arXiv:2504.05554v2 [math.AC] 17 Apr 2025

CLOSURE OPERATIONS INDUCED VIA RESOLUTIONS OF SINGULARITIES IN CHARACTERISTIC ZERO

NEIL EPSTEIN, PETER M. MCDONALD, REBECCA R.G., AND KARL SCHWEDE

Abstract. Using the fact that the structure sheaf of a resolution of singularities, or regular alteration, pushes forward to a Cohen-Macaulay complex in characteristic zero with a differential graded algebra structure, we introduce a tight-closure-like operation on ideals in characteristic zero using the Koszul complex, which we call KH closure (Koszul-Hironaka). We prove it satisfies various strong colon capturing properties and a version of the Briançon-Skoda theorem, and it behaves well under finite extensions. It detects rational singularities and is tighter than characteristic zero tight closure. Furthermore, its formation commutes with localization and it can be computed effectively. On the other hand, the product of the KH closures of ideals is not always contained in the KH closure of the product, as one might expect.

We also explore a related closure operation, induced by regular alterations, which detects KLTtype singularities in characteristic zero and which is closely related to tight closure in characteristic p > 0. Finally, for parameter ideals we show both these closure operations coincide and reduce modulo p ≫ 0 to tight closure.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Background 5 3. The KH closure operation in characteristic zero 12 4. Colon-capturing, rational singularities, and the Briançon-Skoda theorem 17 5. Computations and examples for KH closure 24 6. Alternate alteration-based (pre)closures 28 7. Connections to positive characteristic 36 8. Further questions 40 References 41

1. Introduction

It is well known that the singularities associated to Frobenius and tight closure theory are closely related to the singularities of the minimal model program defined by resolution of singularities, for instance see [Fed83, MR85, HH90, Smi97, Har98, MS97, HW02, Tak04, HY03, MTW05, BMS08]. One large omission was that while the characteristic p > 0 picture is closely tied to the theory of Hochster and Huneke’s tight closure, there doesn’t seem to be a corresponding closure operation in characteristic zero that is induced by resolutions of singularities and their associated vanishing theorems.

Date: April 21, 2025.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 13A99. Secondary: 14F18, 13A35, 13D09, 13B22, 13C14, 13D45, 14B05, 14B15, 14E15.

Key words and phrases. closure operation, resolution of singularities, alteration, test ideal, Cohen-Macaulay complex, multiplier ideal, interior operation, trace, tight closure, integral closure. 1

Of course, we have closure operations obtained via reduction mod p, see [HH06] (but beware of [BK06]), and closure operations coming from ultraproducts and ultra Frobenius [Sch03, AS07]. At the same time, we have Brenner’s characteristic-free parasolid closure [Bre03a] (cf. solid closure [Hoc94]) which also satisfies numerous desired properties (although again, some are proven in characteristic zero by reduction to characteristic p > 0). Several other interesting closure operations which apply in characteristic zero can be found in [Bre06, EH18, BS21]. Another way to produce tight closure-like operations in any characteristic is to use extension and contraction from (weakly functorially assigned) big Cohen-Macaulay algebras. In characteristic p > 0, such closures essentially agree with tight closure if the big Cohen-Macaulay algebra is large enough [Hoc94] and satisfy many of the same properties in any characteristic (see for instance [Die10, RS24] as well as [Hei01] in view of [Bha20]). However, the only way we know to construct big Cohen-Macaulay algebras in characteristic 0 uses characteristic p > 0 (or at least reduction to mixed characteristic).

In characteristic zero, the Matlis dual version of Grauert-Riemenschneider vanishing [GR70], which has been generalized from varieties to Q-schemes under mild hypotheses by Murayama [Mur25], guarantees that if π ∶ Y → Spec R is a resolution of singularities (or a regular alteration), then R Γ(Y, O_Y ) is a Cohen-Macaulay complex [Rob80b] (cf. [IMSW21]) under mild hypotheses on R. In fact, it even has algebra-like properties as it can be viewed as a cosimplicial algebra or differential graded algebra.

Suppose now that R is a reduced excellent ring of characteristic zero with a dualizing complex, J = (f_1, . . . , f_n) ⊆ R is an ideal, and π ∶ Y → Spec R is a resolution or regular alteration. Then we define the Koszul-Hironaka (KH) closure of J to be

J^{KH} ∶= ker (R → H_0(K (f; R) ⊗^L R Γ(Y, O_Y ))).

where K (f; R) is a Koszul complex on a set of generators of J. It turns out that J^{KH} is independent of the choice of regular alteration or resolution and independent of the choice of generators of J. It is also idempotent, meaning that (J^{KH})^{KH} = J^{KH}. For all this and more, see Proposition 3.3 (whose proof crucially uses the differential graded algebra structure of R Γ(Y, O_Y )). Another nice interpretation of J^{KH} is that it is the set of elements of R that annihilate K (f; R) ⊗^L R Γ(Y, O_Y ) in the derived category D(R), see Remark 3.4.

KH closure also satisfies some of the usual accoutrements of tight closure such as persistence (Proposition 3.6), J^{KH} = (JS)^{KH} ∩ R for finite extensions R ⊆ S (Proposition 3.7), and more. Notably, it satisfies strong forms of colon capturing:

Theorem A (Colon capturing: Theorem 4.1). Suppose R is an excellent reduced equidimensional local ring of equal characteristic zero with a dualizing complex. Suppose x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ R is a system of parameters. Then for t > a and 1 ≤ k ≤ n

(x^t_1, x_2, . . . , x_k)^{KH} ∶ x^a_1 ⊆ (x^{t−a}_1 , x_2, . . . , x_k)^{KH}.

Furthermore, (x_1, . . . , x_{k−1})^{KH} ∶ x_k ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_{k−1})^{KH}.

We also obtain a special version of the Briançon-Skoda theorem, although some natural generalizations are not true (see below).

Theorem B (Theorem 4.14). Suppose R is excellent domain of equal characteristic zero with a dualizing complex. Then for any ideal J of R which can be generated by n elements,

J^n ⊆ J^{KH}. 2

Perhaps more interesting, however, are the ways that the KH closure operation differs from other related closures (like tight closure and plus closure in characteristic p > 0).

(a) KH closure is strictly smaller (that is, “tighter”) than reduction-modulo-p version of characteristic zero tight closure for finite type algebras over a field (or even the reduction-modulo-p version of plus closure) [HH06]. See Proposition 4.9 and Section 5. This partially strengthens the above colon-capturing and Briançon-Skoda theorems as the ideal on the right can be smaller.

(b) KH closure measures rational singularities. Indeed, the following are equivalent thanks to Corollary 4.5.

i. (R, m) has rational singularities. ii. J = J^{KH} for all ideals.

iii. J = J^{KH} for a single ideal generated by a full system of parameters. For tight closure in characteristic p > 0, having all ideals be tightly closed implies KLT singularities in the Q-Gorenstein setting [HW02], which is strictly stronger than pseudorational singularities.

(c) KH closure can be computed, by a computer, if one knows a resolution of singularities or if one knows the module Γ(Y, ω_Y ) for Y → Spec R a resolution of singularities (or regular alteration). We include a simple Macaulay2 package and it is with this that we verify that KH closure is strictly tighter than tight closure even for some diagonal hypersurfaces. See Section 5. Tight closure and plus closure tend to be difficult to compute, although see [McD00, Sin98, Bre03b, Bre04, Kat08]. We believe the fact that KH closure can be computed may make the Briançon-Skoda and colon capturing results above more effective.

(d) The formation of KH closure commutes with completion and localization, and in fact commutes with any flat map R → S whose fibers have rational singularities, see Proposition 3.5. While plus closure commutes with localization, tight closure does not [BM10, BNS^+24]. Also see [Lyu24].

It is not completely surprising that a closure operation based on the object R Γ(Y, O_Y ) should detect rational singularities. Indeed by [Kov00, Bha12, Mur25, Lyu22], R has rational singularities if and only if R → R Γ(Y, O_Y ) splits for one or equivalently any regular alteration π ∶ Y → Spec R (or even for any proper surjective map from a nonsingular scheme).

It is also worth noting that all the properties we show about KH closure are consequences of resolution of singularities and the associated vanishing theorems, and we do not utilize reduction to characteristic p > 0.

However, the KH closure operation does not behave as well as other common closure operations when it comes to products or powers of ideals. This is perhaps not surprising as we are not aware of a clean way to compare Koszul complexes of I and IJ or I^n. Specifically, in Example 4.17 we show that for an n-generated ideal I, it can happen that I^{n+k−1} ⊈ (I^k)^{KH} for k ≥ 2. In other words, the generalized Briançon-Skoda theorem fails for KH closure. Furthermore, it can happen that I^{KH}I^{KH} ⊈ (I^2)^{KH} and that xI^{KH} ≠ (xI)^{KH} for x a nonzerodivisor. That is, KH closure is not a semi-prime operation or a star operation, see Section 5.2. All of these examples were verified using the Macaulay2 package we created to compute KH closure.

1.1. Other resolution-based characteristic zero closures. There is another (larger) closure operation in characteristic zero we study that is probably closer to tight closure, in that it detects KLT-type singularities (that is, that there exists a Δ ≥ 0 such that (R, Δ) is KLT). We call this closure canonical alteration closure and define it as

L^{calt}_M ∶ = ⋂

π∶Y →Spec (R)

L^{clΓ(ωY )} M 3

where π varies over regular alterations π ∶ Y → Spec R and we define L^{clΓ(ωY )}_M as the module closure associated to the R-module Γ(Y, ω_Y ). Note the modules Γ(Y, ω_Y ) are the multiplier submodules / Grauert-Riemenschneider submodules of ω_S where R ⊆ S is a finite extension of R. We show that if one uses the parameter test modules τ(ω_S ) in characteristic p > 0, instead of Γ(Y, ω_Y ) then this closure operation coincides with tight closure, see Theorem 7.7. This gives some evidence already that this closure operation is closely related to tight closure.

Back in characteristic zero, we observe that for any ideal I ⊆ R, that

I^{KH} ⊆ I^{calt} ∶= I^{calt}_R

and that the reduction to characteristic p > 0 tight closure (and plus closure) sits in between these two operations for finite type algebras over a field, see Proposition 4.9 and Proposition 7.9. Furthermore, we are able to show that all these closures are equal for parameter ideals, compare with [Hun10, Corollary 4.2], [Har01, Proposition 6.2], and [Yam23, Theorem 5.24].

