherent 7Tx-module M
on a space X has regular singularities if and only if M has regular
singularities in the sense of [Del7(, Th 4.1].

Proposition 6.3.5. Consider a short exact sequence of coherent gx-modules
0—+K—->M-—=N-—=0.

Then M has regular singularities if and only if K and N have regular sin-
gularities.

Proof. Consider the Krull filtration in (§.3.1).

a) If M € coh,s(gx) then K, N € coh,s(gx): We have a short exact
sequence
— K N M, — M; — M; — 0

KNM;yy My Mg
where M; is the image of M; in N. Here KNM;/KNM,;;q is 0 or a maximal
pure sub-quotient of K, and all maximal pure sub-quotients of K occur in
this way, but M;/M; 1 need not be pure. Now if .J; C I; are radical ideals
such that M;/M; ;1 is smooth along ng =gx(J;) Ngx(L;), i =0,...,m,
then K NM;/KNM;,1 and M;/M;,1 also are smooth along ng (Prop. 1.1.4).
Hence K € coh,s(gx), and every pure subquotient of M;/M; 1 is smooth
along g% (Prop. [E.1.4), so N € coh,s(gx).

b) If K, N € coh,s(gx) then M € coh,s(gx): Consider the short exact
sequence (6.3.9). As M; ¢ N and M; " K C K, by a) M;, M; N K €
coh,s(gx), and again by a) (K NM;)/(K N M;y1), M;/M;11 € coh,s(gx). It
therefore suffices to prove that M € coh,s(gx) when M is pure. Then K is
also pure, and by Corollary we can assume also that N is pure. Put
Vi =supp K, Vay = supp M and Vi = supp N, and let Jg, Jys, Jy C Ox
be their ideals. Let Ix,In C Ox be ideals such that K is smooth along
ox(Jr) Ngx(Ix) and N is smooth along gx(Jn) Ngx(In); let S and T be
the spaces of I and In. As M is pure we have dim Vi = dim V), and we
can assume that dim Vy; — 1 < dim Vy < dim Vi (Cor. 5.2.3). So we have

two cases.

(6.3.2) 0
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Suppose first that dim Viy = dim V) — 1. Then codimy,, T > 2, hence we
may then assume that N is smooth along gy (Jy) (Cor. .2.3). Moreover,
Corollary also implies that one may assume that all irreducible com-
ponents of .S and Vi have the same dimension. Letting I3; be the ideal of
S UVy we claim that M is smooth along

gx = ox(Jm) Nax(Im),
so M € coh,4(gx). By Proposition this follows if NV and K are smooth
along g’y. We have assumed that all irreducible components of S and Vi
have the same dimension; hence the prime components of Ix N Jy is the
union of the prime components of Ix and Jy; hence Lemma, implies

oy Cax(In) = gx(Ix N Jn) C gx(Jn).
Thus N is smooth along g’X. Since Vi C Vas and dim Vi = dim Vj; we may
assume that the prime components of Jx is a part of the prime components

of Jy (Cor. p:2.3) so gx(Ju) C gx(Jk) (Lem. f.3); in the same way we
get gx(Iy) C gx(Ik). Hence

oy Cox(Jr)Nax(Ix NJn) Cox(Jx) Nox(Ik);

and therefore K is smooth along g'y.

Now suppose that dim Vy = dim Vj;. Then we may assume that S and
T have pure codimension 1 in Vs (Cor. .2.3); let Ijs be the ideal of SUT.
Using a very similar argument as above, based on Lemma [.3.1, one sees
that K and N are smooth along gx (Jar)Ngx (Iar); hence M is smooth along
gx(Jar) Nox (Inr) (Prop. f.1.4). O

The subcategories of Dé’oh(g x) that are of concern in this section are

denoted D% (gx), D% (9x), and D? (gx). They are defined as follows:
D% (gx) is the derived category of bounded complexes M*® of gx-modules
whose homology H®*(M®) € coh,4(gx). It follows from Proposition
that D% (gx) is a triangulated sub-category of D’ , (gx); i.e. if two vertices
of a distinguished triangle in D’ (gx) belong to DY (gx), then all three
vertices belong to D% (gx). Db . (gx) is the sub-category of complexes M*
such that for any curve 7 : C — X one has 7'(M*®) € D? (g¢c); we then
say that M® is curve regular. Since D (gc) is a triangulated category and
7' preserves triangles, it follows that D% (gx) is a triangulated category.
A coherent gx-module M is holonomic when dimSS(M) = dim X (R.3).
Dﬁol(g x) is the derived category of bounded complexes with holonomic ho-
mology modules; it is easy to see that sub-quotients of holonomic modules
are holonomic, implying that Dﬁol(g x) is a triangulated category. We re-
fer to [BGKT87 and [Bj69d] for the theory of holonomic Tx-modules on a

non-singular space X.

