arXiv:2405.08490v2 [math.QA] 23 Oct 2024

THE RING OF DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON A MONOMIAL CURVE IS A HOPF ALGEBROID

ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Abstract. This article considers cuspidal curves whose coordinate rings are numerical semigroup algebras. Using a general result about descent of Hopf algebroid structures, their rings of differential operators are shown to be cocommutative and conilpotent left Hopf algebroids. If the semigroups are symmetric so that the curves are Gorenstein, they are full Hopf algebroids (admit an antipode).

Contents

1. Introduction 3 1.1. The smooth case 3 1.2. Monomial curves 3 1.3. The basic example 4 1.4. Motivation 4 1.5. Descent for Hopf algebroids 5 1.6. Structure of the paper 6 1.7. Conventions 6 Acknowledgements 7 2. Differential operators 7 2.1. Filtered and graded (co)algebras 7 2.2. Almost commutative algebras 8 2.3. Augmented A-rings 9 2.4. Differential operators 10 2.5. Principal parts 11

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 16S32, 16T15, 20M14. 1

2 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

2.6. Lie–Rinehart algebras 11 2.7. Universal enveloping algebras 12 2.8. Augmentations of D^{op}_A 14 3. Smooth algebras 15 3.1. Smooth and étale algebras 15 3.2. Differentially smooth algebras 16 3.3. Regular algebras 20 3.4. Smooth manifolds 21 4. Hopf algebroids 21 4.1. B|A-corings 22 4.2. Conilpotency 23 4.3. Bialgebroids 24 4.4. Hopf algebroids 25 4.5. Antipodes 26 4.6. Closed monoidal categories 28 4.7. Opmonoidal functors 29 4.8. Rings of differential operators 30 4.9. The example U_ApLq 32 5. Descent for Hopf algebroids 34 5.1. Local projectivity 35 5.2. Strong local projectivity 38 5.3. Descent 41 5.4. Base change 42 5.5. The descent theorem 43 6. The case of differential operators 46 6.1. Generalised principal parts 46 6.2. Étale extensions 48 6.3. Descent for C “ D_K 51 7. Application to numerical semigroups 53 7.1. Numerical semigroups 53

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 3

7.2. The Laurent polynomials 56

7.3. Semigroup algebras 57

7.4. Strong local projectivity 58

7.5. Main result 63

7.6. Computing ΔpDq 65

7.7. The example 2N ` 3N 67

References 70

1. Introduction

1.1. The smooth case. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, A “ krXs be the coordinate ring of a smooth affine variety X, and D_A be the algebra of k-linear differential operators on A. As will be recalled in Sections 2 and 3, D_A is then generated as a k-algebra by the subalgebra A Ď D_A of multiplication operators and the Lie algebra DerpAq Ď D_A of vector fields on X (derivations on A). This yields an isomorphism of A-rings D_A – U_A with the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie– Rinehart algebra pA, DerpAqq.

In particular, D_A is a left Hopf algebroid over A (see Section 4), which means that if M, N are D_A-modules, then both M b_A N and Hom_ApM, Nq carry D_A-module structures rendering D_A-Mod a closed monoidal category. Hence a natural question arises:

Question. For which k-algebras A is D_A a left Hopf algebroid?

This was one of Sweedler’s motivations for introducing Hopf algebroids (called by him ^_A-Hopf algebras) in [65]. Theorem 8.7 therein introduces the class of algebras with almost finite projective differentials for which the answer is positive. This class includes smooth and purely inseparable (see Example 3.18) algebras.

1.2. Monomial curves. In the present article, we use a descent theory approach to answer the question for the coordinate rings A of cuspidal curves given by numerical semigroups:

Theorem 1.1. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, A Ď pN, `q be a numerical semigroup, that is, a monoid generated by p_1, . . . , p_n P N with gcdpp_1, . . . , p_nq “ 1, and let A be its monoid algebra over k. Then

4 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

D_A is canonically a cocommutative and conilpotent left Hopf algebroid over A. If A is symmetric, it is a full Hopf algebroid.

We refer to Section 7 for more definitions and references concerning numerical semigroups.

1.3. The basic example. When p_1 “ 2, p_2 “ 3, then D_{krt}2_{,t}3_s is generated by the coordinate functions t^2, t^3 and the differential operators

D_0 :“ tB, L_{´2} :“ B^2´ 2 t B, L_{´3} :“ B^3´ 3 t B^2` 3 t^2 B of orders 1, 2 and 3, respectively, where B :“^d_{dt} [63]. For this example, we compute the Hopf algebroid structure explicitly:

Theorem 1.2. Let k be a field of characteristic 0 and A :“ krt^2, t^3s. Then the k-algebra D_A carries the structure of a cocommutative, conilpotent, and involutive Hopf algebroid over krt^2, t^3s whose counit, coproduct and antipode are determined by

εpD_0q “ εpL_{´2}q “ εpL_{´3}q “ 0, Δ pD_0q “ D_0 b_A 1 ` 1 b_A D_0, Δ pL_{´2}q “ L_{´2} b_A 1 ` 2D_0 b_A pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´2} ´ 2L_1 b_A L_{´3} ` 1 b_A L_{´2}, Δ pL_{´3}q “ L_{´3} b_A 1 ` 3L_{´2} b_A L_{´1} ´ 3L_{´1} b_A L_{´2} ` 6D_0 b_A pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´3} ´ 6L_1 b_A L^2_{´2} ` 1 b_A L_{´3}, SpD_0q “ ´D_0 ` 1, SpL_{´2}q “ L_{´2}, SpL_{´3}q “ ´L_{´3}, where L_1 :“ t^3pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´2} ´ t^4L_{´3} and L_{´1} :“ t^2pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´3} ´ t^3L^2_{´2}.

Smith and Stafford, and, independently, Muhasky have shown that D_{krt}2_{,t}3_s is Morita-equivalent to the ring D_{krts} of differential operators on the normalisation krts of krt^2, t^3s [63, 47], and Ben-Zvi and Nevins have extended this result to suitable quotients of Cohen–Macaulay varieties [5, Theorem 1.2]. As krts is smooth, the Weyl algebra D_{krts} is a Hopf algebroid, and with the above Hopf algebroid structure on D_{krt}2_{,t}3_s, the Morita-equivalence becomes strict monoidal, see Theorem 7.26.

1.4. Motivation. We find the above results interesting for several reasons:

First, being a Hopf algebroid has implications for the homological properties of D_A and yields additional algebraic structures on Ext-, Tor-, and Cotor-groups over D_A. For example, the derived version of the internal hom adjunction Hom_{DA} pM, Nq – Hom_{DA} pA, Hom_ApM, Nqq

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 5

is a spectral sequence which in good cases allows one to compute Ext_{DA} pM, Nq using a projective resolution of the D_A-module A. See for example [30, 31, 32] for more information.

Second, Moerdijk and Mrčun have obtained a Hopf algebroid version of the Cartier–Milnor–Moore theorem [44, Theorem 3.1]. The classical theorem asserts that over a field of characteristic zero, the cocommutative and conilpotent Hopf algebras are precisely the universal enveloping algebras of Lie algebras (see e.g. [35, Theorem 3.5] and [66, Theorem V.4], neither Cartier nor Kostant had published their original proofs). The Hopf algebroid version establishes a correspondence between A-projective Lie–Rinehart algebras and cocommutative, conilpotent Hopf algebroids satisfying some projectivity assumption. As Theorem 1.1 demonstrates, a classification beyond the projective case could be a non-trivial but interesting endeavour.

Third, the underlying coalgebras over A are neat examples that demonstrate some subtleties of the theory of coalgebras over commutative rings that are not fields: at first, the formulas in Theorem 1.2 do not seem to support the claim that D_{krt}2_{,t}3_s is cocommutative and conilpotent. On closer inspection, one convinces oneself of the cocommutativity which is veiled by the relations in the krt^2, t^3s-module D_{krt}2_{,t}3_s. Concerning conilpotency, one observes a phenomenon that cannot occur for coaugmented coalgebras over fields: D_{krt}2_{,t}3_s is an example of a coaugmented coalgebra whose primitive filtration is not a coalgebra filtration (see Lemma 7.41).

Next, the question whether D_A admits an antipode aligns nicely with the theory of symmetric numerical semigroups. Their monoid algebras are Gorenstein [34], and this yields an isomorphism of A-rings S : D_A Ñ D^{op}_A . See [53] for a recent elementary proof of this fact due to Quinlan-Gallego and [77, Corollary 4.9] for a more general (and less elementary) proof due to Yekutieli.

Last but not least, we present Theorem 1.1 as an application of a general theory of descent of Hopf algebroid structures that might be of interest in itself and can be applied more widely and in particular to the study of differential operators in characteristic p. We briefly sketch this in the introduction for experts on Hopf algebroids, see Section 5 for the details.

1.5. Descent for Hopf algebroids. Let k be any commutative ring, and assume we are given a bialgebroid C over a commutative k-algebra K and two subalgebras A, B Ď K. The unit object in the monoidal

6 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

category of C-modules is K, with c P C acting on b P K as εpb § cq “ εpcbq where ε is the counit of C.

Now define CpB, Aq :“ tc P C | εpcbq P A @b P Bu, RpB, Aq :“ tr : CpB, Aq Ñ A, c ÞÑ ř i εpa_icb_iq | a_i P A, b_i P Bu. Our main result provides criteria for coalgebra, bi- and Hopf algebroid structures to descend to CpB, Aq if C – K b_A CpB, Aq. We are interested especially in the case that A Ď K is a localisation (in our application, K corresponds to the smooth locus of a singular variety with coordinate ring A), so K is typically not faithfully flat over A (which is usually assumed in results involving descent). However, we prove that it suffices to verify that CpB, Aq is RpB, Aq-locally projective (see Section 5.1 for this notion):

Theorem 1.3. If CpB, Aq is RpB, Aq-locally projective and μ: K b_A CpB, Aq Ñ C, x b_A c ÞÑ xc is surjective, then we have:

(1) pΔ, εq uniquely restricts to a B|A-coring structure on CpB, Aq. (2) If B “ A, this turns CpA, Aq into a bialgebroid over A. (3) If C is in addition a left Hopf algebroid, then CpA, Aq is a left Hopf algebroid.

1.6. Structure of the paper. The paper is organised as follows: Sections 2-4 contain preliminary material on differential operators and Lie–Rinehart algebras, on smooth and étale algebras, respectively on bi- and Hopf algebroids. Experts on these topics can safely skip these sections, they do not contain novel material but are there in order to keep the paper self-contained. Section 5 contains the proof of the above Theorem 1.3. For this, we first recall the theory of A-modules M that are locally projective relative to a subset R Ď M^˚ “ Hom_ApM, Aq. Section 6 applies this theory to rings of differential operators in general, and Section 7 focuses on the monomial curves from Theorem 1.1 and the specific example krt^2, t^2s from Theorem 1.2.

As this is a long paper, we will include a more detailed summary of each section in its preamble.

1.7. Conventions. From now on, k is a fixed commutative ground ring. Unless specified explicitly otherwise, “algebra” means “unital

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 7

associative algebra over k”, that is, “morphism k Ñ ZpHq of rings”, where ZpHq is the centre of the ring H.

The main results remain true if one replaces k-modules by other closed symmetric monoidal categories with sufficiently good properties, so we suppress subscripts k and write HompV, W q instead of Hom_kpV, W q and similarly b, DerpA, Mq, D_A, Ω^1_A, . . . and only specify the ground ring relative to which we work when it is different from k. The symbols ↠ and ãÑ are used to denote surjective and injective maps (rather than epi- respectively monomorphisms).

Furthermore, A, B and K are reserved to denote commutative algebras coming with algebra morphisms A Ñ K, B Ñ K. A guiding example that one can always keep in mind when reading the paper is

A “ krt^2, t^3s Ă B “ krts Ă K “ krt, t^{´1}s,

k being any field of characteristic 0.

Last but not least, for any A-module M, we denote by M^˚ :“ Hom_ApM, Aq its dual.

Acknowledgements. It is a pleasure to thank Paolo Saracco for pointing out to use the reference [15], as well as Toby Stafford and Paul Smith for explaining to us some details of their work on differential operators on singular curves. Ulrich Krähmer is supported by the DFG grant “Cocommutative comonoids” (KR 5036/2-1). Myriam Mahaman is supported by the COST Grant HORIZON-MSCA-2022-SE- 01-01 CaLIGOLA.

2. Differential operators

Throughout the paper, k is a commutative ring, “algebra” means “unital associative algebra over k”, and A is a commutative algebra. This section contains background material on the A-ring D_A of differential operators on A, and on its relation to the universal enveloping algebra U_A of the Lie–Rinehart algebra DerpAq of derivations of A.

2.1. Filtered and graded (co)algebras. There will be several filtered and graded objects in this paper, so we begin by fixing our notation and conventions concerning these.

Definition 2.1. A filtered object V in a category C is a chain of monomorphisms f_i : V_i Ñ V_{i`1}, i P Z. The graded object grpV q associated to a filtered object V is given by grpV q_i :“ V_i{V_{i´1} “ coker f_{i´1}.

8 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Here and elsewhere, we tacitly assume that all occurring (co)limits such as (co)products, (co)kernels etc. exist.

More generally, one may replace Z by any directed set, that is, a preorder pΛ, ďq such that any two elements λ, μ P Λ have an upper bound ν P Λ with λ ď ν, μ ď ν, and consider functors V : Λ Ñ C; these will be called directed systems in C while functors Λ^{op} Ñ C will be called inverse systems. If Λ is discrete (λ ď μ ô λ “ μ), we call V a Λ-graded object in C. As is customary, we will often use the same symbol V to denote the colimit of a directed system V .

Example 2.2. If V is a Z-graded respectively a filtered k-module, then we denote À i V_i respectively Ť i V_i also by V .

With natural transformations as morphisms, the directed respectively inverse systems in C (and in particular filtered and graded objects) form again categories and gr is a functor from filtered to Z-graded objects. If Λ and C are both monoidal categories, the category of directed systems is also monoidal with the Day convolution as monoidal structure, see e.g. [37, Section 6.2].

Example 2.3. The tensor product of Z-graded k-modules V, W has

pV b W q_l “ à m`n“l V_m b W_n.

In the tensor product of filtered k-modules, pV b W q_l is the image of the canonical morphism à m`nďl V_m b W_n Ñ V b W

induced by the tensor products of the embeddings V_m Ñ V, W_n Ñ W .

Thus we may consider graded respectively filtered (co)algebras, that is, (co)monoids in the monoidal categories of graded respectively filtered k-modules, as well as the categories of graded respectively filtered (co)modules over such (co)algebras. We will also iterate the process and consider for example filtered coalgebras D in the category of graded modules over a (commutative) graded algebra A.

Remark 2.4. The category of Z-graded k-modules is closed monoidal: for any graded modules V, W , their internal hom is the graded module with rV, W s_d :“ tφ P HompV, W q | φpV_iq Ď W_{i`d} @i P Zu.

2.2. Almost commutative algebras. Let H be a filtered algebra.

Definition 2.5. H is almost commutative if grpHq is commutative.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 9

So explicitly, H is almost commutative if for all a P H_i, b P H_j, we have ab ´ ba P H_{i`j´1}. In this case, the Poisson bracket of ras P grpHq_i, rbs P grpHq_j is

tras, rbsu :“ rab ´ bas P grpHq_{i`j´1}.

The following is an immediate consequence of the above definition; in short, it states that pgrpHq, t´, ´uq is a graded Poisson algebra (with Poisson bracket of degree -1):

Proposition 2.6. If H is an almost commutative filtered algebra, then pgrpHq, t´, ´uq is a Lie algebra over k, and for all X, Y, Z P grpHq, we have tX, Y Zu “ tX, Y uZ ` Y tX, Zu. The aim of this Section 2 is to recall that any commutative algebra A defines three almost commutative filtered algebras with H_0 “ A:

(1) the universal enveloping algebra U_A of the Lie–Rinehart algebra DerpAq of all k-linear derivations A Ñ A, (2) the algebra D_A of differential operators on A, and (3) its subalgebra D_A generated by D^1_A “ A ‘ DerpAq.

At the end we will recall that in characteristic 0, they all agree when DerpAq is a finitely generated projective A-module (Theorem 2.22); in Section 3 this will be related to the smoothness of A.

2.3. Augmented A-rings. We adopt the following terminology:

Definition 2.7. An A-ring is an algebra morphism η : A Ñ H. An augmented A-ring is an A-ring η : A Ñ H together with a k-linear map ε: H Ñ A for which ε ˝ η “ id_A and ker ε Ă H is a left ideal.

In an augmented A-ring, we usually suppress η and identify A with its image in H, that is, view A as a subalgebra of H so that we have an A-module decomposition H “ A ‘ ker ε.

Remark 2.8. Even though A is assumed to be commutative, im η is not assumed to lie in the centre of H. That is, H is a monoid in the category A-Mod-A of A-A-bimodules rather than a monoid in the monoidal category A-Mod of A-modules, which would be an A-algebra. Since A is commutative, there is no actual difference between left and right A-actions, so there are two forgetful functors A-Mod-A Ñ A-Mod. When considering H as an A-module with respect to left multiplication,

A b H Ñ a b h ÞÑ a Ż h :“ ηpaqh,

10 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

we will denote the resulting A-module just by H. When forgetting the left action, we will instead denote the resulting A-module by H̄, A b H̄ Ñ H̄, a b h ÞÑ a § h :“ hηpaq. Remark 2.9. Note also that an augmentation ε of an A-ring is not an algebra map in general. Instead, it can be equivalently described as a left H-module structure on A that extends the multiplication in A; in terms of ε and η, the action of h P H on a P A yields εphηpaqq “ εpa§hq, while ε is by construction A-linear with respect to the left A-action, εpa Ż hq “ εpηpaqhq “ aεphq. Example 2.10. Consider the canonical injection

η : A ãÑ EndpAq :“ HompA, Aq, a ÞÑ px ÞÑ axq

that assigns to each a P A the corresponding multiplication operator on A. This turns EndpAq into an augmented A-ring with augmentation εpφq :“ φp1q. Yet an equivalent way to define an augmentation of an A-ring H is as an A-ring morphism ε̂: H Ñ EndpAq.

By applying the above to the opposite ring H^{op} of H, we obtain that right H-module structures on A that extend the multiplication in A correspond bijectively to maps ε̄: H̄ Ñ A that are A-linear, ε̄pa § hq “ ε̄phηpaqq “ ε̄phqa “ aε̄phq, a P A, h P H, satisfy ε̄ ˝ η “ id_A, and for which ker ε̄ is a right ideal in H; the corresponding right action of h P H on a P A yields ε̄pa Ż hq.

2.4. Differential operators. Now we recall the notion of a differential operator over A. We refer e.g. to [16, 43, 21] for more information.

By definition, η identifies A in Example 2.10 with the differential operators of order 0 on A. The differential operators of higher order are defined inductively as follows:

Definition 2.11. The A-ring of differential operators over A is the almost commutative subalgebra

D_A “ ď nPN D^n_A Ď EndpAq,

where D^0_A :“ A and for n ě 1, we set

D^n_A “ tD P EndpAq | Da ´ aD P D^{n´1}_A @a P Au.

Remark 2.12. For n ě 1, the embedding D^n_A ãÑ D^{n`1}_A does in general not split as a morphism of A-modules, while for n “ 0 we have a canonical isomorphism D^1_A Ñ A ‘ DerpAq, D ÞÑ pDp1q, D ´ Dp1qq.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 11

The A-ring D_A is by definition an almost commutative filtered algebra. We use upper indices for the filtration given by the order of a differential operator since in our main examples, A is itself a Z-graded algebra, and then we use lower indices to denote the differential operator of degree d P Z,

D_{A,d} :“ tD P D_A | DpA_rq Ď A_{r`d}@r P Zu, D^n_{A,d} :“ D^n_A X D_{A,d}.

Note that in general we have À d D_{A,d} Ĺ D_A, but we will show in Corollary 3.11 that equality holds when A is essentially of finite type (is a localisation of a finitely generated algebra).

Finally, we define the following subalgebra of D_A:

Definition 2.13. We denote by

D_A :“ ď ně0 D^n_A, D^n_A :“ span_AtX_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ X_m | X_i P DerpAq, 0 ď m ď nu

the augmented A-subring of D_A generated (as an algebra) by D^1_A.

2.5. Principal parts. For an alternative description of D_A, consider A b A as A-module with multiplication in the first tensor component as A-action so that we have an isomorphism

EndpAq “ HompA, Aq – pA b Aq^˚ “ Hom_ApA b A, Aq. Here and elsewhere, M^˚ is the dual of a left A-module M. This identifies D P EndpAq with the A-linear functional on A b A given by a b b ÞÑ aDpbq. A straightforward computation (see e.g. [24, Proposition 2.2.3]) shows that D^n_A consists under this isomorphism precisely of those A-linear functionals on A b A that vanish on I^{n`1}_A , where I_A is the kernel of the multiplication map μ_A of A. Thus we have (2.1) D^n_A – pP^n_Aq^˚ “ Hom_ApP^n_A, Aq, where P^n_A :“ pA b Aq{I^{n`1}_A .