Theorem C (Corollary 6.18, Theorem 7.12). Suppose R is an excellent domain of equal characteristic 0, with a dualizing complex, and J = (f_1, . . . , f_t) ⊆ R is an ideal such that f_1, . . . , f_t is part of a system of parameters in every localization R_Q where J ⊆ Q ∈ Spec R. Then

J^{KH} = J^{calt} = J^{clΓ(ω}Y^) ∶= (JΓ(Y, ω_Y )) ∶ Γ(Y, ω_Y )

where π ∶ Y → Spec R is any regular alteration. Furthermore, if R is of finite type over a field of characteristic zero, this ideal agrees with the tight closure (J_p)^∗ after reduction to any characteristic p ≫ 0.

As an immediate consequence, canonical alteration closure also satisfies strong colon capturing properties for parameter ideals. By reduction modulo p and a comparison to tight closure (Proposition 7.9), we also show that I^{n+k−1} ⊆ (I^k)^{calt} for I an n-generated ideal and any integer k ≥ 1, see Corollary 7.11.

We conclude by identifying the test ideals associated to both KH closure and canonical alteration closure.

Theorem D (Theorem 6.13, Proposition 4.7). The test ideal associated to the canonical alteration closure is the de Fernex-Hacon multiplier ideal, [DH09].

τ_{calt}(R) = J(R).

If R is Cohen-Macaulay, the test ideal associated to the Koszul-Hironaka (KH) closure is

τ_{KH}(R) = Ann_R (ω_R/Γ(Y, ω_Y ))

where Y → Spec R is a resolution of singularities. Recall that Γ(Y, ω_Y ) = J(ω_R) is the multiplier module (aka, the Grauert-Riemenschneider sheaf). In particular, τ_{KH}(R) agrees with the multiplier ideal if R is Gorenstein.

It easily follows that if R is Cohen-Macaulay, then τ_{KH}(R) reduces modulo p to the parameter test ideal, see Corollary 4.8.

Finally, we also consider one other operation which we call Hironaka preclosure, which sits in between KH closure and canonical alteration closure, see Section 6.1. Hironaka preclosure may in fact be idempotent and hence a closure operation, and it may behave better with respect to ideal powers, but we have not been able to prove this. 4

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Holger Brenner, Ben Briggs, Hanlin Cai, Daniel Erman, Nobuo Hara, Srikanth Iyengar, Haydee Lindo, Linquan Ma, Kyle Maddox, Daniel McCormick, Shunsuke Takagi, and Mark Walker for valuable conversations. We also thank Rankeya Datta, Anne Fayolle, Srikanth Iyengar, Kyle Maddox, and Sandra Rodríguez Villalobos for useful comments on a previous draft.

This material is partly based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1928930 and by the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation under grant G-2021-16778, while some of the authors were visiting the Simons Laufer Mathematical Sciences Institute (formerly MSRI) in Berkeley, California, during the Spring 2024 semester. McDonald was partially supported by NSF RTG grant DMS-1840190. Schwede was partially supported by NSF Grant DMS-2101800 and by NSF FRG Grant DMS-1952522.

2. Background

We begin with a quick review of the formalities of closure operations.

2.1. Closure operations. Let R be a ring. A closure operation (resp. a preclosure operation) cl on R is an operation on any pair of R-modules L ⊆ M that returns an R-module L^{cl}_M ⊆ M that satisfies the following properties (resp. the first two of the following properties):

(1) Extension: L ⊆ L^{cl}_M (2) Order-Preservation: L ⊆ L^′ ⊆ M implies L^{cl}_M ⊆ (L^′)^{cl}_M (3) Idempotence: (L^{cl}_M )^{cl}_M = L^{cl}_M Sometimes closure operations only apply to certain modules. For instance, only submodules of R (that is, ideals), in which case we say it is a closure operation on ideals. For ease of notation, when M = R and L = I is an ideal, we write

I^{cl} ∶= I^{cl}_M

as the ambient module is clear.

There are several other properties of closure operations that are desirable: (4) Functoriality: If f∶ M → N is a homomorphism, then f(L^{cl}_M ) ⊆ f(L)^{cl}_N (5a) Semi-Residuality: If L^{cl}_M = L, then 0^{cl}_{M/L} = 0

(5b) Residuality: L^{cl}_M = q^{−1} (0^{cl}_{M/L}) where q∶ M → M/L is the quotient map (6) Faithfulness: If R is local, the maximal ideal is closed in R.

(7) Persistence: If R → S is a map of rings for which the closure is defined, then the image of S ⊗_R L^{cl}_M in S ⊗_R M is contained in Image(S ⊗ L → S ⊗ M)^{cl}_{S⊗M} . For ideals I ⊆ R, this simply says that I^{cl}S ⊆ (IS)^{cl}.

Perhaps the most important properties that a closure operation can satisfy, though, are those related to colon-capturing. In the following, let (R, m) be a local ring and let x_1, . . . , x_d be a system of parameters for R

(8a) Colon-capturing: (x_1, . . . , x_k) ∶ x_{k+1} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl}.

(8b) Strong colon-capturing, version A: (x^t_1, . . . , x_k) ∶ x^a_1 ⊆ (x^{t−a}_1 , . . . , x_k)^{cl}. We say it is improved if (x^t_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl} ∶ x^a_1 ⊆ (x^{t−a}_1 , . . . , x_k)^{cl}.

(8c) Strong colon-capturing, version B: (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl} ∶ x_{k+1} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl}. (8d) Generalized colon-capturing: Suppose R is a complete domain and M is an R-module with f∶ M → R/(x_1, . . . , x_k) a surjective map such that f(v) = x_{k+1}. Then

(Rv)^{cl}_M ∩ ker(f) ⊆ ((x_1, . . . , x_k)v)^{cl}_M . 5

Notice that strong colon capturing version B can also be written as (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl} ∶ x_{k+1} = (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl} since the containment (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{cl} ∶ x_{k+1} always holds.

In [Die10], Dietz showed that a closure operation on R satisfying (1-4), (5a), (6) and (8d) is equivalent to the existence of a big Cohen-Macaulay module over R. This was done by studying the properties of module closures.

Definition 2.1 (Module closures). Let B be an R-module. Then we define cl_B to be the closure operation L^{clB}_M ∶ = {m ∈ M ∣ m ⊗ b ∈ im(L ⊗_R B → M ⊗_R B) ∀ b ∈ B} = ⋂_{b∈B} { ker(M → M/L ⊗_R B)}

where the map on the second line is the composition of the map M → M ⊗_R B sending m ↦ m ⊗ b with the natural map M ⊗_R B → M/L ⊗_R B.

Furthermore, for any R-module B, if J ⊆ R is an ideal, then (2.1.1) J^{clB} = JB ∶_R B.

Indeed, x ∈ ⋂_{b∈B} ker(R^{1↦b}�→ R/J ⊗ B ≅ B/JB) if and only if bx ∈ JB for all b ∈ B. But that is exactly the same as x ∈ JB ∶_R B.

In the case where B is a big Cohen-Macaulay module, cl_B satisfies (1-4), (5b), (6) and (8(a-d)), see [Die10].

An important invariant of a closure operation is the associated test ideal.

Definition 2.2. Let R be a ring and cl be a closure operation on a class of R-modules. Then the test ideal of R is defined as τ_{cl}(R) ∶= ⋂_{L⊆M}(L ∶ L^{cl}_M ) where the intersection ranges over all R-module pairs L ⊆ M to which the closure operation applies. We can also define the finitistic test ideal as τ^{fg}_{cl} (R) ∶= ⋂_{L⊆M}(L ∶ L^{cl}_M )

where the intersection ranges over all R-module pairs L ⊆ M such that M/L is finitely generated.

Test ideals have alternate characterizations in certain settings. First we recall the notion of a trace ideal as well as a certain generalization to complexes.

Definition 2.3. Suppose R is a ring and M is an R-module. Then the trace ideal of M in R is tr_M (R) ∶= ∑_φ φ(M) where φ runs over elements of Hom_R(M, R).

See Definition 2.21 below for a variant of trace for a complex.

Theorem 2.4 ([PRG21] Theorem 1.1). Let (R, m, k) be a local ring and E ∶= E_R(k) the injective hull of the residue field.

(a) Let cl be a residual closure operation. Then τ_{cl}(R) = ann 0^{cl}_E .

(b) Let cl = cl_B be a module closure. If R is complete or B is finitely-presented, then τ_{cl}(R) = ∑ f∈Hom_R(B,R) f(B) = tr_B (R). 6

2.2. Regular alterations and singularities. In order to define another one of our closure operations, we will need some definitions from algebraic geometry. A much more complete reference to most of what we discuss is [Kol13].

Definition 2.5. Let X be an reduced Noetherian scheme. For us, a regular alteration of X is a proper, surjective, generically finite map π∶ Y → X from a scheme Y such that Y is regular and such that every irreducible component of Y dominates a irreducible component of X. A resolution of singularities is a birational regular alteration (in particular, there is a bijection between irreducible components of X and Y in this case). If Δ is a Q-divisor on X, we say a resolution is a log resolution of (X, Δ) if the union of the exceptional set of π, with π^{−1}_∗ Δ, (the strict transform of Δ) is a simple normal crossings divisor^1.

(Log) Resolutions of singularities, and hence regular alterations, exist for varieties thanks to [Hir64]. This was generalized to excellent schemes of characteristic zero in [Tem08]. Regular alterations exist for positive characteristic varieties (and some excellent schemes even in mixed characteristic) thanks to [dJ96, dJ97].

Notation 2.6. We will frequently consider π ∶ Y → Spec R a resolution of singularities or a (regular) alteration. In that case we write Γ(O_Y ) (or Γ(ω_Y )) instead of Γ(Y, O_Y ) (respectively Γ(Y, ω_Y )) as no confusion seems likely.

Definition 2.7. Suppose X is an excellent normal scheme in characteristic zero with a dualizing complex. We say that X has rational singularities if for one, or equivalently any, resolution of singularities π ∶ Y → X we have that O_X → R π_∗O_Y is an isomorphism in D(X). Equivalently, if X = Spec R, we say that R has rational singularities if X does. This is equivalent to requiring that R → R Γ(O_Y ) is an isomorphism in D(R).

Because of the above, given a proper morphism of schemes π∶ Y → X, we are interested in the derived pushforward of the structure sheaf R π_∗O_Y . Because π is proper, this is an object of D^b(coh Y ) and can be computed by taking an injective resolution of O_Y and applying π_∗. As an object, this has been long known to be key to understanding rational singularities in characteristic zero. For varieties, Kovács showed in [Kov00] that if Y has rational singularities and O_X → R π_∗O_Y splits then X has rational singularities, and work of Kovács [Kov00] and Bhatt [Bha12] showed that X has rational singularities if and only if O_X → R π_∗O_Y splits for all π∶ Y → X proper surjective (i.e. X is a derived splinter). These results generalize to excellent schemes with dualizing complexes by [Mur25].