Remark 6.3.6. Let ¢ : (Y,gy) — (X, gx) be a morphism of Lie algebroids
on non-singular spaces, where gy = ¢"(gx). Letting I C Ox be the ideal
of a divisor S on X and J C Oy the ideal of 771(S) we have a canonical
morphism

¢ (ax (1)) = gv (),
but this need not be surjective when S is singular and d ¢ : Ty — ¢*(Tx) is

not surjective. For instance, let I = (23 + 23 + 23) C A := C{x1, 22,23} be
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the ideal of the germ of the cubic cone in (C3,0). Then the A-module
of derivations that preserve I is T(cs)(I) = AE where £ = z10;, +
220z, + 305, B J]. Therefore, if Y C (C3,0) is a germ of an irre-
ducible curve in (C3,0) with ideal L C A such that E ¢ Tgs o(L), then
one easily sees that Tcs g(I) N Tas (L) = LE. Hence, if ¢ : Y — (C?,0)
is the inclusion morphism then the induced homomorphism ¢+ (Tgs o(1)) =
¢*(TC3’0(I)) Xd’*(TcB,O) Ty — Ty is 0.

When X is non-singular we will generalize the proposition below consid-

erably in Theorem [.3.15.

Proposition 6.3.7. (X is a space of the same type as in Theorem [6.1.3)
Let M be a holonomic Dx-module without Ox -torsion and I be the ideal of
its strong support (see Lemma [2.3.4). The following are equivalent:
(1) ¢"(M) is reqular along ¢+ (Tx(I)) when ¢ : C — X is a curve (when
X is singular we only consider the non-derived inverse image);
(2) M is smooth along Tx (I).

Remark 6.3.8. [BGKT87, VII, Props. 11.6-7 and Cor. 11.8] are attained by
employing GAGA, but they also follow from Proposition and Theo-
rem without GAGA.

Proof. (2) = (1): Let ¢ : C' — X be a curve. By Theorem we know
that the non-derived inverse image ¢'(M) € cohy(T¢). In the non-singular
case the assertion follows from Proposition [£.2.3, but we will see below that
we actually have ¢'(M) € D% (T¢) (Th. p.3.19).

(1) = (2): Since M is holonomic, SSM C T*X is a conic algebraic (ana-
lytic) Lagrangian subset; hence, M being torsion free, S := s-suppM C X
is a divisor (Def. P.3.§). As the space X is non-singular in codimension
1 we may assume that S and X are non-singular spaces (Cor. p.2.2). Let
x be a point in S and (t = x1,x9,...,%,) be a regular system of param-
eters of the local ring O, such that ¢ = 0 is a local equation for S at
x. Since O, is either isomorphic to the ring of convergent power series in
the given parameters, or a localisation of a ring of finite type, there exist
derivations 0y = 0y,,04,,...,0z, € Dery(O;) such that 0,,(x;) = d0;; (the
Kronecker delta). As SS M is an algebraic (analytic) Lagrangian set, each
irreducible component of the nonsingular locus of SSM (see R.-J) belongs
to the conormal set of S; therefore M, is smooth along 0,,,...0;,. Now
(1) and Theorem implies that M, is smooth along td;; hence M, is
point-wise smooth along O,t0; + OO0y, + - - -+ Oy04, = Ti(Ig), proving (2).
O

The following result is due to Bernstein.

Proposition 6.3.9. (X is a non-singular space) Let j : Y — X be an open
embedding of spaces such that S := X \ j(Y) is a subspace. Let M*® €
DY (gx) and consider the distinguished triangle

coh
(6.3.3) RU(g(M?®) — M® — M*(xS) — .
Then the following are equivalent:

(1) M e Dgol(gX);
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(2) RT[g)(M*®) and M*(xS) belong to Db (gx).

Using a Mayer-Vietoris argument, the main case in the proof is (1) = (2)
when S is a divisor and this follows from the existence of functional equations
containing a Bernstein-Sato polynomial; see e.g. [Bjc99, Th. 3.2.13].

Proposition 6.3.10. D? (gx) C D! (gx).

T

Proof. D% (gx) and D} (gx) are generated by its homology objects,
so it suffices to see that a pure gx-module M with regular singularities is
holonomic. Let J be the ideal of the support V of M and I C Ox be
an ideal such that M is smooth along gx(J) Ngx([). Let S be the space
of I. Since D(gx) is noetherian (R.3.J) the union N of all holonomic sub-
modules of M is holonomic. Then clearly N|x\g = M|x\g, so the quotient
K = M/N is a coherent gx-module whose support belongs to S C V; hence
HY(K(xS)®) = 0, so by the first part of the long exact sequence induced
by the distinguished triangle N(xS)®* — M (xS)®* — K(xS)®* — one gets
HO(N(xS)) = H°(M(%S)); by Proposition HO(N(xS)*®) is holonomic;
hence M C H°(M (xS)®) is holonomic. [J

We next have a version of Bernstein’s theorem for regular holonomic D-
modules; see [Bj693, Th. 5.4.1].