Definition 2.14. P^n_A is the module of principal parts of order n of A.

This terminology will be explained further in Remark 3.20.

2.6. Lie–Rinehart algebras. Here we recall from [56] the notion of a Lie–Rinehart algebra L over A and of its universal enveloping algebra.

Definition 2.15. A Lie–Rinehart algebra over A is a Lie algebra L over k together with an A-module structure a b X ÞÑ a ¨ X on L and an L-module structure X b a ÞÑ Xpaq on A which satisfy Xpabq “ aXpbq ` Xpaqb, aXpbq “ pa ¨ Xqpbq, rX, a ¨ Y s “ a ¨ rX, Y s ` Xpaq ¨ Y,

12 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

for X, Y P L, a, b P A. The Lie algebra morphism ω : L Ñ DerpAq, X ÞÑ Xp´q is referred to as the anchor map.

Remark 2.16. When A is the R-algebra C^8pXq of smooth functions on a smooth manifold X and L is the module of sections of a locally trivial real vector bundle over X, one also refers to L as a Lie algebroid. Rinehart himself called Lie–Rinehart algebras pk, Aq-Lie algebras. The terminology Lie–Rinehart algebra goes back to Huebschmann [26], who however uses it for the pair pA, Lq in which both A and L are variable.

The following consequence of Proposition 2.6 says that Lie–Rinehart algebras are in a sense infinitesimal first order approximations of almost commutative algebras:

Corollary 2.17. If H is an almost commutative algebra, then t´, ´u turns L “ H_1{H_0 into a Lie–Rinehart algebra over H_0 with anchor given by Xpaq :“ tX, au and a ¨ X given by left multiplication in grpHq.

2.7. Universal enveloping algebras. Conversely, any Lie–Rinehart algebra L determines an almost commutative augmented A-ring with the following universal property:

Definition 2.18. The universal enveloping algebra of a Lie–Rinehart algebra L over A is the universal pair pU_ApLq, ρq, where

(1) U_ApLq is an A-ring and (2) ρ: L Ñ U_ApLq is a k-linear map satisfying ρprX, Y sq “ ρpXqρpY q ´ ρpY qρpXq, ρpa ¨ Xq “ ηpaqρpXq, ηpXpaqq “ ρpXqηpaq ´ ηpaqρpXq, where a P A and X, Y P L.

The algebra U_ApLq is constructed as a quotient of the tensor algebra T_ApL ‘ Aq, of the A-bimodule L ‘ A with left and right action apX, bq :“ pa ¨ X, abq, pX, bqa :“ pa ¨ X, Xpaq ` baq. The filtration with respect to which U_ApLq is almost commutative is similarly to that of D_A given by

(2.2) U_ApLq^n :“ span_AtρpX_1q ¨ ¨ ¨ ρpX_mq | X_i P L, m ď nu.

We refer to [56, p197] for the details.

Therein, Rinehart has also extended the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem from Lie to Lie–Rinehart algebras:

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 13

Theorem 2.19 ([56], Theorem 3.1 on p198). If the A-module L is projective, then ρ induces an A-algebra isomorphism Sym_A L Ñ grpU_ApLqq.

Here, Sym_A M denotes the symmetric algebra of an A-module M, that is, the free commutative A-algebra on M.

The universal property of U_ApLq implies in particular that the anchor map ω extends uniquely to a morphism of A-rings (2.3) ε̂: U_ApLq Ñ D_A Ď D_A Ď EndpAq, and in this way, U_ApLq is canonically an augmented A-ring. By construction, we thus have ω “ ε̂ ˝ ρ, which implies in particular: Lemma 2.20. If ω : L Ñ DerpAq is injective, so is ρ: L Ñ U_ApLq. Remark 2.21. In general, ρ is not injective; in particular, when A “ k, then a Lie–Rinehart algebra is just a Lie algebra, and U_ApLq is its universal enveloping algebra. In this setting, Cohn has shown that ρ is injective if L is torsion-free as an abelian group under addition, and given an example for which it is not [15, Section 5 on p202].

For a general Lie–Rinehart algebra, ε̂: U_ApLq Ñ D_A is neither injective nor surjective. However, let us now focus on the case L “ DerpAq, ω “ id_{DerpAq}, and abbreviate U_A :“ U_ApDerpAqq.

In this case, we have:

Theorem 2.22. If Q Ď A and the A-module DerpAq is finitely generated projective, then ε̂: U_A Ñ D_A is an isomorphism. In particular, we have D_A “ D_A.

Proof. The morphism U_A Ñ D_A is a morphism of almost commutative A-rings, hence induces an associated morphism (2.4) grpU_Aq Ñ grpD_Aq of graded A-algebras. By the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem (Theorem 2.19), we also have an isomorphism of graded A-algebras Sym_A DerpAq Ñ grpU_Aq.

The composition of the two is the canonical morphism (2.5) τ : Sym_A DerpAq Ñ grpD_Aq that results from the fact that grpD_Aq^1 “ DerpAq and that grpD_Aq is a commutative A-algebra (Sym_A DerpAq is the free commutative Aalgebra on the A-module DerpAq). It was shown by Narváez-Macarro

14 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

in [49, Corollary 2.17] that under the assumptions of our theorem, τ is an isomorphism. Therefore, we deduce that (2.4) is an isomorphism. An elementary induction argument implies that the original filtered morphism U_A Ñ D_A is thus an isomorphism, too. □

Remark 2.23. If Q Ę A, then we need the notion of a Hasse-Schmidt derivation in order to describe D_A. In this case, the condition that DerpAq is finitely generated projective needs to be complemented with an additional assumption, see Remark 3.15 below. We refer to [21, Theorem 16.11.2] and [71] for such a description of D_A. In particular, Narváez-Macarro has given a construction of D_A as a universal enveloping algebra of Hasse-Schmidt derivations in [48].

2.8. Augmentations of D^{op}_A . Any A-ring morphism S : D_A Ñ D^{op}_A yields a right D_A-module structure on A that extends multiplication in A, that is, an augmentation ε̄ “ ε ˝ S of D^{op}_A as discussed at the end of Section 2.3. As observed by Quinlan-Gallego in [53], any right action of D_A on A is necessarily given by differential operators, so in fact any augmentation of D^{op}_A arises as ε ˝ S. Furthermore, S is always a morphism of filtered A-rings, and the induced map grpSq of the associated graded A-algebras satisfies

(2.6) grpSqprDsq “ p´1q^nrDs, rDs P grpD_Aq^n,

which implies in particular that S is an isomorphism. To summarise, we have:

Lemma 2.24. There is a bijective correspondence between right D_Amodule structures on A extending the multiplication in A and A-ring isomorphisms S : D_A Ñ D^{op}_A .

Proof. See [53, Lemma 4.3]. □

Remark 2.25. Equation (2.6) shows in particular that S^2pDq “ D if D P D^1_A, so S is involutive if D_A “ D_A.

In particular, the following result will apply to the examples that we are going to study in the last section of this paper:

Theorem 2.26. Assume that k is a field and that A “ À ně0 A^n is a positively graded and finitely generated algebra. If A is Gorenstein (i.e. the A-module A has finite injective dimension), then there exists an isomorphism of graded A-rings D_A – D^{op}_A .

Proof. See [53, Theorem 4.4]. □

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 15

Remark 2.27. More generally, one has D^{op}_A – ω_A b_A D_A b_A ω^{´1}_A for any Gorenstein algebra, where ω_A is the canonical module (see [77, Corollary 4.9]), and under the assumptions of the above theorem, one has ω_A – A.

Remark 2.28. There are examples of algebras A for which D_A is left, but not right Noetherian [63, Section 7], [47, Section 5], [72], [58], so in general, D_A fl D^{op}_A .

3. Smooth algebras

This section recalls the notions of smooth, étale, and regular algebras and a few variations thereof that will be used freely in the main text. We also show that DerpAq is finitely generated projective if A is the algebra C^8pXq of smooth functions on a smooth manifold or the algebra krXs of regular functions on a non-singular affine variety over a perfect field, so that Theorem 2.22 applies to these examples.

As before, A, B, K denote commutative algebras over k, that is, morphisms of commutative rings k Ñ A, k Ñ B, k Ñ K.

3.1. Smooth and étale algebras. We begin by defining formally smooth and smooth algebras. The definition is naturally combined with that of an étale algebra that will also play a central role in the proof of our main result. We follow the original definitions of Grothendieck [20, Definition 0.19.3.1 and Definition 0.19.10.2]:

Definition 3.1. (1) An infinitesimal deformation of K is a surjective algebra morphism ψ : B ↠ K – B{N whose kernel N Ă B is a nilpotent ideal, that is, N^n “ 0 for some n ě 0.

(2) An algebra A is formally smooth if for all algebra morphisms φ: A Ñ K and all infinitesimal deformations ψ : B ↠ K of K there is at least one algebra morphism ρ: A Ñ B with ψ˝ρ “ φ.

(3) The algebra A is formally unramified if for all such φ, ψ there exists at most one algebra morphism ρ: A Ñ B with ψ ˝ ρ “ φ, and (4) it is formally étale if it is both formally smooth and unramified. A K k B. φρψ

16 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Remark 3.2. An easy induction argument shows that in (2) and (3) one may equivalently consider only infinitesimal deformations ψ : B ↠ K with pker ψq^2 “ 0.

Definition 3.3. The algebra A is smooth, unramified, respectively étale if it is formally so and is in addition essentially of finite type.

Remark 3.4. Grothendieck considers more generally topological rings and continuous ring morphisms. Matsumura uses in [41] the term “smooth” for what we call “formally smooth”, that is, the case of discrete rings. However, in [42], he instead uses the term “J-smooth” when k is discrete and A is equipped with the J-adic topology for some ideal J Ă A. So therein, our “formally smooth” is called “0-smooth”.

Remark 3.5. Some include in the definition of smoothness the assumption that k is Noetherian, e.g. [36, Appendix E]. By Hilbert’s Basissatz, an algebra A that is essentially of finite type is then Noetherian, too.

For example, in the Noetherian case, we have:

Proposition 3.6. Assume that k is Noetherian and A is essentially of finite type. Then we have:

(1) The following are equivalent:

(a) A is smooth.

(b) For all prime ideals p Ă A, the localisation A_p is smooth. (c) For all maximal ideals m Ă A, the localisation A_m is smooth.

(2) If A is smooth, then it is flat over k. (3) If A is unramified, the converse of (2) holds.

Proof. (1) and (2): See [12, Théorème X.7.10.4 on p103].

(2): See [28, Corollary 2.3 on p65] or [23, Exercise III.10.3]. □

Remark 3.7. In particular, the assumption Tor^k_npA, Aq “ 0 for n ą 0 added in [36, Proposition E.2 and Definition] follows from the definition of smoothness we use; therein, it is made to be able to make what we use as definition equivalent to the other characterisations given.

3.2. Differentially smooth algebras. Here we recall a weaker notion of smoothness, and that for a smooth algebra, DerpAq is finitely generated projective.

Definition 3.8. (1) Let μ_A : A b A Ñ A be the multiplication in A. Then the A-module of Kähler differentials over A is Ω^1_A :“ I_A{I^2_A, I_A “ ker μ_A.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 17

(2) An algebra A is differentially smooth if Ω^1_A is projective and the canonical surjections of A-modules

(3.1) Sym^n_A Ω^1_A ↠ I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A

induced by multiplication in A b A are bijective.

So for a differentially smooth algebra, we have an isomorphism of graded A-algebras

(3.2) Sym_A Ω^1_A Ñ à ně0 I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A ,

but note that Ω^1_A is not necessarily finitely generated.

Remark 3.9. In Grothendieck’s definition [21, Definition IV.16.10.1] of differential smoothness, P is in the affine case A b A equipped with the I_A-adic filtration, see [21, Definition IV.16.3.1 and (IV.16.3.7)]).

Proposition 3.10. (1) The map

d: A Ñ Ω^1_A, a ÞÑ r1 b a ´ a b 1s

is a k-linear derivation.

(2) If A is essentially of finite type, then I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A and P^n_A is for all n ě 0 a finitely generated A-module.

(3) The derivation d is universal in the sense that for any A-module M, we have Hom_ApΩ^1_A, Mq – DerpA, Mq via φ ÞÑ φ ˝ d. In particular, DerpAq – pΩ^1_Aq^˚ “ Hom_ApΩ^1_A, Aq.

Proof. (1) and (3) are [10, Proposition III.10.11.18]. (2) follows from the subsequent discussion therein: if B is an algebra generated by b_1, . . . , b_l P B, then it follows from [10, Lemma III.10.10.1], that Ω^1_B is generated as a B-module by db_1, . . . , db_l. If S Ď B is multiplicatively closed and A “ S^{´1}B, then it is also straightforward that the images of the db_i in Ω^1_A – S^{´1}Ω^1_B generate Ω^1_A as an A-module. It follows that the monomials db_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ db_{in} , 1 ď i_1 ď . . . ď i_n ď l, generate Sym^n_A Ω^1_A as an A-module. Applying the surjection (3.1) yields generators of I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A . To derive from this that all P^n_A are finitely generated, note that we have short exact sequences of A-modules

0 Ñ I^{n`1}_A {I^{n`2}_A Ñ P^{n`1}_A Ñ P^n_A Ñ 0,

and that P^0_A “ pA b Aq{I_A – A. As all I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A are finitely generated, this implies by induction that all P^n_A are finitely generated. □

Corollary 3.11. If A is essentially of finite type and Z-graded, then D_A “ À d D_{A,d} is a Z-graded A-ring.

18 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Proof. If A is graded, then A b A and I_A are graded, hence P^n_A “ pA b Aq{I^{n`1}_A is also graded. The grading on its dual D^n_A follows from [50, Lemma 3.3.2]: if M, N are graded A-modules and M is finitely generated, then Hom_ApM, Nq “ À dPZ Hom_ApM, Nq_d, where

Hom_ApM, Nq_d :“ tf P Hom_ApM, Nq | fpM_eq Ď N_{d`e}@e P Zu. □

Corollary 3.12. An algebra A is formally unramified if and only if Ω^1_A “ 0. In particular, this holds when A is a localisation of k.

Proof. The main claim follows from the fact that if ρ: A Ñ B lifts φ: A Ñ B, then the other lifts are precisely the maps of the form ρ ` δ with δ P DerpA, ker ψq (see e.g. [12, Proposition X.7.1.1 on p83]). If η : k Ñ A is a localisation, it is in particular an epimorphism of rings, which is equivalent to μ_A being an isomorphism, so I_A “ 0 “ I^2_A. □

Proposition 3.13. A formally smooth algebra is differentially smooth.

Proof. See [21, Proposition IV.16.10.2]. □

Corollary 3.14. If A is smooth, then we have

P^n_A – nà i“0 Sym^i_A Ω^1_A – nà i“0 I^i_A{I^{i`1}_A ,

and these A-modules are all finitely generated projective. In particular, DerpAq is finitely generated projective.

Proof. By the previous proposition, Ω^1_A is projective, and by Proposition 3.10 (2) it is finitely generated. Hence its dual DerpAq is finitely generated projective, too. The statement about the P^n_A is shown by an easy induction argument, using that the symmetric powers Sym^n_A M of a finitely generated projective module M are finitely generated projective, and that by induction all the short exact sequences

0 Ñ I^{n`1}_A Ñ I^n_A Ñ I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A – Sym^n_A Ω^1_A Ñ 0

split. □

Remark 3.15. If A is differentially smooth, then the canonical map (2.5) is the inverse of the map dual to (3.2). In [48, Definition 2.3.11] Narváez-Macarro calls an algebra A HS-smooth if DerpAq is finitely generated projective and the canonical map grpD_Aq Ñ À ně0pSym^n_A Ω^1_Aq^˚ is bijective. So if A is essentially of finite type and differentially smooth, then it is HS-smooth.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 19

Remark 3.16. Let A be an integral domain that is a finitely generated algebra over a field k of characteristic 0. The content of the Zariski–Lipman conjecture is that A is smooth if and only if DerpAq is projective. The Nakai conjecture in turn asserts that A is smooth if and only if D_A is generated by D^1_A, that is, if D_A “ D_A. Therefore, Theorem 2.22 implies in particular the (well-known) fact that a proof of the Nakai conjecture would also yield a proof of the Zariski–Lipman conjecture.

Remark 3.17. In [27], Ishibashi has formulated an analogue of the Nakai conjecture for the case when k is a field of characteristic p. It asserts that A is smooth if and only if D_A is generated by the Hasse-Schmidt derivations on A. See e.g. [71] for more details.

Example 3.18. Among the examples studied by Sweedler were algebras A that are purely inseparable [65, Definition 13.14], meaning that I_A consists of nilpotent elements. When A is essentially of finite type, this is equivalent to I_A being nilpotent, say I^{n`1}_A “ 0. We then have P^m_A – AbA for m ě n, and therefore D_A “ D^n_A – pAbAq^˚ – EndpAq.

Example 3.19. As a concrete example, consider k “ Z_2 and A “ krts{t^2krts, the ring of truncated polynomials, and let ℏ P A denote the residue class of t P krts. Then I_A is a free A-module with basis 1 b ℏ ´ ℏ b 1, and I^2_A “ 0 (as we are in characteristic 2), so we have Ω^1_A “ I_A – A and DerpAq – A (with a basis of the latter given by the klinear derivation^d_{dt} : krts Ñ krts, t^n ÞÑ nt^{n´1}, that descends to a derivation of A). In particular, both Ω^1_A and DerpAq are finitely generated projective. However, A is not differentially smooth as Sym^n_A Ω^1_A – A for all n while I^n_A{I^{n`1}_A “ 0 for n ą 1. For this algebra, the canonical map U_A Ñ D_A “ EndpAq is surjective, but not injective (its kernel is the ideal generated by p^d_{dt} q^2).

Remark 3.20. By an affine scheme over k, we mean a representable functor X on the category of commutative algebras, and we call X smooth if the algebras A representing X are smooth. In this case, the affine scheme T X over A represented by the A-algebra Sym_A Ω^1_A is the total space of the tangent bundle of X. Its unit map is a morphism of k-algebras and hence a morphism of affine schemes T X Ñ X over k; this is a locally trivial vector bundle whose A-module of global sections is DerpAq. The A-module P^n_A plays the role of functions on T X that in the direction of the fibres (the tangent spaces) are polynomials of degree at most n. These are the principal parts (or principal symbols) of differential operators of order at most n, hence the terminology.

20 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Alternatively, the affine scheme represented by P^n_A is the n-th infinitesimal neighbourhood of X, embedded as the diagonal into X ^ X. If I^{n`1}_A “ 0 as in the previous example, then this n-th infinitesimal neighbourhood is all of X ^ X, so geometrically, X ^ X is then an infinitesimal deformation of X.

3.3. Regular algebras. Let us briefly discuss the relation to the more classical concept of regularity, and that smoothness means regularity when A is the coordinate ring of an affine variety over a perfect field.

Definition 3.21. (1) A commutative ring A is regular if it is Noetherian and for all prime ideals p Ă A, the maximal ideal pA_p of the localisation A_p can be generated by dimpA_pq elements, where dimpA_pq denotes the Krull dimension of A_p.

(2) An affine variety (irreducible algebraic set) X Ď k^N is nonsingular if its ring krXs of regular functions X Ñ k is regular.

Over perfect fields, this just means smoothness:

Proposition 3.22. If k is a field and A is essentially of finite type over k, then A is smooth if and only if A b A is regular. If k is perfect, this is true if and only if A is regular.

Proof. It is shown in [12, Proposition X.6.5.8 on p78] that under the assumptions made, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) A b A is regular.

(2) A is absolutely regular, meaning that for any finite radical extension k^1 of k, k^1 b A is regular.

(3) I_A is a complete intersection.

In [12, Théorème X.7.10.4 on p103] it is shown that I_A is a complete intersection if and only if A is smooth. Finally, when k is perfect, then A is absolutely regular if and only if it is regular [12, Example X.6.4.1 on p75] (by definition of a perfect field, k^1 is a separable extension of k, hence k^1 b A is regular if A is regular, see [12, Proposition X.6.3.5 b) on p75]). □

Corollary 3.23. An affine variety X over a perfect field k is nonsingular if and only if krXs is smooth.

In particular, Ω^1_A is projective in this case. However, as we have seen in Example 3.19, this is not sufficient to imply regularity in general. Let us finally point out that in the case of integral domains, it actually is:

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 21

Proposition 3.24. If k is a perfect field and A is an integral domain and essentially of finite type, then Ω^1_A is projective if and only if A is regular.