The other class of singularities we will be interested in is KLT singularities, a characteristic zero analog of strongly F -regular singularities from positive characteristic.

Definition 2.8. Suppose X is a normal excellent integral scheme in characteristic zero with a dualizing complex. We say that X has Kawamata log terminal type (or KLT-type) singularities if there exists a Q-divisor Δ ≥ 0 with K_X + Δ Q-Cartier, such that for π ∶ Y → X a log resolution of (X, Δ), we have that π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉) = O_X . Equivalently, if X = Spec R, this means that R Γ(O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉) → R is an isomorphism where the higher direct images vanish by relative Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing.

More generally, the (de Fernex-Hacon) multiplier ideal sheaf of X is J(X) ∶= ∑_Δ π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉) ⊆ O_X where Δ is as above. In fact, that sum has a maximal element [DH09]. Likewise if X = Spec R, we define the (de Fernex-Hacon) multiplier ideal J(R) to be Γ(X, J(X)) = ∑_Δ OY (⌈KY − π^∗(KX + Δ)⌉).

1This means that this support is a union of smooth prime divisors that locally analytically look like coordinate

hyperplanes 7

Similar to how strongly F -regular singularities are measured using the test ideal in positive characteristic, we immediately see that R has KLT singularities if and only if the multiplier ideal equals R. We will need the following characterization of the multiplier ideal given by the second author. We note that KLT singularities are rational thanks to [Elk81, Kov00, Mur25].

It is worth remarking that the higher direct images vanish by the relative Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing theorem [Kaw82, Vie82] as generalized by Murayama [Mur25]. That is, for i > 0, 0 = R^i π_∗O_Y (⌈K_Y − π^∗(K_X + Δ)⌉) A special case of this is R^i π_∗ω_Y = 0 for i > 0 – the Grauert-Riemenschneider vanishing theorem [GR70] (again, generalized to the non-variety case in [Mur25]). A recent result of the second author allows us to understand the multiplier ideal as a sum of trace ideals.

Theorem 2.9 ([McD23]). Let R be a normal, excellent domain containing Q with a dualizing complex. Then the multiplier ideal of R is the ideal: J(R) ∶= ∑

π∶Y →Spec (R)

Image(Hom(Γ(ω_Y ), R) ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) → R),

where π ∶ Y → Spec (R) ranges over all regular alterations and the map Hom(Γ(ω_Y ), R)⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) → R is the evaluation map.

This leads to a notion of a multiplier ideal of a module.

Definition 2.10. Let M be a finitely generated R-module, where R is as above. We define the multiplier submodule of M to be J(M) ∶= ∑

π∶Y →Spec (R)

Image(Hom(Γ(ω_Y ), M) ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) → M) = ∑ π∶Y →Spec (R)

tr_{Γ(ωY )}(M).

For π ∶ Y → Spec (R) a particular regular alteration, we define J_π(M) ∶= Image(Hom(Γ(ω_Y ), M) ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) → M) = tr_{Γ(ωY )}(M).

Finally, we recall a criterion for rational singularities and a multiplier-ideal-like object. Definition 2.11. Suppose R is an excellent reduced locally equidimensional scheme of characteristic zero with a dualizing complex and π ∶ Y → Spec R is a resolution of singularities. Then the submodule Γ(ω_Y ) ⊆ ω_R is called the multiplier module or Grauert-Riemenschneider sheaf, denoted J (ω_R). It is a straightforward application of Grothendieck duality and the vanishing theorems mentioned above that R has rational singularities if and only if the following two conditions hold.

(a) R is Cohen-Macaulay. (b) Γ(ω_Y ) =∶ J (ω_R) = ω_R.

This criterion is sometimes called Kempf’s criterion for rational singularities [KKMSD73]. See [Mur25] for generalizations.

The following theorem will be useful to us.

Proposition 2.12 ([Har01, Theorem 5.2], see also [Smi00] and [SS24, Chapter 6, Theorem 3.7]). Suppose R is a reduced locally equidimensional ring essentially of finite type over a field k of characteristic zero. Then J (ω_R) ⊆ ω_R reduces modulo p ≫ 0 to τ(ω_{Rp} ) ⊆ ω_{Rp} . Here τ(ω_{Rp} ) is the parameter test module [Smi95, ST14].

Recall that locally, τ(ω_{Rp} ) is Matlis dual to H^d_m(R_p)/0^∗_{Hdm(Rp)} where d = dim R_m for m ⊆ R maximal. 8

2.3. The Koszul complex. Let x be an element of R and denote by K (x; R) the Koszul complex on x, that is the mapping cone of the map R → R given by multiplication by x. More generally, given a sequence x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) we denote by K (x; R) = K (x_1, . . . , x_n; R)∶ = K (x_1; R) ⊗_R ⋯ ⊗_R K (x_n; R). Sometimes it will be helpful to work dually, so we define by K (x; R) the dual Koszul complex on x and note that K (x; R)∶ = Hom_R(K (x; R), R) ≅ Σ^{−n}K (x; R).

Given an R-complex X, we denote the Koszul complex on x with coefficients in X by K (x; X)∶ = K (x; R) ⊗_R X and do the same for the dual Koszul complex. We will use the following notation for the (co)homology.

H_∗(x; X)∶ = H_∗(K (x; X)) H^∗(x; X)∶ = H^∗(K

(x; X))

Note that H_i(x; X) ≅ H^{n−i}(x; X). In particular, if M is an R-module, then H_0(x; M) ≅ M/xM ≅ H^n(x; M).

Note that as a chain complex K (x; R) lives in homological degrees 0 to n, while as a co-chain complex it lives in cohomological degrees −n to 0.

We will be most interested in the depth-sensitivity of the Koszul complex.

Definition 2.13. Let I = (f_1, . . . , f_n) be an ideal of R and X an R-complex. The I-depth of X is

depth_R(I, X) ∶= n − sup{i ∣ H_i(f_1, . . . , f_n; X) ≠ 0}.

When R is local with maximal ideal m, we will often write depth_R(X) for the m-depth of X.

We are particularly interested in complexes of maximal depth and maximal Cohen-Macaulay complexes. For an in-depth survey of this circle of ideas, see [IMSW21].

Definition 2.14 (cf. [Rob80a, Bha20, IMSW21]). Let (R, m, k) be a local Noetherian ring with maximal ideal m and residue field k. We say that an R-complex X has maximal depth if (a) H(X) is bounded;

(b) H_0(X) → H_0(k ⊗^L_R X) is nonzero; and (c) depth_R(X) = dim(R), (equivalently H^i_m(X) = 0 for i < d = dim(R) and H^d_m(X) ≠ 0, see [IMSW21, (2.1.1)]).

If additionally, H^i_m(X) = 0 for i ≠ dim(R) we say X is big Cohen-Macaulay.

Suppose now that R is not necessarily local. We say that a bounded complex X is locally Cohen- Macaulay if H(X) is finitely generated, and if for each prime ideal Q ∈ Spec R, we have that X_Q is big Cohen-Macaulay over R_Q.

Over a local ring R, X can be big Cohen-Macaulay but not locally Cohen-Macaulay even if X has finitely generated cohomology. The point is that the support of H(X) need not agree with Spec R. This issue even appears for modules. For instance, if R = k�x, y�/(xy) and M = R/(x), then M is a big Cohen-Macaulay R-module, but it is not locally Cohen-Macaulay in our sense (since it is zero after localizing at Q = (y)).

If R is an excellent locally equidimensional ring containing Q with a dualizing complex, an important example of a locally Cohen-Macaulay complex comes from a resolution of singularities or regular alteration.

Lemma 2.15 ([Rob80a, Rob80b, GR70, Mur25]). Suppose R is a reduced excellent locally equidimensional ring over Q containing a dualizing complex, and suppose that π ∶ Y → Spec R is a regular alteration. Then R Γ(O_Y ) is a locally Cohen-Macaulay R-complex. 9

This is well known to experts but the proof is short, and usually asserted only in the domain case, so we sketch the proof.

Proof. We may assume that (R, m, k) is local of dimension d. Then R Γ(O_Y ) is a bounded complex with finitely generated cohomology since π is proper. Then the vanishing statement follows from [Mur25, GR70] and Matlis, local and Grothendieck duality (we crucially use equidimensionality here). For the non-triviality statement, this follows as the fiber over Y_k over the closed point m ∈ Spec R is nonempty. □

Suppose additionally that R is local but not equidimensional, and I ⊆ R is the intersection of minimal primes Q such that dim R/Q = dim R. Set R^′ = R/I. If Y → Spec R^′ is a regular alteration, then R Γ(O_Y ) is an R-complex of maximal depth, and even a big Cohen-Macaulay complex. However, it is not locally Cohen-Macaulay in our sense as it becomes zero after localizing at minimal primes P with dim R/P < dim R. Some of the results we prove in this paper could be generalized outside of the equidimensional case by using such a partial resolution of singularities (for instance, colon capturing), however, then we would lose the property that the closures commute with localization (see e.g. Proposition 3.5).

Definition 2.16. Let I ⊆ R be an ideal and X an R-complex. The I-adic completion of X, denoted Λ^I X, is defined as

Λ^I X ∶= lim_{n≥1} X/I^nX = lim (⋯ → X/I^3X → X/I^2X → X/IX) .

The derived I-adic completion of X, denoted LΛ^I (X), is computed by taking P → X a projective resolution and defining LΛ^I (X) ∶= Λ^I P.

This complex is well-defined in D(R) and there is a natural map X → Λ^I X. We say X is derived I-complete if this map is a quasi-isomorphism.

If (R, m) is a local ring, the Koszul complex of a locally Cohen-Macaulay complex (or, more generally, of a derived m-complete complex of maximal depth) has nice vanishing properties.

Lemma 2.17 (cf. [IMSW21] Lemma 2.6). Let (R, m) be a local ring with x_1, . . . , x_d a system of parameters and X an R-complex of maximal depth. If X is derived m-complete or if H(X) is finitely generated, then H_i(x_1, . . . , x_k; X) = 0

for all i ≥ 1 and all 1 ≤ k ≤ d. Equivalently,

H^i(x_1, . . . , x_k; X) = 0

for all i ≤ k and all 1 ≤ k ≤ d.