Theorem 6.3.11. Let j : Y — X be an open embedding such that S :=
X\j(Y) is a a subspace. Let M*® € D’ (gx) and consider the distinguished

coh

triangle (0.3.3). Then the following are equivalent:
(1) M* € D} (ax).
(2) RT[g(M*®) and M(xS)* belong to Db (gx).

s

Proof. (2) = (1) follows since D (gx) is a triangulated category.

To prove the converse one may assume that M* is a single degree complex,
consisting of a pure gx-module M with regular singularities; let K be the
ideal of V' =supp M and I an ideal such that M is smooth along gx(K) N
gx(I). Letting T" be the space of I, by the discussion before Lemma we
can assume that every irreducible component of V' NT has pure codimension
1in V.

By Propositions [6.3.9 and [.3.1(

RT(5(M)*, M(S)* € D¢y (ay)

so it remains to prove that RI'(g(M*)® and M (xS5)® have regular singulari-
ties.

a) We first prove that M (xS) € coh,s(gx) when S is a divisor, locally
defined by a function f € Ox. So in this case M (xS)® is a single degree
complex given by a coherent gx-module M (xS). If SNV = () then M (xS) =
0, so we assume S NV # (), and then the discussion before Lemma
shows that one may assume that SNV is of pure codimension 1 in V. Then
M(xS) is again a pure gx-module, and it suffices to see that it is smooth
along

gy = ox(K)Ngx(InJ),

where J = (f) is the ideal of S. Now there exists (locally) a coherent Ox-
submodule My C M such that D(gx )My = M and gx (K)Ngx(I)-My C My
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and an integer k such that D(gx)Myf~* = M(xS). It suffices now to see
that g’y -Myf~* C Myf~*. Since the prime components of IN.J is the union
of the prime components of I and the prime components of J, Lemma
implies
gx = 9x(K) Ngx(I) Ngx(J) C gx(J).

Therefore, if § € g'y, we have

5-Mof™ C (5 My)
- (5 . M(])

— ka(f)Mof !

f—k
FP—kIMof ™ C Mo f
implying the assertion.

b) The general case. Let (fi,..., f;) be local generators of the ideal I
of S. Letting S; be the locally defined divisor that is defined by f;, by a)
@;M(xS;) € Db (gx), and inductively M (x U; S;) € D? (gx). Therefore
®iRTs (M) € D(gx) and RT5,(M) € Diy(gx) (B:3.), so using the
distinguished triangle of Mayer-Vietoris type

RF[S](M) — @RF[SZ-}(M) — RP[UiSi](M) —

this implies that the third vertex RI'g(M) € Db (gx); hence the third

vertex M (xS)* in the distinguished triangle (5-3.3) also belongs to D2, (M).
(]

Theorem 6.3.12. Let w : Y — X be a morphism of non-singular spaces.
Then " is a functor from D (gx) to Db, (gy).

rs

Note that Proposition does not directly imply Theorem [6.3.19, in
the light of Remark p.3.6.
b

Proof. The triangulated category D; (gx) is generated by coh,s(gx) and
D% (gy) is stable under extensions, so it suffices to prove that 7'(M) €
D’ (gx) when M € coh,s(gx). Moreover, by induction over the length
of the filtration by supports of M one can assume that M is pure. Let
I be the ideal of supp M and J an ideal such that M is smooth along
gy = gx(J) Ngx(I). Now 7 can be factorized into a closed embedding
and a projection, and by Proposition it suffices to treat these cases
separately.

A projection 7 is flat, hence

©(M) = 7(D(ax)) 851 pigey 7 (M)
— OY®§,1(OX)7T—1(M)
= Oy@,rﬂ(ox)ﬂ_l(M)

and this is a pure coherent gy-module. Letting I, J; C Oy be the ideals
that are generated by I and J one sees that 7T!(M ) is smooth along g} =
™ (gl) = gy (7 (D)) N gy (*(J)).