Proof. The earliest reference for this fact that we are aware of is [25]. Therein, the fundamental insight that Ω^1_A – Tor^{AbA}_1 pA, Aq is the first Hochschild homology of the algebra A with coefficients in itself sneaks in somewhat tacitly on p391, but this follows directly from the definitions. Thus [25, Theorem 2.1] implies that if A is regular, so is A b A, and then [25, Theorem 3.1] (applied to the multiplication map A b A Ñ A) implies that Ω^1_A is projective. The converse is [25, Theorem 4.1]. □

Example 3.25. The prototypical example of A we are interested in is the cusp, A “ krt^2, t^3s Ă krts. If x :“ t^2 and y :“ t^3, then A is as an algebra isomorphic to krx, ys{px^3 ´y^2qkrx, ys, and Ω^1_A is as an A-module generated by dx, dy satisfying 3x^2dx ´ 2ydy “ 0. In particular, Ω^1_A is not torsion-free, as ω “ 2xdy ´ 3ydx ‰ 0 but yω “ 0, and DerpAq is not projective [43, Example 15.3.12]. Further examples of torsion elements in I_A{I^n_A were given in [2, Example 4.11].

3.4. Smooth manifolds. For the sake of completeness, let us also point out that Theorem 2.22 applies equally well in the setting of differential rather than algebraic geometry, that is, to the case of smooth manifolds. So as in Remark 2.16, assume that k “ R and A “ C^8pXq is the algebra of smooth R-valued functions on a smooth manifold X. See any textbook on differential geometry for the fact that the k-linear derivations of A are then identified geometrically with the smooth vector fields on X. That is, DerpAq is the A-module of smooth sections of the tangent bundle T X of X. This is a locally trivial smooth real vector bundle over X, so by the Serre–Swan theorem, one has:

Proposition 3.26. If k “ R and A “ C^8pXq for a smooth manifold X, then the A-module DerpAq is finitely generated projective.

Remark 3.27. In this case, Ω^1_A is not finitely generated projective and is rather ill-behaved; it is the A-module pΩ^1_Aq^{˚˚} “ DerpAq^˚ of smooth 1-forms that is the module of smooth sections of the smooth cotangent bundle T^˚X, not Ω^1_A itself.

4. Hopf algebroids

In this Section 4 we gather all necessary definitions from the theory of corings, bialgebroids, and Hopf algebroids over commutative base

22 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

algebras. For more information and background, see for example [7, 8, 19]. For bialgebras and Hopf algebras, see e.g. [64, 45, 13, 54].

We retain the assumption that A, B are commutative algebras over a commutative ring k.

4.1. B|A-corings. A Hopf algebroid over A is in particular an augmented A-ring and at the same time a coalgebra over A, that is, an A-module D together with A-module morphisms Δ: D Ñ D b_A D and ε: D Ñ A that satisfy

pΔ b_A id_Dq ˝ Δ “ pid_D b_A Δq ˝ Δ, pε b_A id_Dq ˝ Δ “ pid_D b_A εq ˝ Δ “ id_D,

where we suppress both the isomorphisms A b_A D – D b_A A – D and pD b_A Dq b_A D – D b_A pD b_A Dq. Recall that a coalgebra is cocommutative if Δ “ τ ˝ Δ, where τpc b_A dq :“ d b_A c. As usual, we adopt Sweedler’s notation c_{p1q} b_A c_{p2q} :“ Δpcq, c P D.

Remark 4.1. A coalgebra is a comonoid in A-Mod. In contrast to this, an A-ring is a monoid in A-Mod-A (recall Remarks 2.8 and 2.9). For a Hopf algebroid, the compatibility between the coalgebra structure and the right A-module structure will be the special case of the next definition in which A “ B.

Definition 4.2. A B|A-coring is an A-B-bimodule D with symmetric action of k, together with an A-coalgebra structure such that for all d P D, b P B, we have pdbq_{p1q} b_A pdbq_{p2q} “ d_{p1q}b b_A d_{p2q} “ d_{p1q} b_A d_{p2q}b.

There are several motivations for this concept; for us, the essence is that B|A-corings D are precisely the bimodules for which the functor D b_B ´ takes B-coalgebras to A-coalgebras, see Theorem 4.28 below.

Remark 4.3. The concept of B|A-coring admits an extension to noncommutative base algebras A, B – in this case, D is an AbA^{op}-BbB^{op}- bimodule, see [70, Theorem-Definition 3.10] or [68] for the full definition.

Note also that B|A-corings are preduals of A b B-algebras:

Lemma 4.4. The A-linear dual D^˚ “ Hom_ApD, Aq of a B|A-coring is canonically an algebra over A b B with unit given by

(4.1) σ : A b B Ñ D^˚, σpa b bqpdq “ εpadbq

and product D^˚ b_{AbB} D^˚ Ñ D^˚ given by the so-called convolution

(4.2) pr ˚ sqpdq :“ rpd_{p1q}qspd_{p2q}q, r, s P D^˚, d P D.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 23

Proof. This is verified by straightforward verification, see for example [13, 7, 70]. □

4.2. Conilpotency. The Hopf algebroids that we will construct are not just cocommutative, but also conilpotent (the term cocomplete is used instead in [44]), a property that is crucial in the structure theory especially of cocommutative coalgebras.

Definition 4.5. A coaugmentation of a coalgebra D over A is a coalgebra morphism η : A Ñ D.

Remark 4.6. Equivalently, a coaugmentation is given by a group-like element g P D, that is, an element with εpgq “ 1 and Δpgq “ g b_A g (namely g :“ ηp1q).

A choice of coaugmentation yields dually to the case of augmented A-rings an A-module splitting D Ñ A ‘ ker ε, c ÞÑ pεpcq, c ´ εpcqgq and the (in general not counital, but coassociative) reduced coproduct Δ̄ : ker ε Ñ ker ε b_A ker ε, c ÞÑ Δpcq ´ g b_A c ´ c b_A g.

We denote by Δ̄^n : ker ε Ñ pker εq^{bAn`1} the map defined inductively by Δ̄^0 “ id_{ker ε}, Δ̄^1 “ Δ̄, Δ̄^{n`1} “ pΔ̄^n b_A id_{ker ε}q ˝ Δ̄.

By construction, the assignment pD, Δ, ε, ηq ÞÑ pker ε, Δ̄q is an equivalence between the categories of coaugmented counital coalgebras and of noncounital coalgebras.

Definition 4.7. (1) The A-module PrimpDq :“ ker Δ̄ is the set of primitive elements in D, and the sequence tker Δ̄^nu_{ně0} is the primitive filtration of ker ε.

(2) One calls D conilpotent if its primitive filtration is exhaustive, that is, if for all c P ker ε there exists n ě 0 such that Δ̄^npcq “ 0.

(3) One calls D graded projective if the associated graded A-module grpDq is projective over A.

Remark 4.8. When A is a field, then the primitive filtration of ker ε is easily seen to be a coalgebra filtration, that is,

Δ̄pker Δ̄^nq Ď span_Atd_i b_A d_j | d_i P ker Δ̄^i, d_j P ker Δ̄^j , i ` j “ nu.

However, this is not true in general, as we will illustrate with the next example.

24 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Example 4.9. Consider A-modules M, N satisfying M b_A M “ N b_A N “ 0, M b_A N ‰ 0, and set V :“ M ‘ N. Then we have

V b_A V – M b_A N ‘ N b_A M ‰ 0, V b_A V b_A V “ 0. Thus any A-linear map Δ̄: V Ñ V b_A V is automatically coassociative, and ker Δ̄^2 “ V . Here, the primitive filtration is 0 Ď ker Δ̄ Ď V “ V “ V “ . . . , and it fails to be a coalgebra filtration whenever there exists an element v P V for which Δ̄pvq is not in the image of ker Δ̄ b_A ker Δ̄ in V b_A V .

Explicit examples of this type can be constructed by choosing two multiplicatively closed subsets S_1, S_2 Ď A and by setting M :“ pS^{´1}_1 Aq{A, N :“ S^{´1}_2 A{A.

Concretely, when A “ krx, ys and S_1 “ tx^i | i ě 0u, S_2 “ ty^j | j ě 0u, then M and N have as A-modules a presentation in terms of generators and relations as follows: M has generators m_i P M, i ă 0, which are the classes of x^i in M “ krx, x^{´1}, ys{krx, ys, and N has generators n_j P N, which are the classes of y^j P N “ krx, y, y^{´1}s{krx, ys. The former are a basis of the krys-module M, while the latter are a basis of the krxs-module N. We have xm_i “ # m_{i`1} i ă ´1 0 i “ ´1 and yn_j “ # n_{j`1} j ă ´1 0 j “ ´1.

So M b_A N is free as a k-module, with basis m_i b_A n_j , i, j ă 0. We define the A-linear map Δ̄: V Ñ V b_A V given by

V Ą M Ñ M b_A N Ă V b_A V, m_i ÞÑ m_i b_A n_{´1} and V Ą N Ñ N b_A M Ă V b_A V, n_j ÞÑ n_j b_A m_{´1}.

Then ker Δ̄ is the A-submodule of V spanned by the ym_i P M and xn_j P N, hence Δ̄pm_{´1}q “ m_{´1} b_A n_{´1} is not in ker Δ̄ b_A ker Δ̄.

4.3. Bialgebroids. Let η : A Ñ H be an A-ring and consider H as an A-module via a b h ÞÑ a Ż h “ ηpaqh, a P A, h P H. The complication in the definition of a bialgebroid (in comparison to that of a bialgebra) stems from the fact that multiplication in H does not induce a welldefined componentwise multiplication on H b_A H. We rather have:

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 25

Lemma 4.10. The subset H ^_A H Ď H b_A H given by !ÿ i g_i b_A h_i | ÿ i g_iηpaq b_A h_i “ ÿ i g_i b_A h_iηpaq@a P A )

is an A-ring with respect to the componentwise product pg b_A hqpx b_A yq :“ gx b_A hy, g, h, x, y P H and the unit map η : A Ñ H ^_A H, a ÞÑ a b_A 1 “ 1 b_A a.

Definition 4.11. The A-ring H ^_A H is called the Takeuchi product of H with itself over A.

Remark 4.12. As defined here, the concept was introduced by Sweedler [65], and Takeuchi generalised it to the case of noncommutative A [69].

Now one can meaningfully define:

Definition 4.13. A (left) bialgebroid over A is an augmented A-ring H together with a morphism of A-rings Δ: H Ñ H ^_A H for which pH, Δ, εq is an A|A-coring.

By very definition of H ^_A H, this means in particular that H is not just a coalgebra over A, but an A|A-coring.

Remark 4.14. When A “ k, then H ^_A H “ H b_A H and the definition above reduces to that of a bialgebra over A.

Remark 4.15. There is a more general definition of a left bialgebroid over a possibly noncommutative algebra A [7, 8, 69, 13]. This comes equipped with both an A-ring and an A^{op}-ring structure; the two unit maps are usually called source and target. The bialgebroids in Definition 4.13 are exactly those whose base algebras are commutative and whose source and target maps are equal.

4.4. Hopf algebroids. There are several non-equivalent definitions of the notion of a Hopf algebroid. We will first recall the one introduced by Schauenburg [62], and afterwards relate it to two others due to Böhm [7] respectively Böhm and Szlachányi [9, Definition 4.1]. They all consider bialgebroids over possibly noncommutative base algebras as in Remark 4.15. We recall the definitions in the simpler setting in which A is commutative (and the source and target maps agree). As in Remark 2.8, we denote by H P A-Mod respectively H̄ P A-Mod the k-module H with the A-actions A b H Ñ H, a b h ÞÑ a Ż h “ ηpaqh, A b H̄ Ñ H̄, a b h ÞÑ a § h “ hηpaq.

26 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

The first notion, due to Schauenburg [62, Theorem and Definition 3.5], focuses on H being a Galois extension of A:

Definition 4.16. A bialgebroid H is called a left Hopf algebroid (or ^_A-Hopf algebra) if its (left) Galois map (4.3) δ : H̄ b_A H Ñ H b_A H, g b_A h ÞÑ g_{p1q} b_A g_{p2q}h is bijective.

Remark 4.17. There is the analogous notion of a right Hopf algebroid, which means that H^{op} is a left Hopf algebroid.

The map δ is right H-linear (where the right H-module structure is given by multiplication from the right in the second tensor component), hence its inverse δ^{´1} is so, too, if it exists. The inverse δ^{´1} is thus uniquely determined by its value on the elements of the form h b_A 1 P H b_A H. This information gets stored in the following map: Definition 4.18. The translation map of a left Hopf algebroid H is the map τ : H Ñ H̄ b_A H, h ÞÑ δ^{´1}ph b_A 1q.

As is customary in the literature, we denote τphq in a Sweedler-type notation by h_` b_A h_´.

Proposition 4.19. We have for any h P H, and a P A: a Ż ph_`q b_A h_´ “ h_` b_A a § ph_´q, h_` b_A h_{´p1q} b_A h_{´p2q} “ h_{``} b_A h_´ b_A h_{`´}, phgq_` b_A phgq_´ “ h_`g_` b_A g_´h_´.

Proof. See [62, Proposition 3.7]. □

4.5. Antipodes. Assume we are given a bialgebroid H in the sense of Definition 4.13 and an isomorphism of A-rings S : H Ñ H^{op}, S ˝ η “ η.

This gives rise to well-defined maps

γ : H b_A H Ñ H b_A H, g b_A h ÞÑ Spgq_{p2q} b_A Spgq_{p1q}h, γ̄ : H b_A H Ñ H b_A H, g b_A h ÞÑ S^{´1}pgq_{p1q} b_A S^{´1}pgq_{p2q}h.

Definition 4.20. A full Hopf algebroid is a bialgebroid H together with an isomorphism of A-rings S : H Ñ H^{op} for which γ ˝ γ̄ “ γ̄ ˝ γ “ id_{HbAH} . The map S is called an antipode for H.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 27

Proposition 4.21. A full Hopf algebroid is a left Hopf algebroid with δ^{´1} : g b_A h ÞÑ SpSpgq_{p2q}q b_A Spgq_{p1q}h.

Proof. This is shown by straightforward computation. □

For bialgebras over A “ k, the bijectivity of δ is equivalent to the existence of an antipode given by Sphq :“ εph_´qh_`. In general, this expression is ill-defined, though, since the counit ε is not right A-linear, and there are left Hopf algebroids that do not admit an antipode [33].

More precisely, the situation is this: recall from Section 2.3 that right H-module structures on A that extend the multiplication in A correspond bijectively to A-linear maps ε̄: H̄ Ñ A satisfying ε̄ ˝ η “ id_A, and for which ker ε̄ is a right ideal in H, with the corresponding right action of h P H on a P A given by ε̄pa Ż hq. We have seen in Section 2.8 that for the A-ring D_A, such ε̄ correspond further to Aring isomorphisms D_A – D^{op}_A . At least when H is cocommutative, one similarly obtains that in the setting of bialgebroids, such ε̄ correspond to antipodes:

Proposition 4.22. Let H be a left Hopf algebroid.

(1) An augmentation ε̄: H̄ Ñ A of H^{op} defines an A-ring morphism S : H Ñ H^{op}, h ÞÑ ε̄ph_`q Ż h_´.

(2) If H is cocommutative, S is an antipode, and S^2 “ id_H . (3) For cocommutative Hopf algebroids, this establishes a bijective correspondence between antipodes and augmentations of H^{op}.

Proof. (1): Clearly, S is well-defined, and Proposition 4.19 shows that S is an algebra morphism H Ñ H^{op}: Sphgq “ ε̄ph_`g_`q Ż pg_´h_´q “ ε̄pε̄ph_`q Ż g_`q Ż pg_´h_´q “ ε̄pg_`q Ż pε̄ph_`q § g_´qh_´ “ pε̄pg_`q Ż g_´qηpε̄ph_`qqh_´ “ SpgqSphq. In particular, one obtains that for all a P A, Spa Ż gq “ a § Spgq, Spa § hq “ a Ż Sphq, Spηpaqq “ ηpaq. (2): In any left Hopf algebroid, one has δph_`h_{´`} b_A h_{´´}q “ h_{`p1q}h_´ b_A h_{`p2q}.

28 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

If H is cocommutative, this reduces to 1 b_A h, see e.g. [29, p69].

Using that δ and hence δ^{´1} are right H-linear so that δ^{´1}p1 b_A hq “ 1 b_A h shows (4.4) h_`h_{´`} b_A h_{´´} “ 1 b_A h.

From this, it follows by straightforward computation that S^2 “ id_H .

So for cocommutative left Hopf algebroids, we have γ “ γ̄. Furthermore, Proposition 4.19 shows ΔpSphqq “ h_´ b_A Sph_`q.

Using this and once more (4.4) one computes directly that γ is an involution so that S is an antipode.

(3): One recovers ε̄ from S as

εpSphqq “ ε̄ph_`qεph_´q “ ε̄pεph_´q § h_`q “ ε̄phq. □

Note that Böhm has also given a more general definition of full Hopf algebroids in which S is not necessarily bijective; the two definitions are related as follows:

Proposition 4.23. A Hopf algebroid in the sense of Definition 4.20 defines a Hopf algebroid in the sense of [7, Definition 4.1] as follows:

(1) The left base algebra is L :“ A and the left bialgebroid H_L is the one underlying H: s_L “ t_L :“ η, ε_L :“ ε, Δ_L :“ Δ.

(2) The right base algebra is R :“ A and the right bialgebroid is given by s_R “ t_R :“ η, ε_R :“ ε ˝ S, and

Δ_Rphq :“ SpSphq_{p2q}q b_A SpSphq_{p1q}q.

Proof. Straightforward computation, cf. [29, Section 2.6.8]. □ Remark 4.24. A bialgebroid can in general admit several antipodes, see Example 4.40 below and [6] for a more detailed discussion. Therefore, when A “ k, the definition of a full Hopf algebroid does not reduce to the definition of a Hopf algebra (here the antipode is unique, as it is the convolution inverse of the identity map id_H ). See e.g. [7, Example 4.1.1] for an example.

4.6. Closed monoidal categories. The following theorem expresses the representation-theoretic meaning of bialgebroid and Hopf algebroid structures on an augmented A-ring H:

Theorem 4.25. Let η : A Ñ H, ε: H Ñ A be an augmented A-ring.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 29

(1) The A-bialgebroid structures on H correspond bijectively to monoidal structures on the category H-Mod for which the forgetful functor H-Mod Ñ A-Mod is strict monoidal.

(2) H is a left Hopf algebroid if and only if the left closed structure on pA-Mod, b_A, Aq lifts to H-Mod.

Proof. See [61, Theorem 5.1] for (1) and [62, Theorem 3.1] for (2). □

Explicitly, the unit object of H-Mod is A with H-module structure given by ε, and the H-module structure on M b_A N is given for Hmodules M, N by

hpm b_A nq “ h_{p1q}m b_A h_{p2q}n, h P H, m P M, n P N.

Remark 4.26. For any bialgebroid, the monoidal category H-Mod is left closed with internal hom functor given by Hom_H pH b_A M, Nq, where H b_A M is the monoidal product of the left H-modules H and M and the left H-module structure on Hom_H pH b_A M, Nq is given by phfqpgb_Amq “ fpghb_Amq, g, h P H, m P M, f P Hom_H pHb_AM, Nq. The point in Theorem 4.25 (2) is that when the map δ from (4.3) is bijective, it induces a natural isomorphism of H-modules H b_A M – H̄ b_A M, where the H-module structure on the latter is given by

hpg b_A mq “ hg b_A m,

and therefore one has

Hom_H pH b_A M, Nq – Hom_H pH̄ b_A M, Nq – Hom_ApM, Nq.

4.7. Opmonoidal functors. An opmonoidal structure (also called comonoidal) on a functor F : C Ñ D between monoidal categories is a monoidal structure on its opposite F^{op} : C^{op} Ñ D^{op} (see e.g. [8, Definition 3.5]). Explicitly, this is given by natural morphisms

μ_{M,N} : F pM b_C Nq Ñ F pMq b_D F pNq

and a morphism η : F p1_Cq Ñ 1_D (where M, N are objects in C and 1_C, 1_D are the unit objects in the two categories) which satisfy the coassociativity and counitality conditions. In particular, this means that F induces a functor from comonoids in C to comonoids in D.

Remark 4.27. If a functor F : C Ñ D admits a right adjoint G: D Ñ C, then there exists a bijective correspondence between opmonoidal structures on F and monoidal structures on G. The latter is the approach used in the sources [70, 68] cited below.