Remark 2.18. Note that the original lemma in [IMSW21] only considered X derived m-complete. The requirement that X be derived m-complete allows for the possibility that X does not have finitely generated homology, which is of particular relevance to the study of big Cohen-Macaulay modules. Key to the proof of [IMSW21, Lemma 2.6] is [IMSW21, Lemma 1.3], which says that the homology of derived m-complete complexes satisfy Nakayama’s Lemma; that is to say, if X is derived m-complete, then mH_i(X) = H_i(X) implies H_i(X) = 0. Thus, the proof of the original lemma applies to complexes with finitely generated homology as well. In this paper, we will essentially only consider the case when X has finitely generated homology. 10

2.4. Local cohomology via the Koszul complex. The discussion below will be relevant to several results in later sections. The basic ideas are contained in [DG02]. First, let f ∈ R and consider the following commutative diagram R R R R f^kf^{k+1} f

which induces a map K (f^k) → K (f^{k+1}). Set K (f^∞) ∶= colim_k K (f^k). Given a collection of elements of R, f = f_1, . . . , f_n, set f^k = (f^k_1 , . . . , f^k_n ). We can tensor these natural maps K (f^k_i ) → K (f^{k+1}_i ) to get a natural map K (f^k) → K (f^{k+1}). Set K (f^∞) ∶= colim_k K (f^k) and note that K (f^∞) = K

(f^∞_1 ) ⊗_R ⋯ ⊗_R K

(f^∞_n ).

By [DG02, Lemma 6.9] this complex is isomorphic to a free R-complex concentrated in cohomological degrees 0 to n. It also computes the local cohomology of an R-complex M via the following formula:

H^i_{(f )}(M) = H^i(f^∞; M) = H^i(K

(f^∞) ⊗_R M).

Remark 2.19. Note that the directed system computing K (f^∞) can be refined to include all maps K (f^{a1}_1 , . . . , f^{an}_n ) → K (f^{a1}_1 , . . . , f^{ai+1}_i , . . . , f^{an}_n ).

The following result connecting depth and local cohomology will also be useful.

Lemma 2.20. Suppose (R, m) is a Noetherian local ring and X ∈ D^{≥0}(R) is a bounded complex with H(X) finitely generated. Suppose I ⊆ m contains elements x_1, . . . , x_r and X has (x_1, . . . , x_r)-depth r. Then H^i_I (X) = 0 for i < r.

We will be primarily interested in the case that x_1, . . . , x_r is a (partial) system of parameters and X has maximal depth, in which case it has (x_1, . . . , x_r)-depth r by [IMSW21, Lemma 2.6].

Proof. We proceed by induction on r the base case r = 0 holding vacuously. We have the following long exact sequence ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ → H^{i−1}_I (K (x_1; X)) → H^i_I (X)^{⋅x1}�→ H^i_I (X) → . . .

By the depth hypothesis, we see that K (x_1; X) lives in D^{≥0} and in fact, K (x_1; X) has (x_2, . . . , x_r)- depth r − 1. Suppose i < r. Then by induction H^{i−1}_I (K (x_1; X)) = 0 and so the multiplication by x_1-map is injective. But H^i_I (X) is made up of I-power-torsion elements, and so it must vanish as claimed. □

2.5. The trace ideal associated to a complex. We will need the following notion of a trace ideal associated to complex. In our case, the complex will typically be R Γ(O_Y ) for an alteration Y → Spec R.

Definition 2.21. Suppose we have a cochain complex M ∈ D(R), then we define the degree zero

trace of M in R to be tr^0_M (R) ∶= ∑_φ Image(H^0(M)^{H0φ}�→ R) where φ runs over Hom_{D(R)}(M, R).

Lemma 2.22. With notation as above, suppose M is also a dg R-algebra. Then

tr^0_M (R) = {f ∈ R ∣ multiplication by f can be factored as ×f ∶ R^μ�→ M^ρ�→ R in D(R)}.

Proof. Suppose f is in the right side. Then f is in the image of H^0ρ, f = (H^0ρ)(g) for some g ∈ H^0(M) = Γ(O_Y ). The containment ⊇ follows. Conversely, if f ∈ tr^0_M , then we can write f = φ_1(g_1) + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + φ_n(g_n) for some g_i ∈ H^0(M) and φ_i = H^0(ψ_i) for some ψ_i ∶ M → R in D(R). Let G_i ∈ M^0 represent the cohomology class for each g_i and let ψ_{Gi} be the multiplication by G_i map on M. Note that ψ_{Gi} is independent of choice of representative, for if G^′_i ∈ M^0 also represents the 11

cohomology class g_i, then G_i − G^′_i = g(h) for some h ∈ M^{−1}. Then multiplication by h defines a nullhomotopy, so φ_{Gi} is homotopic to φ_G′_i and thus they define the same map in D(R). Setting ψ^′_i = ψ_i ○ ψ_{Gi} and φ^′_i = H^0(ψ^′_i) we see that

f = ∑_i φ^′_i(1) = ( ∑_i φ^′_i)(1).

Setting ψ^′ = ∑_i ψ^′_i we see that the composition

R → M^{ψ′}�→ R

is multiplication by f. □

2.6. Reduction modulo p ≫ 0. In various theorems below, we will compare our closure operations to characteristic p > 0 operations via reduction modulo p. We will be somewhat informal in our notation around these arguments and give a quick summary below of what the precise setup entails. For a more detailed explanation, we refer the reader to [HH06] (see also [SS24, Chapter 6]).

Suppose k is a field of characteristic zero, R is a finite type R-algebra, J ⊆ R is an ideal and M is a finitely generated R-module. One can fix A ⊆ k a finitely generated Z-algebra, as well as an A-algebra R_A, an ideal J_A and a module M_A whose base change − ⊗_A k recover R, J, and M. Indeed, this can even be done for finitely many ideals, modules, projective schemes over R, and various maps between the modules and between the rings schemes.

For any maximal ideal t ∈ A, we can form the base changes R_t ∶= R_A ⊗_A A/t, J_t ∶= J_A ⊗_A A/t, M_t ∶= M_A ⊗_A A/t, etc. Most properties of R, J, M, or maps between them can be preserved under this process, at least for all t in a dense open subset U ⊆ m-Spec A, see for instance [HH06]. Notably, exactness of sequences of maps can be preserved.

When we talk about reduction modulo p ≫ 0 of an ideal J ⊆ R. We implicitly are fixing such an A, as well as a relevant U ⊆ m-Spec A which preserve our desired properties (for instance, surjectivity or injectivity of a map between modules, or a containment of ideals). Indeed, when we write J_p for p ≫ 0, we mean J_t for t ∈ U.

3. The KH closure operation in characteristic zero

In this section, we define the KH closure on ideals and prove basic properties about it. We work in the following setting.

Setting 3.1. Throughout this section, R ⊇ Q is a reduced Noetherian excellent ring with a dualizing complex (in particular, R has finite Krull dimension).

Definition 3.2. We suppose R is as in Setting 3.1. Let I = (f) be an ideal and let π ∶ Y → Spec R be a regular alteration. Then define the Koszul-Hironaka closure (the KH closure) of I inside R to be I^{KH}_R ∶= ker (R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y ))) where the map in question comes from following either path around the following commutative square

R R Γ(O_Y )

K (f; R) K (f; R Γ(O_Y ))

Note that when R is local, (x_1, . . . , x_d) is a system of parameters for R, and R is equidimensional, then H_i(x_1, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) = 0 for i ≥ 1 and all k by Lemma 2.15 and Lemma 2.17. 12

Given that this is independent of choices (see the result immediately below), we see that if R has rational singularities, then R ≅ R Γ(O_Y ) if Y is a resolution of singularities. As an immediate consequence we see that J^{KH} = J for every ideal J ⊆ R. For converse statements, see Lemma 4.4 below.

Proposition 3.3. With notation as in Setting 3.1, the KH closure of an ideal I inside R is a well-defined closure operation. Furthermore, when R is local, it is faithful.

Proof. We need to show that KH closure is well-defined, which requires showing that it is independent of both the regular alteration chosen as well as the choice of generating set.

For the alteration, let π_i∶ Y_i → Spec R for i = 1, 2 be regular alterations and let π∶ Y → Spec R be a regular alteration dominating the two. Then we get that the natural maps R Γ(O_{Yi} ) → R Γ(O_Y ) split, as the Y_i are smooth and thus have rational singularities and so are derived splinters. Then the following maps split for any f ∈ R

H_0(f; R Γ(O_{Yi} )) → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )).

This implies that ker(R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_{Yi} ))) ≅ ker(R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )))

and thus KH closure is independent of the choice of regular alteration.

To see that KH closure is extensive, let I = (f) and note that the map R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) factors through H_0(f_1, , . . . , f_c; R) = R/I and so I ⊆ I^{KH}. Similarly, KH closure is order preserving because if I ⊆ J, we can extend a generating set for I to a generating set for J and thus get that I^{KH} ⊆ J^{KH}.

We will now prove that KH closure is independent of the generating set f of I. Since two choices for a generating set can each be extended to a third which contains both of them, we just need to show that adding a single redundant generator leads to the same closure. More generally, since clearly I ⊆ I^{KH}, it suffices to show that for any g ∈ I^{KH}, we have that (I + (g))^{KH} = I^{KH} and this will prove that KH closure is idempotent as well.

Hence pick g ∈ I^{KH}. We want to show

ker(R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y ))) = ker(R → H_0(f, g; R Γ(O_Y ))).

To see this, we note that the (dg) R-algebra map R → K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) induces a map of R-algebras R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) and thus H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) is also an R/I^{KH}-module. Consider now the map on triangles R R K (g; R)

K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) K (f, g; R Γ(O_Y )) ⋅g⋅g

which induces the following map on long exact sequences in homology R R R/(g)

H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(f, g; R Γ(O_Y )) ⋅g⋅g

We claim the lower left horizontal map is actually the zero map. The key observation is that H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) is an R-algebra because K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) may be viewed as a differential graded R-algebra (as it is a tensor product of differential graded algebras). Hence, since g ∈ I^{KH}, we 13

see that g annihilates 1 ∈ H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) and so the lower left multiplication-by-g-map is zero as claimed. Then H_0(f; R O_Y ) ↪ H_0(f, g; R O_Y ) which implies

ker (R → H_0(f, g; R Γ(O_Y ))) = ker (R → H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y ))).

Thus, the operation KH closure is well-defined and idempotent, and hence a closure operation.