Now assume that 7 is a closed embedding. By Theorems [3.5.4 and [.3.11]
mom (M) € Db, (gx). So the proof will be complete if one proves: if N €
coh(gy) and 7y (N) € coh,s(gx), then N € coh,s(gy). To prove this one
may again assume that N is pure; then 74 (N) is also pure with support in

Y C X. Suppose that 74 (N) is smooth along gx (I) Ngx(J) where J is the
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ideal of V' := suppmy (M) and I is the a ideal of a subspace S C V C X.
Let L C Ox be the ideal of m(Y) C X. By Theorem

N =7 (N)[dy,x] = 74 (N) € 7 (N),

where 7, (L)Y is the Ox-submodule of L-invariants of m, (N). Letting I
and J; be the ideals of S C V C Y in Oy = Ox /L we need to prove that N
is smooth along gy (I1) N gy (J1), for then N € coh,4(gy). Since L C J C I
and, Y being non-singular, Ty = Tx (L)/LTYx, it follows that the canonical
mapping Tx (I)NTx(J)NTx(L) — Ty (1) N Ty (Jy) is surjective. Hence the
canonical mapping

ox(I) Ngx(J) Nex(L) — gy (l1) Ngy(J1)

is surjective. Now N = 7y (N)¥ is a gx(L)-module which is smooth along
the sub-algebroid gx(I) Ngx(J) N gx(L). This readily implies that N is
smooth along gy (I1) Ngy (J1). O

Let (gx,a) be a transitive locally free Lie algebroid on X; then gy :=
7t (gx) is also locally free and transitive on Y (Lem. P.4.§).

Theorem 6.3.13. Let w: Y — X be a proper morphism of spaces. Then
7+ (D}s(8y)) C DPy(gx)-

Proof. We will use the following criterion for pure modules.

(C): Assume that M is a pure gy-module. Let J be the ideal of V/
and I the ideal of a subspace S C V C Y such that M is smooth
along g4 = gy (J) Ngy(I); then clearly Ker(gy — Ty) C g} Putting
gy/x = a1 (Ty /X) we let ay be the Lie algebroid that is generated
by g% +0y /x- 1f there exist a subspace V; C V, so that codimy V; > 2,
and radical ideals Jq,I; C Ox such that

(6.34)  Im(r*(gx(J1) Nox(I1))y = 7" (gx)y) € Im(ay = 7*(gx)y)

when y € V' \ Vi, then 7 (M) € D% (gx) (Cor. .2.9).

We now start the proof. Let M*® € Db (gy) and set V = supp M°.
To prove that 7, (M*®) € Db, (gx) we may assume that M® = M is a single
degree complex consisting of a coherent gy-module with regular singularities.
We factorize m as m = po i, where i : Y — Y x X is the graph embedding
and p:Y x X — X is the projection on the second factor.

a) iy (M) € Db (gyxx): To see this one may assume that M is pure and
apply (C), letting J; and I; be the ideals of ¢(V') and i(S5).

b) Assume that M is torsion free. Let S C Y be a divisor such that M
is smooth along gy (I’'), where I’ is the ideal of S. Let T be the critical
locus of m, i.e. the locus of points y € Y such that 7 is not submersive; this
also is a divisor on Y. Let I be the ideal of SUT. Then M is smooth
along gy (I). Letting V; be the singular locus of SUT and V =Y we have
codimy Vi > 2, and it is straightforward to check that (p.3.4) is satisfied;
hence 7, (M) € D2 (gx).

c) The proof now is by induction over n = dimY. When n = 0 the
assertion follows from Remark [l], so assume that the theorem holds for all
proper morphisms 71 : Y7 — X7 when dimY; < n.
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d) First assuming that dim V' < n— 1 we prove that 7, (M) € Db (gx) by
induction over dim V. If dim V' = 0 the assertion follows from Remark [I], so
assume that dimV > 1. Let r : V' — Y x X be a resolution of supp i (M) =
i(V). We then have a distinguished triangle (Th. B.5.9)

(6.3.5) rori(iy (M) — iy (M) — C® —

and applying py, using pyry = (por)y and w7y = pyiy (Prop. B5.1), we
also have the distinguished triangle

(6.3.6) (por)r (ip (M) = m (M) = pi(C*) — .

By a) i1 (M) € Dl,(gy-x), hence r'(i (M)) € DL, (gv) (Th. E3I3). Since
dim V' < n—1, by induction (por) 7' (i, (M)) € Dl (gx) and ror' (i (M)) €
Db (gyxx). It will now follow that 7, (M) € D’ (gx) if we prove that
p+(C*) € Diy(ax).

First, C* € DY (gyxx) since ryr'(iy (M)),is (M) € DE(gyxx). Second,
i is a closed embedding and suppC*® C i(Y) so C* = iy4'(C*)[— dim X]
(Th. B.5.4). Hence
(6.3.7)

p+(C®) = pyiyd (C*)[—dim X] = 7y (i (C*) [~ dim X])  (Prop. B51)).
Since r is birational to the support of iy (M)
dim suppi'(C*) = dimsupp C* < dim V — 1;

hence by induction and (f.3.7) it follows that p, (C*) € D2 (gx).
e) Assume that dim V' = n. There exists a divisor S C Y so that in the
distinguished triangle

RUg (M) — M — M(xS) —

the gy-module M (xS) is torsion free. Applying w1 we get the distinguished
triangle

T4 RUg(M) = 7y (M) = 74 (M (%S)) — .