30 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

When the categories are the categories of modules over commutative algebras, this leads directly to corings:

Theorem 4.28. Let D be an A-B-bimodule. Then there exists a bijective correspondence between B|A-coring structures on D and opmonoidal structures on D b_B ´: B-Mod Ñ A-Mod via

μ_{M,N} pdb_B pmb_B nqq :“ pd_{p1q} b_B mqb_A pd_{p2q} b_B nq, ηpdb_B bq :“ εpdbq,

where d P D, m P M, n P N, b P B “ 1_B-_{Mod}.

Proof. See [70, Theorem 3.6]. □

This gets upgraded to a statement about the monoidal categories of modules over bialgebroids over different base algebras as follows:

Proposition 4.29. Let H be a bialgebroid over A, G be a bialgebroid over B, and D be an H-G-bimodule. Then the opmonoidal structures on D b_G ´: G-Mod Ñ H-Mod correspond bijectively to B|A-coring structures on D such that for any d P D, g P G we have

(1) Δ_Dpdgq “ d_{p1q}g_{p1q} b_A d_{p2q}g_{p2q}, and (2) ε_Dpdgq “ ε_Dpd ε_Gpgqq.

Proof. See [68, Lemmata 2.2 and 3.3]. □

4.8. Rings of differential operators. Recall that our goal is to find a Hopf algebroid structure on the ring of differential operators D_A. The augmented A-ring structure on D_A is fixed, so the main task lies in finding a suitable comultiplication map Δ: D_A Ñ D_A b_A D_A. In particular, the axioms of a bialgebroid imply that

(4.5) Dpabq “ D_{p1q}paqD_{p2q}pbq

for all a, b P A, and D P D_A.

Here are two known instances where the ring of differential operators is a bialgebroid. The first comes from Sweedler’s seminal paper [65] and the second one from Ben-Zvi and Nevins’ paper [5].

Sweedler introduced the following notion:

Definition 4.30. An algebra A has almost finite projective differentials if there exists a directed system pI_αq_α of ideals in AbA which is cofinal with pI^n_Aq_n (for each α there exists n such that I^n_A Ď I_α and for each n there exists α such that I_α Ď I^n_A), and for which pA b Aq{I_α is finitely generated projective as an A-module for all α.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 31

Example 4.31. If A is smooth, then A has almost finite projective differentials, as follows from Corollary 3.14.

Example 4.32. If A is purely inseparable as in Example 3.18 and A is finitely generated projective over k, then A has almost finite projective differentials. Indeed, if I^{n`1}_A “ 0, then the singleton 0 satisfies the desired properties, since pA b Aq{I^{n`1}_A “ A b A is finitely generated projective over A by base change.

We refer to [65] for further constructions of algebras with almost finite projective differentials. For such algebras, we have:

Theorem 4.33. If A has almost finite projective differentials, then there exists a unique left Hopf algebroid structure on D_A. This is cocommutative and the comultiplication induces an isomorphism D_A – D_A ^_A D_A.

Proof. The existence of the bialgebroid structure is shown in [65, Theorem 8.7]. The existence of the translation map is shown in [65, Theorem 12.1, Remark 12.2] through the existence of what Sweedler calls an Ess map. □

For smooth algebras, this implies:

Corollary 4.34. If A is smooth over k, then D_A is a cocommutative Hopf algebroid.

Remark 4.35. If A is smooth, then the primitive filtration of D_A agrees with its canonical filtration. Therefore, D_A is conilpotent and graded projective.

In the next sections, we shall consider the notion of local projectivity for rings of differential operators. As will be explained in Example 6.16, this holds for algebras with almost finite projective differentials.

The examples of monomial curves that we consider in the last section of this paper could also be approached using the results of Ben-Zvi and Nevins, as they are good Cohen–Macaulay varieties [5, Definition 2.9]. We briefly outline how the existence of a bialgebroid structure on the rings of differential operators on such varieties can be deduced from Theorem 3.11 therein.

To do so, the notion of a bialgebroid respectively Hopf algebroid has to be formulated in a more general setting, where one replaces the closed monoidal category A-Mod with the categories of quasi-coherent respectively pro-coherent sheaves over a variety X (see [5, Remark 2.7]

32 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

for the latter notion). Recall that when X is affine with coordinate ring A, then a quasi-coherent sheaf is equivalent to an A-module; a pro-coherent sheaf corresponds to an inverse system of A-modules. The following theorem implies that for an affine good Cohen–Macaulay variety with coordinate ring A, D_A as defined in the present paper carries a bialgebroid structure:

Theorem 4.36. If X is a good Cohen–Macaulay variety, then the sheaf of differential operators D_X is a bialgebroid in the category of quasicoherent sheaves over X.

Sketch of proof. In their paper, the authors introduce a pro-coherent Hopf algebroid J_X , called the jet algebroid. This is commutative as an algebra but its source and target maps are distinct; in the affine case, it corresponds to the inverse system pP^n_Aq_n from (2.1). The sheaf of differential operators D_X is its dual in the category of pro-coherent sheaves, i.e. a differential operator is a continuous O_X -linear functional on J_X ; this sheaf turns out to be quasi-coherent.

Theorem 3.11(2) in [5] states that the category of left D_X -modules is equivalent to the category of J_X -comodules which are quasi-coherent. The category of all J_X -comodules is monoidal since J_X is a Hopf algebroid (the proof of this fact carries over verbatim from the purely algebraic setting, see e.g. [7, Theorem 3.18]). The tensor product of comodules that are quasi-coherent can be shown to be the usual tensor product of quasi-coherent sheaves. That is, the subcategory of quasi-coherent comodules is monoidal, and the forgetful functor to O_X - modules is strict monoidal. Hence we have a monoidal structure as in Section 4.6 on the category of left D_X -modules, thus the bialgebroid structure on D_X follows. □

Our approach to the monomial curves relies on elementary methods, which allow us to compute explicitly the Hopf algebroid structure for such curves.

4.9. The example U_ApLq. Universal enveloping algebras of Lie algebras are cocommutative and conilpotent Hopf algebras. Similarly, we have:

Proposition 4.37. The universal enveloping algebra U_ApLq of any Lie–Rinehart algebra is a cocommutative and conilpotent left Hopf algebroid over A, whose coproduct and counit are determined by

ΔpρpXqq “ 1 b_A ρpXq ` ρpXq b_A 1, εpρpXqq “ 0, @X P L.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 33

Its translation map is given by

τpρpXqq “ ρpXq_` b_A ρpXq_´ “ ρpXq b_A 1 ´ 1 b_A ρpXq.

Proof. This is well-known; the bialgebroid structure of U_ApLq has appeared first in [76], and the fact that it is a left Hopf algebroid is pointed out e.g. in [30, Example 2]. Recall the filtration tU_ApLq^nu given in (2.2); it is immediate that U_ApLq^n X ker ε Ď ker Δ̄^n, so U_ApLq is conilpotent (the coaugmentation is given by η, that is, the group-like element 1). □

Conversely, the set PrimpHq of primitive elements of a bialgebroid H has a natural structure of a Lie–Rinehart algebra over A, with Lie bracket given by the commutator in H. The universal property of U_ApPrimpHqq yields a morphism of filtered A-rings and of bialgebroids ζ : U_ApLq Ñ H, and Moerdijk and Mrčun have extended the classical Cartier–Milnor– Moore theorem to this setting:

Theorem 4.38. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, A be a commutative algebra over k, and H be a bialgebroid over A. The following two statements are equivalent:

(1) H is cocommutative, conilpotent, and graded projective. (2) PrimpHq is a projective A-module and ζ is an isomorphism.

Proof. See [44, Theorem 3.1]. □

The examples we construct later are left Hopf algebroids which are cocommutative, conilpotent, but not graded projective.

Universal enveloping algebras of Lie–Rinehart algebras do not always admits an antipode S [33], however they are also good examples to discuss that S, if it exists, is in general not unique. Before we move on to the main part of the paper, we do this for two explicit examples.

The first one is the localisation of the well-known Weyl algebra and will play a crucial role in the main Section 7 of our paper as all the Hopf algebroids we will consider there are sub Hopf algebroids thereof.

Example 4.39. Consider the algebra K :“ krt, t^{´1}s of Laurent polynomials and the Lie–Rinehart algebra pK, DerpKqq over K. Then H :“ U_K – D_K is the (localised) Weyl algebra H – kxt, u, By{xBt ´ tB ´ 1, tu ´ 1, ut ´ 1y.

34 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

We will describe this example in more detail in Section 7.2 below. As follows from the discussion in Section 2.8, each K-ring morphism H Ñ H^{op} is uniquely determined by its value

SpBq “ ´B ` p,

for some Laurent polynomial p P K. Each such morphism is involutive, and is in fact an antipode in the sense of Definition 4.20.

The purpose of our second example is to stress that for A “ k, an antipode in the Hopf algebroid sense is not the same as an antipode in the Hopf algebra sense:

Example 4.40. If A “ k, then a Lie–Rinehart algebra is just a Lie algebra over k, and U_kpLq is the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra in the usual sense. It is a bialgebra (over k), and one verifies by direct computation that the antipodes in the sense of Definition 4.20 correspond to linear functionals λ P HompL{rL, Ls, kq as follows: SpXq “ ´X ` λprXsq, X P L. So if L is semisimple, the antipode is unique and is the antipode of the Hopf algebra U_kpLq, but in general this is not true.

Remark 4.41. For a Lie–Rinehart algebra pA, Lq, a left respectively right U_ApLq-module is the same as an A-module with a flat left respectively right connection that assigns to each X P L the k-linear map ∇_X by which X acts on the module. Hence Proposition 4.22 reduces for this example to the statement that antipodes for U_ApLq correspond bijectively to flat right connections on A (see e.g. [29, Proposition 4.2.11]).

5. Descent for Hopf algebroids

In this section, we develop the general method that we will apply in the next section to differential operators. Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.3: if A, B Ď K are subalgebras, then bialgebroid structures on an augmented K-ring C descend to B|A-coring structures on CpB, Aq “ tc P C | @b P B : εpcbq P Au, provided that C – K b_A CpB, Aq and the A-module CpB, Aq shares a module-theoretic property known as local projectivity, which is recalled in the first subsection. In our applications, an even stronger condition will be satisfied that is discussed in Section 5.2.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 35

5.1. Local projectivity. We fix a left A-module M and a right Asubmodule R Ď M^˚ “ Hom_ApM, Aq of the dual module. We will distinguish between left and right A-modules, and in fact, in this present Section 5.1 we nowhere use the fact that A is commutative.

Definition 5.1. We say that M is R-locally projective if for all right A-modules X, the evaluation maps

ev_{X,r} : X b_A M Ñ X, x b_A m ÞÑ xrpmq, r P R are jointly injective, that is, if Ş rPR ker ev_{X,r} “ 0.

In [74], such M were called weakly R-locally projective. For R “ M^˚ , several names occur in the literature, including locally projective [13, 78], universally torsionless [18], trace modules [51], and flat and strict Mittag-Leffler [55].

We will use two results that in particular relate R-local projectivity to flatness and projectivity, and which are contained in most of the above sources; we include full proofs for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 5.2. Let M be R-locally projective. Then M is flat, and for any injective map ι: X ãÑ Y of right A-modules, we have impι b_A id_M q “ � y P Y b_A M | ev_{Y,r}pyq P im ι @r P R ( . Proof. By the definition of the evaluation maps, each r P R gives rise to a commutative diagram of abelian groups

0 X b_A M Y b_A M pY {Xq b_A M 0

0 X Y pY {Xq 0, ιb_Aid_M ev_{X,r}ξb_Aid_M ev_{Y,r}ev_{Y {X,r} ι ξ

where ξ : Y Ñ Y {X is the canonical projection.

The flatness of M follows from the commutativity of the left square: if x P X b_A M is non-zero, then by assumption, there exists some r P R with ev_{X,r}pxq ‰ 0. As we have ev_{Y,r}ppι b_A id_M qpxqq “ ιpev_{X,r}pxqq, it follows that pι b_A id_M qpxq ‰ 0.

So the exactness of the bottom row of the above diagram implies the exactness of the top row, that is, impι b_A id_M q “ kerpξ b_A id_M q. However, if y P Y b_A M, then pξ b_A id_M qpyq “ 0 if and only if for all r P R we have 0 “ ev_{Y {X,r}ppξ b_A id_M qpyqq “ ξpev_{Y,r}pyqq, that is, if and only if ev_{Y,r}pyq P im ι. □

36 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

For the second result, we define the following generalisation of finiterank operators:

Definition 5.3. For any A-module N, we denote by hom^R_ApM, Nq Ď Hom_ApM, Nq the set of all A-module morphisms M Ñ N of the form φ: M Ñ N, m ÞÑ lÿ i“1 r_ipmqn_i for some r_1, . . . , r_l P R, n_1, . . . , n_l P N, l ě 0.

Remark 5.4. Clearly, hom^R_ApM, Nq is closed under addition, and for all φ P hom^R_ApM, Nq and for all A-module morphisms ψ : N Ñ P , we have ψ ˝ φ P hom^R_ApM, P q with

pψ ˝ φqpmq “ ÿ i r_ipmqp_i, p_i :“ ψpn_iq.

In particular, hom^R_ApM, Mq Ď Hom_ApM, Mq is a left ideal. If R is closed under precomposition with arbitrary endomorphisms of M, that is, is a Hom_ApM, Mq-A-subbimodule of M^˚, then hom^R_ApM, Mq is a two-sided ideal.

Remark 5.5. By definition, hom^R_ApM, Nq is the image of the canonical map Rb_A N Ñ M^˚ b_AN Ñ Hom_ApM, Nq. If M is R-locally projective, this canonical map is for N “ M injective, so that hom^R_ApM, Mq – R b_A M.

Proposition 5.6. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) M is R-locally projective.

(2) For each m P M there exists π P hom^R_ApM, Mq with πpmq “ m. (3) For each finitely generated submodule N Ď M there exists π P hom^R_ApM, Mq with π|_N “ id_N .

Proof. “p3q ñ p1q”: Let X be a right A-module and assume that x “ ř i x_i b_A m_i P X b_A M is an element with ev_{X,r}pxq “ ř i x_irpm_iq “ 0 for all r P R. Let N Ď M be the A-module generated by the m_i, and π P hom^R_ApM, Mq be as in (3), with πpmq “ ř j r_jpmqn_j . Then πpm_iq “ m_i implies x “ ÿ i x_i b_A m_i “ ÿ ij x_i b_A r_jpm_iqn_j “ ÿ ij x_ir_jpm_iq b_A n_j “ 0.

“p1q ñ p2q”: Assume that M is R-locally projective. Let J Ď A be the right ideal generated by all elements of the form rpmq with r P R,

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 37

and set X :“ A{J so that X b_A M – M{JM as abelian group. For all r P R, we now have ev_{A{J,r}pr1s b_A mq “ rrpmqs “ 0, where ras P A{J is the class of a P A. So by assumption, r1s b_A m “ 0. This means that m P JM, so there exist a_1, . . . , a_d P J, m_1, . . . , m_d P M with m “ ř i a_im_i. By the definition of J, we have

a_i “ ÿ j r_{ij} pmqb_{ij} for some r_{ij} P R, b_{ij} P A, and we conclude m “ ÿ ij r_{ij} pmqm_{ij} , m_{ij} :“ b_{ij} m_i. So πpxq :“ ř ij r_{ij} pxqm_{ij} defines an element of hom^R_ApM, Mq with πpmq “ m. “p2q ñ p3q”: We prove by induction on l ě 0 that for any given elements n_1, . . . , n_l P M, there exists π P hom^R_ApM, Mq with πpn_j q “ n_j for j ď l. The claim then follows by choosing n_1, . . . , n_l as a finite set of generators of N. The base case l “ 1 follows from (2), so assume that the claim is proven for any set of l ´1 elements and that n_1, . . . , n_l P M are given. Choose auxiliary elements α, β P hom^R_ApM, Mq with αpn_jq “ n_j for j ă l and βpa_lq “ a_l (which exist by the induction hypothesis), where a_l :“ n_l ´ αpn_lq so that we have βpn_lq ´ β ˝ αpn_lq “ βpa_lq “ a_l “ n_l ´ αpn_lq.

Now define π :“ α ` β ´ β ˝ α. Then we have

πpn_jq “ αpn_j q ` βpn_jq ´ β ˝ αpn_jq “ n_j ` βpn_jq ´ βpn_j q “ n_j for j ă l and

πpn_lq “ αpn_lq ` βpn_lq ´ β ˝ αpn_lq “ αpn_lq ` n_l ´ αpn_lq “ n_l. □

Remark 5.7. We stress that this does not mean that finitely generated submodules N of M are projective, since π P hom^R_ApM, Mq is usually neither idempotent, nor has it image N. However, the next corollary establishes a weak form of the lifting property of projective modules.

38 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Corollary 5.8. The A-module M is R-locally projective if and only if for all finitely generated submodules N Ď M and all A-module morphisms φ: M Ñ W, ψ : V Ñ W with ψ surjective, there exists ρ P hom^R_ApM, V q with pψ ˝ ρq|_N “ φ|_N . N M V W φDρψ

Proof. “ñ”: Given N, φ, and ψ, choose π as in the proposition with πpmq “ ř i r_ipmqm_i. For each i, choose v_i P V with ψpv_iq “ φpm_iq, and set ρpmq :“ ÿ i r_ipmqv_i P V. Then we have for n P N ψpρpnqq “ ÿ i r_ipnqψpv_iq “ ÿ i r_ipnqφpm_iq “ φp ÿ i r_ipnqm_iq “ φpnq. “ð”: Choose a set S of generators of M. Consider the instance of the corollary in which V :“ À S A, W :“ M, φ :“ id_M and ψ : À S A Ñ M is the map that sends a function f : S Ñ A with finite support to ř sPS fpsqs P M. Let ρ P hom^R_ApM, À S Aq be as in the corollary with ρpmq “ ř_l

i“1 r_ipmqf_i. Let T Ď S be the (finite) set which is the union of the supports of f_1, . . . , f_l. Then for all n P N, we have

n “ ψpρpnqq “ lÿ i“1 r_ipnq ÿ sPT f_ipsqs “ ÿ sPT lÿ i“1 pr_if_ipsqqpnqs. So if we enumerate T “ tm_1, . . . , m_qu and define p_j :“ ř_l

i“1 r_if_ipm_jq P R, then πpmq :“ ř_q j“1 p_j pmqm_j defines an element π P hom^R_ApM, Mq with πpnq “ n for all n P N. □

5.2. Strong local projectivity. While R-local projectivity is sufficient to apply Theorem 1.3, the modules that appear in our applications have in fact a stronger property:

Definition 5.9. We say that M is strongly R-locally projective if for every finitely generated A-submodule N Ď M there exists an idempotent π P hom^R_ApM, Mq (so π “ π ˝ π) and π|_N “ id_N .

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 39

Remark 5.10. (1) By the dual basis lemma, a submodule Q Ď M is a direct summand of M which is finitely generated projective if and only if there exists an idempotent element π π P hom^{M˚}_A pM, Mq such that im π “ Q.

(2) In [39], a module is called locally projective if each finitely generated submodule N Ď M is contained in a finitely generated projective submodule which is a direct summand of M. The definition above, first introduced in [74], generalises this notion, by restricting the projective submodules to those which are images of idempotent elements π P hom^R_ApM, Mq.

For the examples of rings of differential operators, we will verify the strong local projectivity by explicitly constructing a sufficiently large system of idempotents in hom^R_ApM, Mq:

Lemma 5.11. M is strongly R-locally projective if and only if there exists a subset S Ď hom^R_ApM, Mq consisting of idempotent elements with the property that

(1) 0 P S, (2) for all α, β P S, α ` β ´ β ˝ α P S if α ˝ β “ 0, and (3) for any m P M and α P S, there exists β P S such that

βpm ´ αpmqq “ m ´ αpmq and α ˝ β “ 0.

Proof. “ñ” We choose S to be the set of all idempotent elements in hom^R_ApM, Mq. Then 0 P S, so (1) is satisfied. If α, β P hom^R_ApM, Mq are idempotent with α ˝ β “ 0, then π :“ α ` β ´ β ˝ α is again idempotent, so (2) is satisfied. Let m P M, α P S, and consider the submodule N Ď M generated by m and im α. It is finitely generated, so there exists an element π P S such that π|_N “ id_N by the strong R-locally projectivity of M. This means in particular that π ˝ α “ α and πpmq “ m. Simple computations then show that β :“ π ´ α ˝ π is idempotent, thus is in S, that α ˝ β “ 0, and that βpm ´ αpmqq “ m ´ αpmq, thus (3) is satisfied.

“ð” We perform the same induction proof as in Proposition 5.6 (3), with the same notation. The only difference here is that we use the properties of S to ensure that the element π P hom^R_ApM, Mq we construct in the induction step is in S, and is thus idempotent. Let n_1, . . . , n_l P M. The base case l “ 1 follows from applying the property (3) of S to n_1 and α “ 0 P S. Next, suppose l ą 1 and let α P S be

40 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

such that αpn_jq “ n_j for all j ă l. Property (3), applied to n_l and α, yields an element β P S such that

βpn_l ´ αpn_lqq “ n_l ´ αpn_lq and α ˝ β “ 0.