Finally, if R is local, KH closure is faithful because R Γ(O_Y ) is locally Cohen-Macaulay and thus the natural map R → R Γ(O_Y ) → H_0(k ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) is nonzero. As this map factors through R Γ(O_Y ) → H_0(x; R Γ(O_Y )) where x = x_1, . . . , x_n is a generating set for m, we are done. □

Remark 3.4. As pointed out to us by Benjamin Briggs, I^{KH} can also be viewed as the set of elements of R that annihilate the object K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) in D(R). More generally, as pointed out to us by Briggs, if an element of R annihilates H_0(C ) where C is a differential graded R-algebra, then that element annihilates C in D(R).

We briefly sketch the argument that Briggs explained to us. Let C ∶= K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) and let φ_g ∈ Hom_R(C , C ) be the multiplication-by-g map for g ∈ I^{KH} . Consider 1_C ∈ C_0 which becomes the unit 1 ∈ H^0(C ). We know that g1_C = d(h) for some h ∈ C_1. Then φ_g = d ○ φ_h + φ_h ○ d where φ_h∶ C → ΣC is multiplication by h. This gives a nullhomotopy and thus φ_g = 0 ∈ Hom_{D(R)}(C , C ). As pointed out by Srikanth Iyengar, this is essentially the same as the corresponding argument for the Koszul complex, see [BH97, Proposition 1.6.5].

The formation of the KH closure operation commutes with localization, completion, and in fact any flat map with rational singularity fibers. Famously, the formation of tight closure in characteristic p > 0 does not commute with localization [BM10], although plus closure does. Compare the following with [HH94, Section 7].

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that R ⊆ S is a flat extension of rings both satisfying the conditions of Setting 3.1. Suppose further that the fibers of R ⊆ S have rational singularities (for instance, if the fibers are nonsingular). Then I^{KH}S = (IS)^{KH} As a consequence, the formation of KH closure commutes with localization and completion along any ideal: I^{KH}W^{−1}R = (W^{−1}I)^{KH} and I^{KH} ̂R = (I ̂R)^{KH}.

Proof. Let π_R ∶ W → Spec R be a resolution of singularities and consider the base change π_S ∶ W ×_R S → Spec S. While π_S is not a resolution of singularities, it is proper and W ×_R S does have rational singularities by [Mur22, Footnote Q to Table 2] (for the variety case this is [Elk78, Théorèm 5], also see [Mur25, Theorem 9.3]).

Since R → S is flat, we see that π_S ∶ W ×_R S → Spec S is birational in the weaker sense that there exists an element f ∈ R, not in any minimal prime of R (and hence not in a minimal prime of S) such that π_S is an isomorphism after inverting f. In fact, we claim that components of W ×_R S dominate components of Spec S and so W ×_R S → Spec S is birational in the stronger sense (that there is a bijection between irreducible components) as well. Working locally on a chart Spec T of W intersecting each component of W nontrivially, we have that R[f^{−1}] → T [f^{−1}] is an isomorphism, hence so is S[f^{−1}] → (S ⊗_R T )[f^{−1}]. Thus if S ⊗_R T has a minimal prime not dominating a minimal prime of S, it must contain f. But since R → T is birational, f is not in a minimal prime of T , and so T^{×f}�→ T is injective since T is reduced. But then S ⊗_R T^{×f}�→ S ⊗_R T is also injective. So f cannot be in a minimal prime. Thus W ×_R S → Spec S really is birational in this stronger sense as claimed.

It follows that if κ ∶ Y → W ×_R S → Spec S is a resolution of W ×_R S, and thus also of Spec S, that R Γ(O_Y ) ≅ R Γ(O_{W ×RS} ) ≅ (R Γ(O_W )) ⊗_R S 14

where the second isomorphism is the derived projection formula ([Har66, II, Proposition 5.6]) and the first follows as W ×_R S has rational singularities. We do not need to derive the tensor product as R → S is flat.

Hence, (3.0.1) R → H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_W ))) base changes to

S → H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_W ))) ⊗_R S = H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_W ) ⊗_R S)) = H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_Y ))) Thus I^{KH}, the kernel of (3.0.1), base changes to the kernel of R → H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_W ))), which is what we wanted to show. □ We next show persistence.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose R → S is a map of rings satisfying Setting 3.1. Then I^{KH}S ⊆ (IS)^{KH}. That is, KH closure is persistent.

Proof. Let π ∶ W → Spec R be a projective resolution of singularities. While the base change π_S ∶ W ×_R S → Spec S may not be birational, it is still projective and surjective. By restricting to irreducible components and taking hyperplane sections, there exists a closed subscheme W^′ ⊆ W ×_RS such that the induced W^′ → Spec S is an alteration. Taking a further resolution of singularities of W^′, we can construct a regular alteration κ ∶ Y → Spec S. In particular we have the following commutative diagram of maps of schemes: Y κ fflffl // W π fflffl Spec S // Spec R It follows that we have a diagram R fflffl // S fflffl R Γ(O_W ) // R Γ(O_Y ).

Writing I = (f), tensoring with ⊗^L_RK (f; R), and taking 0th homology, we obtain the diagram: R fflffl // S fflffl H_0(K (f; R)) fflffl

// H_0(K (f; S))

fflffl H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_W ))) // H_0(K (f; R Γ(O_Y ))).

The kernel of the left column maps into the kernel of the right column, and the result follows. □ We observe that the KH closure behaves well under finite extensions.

Proposition 3.7. Let R → S be a finite extension of rings satisfying Setting 3.1 and where each minimal prime of S lies over a minimal prime of R. Suppose further that I ⊆ R an ideal. Then I^{KH} = (IS)^{KH} ∩ R. 15

Proof. Let I = (f). Let π ∶ Y → Spec S be a resolution of singularities so that the composition τ∶ Y → Spec R is a regular alteration. Then because K (f; R) ⊗_R S ≅ K (f; S) we have the following diagram where the bottom map is an isomorphism of R-modules.R S

K (f; R Γ(O_Y )) K (f; R Γ(O_Y )). α β=

We see that ker α = (ker β) ∩ R as desired. □ We give a direct proof that the KH closure is contained in the integral closure. This can also be deduced from results in later sections or from reduction modulo p ≫ 0, but we give a proof using our resolution of singularities.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose R is as in Setting 3.1 and (f) = I ⊆ R is an ideal. Then I^{KH} ⊆ I. Proof. We first notice that there is a map K (f) → R/I. Hence I^{KH} ⊆ ker (R → H_0((R/I) ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ))) for π ∶ Y → Spec R a resolution of singularities. Without loss of generality, we may assume that IO_Y = O_Y (−G) is a line bundle.

The derived projection formula gives us a map I ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ) → R Γ(O_Y ⊗^L L π^∗I) = R Γ(L π^∗I), in fact, an isomorphism thanks to [Har66, II, Proposition 5.6]. Now we have a map L π^∗I → IO_Y = O_Y (−G) and so composing, we obtain I ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ) → R Γ(O_Y (−G)).

We thus obtain the diagram: I ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ) // fflffl R Γ(O_Y ) // = fflffl R/I ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ) // fflffl +1

R Γ(O_Y (−G)) // R Γ(O_Y ) // R Γ(O_G) // +1 It immediately follows that ker (R → H_0((R/I)⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ))) is contained in ker (R → H_0(R Γ(O_G)). But that equals Image (Γ(O_Y (−G)) → Γ(O_Y )) ∩ R = IR^N ∩ R = I.

where R^N ≃ Γ(O_Y ) is the normalization of R. □ Finally, we consider a technique that can be used reduce to the m-primary case, and which will be useful in other contexts as well.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose (R, m) is a local ring satisfying Setting 3.1. Suppose J = (f) and g ∈ R. Then J^{KH} = ⋂_{t>0} (J + (g^t))^{KH}.

As a consequence, J^{KH} = ⋂_{t>0} (J + m^t )^{KH}.

and so KH closure can be computed from the KH closure of m-primary ideals. 16

Proof. The ⊆ containments are clear. For the first statement, as in the proof of Proposition 3.3 we have the following diagram with exact rows R R R/(g^t)

H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(f, g^t; R Γ(O_Y )). ⋅g^tα⋅g^t

The kernel of the diagonal arrow is (J + (g^t))^{KH}. Suppose then that x ∈ ⋂_t (J + (g^t))^{KH}. It follows that α(x) ∈ g^t(H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y ))) for every t > 0. As R is local and H_0(f; R Γ(O_Y )) is finitely generated, Nakayama’s lemma implies that α(x) = 0 and hence that x ∈ J^{KH}.

For the second statement, if m = (x_1, . . . , x_d), then observe that it suffices to show that J^{KH} = ⋂t (J + (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d) )^{KH}. We sketch an argument to prove this below. Observe that

⋂_t (J + (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d) )^{KH} = ⋂_{t1,...,td} (J + (x^{t1}_1 , . . . , x^{td}_d ) )^{KH} = ⋂_{t1} ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⋂_{td} (J + (x^{t1}_1 , . . . , x^{td}_d ) )^{KH}

where the first equality comes from cofinality of the sequences of ideals. But now, using the first statement of the proposition, we can work one intersection at a time, so we obtain

⋂_{t1} ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⋂_{td−1} ⋂_{td} (J + (x^{t1}_1 , . . . , x^{td−1}_{d−1} , x^{td}_d ) )^{KH} = ⋂_{t1} ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⋂_{td−1} (J + (x^{t1}_1 , . . . , x^{td−1}_{d−1} ) )^{KH} = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ = J^{KH}. □ 4. Colon-capturing, rational singularities, and the Briançon-Skoda theorem We are ultimately interested in showing that the above closure operation satisfies generalized colon capturing, as this would imply the existence of big Cohen-Macaulay modules in characteristic zero without requiring reduction to positive characteristic. We use this section to present results in this direction.

Theorem 4.1. Let (x_1, . . . , x_d) be a system of parameters for an equidimensional local ring R satisfying Setting 3.1. Then KH closure satisfies the following:

(a) improved strong colon-capturing, version A, (x^t_1, . . . , x_k)^{KH} ∶ x^a_1 ⊆ (x^{t−a}_1 , . . . , x_k)^{KH}, (b) strong colon-capturing, version B, (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{KH} ∶ x_{k+1} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{KH}, and as a consequence (c) colon-capturing.