Now RI'(g)(M), M(xS) € Db (gy) (Th. B.3.11)), hence by b) 7 (M (xS)) €
D! (gx) and by d) my(RL(g)(M)) € D (gx). Therefore the third vertex
m+(M) € D} (gx). O

Remark 6.3.14. Using an argument similar to b) in the proof one can prove
the theorem for pure modules whose support V is regular in codimension 1
(for example when V is normal) without using Hironaka’s resolution of sin-
gularities. Still, I was unable to avoid the general resolution of singularities
altogether by instead in d) let r : V/ — Y x X be the normalization of V.

Theorem 6.3.15.

ch)rs(gX) = D?s(gx)
The proof of Theorem is based on two lemmas, where the first is

the counterpart for DY, of Theorem [.3.11].
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Lemma 6.3.16. Let S C X be a non-singular divisor, where i : S — X is
the inclusion. Consider the distinguished triangle (Th. )

ivi' (M®)[dg x] — M® — M®(xS) — .

Then the following are equivalent:

(1) M e ch)rs(gX);
(2) RT(g)(M?®) and M®(xS) belong to DY (gx).

crs

Proof. (2) = (1): Apply Theorem and Proposition [.3.5.
(1) = (2): Pull back the distinguished triangle (p.3.3) to a curve ¢ : C' —
X,

¢' (R (M*)) = ¢'(M*) — ¢'(M*(x5)) —

Then either ¢(C') C S, or the support of the homology of gb!(RF[S](M'))
is discrete. In the latter case, gb!(RF[S](M’)) € Dl.(gc) by Remark [, and
since by assumption ¢'(M®) € DP (gc), all vertices in the above distin-
guished triangle belong to D!, (gc). In the first, the assertion follows if
¢'(M*(xS)) = 0, and this follows if Rcy(M*(xS)) = 0 (Th. B54). The
last assertion is well-known, but not finding an accurate reference we include
the argument.

First note that if C' C S is an inclusion of closed subsets of X, then
the functor RT'j¢(-) is equivalent to RI'¢) o RI'(g)(-). To see this, the non-
derived functors satisfy for any Ox-module M the composition property
H[OC}(H[OS](M)) = H[OC}(M), where H%}(M) ={meM:I¢{-m=0n>1}
(Is is the ideal of S); H [OC](-) is defined similarly. Now the assertion follows

since H [OS](-) takes injective Ox-modules to injective modules.
Second, applying RI'|c) to the distinguished triangle

RU(g)(M®) — M*® — M*(xS) —
one gets RI'joy(M*®(xS)) = 0. O

Lemma 6.3.17. Let M* € D%(gx) and x € X. There exists an open neigh-
bourhood Xo of x and a divisor S C Xo such that M% (xS) = N°® (in
D%(gx,)) where N* is a complex of free Ox,(*S)-modules and H®(M®(xS))
is a free Ox,(xS)-module.

Proof. This follows from [BGK™ 87, VII, Lem. 9.3]. O

Proof of Theorem [6.3.19. The inclusion D (gx) C DZ. (gx) follows
from Theorem [.3.13. Now letting M*® € D% (gx) we have to prove that
M* € D} (gx)-

The proof uses an induction over d = dim X. The assertion is obvious
when d = 1, so assume that d > 2 and that the theorem is true for all
non-singular spaces Y with dimY < d.

a) The assertion is true when dim supp M*® < d: The proof is by induction
over the dimension k < d of Y7 = supp M°.

If dimY; = 0 the assertion follows from Remark [ Assume that the
assertion is true for all M*® such that dimsupp M*® < k. Let 7 : Y — X be
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a desingularisation of Y7 and consider the distinguished triangle in D®(gx)

(Th. B53)
o (M®)[dy x] — M® — N® —
Propositions B.4.3 and imply
T (M*) € Dg,.i(gy)-
As dimY < d, by induction 7'(M*) € D%, (gy), so Theorem implies
mem (M®) € DJy(gx) C Dly(0x)-

b (gx), so the third vertex N* € D% (gx); since
dimsupp N* < k (Th. B-5.4), by induction we get N® € D% (gx). Then
since w7 (M*®) € Db, (gx) the third vertex M*® € D, (gx).

b) The assertion holds when dim supp M*® = d: The statement being local
in X one can, by Lemma [.3.17, assume that S C X is a divisor such that
M?®(xS) and H®*(M?*(xS)) = H*(M?®)(xS) are locally free over Ox (x.S).

M*(xS) € Db (gx): We have to prove that H®*(M*(xS)) € coh,(gx),
and for this, since H*(M?®(xS)) is torsion free, one can assume that S is
non-singular (Cor. .2.9).