It follows then that π :“ α ` β ´ β ˝ α P S, and that πpn_jq “ n_j for all j “ 1, . . . , l. □ A standard situation in which strong local projectivity holds is the following: assume that P is a right A-module, tI_λu_{λPΛ} is a directed set of submodules, P_λ :“ P {I_λ, and M :“ colim_{λPΛ} P^˚_λ . The inclusions P^˚_λ Ñ P^˚ dual to the quotient P Ñ P_λ yield a canonical morphism of left A-modules M Ñ P^˚, and hence a morphism ν : P Ñ P^{˚˚} Ñ M^˚. Let R :“ im ν Ď M^˚ be the image of this map. Then we have:

Lemma 5.12. If P_λ is finitely generated projective for all λ P Λ, then the left A-module M is strongly R-locally projective. Conversely, any strongly R-locally projective module M arises as such a colimit.

Proof. Let N Ď M be a finitely generated submodule, N “ ř i Am_i. If we identify P^˚_λ with its image in M, then M “ ř λ P^˚_λ because M is a colimit. So there exist λ^1_i , . . . , λ^{di}_i P Λ with Am_i P ř_{di} j“1 P^˚_{λji} .

As Λ is directed, there exists an upper bound λ P Λ so that for all i, j, we have I_λj_i Ď I_λ, hence there exists an A-module epimorphism P_λ Ñ P_λj_i so that P^˚_{λji} Ď P^˚_λ . It follows that N Ď P^˚_λ . As P_λ is finitely generated projective, the dual module P^˚_λ is finitely generated projective as well. By the dual basis lemma, there exist n_1, . . . , n_l P P^˚_λ and φ_1, . . . , φ_l P P^{˚˚}_λ with n “ ř i φ_ipnqn_i for all n P P_λ. However, as P_λ is finitely generated projective it is reflexive. So there exist p_i P P representing rp_is P P_λ – P^{˚˚}_λ such that

φ_ipnq “ nprp_isq “ νpp_iqpnq @n P P^˚_λ .

It follows that n “ lÿ i“1 nprp_isqn_i “ lÿ i“1 νpp_iqpnqn_i “: πpnq. For the converse, take P :“ R, Λ to be the set of finitely generated projective direct summands M_λ of M, and I_λ Ď R to be the submodule of those φ P R with φ|_{Mλ} “ 0. Then P^˚_λ – M_λ and M “ colim M_λ (by strong local projectivity, every m P M is contained in some M_λ). □

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 41

5.3. Descent. Assume we are given an algebra morphism

ι_0 : A Ñ K,

a K-module C, an A-module D, and a morphism of A-modules

ι_1 : D Ñ C,

where C is an A-module via ι_0. For n ě 0, we abbreviate

ι_n : D^{bAn} Ñ C^{bK n}, x_1 b_A ¨ ¨ ¨ b_A x_n ÞÑ ι_1px_1q b_K ¨ ¨ ¨ b_K ι_1px_nq.

Definition 5.13. We say that a K-coalgebra structure pΔ, εq on C restricts (or descends) to an A-coalgebra structure pΔ_D, ε_Dq on D if the following diagrams commute:D C

D b_A D C b_K C

ι_1Δ^DΔι^2 ,

D C A K ι_1ε^Dει^0 .

The easiest situation is when all ι_n are embeddings. Then we have:

Lemma 5.14. If all ι_n, n ě 0, are injective, then a coalgebra structure pΔ, εq on C admits a restriction pΔ_D, ε_Dq to D if and only if we have

impε ˝ ι_1q Ď im ι_0, impΔ ˝ ι_1q Ď im ι_2.

In this case, the restriction is unique, and we have:

(1) If C is cocommutative, then D is cocommutative. (2) If C is conilpotent with coaugmentation by a group-like g P im ι_1 Ď C, then D is conilpotent.

(3) If C is a K|K-coring and ι_1pDq Ď C is an A-B-subbimodule for some subalgebra B Ď K, then D is a B|A-coring.

(4) If C is a bialgebroid over K, D is an A-ring, and ι_1 is morphism of A-rings, then D is a bialgebroid over A.

(5) In this case, if S is an antipode for C that restricts to D, then S|_D is an antipode for D.

Proof. The claims are mostly obvious; the injectivity of ι_3 ensures that the coassociativity of Δ implies that of Δ_D. Note that the injectivity of the ι_n, n ą 3, is only needed to infer conilpotency. In this case, the primitive filtration of D is the restriction of the one of C. □

Remark 5.15. If the coalgebra C is graded, then its restriction is also graded. However, if C is filtered, then its restriction is not filtered in general. Indeed, for the filtration D_n :“ ι^{´1}_1 pC_nq, the restriction Δ_D always maps D_n to ι^{´1}_2 ppC b_K Cq_nq, but not necessarily to pD b_A Dq_n,

42 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

which is in general a proper submodule of ι^{´1}_2 ppC b_K Cq_nq. We will see in Remark 7.32 that this is the reason why in general the coproduct on differential operators does not respect the filtration by order.

Finally, we want to restrict the property of being a left Hopf algebroid, but this requires additional assumptions:

Lemma 5.16. Assume D and C are bialgebroids as in Lemma 5.14(4). If C is a left Hopf algebroid, the canonical map ῑ_2 : D̄ b_A D Ñ C̄ b_K C is injective, and impτ_C ˝ ι_1q Ď im ῑ_2, then D is a left Hopf algebroid.

Proof. The following diagram commutes̄C b^K C C b^K C

D̄ b_A D D b_A D. δ_C ῑ_2δDι_2

Since ῑ_2, ι_2 are injective, and δ_C is bijective, δ_D is injective. It is surjective if and only if δ^{´1}_C maps im ι_2 to im ῑ_2. This, however, is equivalent to the condition that τ_C “ δ^{´1}_C p¨ b_K 1q maps ι_1pDq to ῑ_2pD̄ b_A Dq, since δ^{´1}_C is right C-linear. □

5.4. Base change. We now focus on the case that the K-coalgebra C is obtained by base change from a coalgebra D over A Ď K.

More precisely, assume first that ι_0 : A ãÑ K is an inclusion of a subalgebra, D is an A-module, and define C :“ K b_A D, ι_1 : D Ñ C, d ÞÑ 1 b_A d.

In our applications, K is not faithfully flat over A, so it is a priori not guaranteed that ι_1 is injective. However, let us suppress the canonical embedding

D^˚ “ Hom_ApD, Aq ãÑ Hom_K pC, Kq – Hom_ApD, Kq,

(5.1) r ÞÑ ev_{K,r}, and view any R Ď D^˚ as a subset of Hom_K pC, Kq. The observation made next is that for R-locally projective D it is sufficient to verify that the K-algebra structure of Hom_K pC, Kq dual to a K-coalgebra structure on C (Lemma 4.4) restricts to an A-algebra structure on R in order to deduce that the K-coalgebra C is obtained by base change:

Lemma 5.17. If D is R-locally projective, then a K-coalgebra structure on C “ K b_A D for which R is an A-subalgebra of Hom_K pC, Kq with respect to the convolution product (4.2) restricts uniquely to D.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 43

Proof. We first show that all ι_n are injective with image (5.2) im ι_n “ tx P C^{bK n} | @r_1, . . . , r_n P R : pr_n b_A ¨ ¨ ¨ b_A r_1qpxq P Au, where we extend the identification of r P D^˚ with ev_{K,r} : C Ñ K to tensor products, that is, denote by r_1 b_A ¨ ¨ ¨ b_A r_n the K-linear functional

C^{bK n} Ñ K, c_1 b_K ¨ ¨ ¨ b_K c_n ÞÑ ev_{K,r1} pc_1q ¨ ¨ ¨ ev_{K,rn} pc_nq. Indeed, under the canonical identification

C^{bK n} “ pK b_A Dq b_K ¨ ¨ ¨ b_K pK b_A Dq – K b_A D^{bAn}, the maps ι_n get identified with the base change morphisms D^{bAn} Ñ K b_A D^{bAn}, d_1 b_A ¨ ¨ ¨ b_A d_n ÞÑ 1 b_A d_1 b_A ¨ ¨ ¨ b_A d_n.

Both the injectivity of ι_n and the description (5.2) of its image now follow readily by an inductive application of Lemma 5.2.

The fact that R is a subring of Hom_K pC, Kq means on the one hand that the unit of Hom_K pC, Kq, which is ε, belongs to R, or, more explicitly, that ε “ ev_{K,e} for some e P R. In particular, εp1 b_A dq P A for d P D, which is the condition im pε ˝ ι_1q Ď im ι_0 from Lemma 5.14 above. On the other hand, it means that R is closed under convolution, so for any r, s P R, there exists some t P R such that for any d P D, we have pr b_A sqpd_{p1q} b_A d_{p2q}q “ pev_{K,r} ˚ ev_{K,s}qp1 b_A dq “ ev_{K,t}p1 b_A dq “ tpdq. In particular, we have for all r, s P R pr ˚ sqpim ι_1q “ pr b_A sqpimpΔ ˝ ι_1qq Ď A, hence the description of im ι_2 obtained in (5.2) yields the last condition im pΔ ˝ ι_1q Ď im ι_2 from Lemma 5.14. □

We also refer to [75] for for a general study of the relevance of local projectivity specifically of coalgebras.

5.5. The descent theorem. Finally, we zoom in on the instance of Lemma 5.17 that we are really interested in: let C be a given bialgebroid over K, A, B Ď K be subalgebras, and define (5.3) CpB, Aq :“ tc P C | @b P B : εpcbq P Au. When A “ B, we shall write CpAq instead of CpA, Aq.

Just from the fact that C is an augmented K-ring, we obtain: Lemma 5.18. We have:

44 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

(1) CpAq Ď C is an augmented A-subring, and (2) CpB, Aq Ď C is a CpAq-CpBq-subbimodule.

If furthermore A Ď B, then

(1) CpB, Aq is a left ideal of CpAq, (2) CpB, Aq is a right ideal of CpBq, and (3) CpAq Ď CpA, Bq.

Proof. K carries a left C-module structure that extends multiplication in K and is given by ε̂pcqpxq “ εpcxq, c P C, x P K. That is, for all c, d P C and x P K, we have εpcdxq “ εpcεpdxqq. Now all claims follow directly from the definitions of CpAq, CpBq, and CpA, Bq. □

In particular, CpB, Aq is an A-B-subbimodule of C. Last but not least, consider the B-A-subbimodule of CpB, Aq^˚ generated by ε, RpB, Aq :“ tr P CpB, Aq^˚ | Da_i P A, b_i P B : rpcq “ εp ÿ i a_icb_iqu. Now we can prove Theorem 1.3:

Theorem. If CpB, Aq is RpB, Aq-locally projective and μ: K b_A CpB, Aq Ñ C, x b_A c ÞÑ xc is surjective, then we have:

(1) pΔ, εq uniquely restricts to a B|A-coring structure on CpB, Aq. (2) If B “ A, this turns CpAq into a bialgebroid over A. (3) If C is in addition a left Hopf algebroid, then CpAq is a left Hopf algebroid.

Proof. “(1)”: The assumptions made imply that we are given an instance of Lemma 5.17 with D “ CpB, Aq, R “ RpB, Aq. To see this, note first that the RpB, Aq-local projectivity of CpB, Aq implies the injectivity of μ: K b_A CpB, Aq Ñ C. Indeed, if for c “ ř i x_i b_A c_i P K b_A CpB, Aq we have ř i x_ic_i “ 0 in C, then we have in particular 0 “ εp ÿ i ax_ic_ibq “ ÿ i x_iεpac_ibq for all b P B, a P A, so ev_{K,r}pcq “ 0 for all r P RpB, Aq and c “ 0.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 45

Second, knowing that μ is an isomorphism we can view RpB, Aq as in the discussion preceding Lemma 5.17 as a subset of Hom_K pC, Kq, and as such it is simply the image of A b B under the unit map σ from (4.1). In particular, RpB, Aq is a (commutative) A b B-subalgebra of Hom_K pC, Kq that is isomorphic to RpB, Aq – pA b Bq{IpB, Aq, IpB, Aq “ t ÿ i a_i b b_i P A b B | @c P CpB, Aq : εp ÿ i a_icb_iq “ 0u.

So Lemma 5.17 implies that pΔ, εq uniquely restricts to an A-coalgebra structure on CpB, Aq, and as a special case of Lemma 5.14, this is in fact a B|A-coring.

“(2)”: This is immediate (using the first statement in Lemma 5.18). “(3)”: This is an instance of Lemma 5.16. To apply the lemma, we need to show that the canonical map ῑ_2 : CpAq b_A CpAq Ñ C̄ b_K C is injective. We assume that C – K b_A CpAq, so ῑ_2 is equal to the composition CpAq b_A CpAq C̄ b_A CpAq C̄ b_K C,

ῑ –

where the map ῑ is induced by the inclusion CpAq Ď C̄. However, we assume that CpAq is RpAq-locally projective, so by Lemma 5.2, ῑ is injective. Hence ῑ_2 is injective as required.

We shall show next that the translation map τ_C : C Ñ C̄ b_K C, x ÞÑ x_` b_K x_´ maps CpAq to im ῑ_2. To do so, we will use the description of im ῑ given in Lemma 5.2, and show that ev¯_{C,r}pτ_C pxqq “ x_`rpx_´q P CpAq holds for all x P CpAq and r P RpAq. As shown in [62, Proposition 3.7], we have for all x P C, a P K that

x_` b_K x_´a “ ax_` b_K x_´, x_`εpx_´q “ εpx_´q § x_` “ x. If r P RpAq is given by rpcq :“ ř i εpa_icb_iq for some a_i, b_j P A, then using the above, we obtain

x_`rpx_´q “ ÿ i x_`εpa_ix_´b_iq “ ÿ i b_ix_`εpa_ix_´q “ ÿ i b_ix_`a_iεpx_´q “ ÿ i b_ix_`εpx_´qa_i “ ÿ i b_ixa_i. for all x P C, so the claim follows. □

46 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

In combination with Proposition 4.28 and Lemma 5.18, this also implies:

Corollary 5.19. If CpAq, CpBq, and CpB, Aq are respectively RpAq-, RpBq-, and RpB, Aq-locally projective, then the functor CpB, Aq b_{CpBq} ´ : CpBq-Mod Ñ CpAq-Mod is canonically opmonoidal.

Remark 5.20. Evidently, we have CpB, Aq Ď CpE, Aq for all subalgebras E Ď B. In particular, we have CpB, Aq Ď Cpk, Aq “ tc P C | εpcq P Au. It is therefore a necessary condition for the applicability of the theorem that μ: Kb_A Cpk, Aq Ñ C is surjective. Once this is given, one may determine maximal subalgebras B Ď K for which μ is surjective and then determine whether for these, CpB, Aq is RpB, Aq-locally projective.

6. The case of differential operators We now apply Theorem 1.3 to the case C “ D_K so that CpB, Aq “ D_K pB, Aq “ tD P D_K | Dpbq P A @b P Bu.

In the literature, D_K pM, Nq is also used to denote the differential operators between K-modules M and N; we hope this causes no confusion.

We initially consider any algebra morphism A b B Ñ K. Section 6.1 discusses inverse systems of A b B-algebras . . . ↠ P_2 ↠ P_1 ↠ P_0 that generalise the principal parts from Definition 2.14. In Section 6.2 we use these to deal with the assumption D_K – K b_A D_K pB, Aq in Theorem 1.3; our results are a slight generalisations of results of Másson [40] who considered the case A “ B “ P_0. In Section 6.3, we rephrase Theorem 1.3 and its consequences in the setting C “ D_K .

6.1. Generalised principal parts. In Theorem 1.3, RpB, Aq is the image of the canonical map A b B Ñ CpB, Aq^˚, a b b ÞÑ r, rpcq :“ aεpcbq “ εpacbq. When A “ B “ K and C “ CpB, Aq “ D_A, this map is A b A Ñ D_A^˚, a b b ÞÑ r, rpDq :“ aDpbq, which is the composition of the canonical map

A b A Ñ ppA b Aq^˚q^˚ “ Hom_ApA b A, Aq^˚ – EndpAq^˚

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 47

with the restriction map EndpAq^˚ Ñ D^˚_A that is dual to the inclusion D_A ãÑ EndpAq – Hom_ApA b A, Aq.

Thus RpAq consists here precisely of the functionals that are given by principal parts (recall Definition 2.14 and Remark 3.20).

In our application of Theorem 1.3 to differential operators on singular curves, we will consider the following more general setting: Definition 6.1. Let A Ñ K, B Ñ K be two algebra morphisms and σ : P Ñ K b K be a morphism of A b B-algebras. Assume that P “ I_0 Ě I_1 Ě I_2 Ě I_3 Ě . . .

is a descending chain of ideals of P that satisfy (for all m, n ě 0) I_1 “ σ^{´1}pI_K q, σpI_nq Ď I^n_K , I_nI_m Ď I_{n`m}.

Then we call the inverse system of the quotients P_n :“ P {I_{n`1} a system of generalised principal parts.

In this situation, we denote for all n P N by

ψ_n : K b_A P_n Ñ P^n_K , x b_A rps ÞÑ rxσppqs the canonical morphism of K-algebras and by μ_n : K b_A P_n Ñ K, x b_A rps ÞÑ xμ_K pσppqq the multiplication map.

Remark 6.2. Note that P_0 “ P {I_1 – μ_K pσpP qq Ď K.

We will be interested in the case in which K b_A P_0 – K and K b_A P_n is for n ą 0 an infinitesimal deformation thereof. This will be achieved using the following lemma:

Lemma 6.3. If A Ñ K is flat and μ_0 is injective (and hence an isomorphism), then we have isomorphisms ker μ_n – K b_A pI_1{I_{n`1}q for all n. In particular, ker μ_n is nilpotent with pker μ_nq^{n`1} “ 0.

Proof. The following sequence is exact since K is flat over A: 0 K b_A pI_1{I_{n`1}q K b_A P_n K b_A P_0 – K0. Kb_Aπ_n Here π_n : P_n ↠ P_0 is the canonical projection, and the isomorphism K b_A P_0 – K is given by μ_0. Therefore, the result follows from the fact that μ_n “ μ_0 ˝ pK b_A π_nq. □

48 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Example 6.4. This is always satisfied when A Ñ K is a flat epimorphism of rings (i.e. K is a flat A-algebra whose multiplication map K b_A K Ñ K is bijective), and in particular if it is a localisation. Example 6.5. When P “ P_{A,B} :“ A b B, there is a universal system of generalised principal parts, namely

I^{pnq}_{A,B} :“ σ^{´1}pI^n_K q, P^n_{A,B} :“ pA b Bq{I^{pn`1q}_{A,B} .

Indeed, there exists by definition for any system of generalised principal parts pP_nq a canonical morphism P_n Ñ P^n_{A,B} for all n P N. Note that the modules P^n_A and P^n_{A,A} are not isomorphic in general; there is a canonical surjection P^n_A ↠ P^n_{A,A} induced by the inclusion I^n_A Ď I^{pnq}_{A,A}, however, these ideals are not necessarily equal.

6.2. Étale extensions. We now assume that B Ñ K is formally étale (Definition 3.1). Throughout this section, we fix a system tP_nu of generalised principal parts as above.

Lemma 6.6. If A Ñ K is flat, B Ñ K is formally étale, and μ_0 is an isomorphism, then for all n P N, the canonical morphism ψ_n : K b_A P_n Ñ P^n_K is an isomorphism of A b B-algebras.

Proof. Let n P N. Being étale is easily seen to be preserved under any base change, so K b B Ñ K b K is formally étale. Thus since ker μ_n is nilpotent (Lemma 6.3), there exists a unique K b B-algebra morphism ϕ_n : K b K Ñ K b_A P_n making the following diagram commutative:K b K K

K b B K b_A P_n, μ_Kϕ^nμ^n

where the morphism K b B – K b_A pA b Bq Ñ K b_A P_n is induced by the unit map A b B Ñ P of the A b B-algebra P .