Proof. We first prove that KH closure satisfies improved strong colon-capturing, version A. Fix a regular alteration π∶ Y → Spec R. Consider the following diagramR R

H_0(x^{t−a}_1 , x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(x^t_1, x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )).

x^a_1x^{a1}

Note that if we can show the bottom map, whose construction we explain below, is injective, we are done. To see this, take r ∈ (x^t_1, x_2, . . . , x_k)^{KH}∶ x^a_1. Then rx^a_1 = 0 ∈ H_0(x^t_1, x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )), so if the bottom map is injective we must have r ∈ (x^{t−a}_1 , x_2, . . . , x_k)^{KH}. 17

Now, to see that the bottom map is injective, we consider the following related diagram R R

R R. x^{t−a}_1x^t_1x^a1

By the definition of the Koszul complex and the octahedral axiom, we get the following exact triangle in D(R) K (x^{t−a}_1 ; R) K (x^t_1; R) K (x^a_1; R) .

Tensoring with K (x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) we get the following exact triangle K (x^{t−a}_1 , x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) K (x^t_1, x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) K (x^a_1, x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )).

Then, using the fact that H_i(x^a_1, x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) = 0 for all i ≥ 1, we get that the map H_0(x^{t−a}_1 , x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(x^t_1, x_2, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) x^a is injective and we are done.

The proof that KH closure satisfies strong colon-capturing, version B follows from the following diagram as in the proof of colon-capturing: R R

H_0(x_1, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(x_1, . . . , x_k; R Γ(O_Y )) x_{k+1} x_{k+1}

Taking r ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{KH}∶ x_{k+1} we note that the image of rx_{k+1} is zero in the bottom right of the diagram. The injectivity of the bottom map implies that r ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{KH}. Note that because KH closure satisfies strong colon-capturing, version B, it also satisfies colon-capturing. □ 4.1. Rational singularities. The proof of Theorem 4.1 suggests the following stronger result: Theorem 4.2. Let (R, m) be a local ring and x_1, . . . , x_d be a system of parameters for R and let X be a big Cohen-Macaulay R-complex. Then the natural map H_0(x_1, . . . , x_k; X) ≅ H^k(x_1, . . . , x_k; X) → H^k_{(x1,...,xk)}(X) is injective for all k.

Proof. This largely follows from the proof of Theorem 4.1. Note that if x is a regular element, because X is big Cohen-Macaulay, the natural map H^1(x^k; X) → H^1(x^{k+1}; X) is injective by an argument similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1. Since X is big Cohen-Macaulay, K (x^∞; X) ≅ H^1_{(x)}(X) and the map H^1(x; X) → H^1_{(x)}(X) ≅ H^1(x^∞; X) is injective (as all the maps in the colimit are injective). More generally, we get that all the maps in the following sequence are injective H^k(x^i_1, . . . , x^i_k; X) → H^k(x^{i+1}_1 , . . . , x^i_k; X) → ⋯ → H^k(x^{i+1}_1 , . . . , x^{i+1}_k ; X).

Indeed, these maps are the ones we proved were injective in the proof of Theorem 4.1 (a). Thus the map H^k(x_1, . . . , x_k; X) → H^k_{(x1,...,xk)}(X) is injective for all k and we are done. □ 18

We apply this now to the study of rational singularities. First we get a description of KH closure for parameter ideals. Indeed, this is exactly what one might hope for in view of [Smi97, Har98].

Proposition 4.3. Let (R, m) be an equidimensional local ring satisfying Setting 3.1. If x_1, . . . , x_d is a full system of parameters, then (x_1, . . . , x_i)^{KH} is the kernel of the composition

(4.1.1) R^{1↦} [1+(x1,...,x_i)] �→ H^d_{(x1,...,xi)}(R) → H^d_{(x1,...,xi)}(R Γ(O_Y )). In particular, (x_1, . . . , x_d)^{KH} is the kernel of R^{1↦} [1+(x1,...,x_d)] �→ H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )).

Proof. Write x = x_1, . . . , x_i. Notice we can factor the composition (4.1.1) as

R → H^0(K (x; R Γ(O_Y )))^γ�→ colim_k H^0(K (x^k; R Γ(O_Y ))) ≅ H^d_{(x1,...,xt)}(R Γ(O_Y )).

As R Γ(O_Y ) is Cohen-Macaulay, the colimiting maps are still injective and so γ injects. The result follows. □

It turns out that a single full parameter ideal being KH closed is a quite strong condition, just like for tight closure.

Lemma 4.4 (cf. [HH94, Theorem 4.3]). Suppose (R, m) is an equidimensional local ring satisfying Setting 3.1. Suppose x_1, . . . , x_d is a full system of parameters. Suppose (x_1, . . . , x_d) = (x_1, . . . , x_d)^{KH}. Then

(a) (x_1, . . . , x_i) = (x_1, . . . , x_i)^{KH} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d. (b) R is Cohen-Macaulay.

(c) For any t > 0, (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d) = (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d)^{KH}. (d) Any parameter ideal is KH closed. (e) R has rational singularities.

Much of the proof of this result is essentially identical to that of a portion of [HH94, Theorem 4.3] by formally replacing tight closure by KH closure. The key point is that KH closure satisfies strong colon capturing and can be computed by maps to local cohomology, just like tight closure. We include a careful proof for the convenience of the reader. We thank Kyle Maddox for suggesting this question and for some valuable discussions.

Proof. Suppose (x_1, . . . , x_{i+1}) is a partial parameter ideal that is KH closed. We wish to show that (x_1, . . . , x_i) is also KH closed. Suppose u ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_i)^{KH} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_{i+1})^{KH} = (x_1, . . . , x_{i+1}). Thus we can write u = v + x_{i+1}r for some v ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_i) and r ∈ R. Then u − v ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_i)^{KH} and so

r ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_i)^{KH} ∶ x_{i+1} = (x_1, . . . , x_i)^{KH} by Theorem 4.1 (b) (the other containment ⊇ always holds). Thus u ∈ J + x_{i+1}J^{KH} and so J^{KH} = J + x_{i+1}J^{KH} which forces u ∈ J by Nakayama’s lemma. This proves (a) by descending induction.

For (b), if (x_1, . . . , x_d) is KH closed, then by (a) and colon capturing, (x_1, . . . , x_i) ∶ x_{i+1} = (x_1, . . . , x_i) for all i. Hence R is Cohen-Macaulay.

Suppose (x_1, . . . , x_d) is a full parameter ideal that is KH closed (and hence R is Cohen-Macaulay). We first show that (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d) is also KH closed. Suppose it is not. Then some element r ∈ R, mapping to the socle of R/(x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d), must also be in (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d)^{KH}. As R is Cohen-Macaulay, we can write r = x^{t−1}_1 . . . x^{t−1}_d u for some u ∈ R mapping into the socle of R/(x_1, . . . , x_d). As u ∈ R/(x_1, . . . , x_d) and r ∈ R/(x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d) map to the same place in H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )), we see that u ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_d)^{KH} = (x_1, . . . , x_d). But then clearly r ∈ (x^t_1, . . . , x^t_d). This proves (c).

Next consider the map

H^d_m(R) = colim_k H_0(x^k; R) → colim_k H_0(x^k; R Γ(O_Y )) = H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )). 19

Since each (x^k_1 , . . . , x^k_d) are KH closed, the individual maps R/(x^k_1 , . . . , x^k_d) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )) inject, and so we see that (4.1.2) H^d_m(R) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )) injects as well.

To prove (d), suppose (y_1, . . . , y_d) is another full parameter ideal. As R is Cohen-Macaulay R/(y_1, . . . , y_d) → H^d_m(R) injects. It follows that

R/(y_1, . . . , y_d) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )) injects. Hence (y_1, . . . , y_d) is KH closed.

For the final statement, as R is Cohen-Macaulay, we see that (4.1.2) means that R is pseudorational (see [LT81]) and hence R has rational singularities. □

We immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. Let (R, m) be an equidimensional local ring satisfying Setting 3.1. Then the following are equivalent.

(a) R has rational singularities. (b) Every ideal of R is KH closed.

(c) Some ideal generated by a full system of parameters of R is KH closed. Proof. If R has rational singularities, R → R Γ(O_Y ) is an isomorphism and so it easily follows that all ideals are KH closed. That clearly implies that one full parameter ideal is KH closed. Finally, the fact that (c) implies rational singularities is simply Lemma 4.4. □

Combining Proposition 3.7 with Corollary 4.5 yields the following result.

Corollary 4.6. Suppose R as in Setting 3.1 has normalization R^N with rational singularities (for example, if the normalization is nonsingular, which is automatic if R is 1-dimensional). Then for any ideal I ⊆ R we have that I^{KH} = IR^N ∩ R.

In fact, we obtain the following stronger variant of Corollary 4.5.

Proposition 4.7. The KH test ideal τ_{KH}(R) = ⋂_{J⊆R}(J ∶ J^{KH}) contains the degree zero trace of R Γ(O_Y ) in R for any resolution of singularities or regular alteration π ∶ Y → Spec R. Furthermore, if R is Cohen-Macaulay, then these two ideals are equal and also coincide with Ann_R(ω_R/Γ(ω_Y )) where π ∶ Y → Spec R is a resolution of singularities.

Proof. Pick g in the degree zero trace of R Γ(O_Y ). By Lemma 2.22, this implies that there is a map γ ∶ R Γ(O_Y ) → R such that the composition R → R Γ(O_Y ) → R is multiplication by g. We will prove that gJ^{KH} ⊆ J for any ideal J of R. Fix J = (f) = (f_1, . . . , f_n). Consider the factorization:

R → K (f; R) → K (f; R Γ(O_Y ))^γ�→ K (f; R).

Taking H^0, the kernel of the composition becomes J ∶ g (as H^0(K (f; R)) = R/J). Hence we see that J^{KH} ⊆ J ∶ g, or in other words that g ∈ J ∶ J^{KH} as desired.

For the second statement, suppose R is Cohen-Macaulay, g ∈ τ_{KH}(R), and x_1, . . . , x_d ∈ R is a full system of parameters with J_k = (x^k_1 , . . . , x^k_d). Then gJ^{KH}_k ⊆ J_k for all k. Consider some η = [h + (x^k_1 , . . . , x^k_d )] ∈ H^d_m(R) mapping to zero in H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )) so that h ∈ J^{KH}_K by Corollary 4.5. Therefore, gh ∈ (x^k_1 , . . . , x^k_d) which implies that gη = 0. Thus we have

0 = g ker (H^d_m(R) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y ))).