As Ox (x95) is locally flat over Ox it follows that M*®(xS) is a complex of
flat Ox-modules. Therefore, if ¢ : C — X is a curve,

By assumption M® € D?

H*(¢'(M*(x5))) 2= ¢ (H*(M*(x5)))-

Since M*(xS) € DY, (gx) it follows that H®(M*(xS)) € Db .; H*(M*(xS))

being torsion free Corollary implies that H®(M*(xS)) € coh,s(gx).
M* D?s(gX): Since RP[S}(M.) € Dgrs(gX) (Lem )7 and

dim supp RI'g)(M*) < dim S < d,

by induction RI'g)(M®) € D!, (gx). Therefore the third vertex M* €
D?S(QX) O

When M*® € D? (gx) Proposition p.3.5 implies that any sub-quotient
of H*(M?*) belongs to coh,s(gx) (full regularity). If we had known that
the category ch’m(g x) has the same property then Lemma would be
unnecessary in the above proof.

Corollary 6.3.18. The following are equivalent:

(1) M* e Dgrs(gX);
(2) H*(M*) € D%, s(gx)-

Ccrs

If these conditions are satisfied, then any sub-quotient of H*(M?®) belongs to
ch)rs(gX) .

Remark 6.3.19. When gx = Tx we get [BGK™87, VII, Cor. 12.8] and
[Bj593, Th. 5.3.4].
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6.4. Completely regular complexes. In this section all spaces X are
quasi-projective complex algebraic manifold, and X}, is the associated com-
plex analytic manifold. All Lie algebroids are locally free and transitive.

Let (5/,7) : (X,9x,a) = (X,8%,@) be a morphism of locally free transi-
tive Lie algebrmds (Def. R.4.4), where the underlying morphlsm j:X =X
is an open embedding of algebraic manifolds. We say that (5, 7) is a com-
pletion of (X, gx,a) if X is projective, & is surjective, and j+(gX) = gx.
Completions do not always exist.

Ezample 6.4.1. Let (C*, gc+,a) be a transitive Lie algebroid on C* = C!\
{0} of the form gc+ = bex @ T+ where bex is a commutative Oc+-Lie alge-
bra, invertible as Oc+-module, and moreover a Tc+-module with the global
generator p satisfying the relation (t'0; —v)u = 0, where [ is a non-negative
integer. The structure of Lie algebroid on be+ @ Te+ is [(b1,01), (b, 02)] =
(01(b2) — 02(b1), [01,D2)]), (b, 0;) € bex ®T+. The unique non-singular com-
pletion of C* is the open embedding j : C* — P!. Now if I > 1, v # 0, or
=1, ~¢Z, then Tc+-module Oc+p is not the restriction of a Tpi-module
which is coherent over Op1; hence (C*, gc+, ) does not have a (transitive)
completion.

Remark 6.4.2. There always exist non-transitive completions of a Lie alge-
broid (X, gx,«). Let I be the ideal of X \ X. X is a noetherian scheme so
there exists a coherent O g-submodule g}( C j«(gx) such that j*(g}() =gx.
For integers n > 1 consider the submodule 1 "g}i C g}i and let a denote
the restriction of j.(gx) — j«(Tx) to g}(. When n > 1 one checks that
[I"g}(,lng}(] - I”g— and a(["gX) C Tg. Thus for sufficiently big n the
Ox -module g = I"
is not surjective.

gl % 1s a completion of gx except that the morphism &

We will assume that the Lie algebroids under consideration do have a
completion. For example, for the Lie algebroid Tx any open embedding
j: X — X to a proper algebraic manifold X will do, and more generally if
M is a locally free Ox-module which has a locally free extension to X, then
the linear Lie algebroid ¢x (M) has a completion.

Let (§',7) be a completion.

Definition 6.4.3. An object M*® € Db J(g9x) is completely regular if M® =
§'(N*) for some N* € D (g5 ), where (X g5, ) is a completion of (X, gx, ).

Let Db (gx) C D% (gx) be the sub-category of completely regular com-
plexes.

We also say that N*® is a (regular) completion of M*®. By Theorem
there exist such N® if and only if j;(M*®) = N'(*S) € D% (gg), where
S = X\ j(X), so it is natural to check if j+(M') €D’ (gg).

Next lemma shows that the definition of D% (gy) is intrinsic.

Lemma 6.4.4. Let
(]17]1) : (X79X7a) — (X17QX17041)
and

(]27]5) : (X7 gX,Oé) - (X279X27a2)
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be completions. Put Sy = Xy \ jo(X) and let M* € DP (gx). Suppose
that there exist N® € Dl (gx,), i = 1,2, satisfying j'(N?) = M®. Then if
Ny € Db (gx,) and RF[SZ}(NQ') € Db (gx,) it follows that Ns € Db (9x,).