Since ϕ_n maps ker μ_K to ker μ_n and pker μ_nq^{n`1} “ 0, the morphism ϕ_n factors uniquely through a morphism of algebras ϕ̄_n : P^n_K Ñ K b_A P_n.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 49

Let us show that ψ_n and ϕ̄_n are inverse to each other. Let us denote by χ_n : K b K Ñ P^n_K the canonical surjection. Both χ_n and ψ_n ˝ ϕ_n make the following diagram commutative,K b K K K b B P^n_K . μ_Kμ^n

As K b B Ñ K b K is étale, this shows ψ_n ˝ ϕ_n “ χ_n, so that ψ_n ˝ ϕ̄_n “ id_Pn_K . A similar argument shows that ϕ_n ˝ ψ_n “ id_{KbAPn} . □ Corollary 6.7. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.6, we have:

(1) D^n_K – Hom_K pP^n_K , Kq – Hom_ApP_n, Kq, (2) If A Ñ K, B Ñ K are inclusions, this isomorphism induces a canonical embedding

Hom_ApP_n, Aq ãÑ D^n_K pB, Aq :“ D^n_K X D_K pB, Aq. This is an isomorphism provided that P “ P_{A,B} “ A b B.

(3) If P_n is a finitely presented A-module, then D^n_K – K b_A Hom_ApP_n, Aq and the canonical morphism K b_A D_K pB, Aq Ñ D_K is surjective.

Proof. (1) Recall from (2.1) that D^n_K – Hom_K pP^n_K , Kq holds for all algebras K. Lemma 6.6 asserts that ψ_n : K b_A P_n Ñ P^n_K is an isomorphism, so in combination, we obtain D^n_K – Hom_K pP^n_K , Kq – Hom_K pK b_A P_n, Kq – Hom_ApP_n, Kq.

(2) Under the isomorphism D^n_K – Hom_K pP^n_K , Kq, we have D^n_K pB, Aq – tD P Hom_K pP^n_K , Kq | Dpπ_npa b bqq P A @a P A, b P Bu, where π_n is the composition

A b B Ñ K b K ↠ P^n_K “ pK b Kq{I^{n`1}_K . Furthermore, we have by definition

Hom_ApP_n, Aq “ tD P Hom_ApP_n, Kq | im D P Au,

50 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

so we obtain the inclusion as stated. If P “ A b B, then A b B ↠ P_n is surjective, so this inclusion is an identity.

(3) Since K is flat over A and P_n is finitely presented, we have (see e.g. [11, Proposition I.2.9.10])

Hom_ApP_n, Kq – K b_A Hom_ApP_n, Aq.

As any tensor product K b_A ´ commutes with colimits, D_K “ colim D^n_K – colimpK b_A Hom_ApP_n, Aqq – K b_A colim Hom_ApP_n, Aq.

The inclusions Hom_ApP_n, Aq ãÑ D^n_K pB, Aq yield a morphism colim Hom_ApP_n, Aq Ñ colim D^n_K pB, Aq “ D_K pB, Aq.

By construction, the resulting morphism D_K Ñ K b_A D_K pB, Aq splits the canonical map K b_A D_K pB, Aq Ñ D_K given by multiplication, so the latter is surjective. □

The following two corollaries describe instances of particular interest. The first is the case A “ B, where we recover Másson’s results [40, Theorems 2.2.2 and 2.2.5]

Corollary 6.8. If ι: A Ñ K is flat and formally étale, then P^n_K – K b_A P^n_A – K b_A P^n_{A,A}.

If ι is in addition injective, then D^n_K pA, Aq – D^n_A – Hom_ApP^n_{A,A}, Aq. If P^n_A is a finitely presented A-module, then D^n_K – K b_A D^n_A.

Remark 6.9. In this case, the submodule I^{pnq}_{A,A}{I^n_A of P^n_A consists of the elements ř i π_npa_i b b_iq such that ř i a_iDpb_iq “ 0 holds for all D P D^n_A, that is, I^{pnq}_{A,A}{I^n_A is the kernel of the canonical morphism P^n_A Ñ pP^n_Aq^{˚˚}. If A is smooth, then this module is zero, since P^n_A is finitely generated projective, thus torsionless. We provide an example where I^{pnq}_{A,A} Ľ I^n_A in Lemma 7.37.

In the setting of varieties, the second corollary is about (quasi)affine varieties X, Y that are birationally equivalent, hence both contain a (quasi)affine variety Z as dense open subset. The most studied case is the one in which A is the coordinate ring of an affine variety X, B is the coordinate ring of its normalisation Y , and K is their common field of fractions; this is considered e.g. in [63, 47, 22, 14, 5].

Corollary 6.10. Assume that

(1) k is Noetherian and A, B are essentially of finite type over k,

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 51

(2) S_A Ă A and S_B Ă B are multiplicatively closed sets that do not contain any zero divisors and with S^{´1}_A A – S^{´1}_B B “: K, and (3) P^0_{A,B} Ď K is a finitely generated A-module.

Then the canonical map K b_A D_K pB, Aq Ñ D_K is surjective.

Proof. Condition (2) ensures that the canonical maps A Ñ S^{´1}_A A “ K and B Ñ S^{´1}_B B “ K are flat and étale embeddings and epimorphisms. In particular, μ_0 is an isomorphism (Example 6.4), so the assumptions of Lemma 6.6 are all satisfied. From now on, we assume that A, B Ď K.

In order to be able to apply Corollary 6.7 (3), we need to work with a system of generalised principal parts P_n consisting of finitely presented A-modules. As such, we may use

P_n :“ P^n_A b_A P^0_{A,B},

where P^0_{A,B} “ t ÿ i a_ib_i P K | a_i P A, b_i P Bu

is the subalgebra of K generated by both A and B and the tensor product b_A relates multiplication by a P A in P^0_{A,B} to the right Amodule structure ru b vsa :“ ru b vas, u, v, a P A on P^n_A “ pA b Aq{I^n_A. Condition (1) ensures that A is Noetherian and that the A-modules P^n_A are finitely generated (Proposition 3.10 (2)). So in combination with condition (3) we obtain that P_n is a finitely generated A-module. As A is Noetherian, P_n is finitely presented. □

Example 6.11. Condition (3) is violated when A “ krts Ď K “ krt, t^{´1}s and B Ď K is the subalgebra of all polynomials in t^{´1}.

Example 6.12. If A “ krXs, B “ krY s and AB “ P^0_{A,B} “ krZs Ă K are the coordinate rings of affine varieties, then multiplication AbB Ñ AB induces a diagonal embedding Z Ñ X ^ Y . That A Ñ AB is injective and that AB is a finitely generated A-module means that composition of Z Ñ X ^ Y with the projection onto X is a morphism Z Ñ X with dense image (in the Zariski topology) and with finite fibres. Similarly, Z Ñ Y has dense image.

6.3. Descent for C “ D_K . Let us summarise the results so far.

Theorem 6.13. Assume that k is Noetherian and A Ď K, B Ď K are algebras essentially of finite type over k such that A ãÑ K is a flat epimorphism, B ãÑ K is formally étale, and AB Ď K is a finitely

52 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

generated A-module. If D_K pB, Aq is RpB, Aq-locally projective, where

RpB, Aq :“ tD ÞÑ ÿ i a_iDpb_iq | ÿ i a_i b b_i P A b Bu

Ď Hom_ApD_K pB, Aq, Aq,

then we have:

(1) Any bialgebroid structure on D_K over K uniquely restricts to a B|A-coring structure on D_K pB, Aq.

(2) If A “ B, this turns D_A into a bialgebroid over A. (3) If D_K is in addition a left Hopf algebroid over K, then D_A is a left Hopf algebroid over A.

Corollary 6.14. If D_A, D_B , and D_K pB, Aq are respectively RpAq-, RpBq-, and RpB, Aq-locally projective, then the functor

D_K pB, Aq b_{DB} ´ : D_B -Mod Ñ D_A-Mod

is canonically opmonoidal.

Corollary 6.15. Let k be a field of characteristic 0 and A be an integral domain which is an algebra over k that is essentially of finite type. If D_A is RpAq-locally projective, then D_A is a cocommutative, conilpotent left Hopf algebroid over A. If A is Gorenstein with trivial canonical module ω_A – A, then D_A admits an antipode.

Proof. It is shown in [43, Theorem 15.2.6] that A contains an element c ‰ 0 such that Ω^1_K is a finitely generated free K-module, where K :“ A_c is the localisation of A at S “ tc^nu_{nPN} . It follows that DerpKq is finitely generated free, so Theorem 2.22 implies that D_K – U_K , hence is a left Hopf algebroid with the desired properties. Now use the theorem with A “ B “ AB, K “ A_c to obtain the left Hopf algebroid structure. The existence of an antipode follows in the Gorenstein case from Remark 2.27. □

Example 6.16. If A has almost finite projective differentials, then D_A is strongly RpAq-locally projective, as follows from Lemma 5.12.

Example 6.17. If A is purely inseparable (i.e. if I^{n`1}_A “ 0 as in Example 3.18) but not necessarily finitely generated projective over k, then D_A “ EndpAq is RpAq-locally projective if and only if D_A is finitely generated projective over A and Hom_ApD_A, Aq “ RpAq.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 53

7. Application to numerical semigroups

Finally, we discuss a class of algebras A, B Ď K “ krt, t^{´1}s for which all conditions of Theorem 6.13 and Corollaries 6.8 and 6.10 are met, namely the semigroup algebras of numerical semigroups A, B (cofinite submonoids of pN, `q) [1, 3, 57]. In algebro-geometric terms, these form a well-behaved class of affine curves with a unique cuspidal singularity, the so-called monomial curves [52, 17, 4].

Throughout this Section 7, k denotes a field of characteristic 0.

7.1. Numerical semigroups. The algebras A, B to which we want to apply the general theory developed above are associated to the following type of monoids:

Definition 7.1. A numerical semigroup is an additive monoid A Ď N such that NzA is finite. Its Frobenius number is F pAq :“ maxpNzAq, and A is symmetric if for any z P NzA, we have F pAq ´ z P A.

So a submonoid A Ď N is numerical if and only if it can be generated by finitely many elements a_1, . . . , a_l P N whose greatest common divisor is 1, or, equivalently, if the subgroup of Z generated by A is all of Z.

Remark 7.2. To determine whether the numerical semigroup generated by a_1, . . . , a_l is symmetric is intricate. However, Sylvester has shown that all numerical semigroups generated by two coprime numbers a_1, a_2 are symmetric [67].

For the remainder of this article, we fix numerical semigroups A, B, C, and we denote by A :“ krAs, B :“ krBs the corresponding semigroup algebras. That is, A is the free k-module with basis A whose unit map and multiplication are obtained by linearisation of the monoid structure

t0u ãÑ A, `: A ^ A Ñ A.

Equivalently, an element f P A can be interpreted as a finitely supported function A Ñ k. Then the product fg of f, g P A is given by convolution pf ˚ gqpaq :“ ÿ b,cPA a“b`c fpbqgpcq and the unit element 1 P A is the delta-function δ_0 supported in the unit element 0 P A. As all numerical semigroups are submonoids of Z,

54 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

all their convolution algebras embed naturally into the group algebra of Z, that is, the algebra of Laurent polynomials krZs – K :“ krt, t^{´1}s.

We therefore view A, B from now on as subalgebras of K, identifying a P A (respectively the delta-function δ_a) with t^a P K.

Remark 7.3. The Frobenius number F pAq is sometimes also called the conductor of A. Recall that more generally, the conductor of an integral domain A is the annihilator of the A-module B{A, where B is the normalisation of A (the integral closure of A in its field of fractions). For any numerical semigroup algebra A, its normalisation is B “ krts, and it follows straight from the definition that the conductor in this sense is the ideal in A generated by t^{F pAq`1}.

Viewed algebro-geometrically, A thus becomes the coordinate ring of a monomial curve. The properties of such curves have been studied intensively. In particular, one has:

Theorem 7.4. A is Gorenstein if and only if A is symmetric. In this case, A – ω_A.

Proof. See [34, Theorem] for the main statement. The canonical module was described explicitly in [73, proof of Theorem 4.1]. We have ω_A “ rK{A, ks – krt^{´n} : n P ZzAs, where rK{A, ks is the internal hom as in Remark 2.4. If A is symmetric, then the involution ν : Z Ñ Z, a ÞÑ F pAq ´ a, maps A bijectively to ZzA, and vice versa, so that we have an isomorphism of graded Amodules ν̄ : A Ñ ω_A, t^a ÞÑ t^{´νpaq}. □

In the theory of differential operators over semigroup algebras, the following sets play a central role (see e.g. [59, 60, 58] for some background).

Definition 7.5. For d P Z, let Z_dpB, Aq :“ Bzp´d ` Aq “ ti P B | i ` d R Au.

We shall write Z_dpAq for Z_dpA, Aq.

The following lemma collects some of the properties of these sets that we will use below:

Lemma 7.6. For all d P Z, we have:

(1) The set Z_dpB, Aq is finite.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 55

(2) If B Ď C, then we have Z_dpB, Aq Ď Z_dpC, Aq. (3) If A Ď C, then we have Z_dpB, Cq Ď Z_dpB, Aq.

Proof. “(1)”: For d P Z, we have

Z_dpB, Aq Ď ti P N | i ` d ă 0u \ ti P N | i ` d P NzAu,

where \ denotes the disjoint union. Both sets on the right hand side are finite, thus so is Z_dpB, Aq.

The claims (2) and (3) follow directly from the definition. □

Lemma 7.7. For all d, e P Z and all a P A, we have:

(1) Z_apB, Aq “ ∅ if a ą F pAq, (2) Z_apB, Aq “ ∅ if B Ď A, (3) Z_{d`e}pB, Aq Ď Z_dpB, Aq \ p´d ` Z_epAqq, (4) Z_{d`a}pB, Aq Ď Z_dpB, Aq; more precisely, we have

Z_dpB, Aq “ Z_{d`a}pB, Aq \ p´d ´ a ` Z_{´a}pAqq X B,

(5) Z_dpB, Aq “ Ş bPB, b`dPA Z´bpB, Aq. Proof. “(1)”: If a ą F pAq and i P N, then i`a ą F pAq, hence i`a P A. Thus Z_apN, Aq “ ∅. So by Lemma 7.6 (2), Z_apB, Aq “ ∅.

“(2)”: Similarly, as A is closed under addition, Z_apA, Aq “ ∅, so by Lemma 7.6 (3), Z_apB, Aq “ ∅ if B Ď A.

“(3)”: If i P Z_{d`e}pB, Aq then i P B and i ` d ` e R A. If in addition i R Z_dpB, Aq this means that j :“ i ` d P A, so j P Z_epAq and i P ´d ` Z_epAq.

“(4)”: If i P Z_{d`a}pB, Aq, then i P B and i`d`a R A, so we also have i`d R A as a P A and A is closed under addition, that is, i P Z_dpB, Aq. If conversely i P Z_dpB, Aq but i R Z_{d`a}pB, Aq, then i P B and i ` d R A but j :“ i ` d ` a P A, so j P Z_{´a}pAq and i P B X ´d ´ a ` Z_{´a}pAq.

“(5)”: The inclusion Ď follows from (4) as d “ ´b ` pb ` dq, where b ` d P A. For the reverse inclusion Ě, assume that i P BzZ_dpB, Aq. Then i ` d P A. But for all i P B, we have i R Z_{´i}pB, Aq. Therefore, i is not in the intersection on the right hand side. □

Taking B “ A, we in particular obtain:

Corollary 7.8. For any a, b P A, we have:

(1) Z_apAq “ ∅, (2) Z_{´a´b}pAq “ Z_{´a}pAq \ pa ` Z_{´b}pAqq.

56 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Remark 7.9. Z_{´a}pAq is called the Apéry set of a P A. This set consists of |Z_{´a}pAq| “ a elements (the map t0, . . . , a ´ 1u Ñ Z_{´a}pAq that maps j to the smallest element in A of the form j ` na for some n ě 0 is a bijection). In particular, the assignment a ÞÑ Z_{´a}pAq is injective and identifies A with a set of subsets of Z. The above corollary describes the resulting monoid structure on the set of Apéry sets.

7.2. The Laurent polynomials. In Example 4.39, we have already remarked that for K “ krt, t^{´1}s, the ring of differential operators is the localised Weyl algebra

D_K – U_K – kxt, u, By{xBt ´ tB ´ 1, tu ´ 1, ut ´ 1y.

In particular, the Z-grading of the Laurent polynomials given by the degree induces a Z-grading of D_K as discussed at the end of Section 2.4, with the degree d part of D_K given by

D_{K,d} “ tD P D_K | @r P ZDλ_r P k : Dpt^rq “ λ_rt^{r`d}u.

The aim of this brief subsection is to use this to express D_K as follows as a crossed product: the group Z acts on the ring of polynomials krxs by the automorphism given by σpxq “ x ` 1. We denote by krxs#Z the resulting crossed product (see e.g. [46, Example 2.7] for this notion; other authors speak of semidirect products, smash products, or skewgroup rings rather than crossed products):

Definition 7.10. The crossed product krxs#Z is the algebra whose underlying vector space is krxs b krt, t^{´1}s, endowed with the multiplication pf b t^dqpg b t^eq :“ σ^epfqg b t^{d`e}, f, g P krxs, d, e P Z. Remark 7.11. Note this multiplication is the opposite of the one usually described in Hopf algebra text books.

We will adopt the standard notation and write f#p instead of f b p for f P krxs, p P krt, t^{´1}s when considering the element in this crossed product. Observe that krxs#Z is Z-graded, where the component of degree d is given by krxs#t^d.

Lemma 7.12. Let D_0 :“ tB P D_K . Then

Φ: krxs#Z Ñ D_K , x#t^d ÞÑ t^dD_0

defines an isomorphism of graded algebras.

Proof. This is straightforward, see e.g. [52] or [17]. □

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 57

Explicitly, if ř dPZ f_d#t^d P krxs#Z, with all but finitely many f_d being zero, then D “ Φ `ř d f_d#t^d ˘ is given by

Dpt^aq “ ÿ d f_dpaqt^{d`a}. For the sake of readability, we will omit the isomorphism Φ and will identify the elements of krxs#Z with their image in D_K .

Remark 7.13. In particular, D_{K,d} “ t^dkrD_0s. Furthermore, we also have D_{K,d} “ krD_0st^d since rD_0, Ds “ dD for any D P D_{K,d}. Note also that the set D^n_K of differential operators of order at most n corresponds under Φ to krxs_{ďn}#Z.

7.3. Semigroup algebras. We now find ourselves in the setting of Corollary 6.10 and are able to describe D_{K,d}pB, Aq :“ DpB, Aq X D_{K,d} using the sets Z_dpB, Aq. We refer e.g. to [59, 60, 58] for a more general treatment of rings of differential operators over general semigroup algebras, and to [52, 17, 3] specifically for numerical semigroups, that is, monomial curves.

For d P Z, consider the ideal

I_dpB, Aq :“ tf P krxs | fpbq “ 0 @b P Z_dpB, Aqu Ď krxs.

It follows directly from Lemma 7.7 that we have:

Lemma 7.14. For d P Z and a P A, we have:

(1) I_apB, Aq “ krxs if a ą F pAq or B Ď A, (2) I_{d`e}pB, Aq Ě I_dpB, Aqσ^dpI_epAqq, (3) I_{d`a}pB, Aq Ě I_dpB, Aq, (4) I_dpB, Aq “ ř bPB,b`dPA IbpB, Aq. Furthermore, we have:

Lemma 7.15. ΦpI_dpB, Aq#t^dq “ D_{K,d}pB, Aq.

Proof. Let D “ Φpf#t^dq P D_{K,d}pB, Aq. Recall that Dpt^aq “ fpaqt^{d`a}, thus Dpt^aq P A if and only fpaq “ 0 when d ` a R A. □

Remark 7.16. All statements made so far about Z_dpB, Aq and I_dpB, Aq can be easily generalised to higher dimensions, meaning to semigroups A, B Ď N^n which generate Z^n as an abelian group. Geometrically, these are higher-dimensional affine spaces in which the origin gets replaced by

58 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

a cuspidal singularity. Their rings of differential operators were studied in [59, 60, 58], and we are hopeful that the techniques introduced here can be used to investigate the local projectivity in the general case. The main differences to the one-dimensional case that have to be dealt with are the facts that Z_dpB, Aq is no longer finite and that the ring of polynomials in more than one variable is not a principal ideal domain, which will be crucially used in the proof of Lemma 7.20.

Definition 7.17. For d P Z, we define

ℓ_d :“ ź bPZ_dpB,Aq px ´ bq and L_d :“ Φpℓ_d#t^dq.

Then I_dpB, Aq “ xℓ_dy and D_{K,d}pB, Aq “ L_dkrD_0s “ krD_0sL_d. When A “ B, it follows from Corollary 7.8 that for a, b P A, we have L_{´a´b} “ L_{´a}L_{´b}. Thus we recover a result by Perkins:

Proposition 7.18 ( [52, Theorem 4.2]). The subalgebra of D_A generated by the set tL_{´a} | a P Au is isomorphic to A.

Remark 7.19. By the above, we can express D_A as the crossed product krxs#_τ Z which is twisted by the 2-cocycle (we refer again to [46, Example 2.7] for the notion of twisted crossed products, also called cleft extensions) τ : Z ^ Z Ñ krxs, pd, eq ÞÑ σ^epℓ_dqℓ_e ℓ_{d`e} . 7.4. Strong local projectivity. Using its description given above, we are now able to prove that D_K pB, Aq is RpB, Aq-locally projective.