By Matlis and Grothendieck duality, we obtain that g(ω_R/Γ(ω_Y )) = 0, or in other words that gω_R ⊆ Γ(ω_Y ). But this means that we can factor the multiplication-by-g-map on ω_R as ω_R → Γ(ω_Y ) → ω_R. 20

Taking Grothendieck duality and using that R is Cohen-Macaulay, we obtain a composition

R ← R Γ(O_Y ) ← R

where the composition is again multiplication by g. This proves that g is in the degree zero trace of R Γ(O_Y ) via Lemma 2.22 as desired.

For the final statement, the argument above shows that Ann_R(ω_R/Γ(ω_Y )) is contained in the degree zero trace of R Γ(O_Y ). Given an element of the degree zero trace of R Γ(O_Y ), running the argument in reverse shows that the reverse containment holds. □

This immediately tells us what the KH-test ideal reduces to modulo p ≫ 0 in a Cohen-Macaulay ring.

Corollary 4.8. If R is Cohen-Macaulay and essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero, then the KH test ideal reduces modulo p ≫ 0 to the parameter test ideal.

Proof. We may reduce to the finite type case. The result follows from Proposition 2.12. □

We can also say something more precise about how the closure operations themselves reduce modulo p ≫ 0.

Proposition 4.9. Suppose k is a field of characteristic zero and R is a finitely generated k-algebra. Fix J ⊆ R an ideal. Let R_t and J_t, (J^{KH})_t, for t ∈ m − Spec A denote a family of reduction-to-characteristic p > 0 models of R, J and (J^{KH})_t respectively. Then

(J^{KH})_t ⊆ (J_t)^+

for a Zariski-dense open set of t in m-Spec A.

Proof. Enlarging A if necessary, we may assume that a resolution of singularities π ∶ Y → Spec R is also reduced to characteristic p to become π_t ∶ Y_t → Spec R_t. Thanks to [Bha12], R_t → (R_t)^+ factors through R_t → R Γ(O_{Yt} ). Now, fix J = (f_1, . . . , f_n). As H^0K (f; R^+_t ) = R^+_t /(f), we have that

ker (H^0K (f; R_t) → H^0K (f; R^+_t )) = J^+_t .

Furthermore, the datum of KH(f; R) → KH(f; R Γ(O_Y )) can easily be seen to be reduced to characteristic p > 0 and the result follows. □

We will see later in Section 5 that in fact J^{KH} is strictly tighter than characteristic 0 tight closure or plus closure.

Remark 4.10. In any characteristic, and for any fixed alteration (regular or not) π ∶ Y → Spec R, one can define a closure operation for I = (f) ⊆ R by

I^{Kπ} = ker (R → K (f; R Γ(O_Y )))

It need not satisfy properties like colon capturing of course as R Γ(O_Y ) need not be locally Cohen- Macaulay in positive or mixed characteristic. Regardless, in characteristic p > 0, the argument of Proposition 4.9 proves I^{Kπ} ⊆ I^+. As any finite extension is itself an alteration, we immediately see that I^+ = ∑_π I^{Kπ}.

Remark 4.11. Schoutens proved in [Sch03, Theorem 10.4] that (equational) tight closure in characteristic 0 is contained in all of his ultraproduct closures, in particular generic and non-standard tight closure. As a consequence, since KH closure is contained in the characteristic 0 tight closure, it is also contained in generic and non-standard tight closure.

Similarly, KH closure is contained in parasolid closure [Bre03a, Corollary 9.9]. 21

Remark 4.12. Another interesting closure can be constructed as follows. For simplicity, suppose that R is a domain finite type over Q. Spread R out to R_Z, a finitely generated Z-algebra domain such that R_Z ⊗_Z Q = R as if one is beginning the reduction-to-characteristic-p process. Now fix a prime p and consider R_{Z(p)} ∶= R_Z ⊗_Z Z_{(p)} where Z_{(p)} is the localization at the prime ideal (p) (ie, a DVR). We know that the p-adic completion ̂R^+_{(p)} is a balanced big Cohen-Macaulay R-algebra by [Bha20], and so, after inverting p, it can be used to create an interesting closure operation on R, J ↦ J ̂R^+_{(p)}[1/p] ∩ R. This is closely related to, but in principal slightly smaller than, doing Heitmann’s full extended plus closure in mixed characteristic and then inverting p > 0, [Hei01].

Fix X_{(p)} → Spec R_{Z(p)} a blowup providing a resolution of singularities after inverting p (ie, inducing a resolution X → Spec R). We have a factorization R_{(p)} → R Γ(O_{X(p)} ) → R Γ(X^+, O_X+_{(p)} ). By [Bha20, Theorem 3.12], we see ̂R^+_{(p)}/p ≅ R Γ(X^+, O_X+_{(p)} )/p (the modulo p on the right means in the derived sense, ie, we are tensoring with the Koszul complex on p). But then by derived Nakayama we see that ̂R^+_{(p)} and R Γ(X^+, O_X+_{(p)} ) agree up to derived completion. Hence R_{(p)} → ̂R^+_{(p)} factors through R Γ(O_{X(p)} ). Inverting p, we have a factorization

R → R Γ(O_X ) → ̂R^+[1/p].

Hence J^{KH} ⊆ J ̂R^+_{(p)}[1/p] ∩ R. As a consequence, we easily see that J_{(p)} ⊆ R_{(p)} is a model for J is in mixed characteristic, then J^{KH} ⊆ J^{epf}_{(p)} ⊗_Z Q where epf denotes full extended plus closure, see [Hei01].

4.2. The Briançon-Skoda property. In [Mur23], Murayama formalized the Briançon-Skoda property for closure operations. Namely, we say that cl has the Briançon-Skoda property if for every n-generated ideal J ⊆ R and for every integer k ≥ 0 we have that

J^{n+k−1} ⊆ (J^k)^{cl}.

We prove this for our KH closure in the case that k = 1. The proof strategy mimics parts of [LT81], [HH95] and [RS24].

Theorem 4.13. Suppose R is a domain satisfying Setting 3.1 and J ⊆ R is an ideal generated by a partial system of parameters, J = (f_1, . . . , f_n). Then

J^n ⊆ J^{KH}.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that R is local. Following the notation of [RS24], we set ̃J^m = J^mR^N and write S = R ⊕ ̃Jt ⊕ ̃J^2t^2 ⊕ . . .

a partially normalized Rees algebra (the normalized Rees algebra if R is normal). We notice that W ∶= Proj S → Spec R is the normalized blowup of J. Set E = π^{−1}(V (J)) ⊆ W . We also set J^′ = JS + S_{>0} and notice that J^′ has the same radical as JS + (Jt)S and so either can be used to compute local cohomology.

We pick h ∈ J^n. From the variant of the Sancho de Salas sequence found in [Lip94, Equation (SS), Page 150], see also [SdS87], [HM18], [RS24, Lemma 2.6], we have an exact sequence:

[H^n_J ′ (S)]_0 → H^n_J (R) → H^n_E(W, O_W ) 22

with first map induced by projection onto degree 0, S → R. Since h ∈ J^n, by [RS24, Lemma 3.1] (cf. [LT81]), we see that the Čech class:

(4.2.1)

[h/(f_1 . . . f_n)] ∈ ker (H^n_J (R) → H^n_E (W, O_W )) = Image ([H^n_J ′ (S)]_0 → H^n_J (R)) ⊆ Image (H^n_J ′ (S_n) → H^n_J (R)).

where n = mS + S_{>0} and the map S_n → R is induced from the map S → R above.

We view Spec R ⊆ Spec S_n and note it is a codimension-1 closed subset. In particular, we may construct Y → Spec S_n a log resolution of (Spec S_n, Spec R) so that if Z ⊆ Y are the components of π^{−1}(Spec R) dominating Spec R, then Z → Spec R is a regular alteration (note, if the components of Z intersect in the first log resolution, we may separate them). In fact, if R and hence S is normal, then Z is simply the strict transform of Spec R so that Z → Spec R is a resolution of singularities. We then have a commutative diagram: S_n fflffl // R fflffl R Γ(O_Y ) // R Γ(O_Z ).

We take local cohomology at J^′ of the diagram noting that J^′ becomes J on R. We then obtain the diagram: H^n_J ′ (S_n) fflffl

// H^n_J (R)

fflffl H^n_J ′ (R Γ(O_Y )) // H^n_J (R Γ(O_Z )).

Note J^′ has height n + 1 (as J had height n) and so contains a partial system of parameters of length n + 1 (see [RS24, Lemma 2.2]). Hence, by Lemma 2.20, we see that H^n_J ′ (R Γ(O_Y )) = 0. It immediately follows from (4.2.1) that [h/(f_1⋯f_n)] ↦ 0 ∈ H^n_J (R Γ(O_Z )).

As the canonical map H^n(f_1, . . . , f_n; R Γ(O_Z )) → H^n_J (R Γ(O_Z )) injects thanks to Theorem 4.2, we see that [h/(f_1⋯f_n)] ↦ 0 ∈ H^n(f_1, . . . , f_n; R Γ(O_Z )).

But this just means that h ∈ (f_1, . . . , f_n)^{KH}, which is what we wanted to show. □ Theorem 4.14. Suppose R is a domain satisfying Setting 3.1 and J ⊆ R is an ideal generated n elements, J = (f_1, . . . , f_n). Then J^n ⊆ J^{KH}.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that R is local with maximal ideal m. Suppose h ∈ J^n. Following the proof of [HH95, Theorem 7.1], see also the proof of [RS24, Theorem 4.1], we can find a local map ψ ∶ S → R of excellent local domains satisfying the following properties:

(a) There exist a partial system of parameters x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ S with ψ(x_i) = f_i. (b) There exist z ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_n)^n with ψ(z) = h.

It follows that z ∈ (x_1, . . . , x_n)^{KH} by Theorem 4.13. By persistence (Proposition 3.6), it follows that ψ(z) = h ∈ J^{KH} as desired. □ 23

Remark 4.15. This is a partial improvement of [LT81] as we can set n to be the number of generators of the ideal (up to integral closure as usual), and not simply the dimension of the ring. Corollary 4.16. Suppose R is a domain satisfying Setting 3.1 and I = (f) is a principal ideal. Then I = I^{KH}.

Proof. We have that I ⊆ I^{KH} by Theorem 4.14. The reverse containment is Proposition 3.8. □ Based upon [SB74, LT81, LS81, HH90, Hei01], it is natural to expect that J^{n+k−1} ⊆ (J^k)^{KH}.

Unfortunately this is false as explained the example below. This is not completely surprising however, as the Koszul complex does not play as nicely as one might want with powers of ideals. Example 4.17. Using the Macaulay2 implementation as discussed below in Section 5 one can verify the following. In R = Q[x, y, z]/(x^5 + y^5 + z^5), if one sets I = (x, y), a parameter ideal, then I^3 /⊆ (I^2)^{KH}.