Proof. By Theorem it suffices to prove that N3 (xS) € D% (gx,)-

Let X3 — X7 X X5 be a desingularisation of the closure of the image
of the morphism (j1,j2) : X — X3 x Xy, so there exist canonical proper
birational morphisms p : X3 — X1, ¢ : X3 — X5, and letting j : X — X3 be
the inclusion morphism of X in X3 we have goj = poj =idx. Let S3,.5
be the algebraic sets X3\ j(X) and X3 \ jo(X).

We have N§ := p'(N?) € Db, (gx,) (Th.[53.19) and j'(N3) = js(N3) =
M?®, so

N3 (+S2) = (j2)1ja(Ns)
= (qoj)+i (N3)
= q+(j+j'(N3)) (Prop. B51)
= q+(N3(S3)).

By Theorem N3(xS3) € Db (gx,), noting that the pull-back of a
transitive Lie algebroid is transitive, hence by Theorem N3 (xS2) €

D?S(QXQ)‘ O

In the following two corollaries to Section .3 7 : ¥ — X is a morphism
of quasi-projective algebraic manifolds.

We first note that gy has a completion if gx has one. By assumption there
exists a completion (i',4) : (X, gx,a) = (X,g%,@). Let Y C Y] where Y is
projective, define g : Y — X x Y7, g(y) = (7(y),y) and let ¢ : Y — X x ¥}
be a desingularisation of the closure of g(Y). Now there exists an open
embedding j : Y — Y such that ¢ o j = g and a Cartesian diagram:

J

Y
(6.4.1) ﬂl l
X

X%

Since g is locally free and transitive it follows that 71 (gg) is locally free
and transitive (Lem. P.4.§); hence

(77 (1),5) : (V. gy = 7" (gx), 7" () = (Y, 7" (gx), 7" (&)

is a completion.
We have for M* € D%(gy)

(6.4.2) jam (M®) = @iy (M®)
since ¢ and j are open embeddings.
Corollary 6.4.5. 7'(Db,(gx)) C D, (gy).

Proof. As i (M*) € D (gx) the result follows from (f4.3) and Theo-
rem B.3.13. O
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Corollary 6.4.6. Assume that m can be factorized into an open embedding
which is a completion of (Y, gy,a) and a proper morphism. Then

T (Ds(ay)) © D74 (ax)-

Proof. Let M* € Db (gy). If 7 = poj where j : Y — Y is a completion we
know that j+(M’) 6 Db s(Y), and since p is proper w1 (M*®) = p(j+(M*)) €
D (gx) (Th. . Since p(Y) is a closed subspace of X the restriction
of i to p(Y) is proper The proof of Theorem is now applicable to
prove that iy 7, (M®) € Db (gg) only using that the restriction of i to the
support of p4(j4+(M?*)) is proper. O

When gx = T'x all open embeddings are completions so Corollary
holds for any morphism 7; in this case it is proven for algebraic Dx-modules
by Borel [BGKT87, VII, Th. 12.2] using curve regularity as the definition
of complete regularity, cf. Corollary f.4.7 below. The proof in [loc. cit.] is,
as is ours, inspired by Deligne’s proof that the Gauss-Manin connection has
regular singularities [Del70], II. §7]. In [Bj693, Ch. V, 5.5.28] the theorem is

proven for analytic Dx-modules, by proving the comparison condition
R (QUTx, my (M?))) = RU(QUTx, 74 (M*))),

where the left side is the tempered local cohomology of the de Rham complex

of my (M?*), and the right side is the full local cohomology at any point x € X,

when the analogous comparison condition holds for M at all points of Y.
Let Db (gx) C D% .(gx) be the sub-category of complexes M*® such that

crs

¢'(M*®) € Db (gc) whenever ¢ : C — X is a curve in X.
Corollary 6.4.7.
DZTS(QX) = D?s(gX)

Proof. Let (j,5') : (X,9x,a) — (X, g%, @) be a completion, and S be the
algebraic set X \ j(X).

Db (gx) € D% .(gx): A morphism ¢ :C — X, where C' is curve, can be
completed to a morphism ¢ : C — X, where C is a proper curve, by the
valuative criterion of properness. Let i : C — C be the corresponding open
inclusion of (non-singular) curves, so ¢oi = jo¢. Then if N* € Db (gx), we
have (V%) € Dl (g) (Cor. B-L3) and #6(N*) = '(N*) (Prop. A3
hence ¢' o j'(N*®) € D?.(gc); hence j'(N*®) € D, (gx).