Lemma 7.20. For any d P Z and f P I_dpB, Aq, there exist b_1, . . . , b_n P B such that

(1) d ` b_i P A and fpb_iq ‰ 0 for all i, (2) b_i P Z_{´bj} pB, Aq if i ‰ j, and (3) f P I_{´b1} pB, Aq ` . . . ` I_{´bn} pB, Aq.

Proof. Assume f ‰ 0 (otherwise the statement is clear). Set S_0 :“ tb P B | fpbq ‰ 0u.

As f ‰ 0, S_0 is not empty.

We inductively construct a descending chain S_0 Ą S_1 Ą . . . Ą S_n Ą S_{n`1} “ ∅ of finite subsets of S_0 by letting b_{i`1} P S_i be the smallest element and setting S_{i`1} :“ S_i X Z_{´bi`1} pB, Aq. For i ą 0, S_i Ď Z_{´bi} pB, Aq is finite

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 59

by Lemma 7.6 (1). Furthermore, we have S_i Ľ S_{i`1}: we have b_i P S_i, but b_i R Z_{´bi} pB, Aq by definition, so b_i P S_izS_{i`1}. Consequently, the induction terminates after finitely many steps in some S_{n`1} “ ∅.

In this way, we have constructed b_1, . . . , b_n P B. As they are all taken from S_0, we have fpb_iq ‰ 0 for all i. Recall furthermore that f P I_dpB, Aq, so fpbq “ 0 if b P Z_dpB, Aq, that is, we have

S_0 X Z_dpB, Aq “ ∅.

Thus b_i R Z_dpB, Aq, which means b_i ` d P A and we have shown (1).

Furthermore, the way we have chosen b_j for j ą i shows b_j P Z_{´bi} pB, Aq and b_j ą b_i. The latter implies that we also have b_i P Z_{´bj} pB, Aq as b_i ´ b_j ă 0. Thus we have shown (2).

To show (3), recall that I_dpB, Aq “ xℓ_dy, so nÿ i“1 I_{´bi} pB, Aq “ xgcdpℓ_{´b1} , . . . , ℓ_{´bn} qy.

By the Definition 7.17 of ℓ_d, we have

gcdpℓ_{´b1} , . . . , ℓ_{´bn} q “ ź bPT px ´ bq, T :“ nč i“1 Z_{´bi} pB, Aq. In view of (1) which is already shown, we have T Ě č bPB,d`bPA Z_{´b}pB, Aq “ Z_dpB, Aq, where the last equality was established in Lemma 7.7 (5). The fact that S_{n`1} “ ∅ means S_0 X T “ ∅. Put differently, if b P T , then fpbq “ 0, so f is divisible by ś bPT px ´ bq and (3) is shown. □

In particular, this shows:

Proposition 7.21. For d P Z and f P I_dpB, Aq, let b_1, . . . , b_n P B be as in the previous lemma. Then there exist f_i P I_{´bi} pB, Aq, i “ 1, . . . , n, such that

(1) f_ipb_j q “ δ_{ij} , (2) f_ipbq “ 0 for all b P B such that fpbq “ 0, and (3) f “ ř_n i“1 fpb_iqf_i. Proof. Let h P krxs such that f “ ś bPT px ´ bqh, where T is as in the lemma. Using (3) from there, we express ś bPT px ´ bq as g_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` g_n with g_j P I_{´bj} pB, Aq, so that f “ g_1h ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` g_nh. If b P B such that fpbq “ 0, then either b P T or hpbq “ 0, hence g_ipbqhpbq “ 0 for all

60 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

i “ 1, . . . , n. Now (2) from the lemma implies that g_jpb_iq “ 0 for i ‰ j, hence g_ipb_iqhpb_iq “ fpb_iq ‰ 0 for all i “ 1, . . . , n. Rescaling the g_ih to f_i :“^1_{fpbiq} g_ih therefore yields elements as wanted. □

Let us introduce some notation before proving the main result. Let us abbreviate M :“ D_K pB, Aq and R :“ RpB, Aq. In order to prove that M is R-locally projective, we introduce a subset S Ď hom^R_ApM, Mq which satisfies the three properties in Lemma 5.11: for b P B, we define the functional r_b : D ÞÑ Dpbq P RpB, Aq and consider the set S of all elements in hom^R_ApM, Mq of the form π :“ ÿ bPB r_bp´qpf_b#t^{´b}q,

where all but finitely many f_b are nonzero, and we assume (1) f_b P I_{´b}pB, Aq for all b P B, and (2) f_bpaq “ δ_{ab} for all a, b P supppπq :“ tb P B | f_b ‰ 0u.

Lemma 7.22. Let D :“ g#t^d P D_{K,d}pB, Aq. Then πpDq “ ÿ bPB gpbqf_b#t^d. Proof. We have πpDq “ ÿ bPB r_bpDq pf_b#t^{´b}q “ ÿ bPB gpbqt^{d`b} pf_b#t^{´b}q “ ÿ bPB gpbqf_b#t^d. We have gpbqf_b#t^d P D_{K,d}pB, Aq for all b P B, since I_{´b}pB, Aq Ď I_dpB, Aq if d ` b P B and gpbq “ 0 otherwise. The sum on the right hand side is thus well-defined. □

The following lists the properties of S that we have to establish and will use:

Lemma 7.23. Let

α :“ ÿ bPB r_bp´qpf_b#t^{´b}q, β :“ ÿ bPB r_bp´qpg_b#t^{´b}q P S.

We have

(1) αpf_b#t^{´b}q “ f_b#t^{´b} for all b P B, (2) α “ β if and only if f_b “ g_b for all b P B, (3) we have β ˝ α “ ÿ bPB r_bp´qph_b#t^{´b}q, where h_b “ ÿ aPB f_bpaqg_a#t^{´b},

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 61

(4) α and β are idempotent, (5) α ˝ β “ 0 if and only if g_bpaq “ 0 for all a P supppαq, and (6) α ` β ´ β ˝ α P S if α ˝ β “ 0.

Proof. (1) We have αpf_b#t^{´b}q “ ÿ aPB f_bpaqf_a#t^{´b} “ ÿ aPB δ_{ab}f_a#t^{´b} “ f_b#t^{´b}.

(2) Suppose α “ β and let Λ :“ supppαq Y supppβq. We choose d P Z large enough so that d ` b P A for all b P Λ. We define for each b P Λ the polynomial h_b :“ ℓ_d ź iPΛ,i‰b px ´ iq We chose d in such a way that ℓ_dpbq ‰ 0, so h_bpbq ‰ 0, and we can define h̄_b :“^1_{hbpbq} h_b. Then we have h̄_bpaq “ δ_{ab} for all a, b P Λ, and it follows that for all b P B

f_b#t^d “ αph̄_b#t^dq “ βph̄_b#t^dq “ g_b#t^d. (3) Let D :“ h#t^d P D_{K,d}pB, Aq. We have β ˝ αpDq “ β ~ ÿ bPB hpbqf_b#t^d ¸ “ ÿ bPB hpbqβ ` f_b#t^d ˘

“ ÿ bPB hpbq ~ ÿ aPB f_bpaqg_a#t^d ¸

“ ÿ bPB hpbq ~ ÿ aPB f_bpaqg_a ¸ #t^d, thus the claim follows.

(4) We have

α^2 “ ÿ bPB r_bp´q ~ ÿ aPB f_bpaqf_a ¸ #t^{´b}

“ ÿ bPB r_bp´q ¨ ˝ ÿ aPsupppαq f_bpaqf_a ˛ ‚#t^{´b} “ ÿ bPB r_bp´q ` f_b#t^{´b} ˘ “ α.

62 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

(5) Suppose α ˝ β “ ÿ bPB r_bp´q ~ ÿ aPB g_bpaqf_a ¸ #t^{´b} “ 0.

Then ř aPB g_bpaqf_a “ 0 for all b P B. For all c P supppαq, we have f_apcq “ δ_{ac}, hence we obtain

g_bpcq “ ÿ aPsupppαq

g_bpaqf_apcq “ ÿ aPB g_bpaqf_apcq “ 0.

(6) Let π :“ α ` β ´ β ˝ α. Then π “ ÿ bPB r_bp´qph_b#t^{´b}q, where h_b :“ f_b ` g_b´ ÿ aPB f_bpaqg_a. We have h_b “ 0 if b R supppαq Y supppβq. Since α ˝ β “ 0, g_bpcq “ 0 if c P supppαq so that

h_bpcq “ # g_bpcq if c P supppβq, f_bpcq if c P supppαqz supppβq.

It follows that

h_bpaq “ δ_{ab} @a, b P supppπq “ supppαq Y supppβq, so π P S. □ Lemma 7.24. Let D P D_{K,d}pB, Aq and α P S. Then, there exists β P S such that βpD ´ αpDqq “ D ´ αpDq and α ˝ β “ 0.

Proof. Suppose that D “: g#t^d and α “: ř bPB r_bp´qpf_b#t^{´b}q. Let g^1 P I_dpB, Aq such that

g^1#t^d “ D ´ αpDq “ ~ g´ ÿ bPB gpbqf_b ¸ #t^d. In particular, αpg^1#t^dq “ 0, so we have g^1paq “ r_a ˝ αpg^1#t^dq “ 0 for all a P supppαq.

By Lemma 7.20, there exist b_1, . . . , b_n P B and polynomials g_i P I_{´bi} pB, Aq, i “ 1, . . . , n, such that g_ipb_j q “ δ_{ij} , g_ipbq “ 0 for all b P B for which g^1pbq “ 0, and

g^1 “ nÿ i“1 g^1pb_iqg_i,

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 63

Define

β :“ ÿ bPB r_bp´qpg_b#t^{´b}q, where g_b “ # g_i if b “ b_i, 0 else.

Then straightforward computations show that β satisfies the desired properties. □

Theorem 7.25. Let A, B be numerical semigroups, and A, B Ď K “ krt, t^{´1}s be their semigroup algebras. Then D_K pB, Aq is strongly RpB, Aqlocally projective.

Proof. The set S satisfies all the properties in Lemma 5.11. To begin with, all the elements in S are idempotent (Lemma 7.23(4)). Furthermore, 0 P S which is (1) in Lemma 5.11, while property (2) was shown in Lemma 7.23(6). Finally, property (3) was shown in Lemma 7.24. Strong local projectivity thus follows. □

7.5. Main result. Let us summarise our results:

Theorem 7.26. Let A, B be numerical semigroups, and A, B Ď K “ krt, t^{´1}s be their semigroup algebras. Then, we have:

(1) There is a canonical B|A-coring structure on D_K pB, Aq. (2) This turns D_A “ D_K pA, Aq and D_B “ D_K pB, Bq into left Hopf algebroids over A respectively B.

(3) If A is symmetric, then D_A admits an antipode. (4) D_K pB, Aq b_{DB} ´: D_B -Mod Ñ D_A-Mod is a monoidal equivalence.

Proof. All assumptions of Theorem 6.13 are satisfied and we deduce (1) and (2). Theorem 7.4 stated that for a symmetric numerical semigroup, A is Gorenstein and hence satisfies all assumptions of Theorem 2.26, so D_A – D^{op}_A . Thus (3) follows from Proposition 4.22.

Smith and Stafford and independently Muhasky have shown that the D_K pB, Aq are Morita equivalences (they consider B “ N, the general claim follows by transitivity) [63, 47]. By Corollary 6.14, this Morita equivalence is monoidal. □

Remark 7.27. By construction, the coproduct on D_K pB, Aq is Z-graded, ΔpD_{K,d}pB, Aqq Ď À i`j“d DK,ipB, Aq bA DK,jpB, Aq. The filtration given by the order of a differential operator agrees with the primitive filtration (cf. Remark 4.8). However, this is not a coalgebra filtration, as illustrated in Lemma 7.41.

64 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

Corollary 7.28. Let a_1, . . . , a_n be a set of generators of A. Then D_A is generated as an algebra by t^{a1} , . . . , t^{an} , D_0, and L_{´a1} , . . . , L_{´an} . Remark 7.29. Several authors have described sets of generators of D_A when A is a semigroup algebra of A Ď Z^n, see e.g. [52, 17, 4, 60, 58]. The motivation there was to study grpD_Aq and hence the generators were chosen to be of minimal possible order. The ones we use are chosen in order to establish the strong local projectivity of D_A. Corollary 7.30. If A is symmetric, then the antipode S : D_A Ñ D^{op}_A in Theorem 7.26(3) is given by

SpD_0q “ F pAq ´ D_0, SpL_{´a}q “ p´1q^aL_{´a}, a P A. More precisely,

Spf#t^dq “ fp´x ´ d ` F pAqq#t^d, f#t^d P D_A.

Proof. We have seen in Section 2.8 that S respects both the filtration and the Z-grading of D_A. Therefore, we have SpD_0q P D^1_{A,0} “ span_ktD_0, 1u, SpL_{´a}q P D^a_{A,´a} “ span_ktL_{´a}u, a P A.

In addition, Equation (2.6) yields for the associated graded morphism grpSqprD_0sq “ ´rD_0s, grpSqprL_{´a}sq “ p´1q^arL_{´a}s.

Let us describe in more detail the right action of D_A on A. It has been shown in Theorem 7.4 that the shift map ν̄ : t^a ÞÑ t^{a´F pAq} induces an isomorphism of Z-graded A-modules A – ω_A, where ω_A “ rK{A, ks – krt^{´n} : n P ZzAs.

Since K and A are Z-graded left D_A-modules, so is their quotient K{A. It follows that ω_A is a Z-graded right D_A-module via precomposition. For D “ f#t^d P D_A and t^{´n} P ω_A, we have

t^{´n} ˝ D “ # fpn ´ dqt^{´n`d} if n ´ d P ZzA, 0 if n ´ d P A.

The antipode of an element D “ f#t^d P D_A is then obtained as follows: SpDqpt^aq “ ν̄^{´1}pν̄pt^aq ˝ Dq “ ν̄^{´1}pt^{a´F pAq} ˝ Dq “ ν̄^{´1} ` fpF pAq ´ a ´ dqt^{a´F pAq`d} ˘ “ f ` F pAq ´ a ´ d ˘ t^{a`d}, thus the claim follows. □

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 65

7.6. Computing ΔpDq. Finally, we describe a technique for computing the coproduct of a given differential operator explicitly.

We identify D_K b_K D_K with krx, ys#Z via the correspondence pf#t^dq b_K pg#t^eq ÞÑ fpxqgpyq#t^{d`e}.

This is an isomorphism of k-vector spaces, where pD_K b_K D_K q_d – krx, ys#t^d, d P Z.

The order filtration on D_K , whose graded component is D^n_{K,d} – tf#t^d | deg f ď nu induces the canonical filtration on D_K b_K D_K , with graded component pD_K b_K D_K q^n_d – tfpxqgpyq#t^d | deg f ` deg g ď nu.

In this presentation, the comultiplication is given as follows: Lemma 7.31. For f#t^d P D_{K,d}, we have Δpf#t^dq “ fpx ` yq#t^d P pD_K b_K D_K q^n_d .

Proof. Recall, D_K – U_K is the universal enveloping algebra of a Lie– Rinehart algebra (see Example 4.39). We have

ΔpD_0q “ 1 b_K D_0 ` D_0 b_K 1, Δpt^dq “ t^d b_K 1, where D_0 “ tB was identified with x#1 P krxs#Z in Lemma 7.12. The claim thus follows, since Δ is multiplicative. □

Let us now look at D_K pB, Aq. We define the set I^{b2}_d pB, Aq :“ tpf, gq P krxs ^ krys | f P I_ipB, Aq, g P I_jpB, Aq, i, j P Z, i ` j “ du. Then under our identification, we have

D_K pB, Aq b_A D_K pB, Aq – span_ktfpxqgpyq#t^d | pf, gq P I^{b2}_d pB, Aqu. Remark 7.32. For a universal enveloping algebra such as U_K – D_K , the primitive filtration is also a K-coalgebra filtration. As explained in Remark 5.15, D_K pB, Aq b_A D_K pB, Aq therefore carries two filtrations: the canonical one with graded component pD_K pB, Aq b_A D_K pB, Aqq^n_d which is the k-linear subspace spanned by the elements

tfpxqgpyq#t^d | pf, gq P I^{b2}_d pB, Aq, deg f ` deg g ď nu,

66 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

and the induced filtration, with graded component pD_K b_K D_K q^n_d X pD_K pB, Aq b_A D_K pB, Aqq.

The first is included in the second one, but this inclusion is strict in general, due to the fact that a polynomial of degree n might be written as a linear combination of polynomials of higher degree. As mentioned before, the restriction of Δ to D_K pB, Aq is compatible with the induced filtration, but not necessarily with the canonical one. We will illustrate this with a concrete example in Lemma 7.41.

The statement of Theorem 7.26 translates into the following: Proposition 7.33. For any f#t^d P D_K pB, Aq, fpx ` yq P xgpxqhpyq | pg, hq P I^{b2}_d y Ď krx, ys.

To find a presentation of Δpf#t^dq in D_K pB, Aq b_A D_K pB, Aq is thus equivalent to finding a presentation for fpx`yq inside this ideal, which is not unique in general.

In concrete computations, we can however take advantage of the fact that Δ is multiplicative by realising D_K pB, Aq as a module over a suitably chose subring H Ď D_K whose comultiplication is known. Then we may use:

Lemma 7.34. Let tg_iu be a set of generators of D_K pB, Aq as a module over H. Suppose we have two maps (not necessarily k-linear) Δ^1 : tg_iu Ñ D_K pB, Aq b D_K pB, Aq, Δ_H : H Ñ H b H such that Δ|_{tgiu} “ ι^1 ˝ Δ^1 and Δ|_H “ ι_H ˝ Δ_H , where ι^1 : D_K pB, Aq b D_K pB, Aq Ñ D_K b_K D_K , ι_H : H b H Ñ D_K b_K D_K are the canonical maps. Then the comultiplication of D_K pB, Aq is uniquely determined by Δ^1 and Δ_H .

Proof. Straightforward. □

So if we find a pair pH, Δ_H q, then it suffices to determine Δ^1 on a set of generators.

Example 7.35. We have seen in Lemma 7.15 that D_K pB, Aq is freely generated as a left (or right) krD_0s-module by the elements L_d, d P Z. Since ΔpD_0q “ 1b_K D_0 `D_0 b_K 1, H :“ krD_0s has the desired property.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 67

Example 7.36. D_K pB, Aq is both a left D_A- and a right D_B -module, where D_A and D_B are bialgebroids contained in D_K . Furthermore, since by Theorem 7.26(4), D_K pB, Aq is a Morita context, it is finitely generated projective over both rings.

7.7. The example 2N `3N . We demonstrate the use of the technique for the most basic example

A :“ 2N ` 3N “ ti P N | i ‰ 1u, B :“ N.

Their semigroup algebras A “ krt^2, t^3s and B “ krts are then the coordinate ring of the cusp and of its normalisation, the affine line, respectively.

We mentioned briefly in Example 6.5 and Remark 6.9 that I^{pnq}_{A,A} and I^n_A are not equal in general, and we show it here concretely for A “ krt^2, t^3s:

Lemma 7.37. For any n ě 3, the element of lowest degree in I^{pnq}_{A,A} is

τ_n :“ p1 b t ´ t b 1q^npt^2 b 1 ` nt b t ` 1 b t^2q P I^{pnq}_{A,A}zI^n_A.

Proof. We have I^{pnq}_{A,A} “ pA b Aq X I^n_K , where I_K is generated by 1 b t´ t b 1. Direct computations show that τ_n P A b A, and that it is the element of lowest degree in A b A which can be written as a multiple of p1 b t ´ t b 1q^n. Furthermore, the ideal I_A of A b A is generated by 1 b t^2 ´ t^2 b 1 and 1 b t^3 ´ t^3 b 1, so the elements of I^n_A are at least of degree 2n, whereas τ_n is of degree n ` 2, hence τ_n R I^n_A. □

The Apéry sets of A are as follows:

Lemma 7.38. We have

Z_dpAq “ $ ’& ’% ∅ d P A 0 d “ 1 ti P A | 0 ď i ď ´d ` 1uzt´du d ă 0 .

The differential operators L_1, L_0, L_{´1}, L_{´2}, L_{´3} from Definition 7.17 are the generators of D_A given by Smith and Stafford in [63]. We include in the table below their presentation in terms of t, t^{´1}, B, as

68 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

well as their corresponding polynomials.