ch)rs(gX) c Drs(gX) Let M* € Dgrs(gX) and N*® € Dcoh(gX) be such
that j'(N*) = M*® and N® = N°*(xS). By Theorem [.3.15 we have to prove
that N* € Db (gg). Let gb C — X be a curve. Then either ¢(C) is
contained in S, or C := ¢~ 1(j(X)) C C is Zariski dense. In the first case,
@' (N*(xS)) = 0, see the proof of Lemma [.3.1¢ or [BGK 87, VI, Cor. 8.5]7
hence we can assume that i : C' — C' is an inclusion of a Zariski open dense
subset of C. Now, by assumption, i'¢'(N®) = ¢'j'(N®) € D? (g¢c); hence
B(N*) € DY, (ac). O

One can improve Proposition [l.2.4 when considering D2 (gx):

Proposition 6.4.8. Let M* € DP, (gx). Assume that T is surjective on
suppM® C X. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) M* € D}(gx)
7



(2) 7'(M*) € D (gy).
When gx = Ty we recover [Bjo99, Th. 5.6.5] and [BGK™ 87, VII, Prop.

12.9]. Proposition [.4.§ can be used to prove the complete regularity of
certain equivariant gx-modules occurring as localizations of Harish-Chandra
representations of Lie algebras.

Proof. (1) = (2) follows from Corollary [.4.5, so we need to prove (2) =
(1).
Letting o : C — X be a curve one has to prove that 7'(M®) € D% (gy)
implies o' (M*®) € Db (gc) (Cor. p.4.7). Let p: Y1 — C be a desingularisa-
tion of the base change « of m, and ¢ : Y7 — Y be the second projection.
Since p' o o} = ¢' o 7' (Prop. B-4.3) we have that p'a’(M?®) € Db,. Tt there-
fore suffices to prove the proposition when 7 is a morphism to a curve X.
Moreover, there exists a curve a1 : C7 — Y such that the composed mor-
phism 7o a; : €7 — X is dominant, which moreover can be assumed to be

etale after restricting to an open subset of C;. Since oz!l preserves D?S(gy)

(Cor. p.4.9), by Lemma we can then assume that 7 : Y — X is an etale
morphism of non-singular curves. Then as complex of Oy-modules the in-
verse image 7' (M*®) coincides with 7*(M*®), the inverse image in the category
of Oy-modules, and if N € D? (gy), then 7, (N®) coincides with 7,(N°®),
the direct image in the category of Ox-modules. Moreover, that 7 is etale
also implies that the canonical morphism M® — m 7' (M®) = w7 (M®) is
a monomorphism in a triangulated category, hence it is split. Consider a
completions of X and Y forming a Cartesian diagram of the type (6.4.1).
Then 7, j ' (M®) = i n 7' (M®) = i,m*(M®). Hence we have a split
distinguished triangle

in(M*) = 7 jprt (M®) — C* =,
so H*(iy(M*®)) C H*(7yjom'(M*)); by assumption and Theorem
H* (7 j, 7' (M*)) € cohra(gx ); hence H*(i(M*)) € cohrs(gx) (Prop. B33).
O

Let us make a comment about the role of D% (gy) in the Riemann-Hilbert
correspondence; compare also to the rather different argument in [BGK™87,
VIII. Fix a completion (X,gx,a) — (X,gg,a). Put S = X \ j(X) and
let D2.(S,g5) C Db (gx) be the full sub-category of objects N* € D% (gx)
such that N®* = N*(xS) = Rj,j*(N*®). Then the functor

j+ :Dgs(gX)%szs(Sng)? M.'_)j-‘r(M.)
is an equivalence of categories, and using GAGA ([£.4)
g: Dgs(sa gX) = D?s(sy th)‘
A main step is to prove that the restriction functor defines an equivalence
L D£5(579Xh) = D?s(th)‘

Since this is a local problem in Xj, the well-known proof when gx, = Tx,
works, based on Hironaka’s resolution of singularities; see Malgrange’s ac-
count in [BGKT87, IV] of Deligne’s proof for the case of connections. As-

sume now that gx € LPicx and recall the discussion in (B.3:J). Put
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¢ =t([gx,]) € H*(Xp,C*), so one has the invertible ¢-twisted sheaf \(¢) €
Mod(gx,,¢), and the solution functor

Soly : D*(gx,) = D"(Cx,,9), M — RHomg, (M,A(9)).

The usual Riemann-Hilbert correspondence states that Soly is an equiva-
lence of categories between D’ (T, ) and the derived category D’(Cy,)
of complexes of sheaves whose homology sheaves are constructible, while
the abelian sub-category coh,s(T, ) is equivalent to the category of per-
verse sheaves on X ([Kas8(], [Kas84], [Meb&(], [Meb83], [Meb89]). Now
Soly defines an equivalence between Db (gx,) and the derived category of
complexes of ¢-twisted sheaves whose homology ¢-twisted sheaves are con-
structible; see also [[Kas89]. Hence by the previous equivalences there exists
an equivalence between an algebraic and a topological category:

Sd¢orong+iiﬁJGX)gljchm¢)
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