D P D_A t, t^{´1}, B Φ^{´1}pDq

L_1 t^2B x#t D_0 tB x#1 L_0 1 1#1 L_{´1} tB^2 ´ B xpx ´ 2q#t^{´1} L_{´2} B^2 ´ 2t^{´1}B xpx ´ 3q#t^{´2} L_{´3} B^3 ´ 3t^{´1}B^2 ` 3t^{´2}B xpx ´ 2qpx ´ 4q#t^{´3}

Here are some example relations that are obtained from Proposition 7.21 by taking f#t^d to be Φ^{´1}pDq for D “ D_0, L_{´1}, and L_1, respectively; the first two relations demonstrate that the g_i in that proposition are not unique, nor is their number n. Lemma 7.39. We have D_0 “ t^2pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´2} ´ t^3L_{´3} D_0 “ t^3pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´3} ´ t^4L_{´4} ´ t^2L_{´2}, L_1 “ t^3pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´2} ´ t^4L_{´3}, L_{´1} “ t^2pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´3} ´ t^3L_{´4}.

Proof. Apply both sides of the equations to t^i. □ Remark 7.40. We can use these relations to inductively obtain the following formal expression for D_0:

D_0 “ 8ÿ a“2 t^aL_{´a}. This equation holds pointwise when applying both sides to some t^i. More conceptually, D_A is the continuous dual of A b A, where the topology on the latter is given by the I_A-adic filtration (its completion is known as the jet algebroid), and the above series converges in the topology on the dual.

Here is an example which illustrates Remark 7.32 on how Δ does not respect the order filtration:

Lemma 7.41. L_{´2} P D^2_{A,´2}, but ΔpL_{´2}q R pD_A b_A D_Aq^2_{´2}.

Proof. We have L_{´2} “ ℓ_{´2}#t^{´2}, where ℓ_{´2} “ xpx ´ 3q, so that ΔpL_{´2}q “ ℓ_{´2}px ` yq#t^{´2} “ rℓ_{´2}pxq ` 2xy ` ℓ_{´2}pyqs#t^{´2}.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 69

We have xy#t^{´2} P pD_K b_K D_K q^2_{´2} and xy#t^{´2}pD_A b_A D_Aq, since

xy#t^{´2} “ xpy ´ 3qℓ_{´2}pyq#t^{0´2} ´ xℓ_{´3}pyq#t^{1´3}.

However, xy#t^{´2} R pD_A b_A D_Aq^2_{´2}. Indeed, pD_A b_A D_Aq^2_{´2} is spanned over k by the elements fpxqgpyq#t^{´2} where

(7.1) f P I_ipAq, g P I_j pAq, i ` j “ ´2, deg f ` deg g ď 2.

For f#t^i P D_A, we have deg f ě deg ℓ_i, since ℓ_i divides f. However, deg ℓ_i ď 2 if and only i ě ´2, and deg ℓ_i ď 1 if and only if i ě 0. It then follows that the only possible pi, jq in Equation (7.1) are p´2, 0q and p0, ´2q, hence

pD_A b_A D_Aq^2_{´2} “ span_ktℓ_{´2}pxq#t^{´2}, ℓ_{´2}pyq#t^{´2}u.

It is then easy to see that xy#t^{´2} and thus ΔpL_{´2}q are not in this subspace. □

Before we move on, let us point to a property of the polynomials pℓ_{´a}q_{aPA}, which is not true for other numerical semigroups.

Lemma 7.42. For all a P A “ 2N`3N , the polynomial ℓ̄_{´a} :“^1_{ℓ´apaq} ℓ_{´a} is integer-valued.

Proof. Simple computations show that the claim holds for a “ 0, 2, 3, and the general result is obtained through an argument by induction using the equality ℓ̄_{´a´b} “ ℓ̄_{´a}pa ` bqℓ̄_{´a}σ^apℓ̄_{´b}q for all a, b P A (Proposition 7.18). □

Remark 7.43. As a result, the k-linear map

L̄_{´a} : krt, t^{´1}s Ñ krt, t^{´1}s, t^n ÞÑ ℓ̄_{´a}pnqt^{n´a}, a P A

restricts for a field k of any characteristic to a differential operator on A “ krt^2, t^3s. However, if charpkq ą 0, then the order of L̄_{´a} is in general lower than a. For example, when k is a field of characteristic 2, we have L̄_{´3} “ t^{´3}D_0 P D^1_A. In this case, the structure of D_A has been studied by Ludington in [38]: D_A is generated as an A-ring by L̄_{´3}, L̄_{´2e} , e ě 0, and the A-module D n_A is free for all n P N, with basis L̄_{´2i}, L̄_{´2i´3}, i ď^n_2 . This implies in particular that D_A is strongly RpAq-locally projective. We have D_K – K#kxxy, where kxxy is the polynomial ring of divided powers in one variable. This has a canonical left Hopf algebroid structure that restricts to D_A.

Before we end, we also write out explicitly the corings that establish in the example of the cusp A “ krt^2, t^3s and its normalisation B “ krts

70 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

the monoidal Morita equivalence between the closed monoidal categories of D_A- and D_B-modules. Lemma 7.44. Z_dpA, Bq “ $ ’& ’% ∅ d P B t0u d “ ´1, ´2 ti P A | i ă ´du d ă 0.

Since A Ď B, we have 1 P D_K pA, Bq. Therefore it is straightforward to compute the comultiplication in this coring as we can just do so within D_K :

Lemma 7.45. D_K pA, Bq “ D_B ` L_{´2}D_B “ D_A ` D_AL_{´2} Δp1q “ 1 b_B 1, ΔpL_{´2}q “ L_{´2} b_B 1 ` 1 b_B L_{´2}, where L_{´2} :“ L_{´2}pA, Bq.

For the inverse Morita context, we get: Lemma 7.46. Z_dpB, Aq “ $ ’& ’% ∅ d P A t0u d “ 1 ti P B | i ď ´d ` 1uzt´du d ď 0.

Here it is harder to determine the comultiplication since 1 R D_K pB, Aq, so when computing ΔpDq for D P D_K pB, Aq the elementary tensors occurring in ΔpDq P D_K b_K D_K are a priori not in D_K pB, Aq b_A D_K pB, Aq Ď D_K b_K D_K . After rewriting them appropriately, we obtain:

Lemma 7.47. D_K pB, Aq “ t^2D_B ` L_0D_B “ D_At^2 ` D_AL_0.

Δpt^2q “ L_1 b_A L_1 ´ t^2 b_A L_0 ´ L_0 b_A t^2D_0, ΔpL_0q “ L_0 b_A L_0 ` L_{´2} b_A t^2D_0 ´ pD_0 ´ 1qL_{´1} b_A L_1, where L_a :“ L_apB, Aq for a “ ´1, 0, 1.

References

[1] Abdallah Assi, Marco D’Anna, and Pedro A. García-Sánchez. Numerical Semigroups and Applications, volume 3 of RSME Springer Series. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2020. doi:10.1007/978-3-030-54943-5.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 71

[2] Paul Barajas and Daniel Duarte. On the module of differentials of order n of hypersurfaces. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 224(2):536–550, February 2020. doi:10.1016/j.jpaa.2019.05.020.

[3] Valentina Barucci, Scott Chapman, Marco D’Anna, and Ralf Fröberg, editors. Numerical Semigroups: IMNS 2018, volume 40 of Springer INdAM Series. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2020.

doi:10.1007/978-3-030-40822-0.

[4] Valentina Barucci and Ralf Fröberg. On differential operators of numerical semigroup rings. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 217(2):230–237, February 2013. doi:10.1016/j.jpaa.2012.06.009.

[5] David Ben-Zvi and Thomas Nevins. Cusps and D-modules. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 17(1):155–179, 2004.

doi:10.1090/S0894-0347-03-00439-9.

[6] Gabriella Böhm. An alternative notion of Hopf Algebroid. In Hopf Algebras in Noncommutative Geometry and Physics. CRC Press, 2005.

[7] Gabriella Böhm. Hopf Algebroids. Handbook of Algebra, 6:173–235, January 2009. doi:10.1016/S1570-7954(08)00205-2.

[8] Gabriella Böhm. Hopf Algebras and Their Generalizations from a Category Theoretical Point of View, volume 2226 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2018.

doi:10.1007/978-3-319-98137-6.

[9] Gabriella Böhm and Kornél Szlachányi. Hopf algebroids with bijective antipodes: Axioms, integrals, and duals. Journal of Algebra, 274(2):708–750, April 2004. doi:10.1016/j.jalgebra.2003.09.005.

[10] N. Bourbaki. Algebra I: Chapters 1-3. Elements of Mathematics. Springer- Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 1989.

[11] N. Bourbaki. Algèbre Commutative: Chapitres 1 à 4. Éléments de Mathématique. Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2 edition, 2006.

doi:10.1007/978-3-540-33976-2.

[12] N. Bourbaki. Algèbre commutative: Chapitre 10. Éléments de Mathématique.

Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2007. doi:10.1007/978-3-540-34395-0. [13] Tomasz Brzezinski and Robert Wisbauer. Corings and Comodules. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2003. doi:10.1017/CBO9780511546495.

[14] M. Chamarie and J. T. Stafford. When rings of differential operators are maximal orders. Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 102(3):399–410, November 1987. doi:10.1017/S0305004100067451.

[15] P. M. Cohn. A Remark on the Birkhoff-Witt Theorem. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, s1-38(1):197–203, 1963.

doi:10.1112/jlms/s1-38.1.197.

[16] S. C. Coutinho. A Primer of Algebraic D-Modules. Cambridge University Press, 1 edition, May 1995. doi:10.1017/CBO9780511623653.

[17] Eivind Eriksen. Differential operators on monomial curves. Journal of Algebra, 264(1):186–198, June 2003. doi:10.1016/S0021-8693(03)00144-3.

[18] Gerald S. Garfinkel. Universally torsionless and trace modules. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 215:119–144, 1976.

doi:10.1090/S0002-9947-1976-0404334-7.

72 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

[19] Aryan Ghobadi. Hopf Monads: A Survey with New Examples and Applications. Applied Categorical Structures, 31(5):32, August 2023.

doi:10.1007/s10485-023-09732-1.

[20] Alexander Grothendieck. Éléments de géométrie algébrique : IV. Étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas, Première partie. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 20:5–259, 1964. doi:10.1007/BF02684747.

[21] Alexander Grothendieck. Éléments de géométrie algébrique : IV. Étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas, Quatrième partie. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 32:5–361, 1967. doi:10.1007/BF02732123.

[22] R. Hart and S. P. Smith. Differential Operators on some Singular Surfaces.

Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society, 19(2):145–148, March 1987.

doi:10.1112/blms/19.2.145.

[23] Robin Hartshorne. Algebraic Geometry. Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, New York, 1977. doi:10.1007/978-1-4757-3849-0. [24] Robert G Heyneman and Moss Eisenberg Sweedler. Affine Hopf algebras, I. Journal of Algebra, 13(2):192–241, October 1969.

doi:10.1016/0021-8693(69)90071-4.

[25] G. Hochschild, Bertram Kostant, and Alex Rosenberg. Differential forms on regular affine algebras. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 102(3):383–408, 1962. doi:10.1090/S0002-9947-1962-0142598-8.

[26] J Huebschmann. Poisson cohomology and quantization. Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal), 1990(408):57–113, July 1990.

doi:10.1515/crll.1990.408.57.

[27] Yasunori Ishibashi. An analogue of Nakai’s conjecture. Communications in Algebra, 13(3):575–584, January 1985. doi:10.1080/00927878508823176.

[28] Birger Iversen. Generic Local Structure of the Morphisms in Commutative Algebra, volume 310 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1973. doi:10.1007/BFb0060790.

[29] N. Kowalzig. Hopf Algebroids and Their Cyclic Theory. PhD thesis, University of Utrecht, June 2009.

[30] Niels Kowalzig and Ulrich Krähmer. Duality and products in algebraic (co)homology theories. Journal of Algebra, 323(7):2063–2081, April 2010.

doi:10.1016/j.jalgebra.2009.12.026.

[31] Niels Kowalzig and Ulrich Krähmer. Cyclic structures in algebraic (co)homology theories. Homology, Homotopy and Applications, 13(1):297–318, June 2011. doi:10.4310/HHA.2011.v13.n1.a12.

[32] Niels Kowalzig and Ulrich Krähmer. Batalin–Vilkovisky structures on Ext and Tor. Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik, 2014(697):159–219, December 2014. doi:10.1515/crelle-2012-0086.

[33] Ulrich Krähmer and Ana Rovi. A Lie–Rinehart Algebra with No Antipode. Communications in Algebra, 43(10):4049–4053, October 2015.

doi:10.1080/00927872.2014.896375.

[34] Ernst Kunz. The value-semigroup of a one-dimensional Gorenstein ring.

Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 25(4):748–751, 1970.

doi:10.1090/S0002-9939-1970-0265353-7.

[35] Richard G. Larson. Cocommutative Hopf Algebras. Canadian Journal of Mathematics, 19:350–360, 1967. doi:10.4153/CJM-1967-026-x.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 73

[36] Jean-Louis Loday. Cyclic Homology, volume 301 of Grundlehren Der Mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1998.

doi:10.1007/978-3-662-11389-9.

[37] Fosco Loregian. (Co)End Calculus. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2021.

doi:10.1017/9781108778657.

[38] Anne L. Ludington. A counterexample to two conjectures about high order derivations and regularity. Osaka Journal of Mathematics, 14(1):159–163, January 1977.

[39] L. Márki and P. N. Ánh. Morita equivalence for rings without identity. Tsukuba Journal of Mathematics, 11(1):1–16, June 1987.

doi:10.21099/tkbjm/1496160500.

[40] Gísli Másson. Rings of Differential Operators and Étale Homomorphisms. Thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 1991.

[41] Hideyuki Matsumura. Commutative Algebra, volume 56 of Mathematics Lecture Note Series. Benjamin/Cummings Publishing Co., Inc., Reading, MA, second edition, 1980.

[42] Hideyuki Matsumura. Commutative Ring Theory, volume 8 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 1989.

[43] J. C. McConnell, J. C. Robson, and Lance W. Small. Noncommutative Noetherian Rings. Number v. 30 in Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I, 2001.

[44] I. Moerdijk and J. Mrčun. On the universal enveloping algebra of a Lie algebroid. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 138(09):3135–3135, September 2010. doi:10.1090/S0002-9939-10-10347-5.

[45] Susan Montgomery. Hopf Algebras and Their Actions on Rings. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I, October 1993.

[46] Susan Montgomery. Hopf Galois theory: A survey. In New Topological Contexts for Galois Theory and Algebraic Geometry (BIRS 2008), pages 367–400, Banff International Research Station, Banff, Alberta, Canada, July 2009. Mathematical Sciences Publishers. doi:10.2140/gtm.2009.16.367.

[47] Jerry L. Muhasky. The differential operator ring of an affine curve.

Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 307(2):705–723, 1988.

doi:10.1090/S0002-9947-1988-0940223-5.

[48] L. Narváez-Macarro. Rings of differential operators as enveloping algebras of Hasse–Schmidt derivations. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 224(1):320– 361, January 2020. doi:10.1016/j.jpaa.2019.05.009.

[49] Luis Narváez Macarro. Hasse–Schmidt derivations, divided powers and differential smoothness. Annales de l’Institut Fourier, 59(7):2979–3014, 2009.

doi:10.5802/aif.2513.

[50] Constantin Nǎstǎsescu and Freddy Van Oystaeyen. Graded and Filtered Rings and Modules. Number 758 in Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg [usw.], 1979.

[51] Jack Ohm and David E. Rush. Content Modules and Algebras. Mathematica Scandinavica, 31(1):49–68, 1972. doi:10.7146/math.scand.a-11411.

74 ULRICH KRÄHMER AND MYRIAM MAHAMAN

[52] Patrick Perkins. Commutative subalgebras of the ring of differential operators on a curve. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 139(2):279–302, October 1989.

doi:10.2140/pjm.1989.139.279.

[53] Eamon Quinlan-Gallego. Symmetry on rings of differential operators. Journal of Algebra, 586:787–807, November 2021.

doi:10.1016/j.jalgebra.2021.07.007.

[54] David E Radford. Hopf Algebras, volume 49 of Series on Knots and Everything.

World Scientific, December 2011. doi:10.1142/8055.

[55] Michel Raynaud and Laurent Gruson. Critères de platitude et de projectivité. Inventiones mathematicae, 13(1):1–89, March 1971.

doi:10.1007/BF01390094.

[56] George S. Rinehart. Differential Forms on General Commutative Algebras.

Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 108(2):195–222, 1963.

doi:10.2307/1993603.

[57] J.C. Rosales and P. A. García-Sánchez. Numerical Semigroups, volume 20 of Developments in Mathematics. Springer New York, New York, NY, 2009.

doi:10.1007/978-1-4419-0160-6.

[58] Mutsumi Saito and Ken Takahashi. Noetherian properties of rings of differential operators of affine semigroup algebras. Osaka Journal of Mathematics, 46(2):529–556, June 2009.

[59] Mutsumi Saito and William N. Traves. Differential algebras on semigroup algebras. In Edward L. Green, Serkan Hoşten, Reinhard C. Laubenbacher, and Victoria Ann Powers, editors, Contemporary Mathematics, volume 286, pages 207–226. American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 2001.

doi:10.1090/conm/286/04764.

[60] Mutsumi Saito and William N Traves. Finite generation of rings of differential operators of semigroup algebras. Journal of Algebra, 278(1):76–103, August 2004. doi:10.1016/j.jalgebra.2004.01.009.

[61] Peter Schauenburg. Bialgebras Over Noncommutative Rings and a Structure Theorem for Hopf Bimodules. Applied Categorical Structures, 6(2):193–222, June 1998. doi:10.1023/A:1008608028634.

[62] Peter Schauenburg. Duals and doubles of quantum groupoids ($\times R$- Hopf algebras). In New Trends in Hopf Algebra Theory (La Falda, 1999), volume 267 of Contemp. Math., pages 273–299. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2000. doi:10.1090/conm/267/04276.

[63] S. P. Smith and J. T. Stafford. Differential Operators on an Affine Curve. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, s3-56(2):229–259, March 1988.

doi:10.1112/plms/s3-56.2.229.

[64] Moss E. Sweedler. Hopf Algebras. Mathematics Lecture Note Series. W. A.

Benjamin, Inc., New York, 1969.

[65] Moss E. Sweedler. Groups of simple algebras. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 44:79–189, 1974. doi:10.1007/BF02685882.

[66] Moss Eisenberg Sweedler. Cocommutative Hopf Algebras with Antipode. Thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 1965.

[67] J. J. Sylvester. On Subvariants, i.e. Semi-Invariants to Binary Quantics of an Unlimited Order. American Journal of Mathematics, 5(1):79–136, 1882.

doi:10.2307/2369536.

DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON CUSPS 75

[68] Kornél Szlachányi. Monoidal Morita equivalence. In Jürgen Fuchs, Jouko Mickelsson, Grigori Rozenblioum, Alexander Stolin, and Anders Westerberg, editors, Contemporary Mathematics, volume 391, pages 353– 369. American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 2005.

doi:10.1090/conm/391/07341.

[69] Mitsuhiro Takeuchi. Groups of algebras over $A\otimes\overline{A}$. Journal of the Mathematical Society of Japan, 29(3):459–492, July 1977.

doi:10.2969/jmsj/02930459.

[70] Mitsuhiro Takeuchi. √Morita theory — Formal ring laws and monoidal equivalences of categories of bimodules —. Journal of the Mathematical Society of Japan, 39(2):301–336, 1987. doi:10.2969/jmsj/03920301.

[71] William Nathaniel Traves. Differential Operators and Nakai’s Conjecture. Thesis, University of Toronto, 1998. doi:10/NQ35345.pdf.

[72] J. R. Tripp. Differential Operators on Stanley-Reisner Rings. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 349(6):2507–2523, 1997.

doi:10.1090/S0002-9947-97-01749-2.

[73] Ngô Viêt Trung and Lê Tuân Hoa. Affine Semigroups and Cohen-Macaulay Rings Generated by Monomials. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 298(1):145–167, 1986. doi:10.2307/2000613.

[74] Joost Vercruysse. Galois Theory for Corings and Comodules. PhD thesis, PhD thesis. Vrije Universiteit Brussel, 2007.

[75] Robert Wisbauer. On the category of comodules over corings. In Mathematics and Mathematics Education, pages 325–336, Bethlehem, May 2002. World Scientific. doi:10.1142/9789812778390_0026.

[76] Ping Xu. Quantum Groupoids. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 216(3):539–581, February 2001. doi:10.1007/s002200000334.

[77] Amnon Yekutieli. Residues and differential operators on schemes.

Duke Mathematical Journal, 95(2):305–341, November 1998.

doi:10.1215/S0012-7094-98-09509-6.

[78] Birge Zimmermann-Huisgen. Pure submodules of direct products of free modules. Mathematische Annalen, 224(3):233–245, October 1976.

doi:10.1007/BF01459847.