For the explicit computation in Macaulay2, see Remark 6.6 below.

5. Computations and examples for KH closure An interesting property of the KH closure is that the hard part in computing it is computing the resolution of singularities π ∶ Y → Spec R and computing R Γ(O_Y ). Compare this to tight, or even plus closure, which can be extremely subtle to compute (although tight closure of 0 in local cohomology is understood thanks to [Kat08]). Indeed, whenever one can compute a resolution of singularities (for instance for a cone singularity) or if one knows Γ(ω_Y ) for some regular alteration, it is not difficult to implement KH closure in Macaulay2 [GS]. We have done that and the code is available here:

https://www.math.utah.edu/~schwede/M2/KHClosure.m2

and as an ancillary file in the arXiv submission. There are two key ingredients in this implementation, the BGG package [ADE^+] to compute^2 R Γ(O_Y ) and the Complexes package [SS] to work with complexes sufficiently functorially.

Example 5.1. We show how to compute this closure in Macaulay2, when we know the resolution of singularities. One of the most studied examples in tight closure theory is the cone over an elliptic curve and more generally diagonal hypersurfaces, see for instance [McD00], [Sin98] and [Bre04, Example 9.5].

i1 : loadPackage "KHClosure";

i2 : A = QQ[x,y,z]; J = ideal(x^3+y^3+z^3); m = ideal(x,y,z); R = A/J;

i6 : koszulHironakaClosure(ideal(x,y)*R,m) --KH closure of a parameter ideal - not closed

                   2
o6 = ideal (y, x, z )

o6 : Ideal of R

i7 : diagonal2 = koszulHironakaClosure(ideal(x^2,y^2,z^2)*R,m)

             2 2 2

2If Γ(ω_Y ) is known for a regular alteration, then BGG is not needed as R Γ(O_Y ) can be computed via duality.

o7 = ideal (z , y , x )
o7 : Ideal of R
i8 : member(x*y*z,diagonal2) -- it is in the tight closure
o8 = false
i9 : diagonal3 = koszulHironakaClosure(ideal(x^3,y^3,z^3)*R,m)
             3 3 3 3 2 2 2
o9 = ideal (z , y , - y - z , x y z )
o9 : Ideal of R
i10 : member(x^2*y^2*z^2, diagonal3) --in both the tight and KH closures
o10 = true
i11 : BrennerComparison = koszulHironakaClosure(ideal(x^4,x*y,y^2)*R,m)
              2 3 3
o11 = ideal (y , x*y, -y , x*z )
o11 : Ideal of R
i12 : member(y*z^2, BrennerComparison) --this is in tight closure, but not KH closure
o12 = false

In the above examples, the term m is the ideal whose blowup computes the resolution of singularities. Alternately, you can pass it a module isomorphic to Γ(ω_Y ) for any regular alteration. In fact, in more complicated examples that tends to be much faster as it bypasses the BGG package, see Remark 5.3 and Section 5.1.1 for more discussion.

Additionally, for higher degree diagonal hypersurfaces, KH closure does not always contain the elements in tight closure. Compare the next example with [Sin98].

i2 : A = QQ[x,y,z,w]; J = ideal(x^4+y^4+z^4+w^4); m = ideal(x,y,z,w); R = A/J;
i6 : diagonal3 = koszulHironakaClosure(ideal(x^3,y^3,z^3,w^3), m) --it’s already closed
             3 3 3 3
o6 = ideal (w , z , y , x )
o6 : Ideal of R
i7 : member(x^2*y^2*z^2*w^2, diagonal3)
o7 = false

Note, in [BK06, Remark 4.5] it is shown that (x, y, z)^7 ⊆ (x^4, y^4, z^4)^∗ in k[x, y, z]/(x^7 + y^7 + z^7) in almost all characteristics p. We do not have that for KH closure, although we do have (x, y, z)^8 contained in (x^4, y^4, z^4)^{KH}.

i2 : A = QQ[x,y,z]; J = ideal(x^7+y^7+z^7); m = ideal(x,y,z); R = A/J;

i6 : BrennerKatzmanExample45=koszulHironakaClosure(ideal(x^4,y^4,z^4), m)
             4 4 4 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2
o6 = ideal (z , y , x , x y z , x y z , x y z )
o6 : Ideal of R
i7 : isSubset(m^7*R, BrennerKatzmanExample45)
o7 = false
i8 : isSubset(m^8*R, BrennerKatzmanExample45)
o8 = true

Remark 5.2. Even in a fixed positive characteristic, for any blowup Y → Spec R, thanks to Remark 4.10, the koszulHironakaClosure Macaulay2 method will produce an ideal contained in the plus closure of I (and hence also in the tight closure of I).

Remark 5.3. The koszulHironakaClosure function can be quite fast, frequently much faster than computing the integral closure in Macaulay2 for instance. In higher (co)dimensions however, the typical bottleneck is computing the derived pushforward R Γ(O_Y ) using the BGG package. It is beyond our computers’ capabilities for Y a resolution of a cone over an Abelian surface in P^8. Instead, we recommend calling koszulHironakaClosure with Γ(Y, ω_Y ) instead of an ideal, as the computation is much faster, as done in the example below.

i2 : A = QQ[xr,yr,zr,xs,ys,zs,xt,yt,zt];
i3 : n = 3; B = (QQ[x,y,z]/(ideal(x^n+y^n+z^n)))**(QQ[r,s,t]/(ideal(r^n+s^n+t^n)));
i5 : phi = map(B, A, {x*r,y*r,z*r,x*s,y*s,z*s,x*t,y*t,z*t});
i6 : J = ker phi; -- make the Segre product, not Cohen-Macaulay
i7 : R = A/J; -- a cone over an Abelian variety
i8 : mR = ideal(xr,yr,zr,xs,ys,zs,xt,yt,zt); --maximal ideal, actually the multiplier ideal
i9 : partParm = ideal(xs,yt);
i10 : time trim koszulHironakaClosure(partParm, mR*R^1)
 -- used 1.6527s (cpu); 1.15284s (thread); 0s (gc)
o10 = ideal (yt, xs, zs*zt, xr*yr)
o10 : Ideal of R

The above computation of the KH closure of a parameter ideal is beyond the capabilities of our computers if we use the blowup strategy. However, as it is a quasi-Gorenstein isolated log canonical singularity, we know that Γ(ω_Y ) = mω_R, and so we can use that to compute the KH closure. 5.1. Our Macaulay2 implementation. Suppose S → R is a surjection from a polynomial ring to R, (f) ⊆ S maps onto J in R, and π ∶ Y → Spec R is a resolution of singularities. The BGG package [ADE^+] lets one compute the complex R Γ(O_Y ) as a complex of S-modules. We then consider the 26

map R Γ(O_Y ) → K (f; S) ⊗^L_S R Γ(O_Y ) which we construct via the Complexes package [SS]. If R is normal, then the 0th cohomology on the left is exactly R, otherwise it is the normalization R^N. We can then take 0th homology of that map and consider the image M of (5.1.1) H^0( R Γ(O_Y )) → H^0(K (f; S) ⊗^L_S R Γ(O_Y )).

Note that

K (f; S) ⊗^L_S R Γ(O_Y ) ≅ K (f; S) ⊗^L_S R ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y ) = K (f; R) ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y ) and so there is no dependence on the choice of S.

If R is reduced but not normal with normalization R^N, then the image M of the map (5.1.1) is M = R^N/(f)R^N)^{KH} The R-annihilator^3 of that is {x ∈ R ∣ x ∈ (JR^N)^{KH}} = R ∩ (JR^N)^{KH} which agrees with J^{KH} thanks to Proposition 3.7.

5.1.1. Computations without blowups. Instead of specifying an ideal to compute a resolution of singularities, we can specify Γ(ω_Y ). Then we can can observe, via repeated usage of Grothendieck duality, that R Γ(O_Y ) ≅ R Hom_R(R Γ(ω Y ), ω R ) ≅ R Hom_A(R Γ(ω Y ), ω A ) = R Hom_A(R Γ(ω_Y ), ω_A)[dim A−dim R] The last of which Macaulay2 can compute. In our experience, this implementation is much faster than the implementation where we compute the blowup.

5.2. Ideal powers – KH closure is not a semi-prime or star operation. It is natural to ask if KH closure is a semi-prime or star operation as described in [Eps12, Section 4.1], see also [Pet64, Gil92].

Recall that a closure operation is semi-prime if we have I^{cl}J^{cl} ⊆ (IJ)^{cl}. It is a star operation if (xJ)^{cl} = x(J^{cl}). Using our KHClosure package, we can easily verify that KH closure satisfies neither property.

i2 : A = QQ[x,y,z];

i3 : J = ideal(x^5+y^5+z^5) ;

i4 : mA = ideal(x,y,z);

i5 : R = A/J;

i6 : I = ideal(x,y);

i7 : IKH = koszulHironakaClosure(I, mA)

                   2
o7 = ideal (y, x, z )

o7 : Ideal of R

i8 : I2KH = koszulHironakaClosure(I^2, mA)

3In fact, we take the S-annihilator in Macaulay2, but as R is a quotient of S, this is harmless.

             2 2 4 3 3
o8 = ideal (y , x*y, x , z , y*z , x*z )

o8 : Ideal of R

i9 : isSubset(IKH*IKH, I2KH)

o9 = false

i10 : IxKH = koszulHironakaClosure(I*x,mA)

                   2 3 5 5
o10 = ideal (x*y, x , x*z , y + z )

o10 : Ideal of R

i11 : IxKH == x*IKH

o11 = false

6. Alternate alteration-based (pre)closures The KH closure introduced above was not the first operation we considered. Indeed, we developed it when trying to study the colon capturing property of other operations. We mention these operations below.

6.1. Hironaka preclosure. We begin with what we now call the Hironaka-preclosure and observe that it has a natural generalization for modules.

Definition 6.1. Suppose R satisfies Setting 3.1. Let L ⊆ M be R modules and let π∶ Y → Spec R be a regular alteration. Define the Hironaka preclosure of L inside M to be L^{Hir}_M ∶ = ker(M → H_0(M/L ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y ))).

Proposition 6.2. The Hironaka preclosure of L inside M is a well-defined preclosure operation. Furthermore, it is functorial, residual, and, if R is local, is faithful.

Proof. This operation is independent of the choice of alteration by a similar argument as the one in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Clearly the Hironaka preclosure is extensive, as L ⊆ ker(M → H0(M/L ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y ))). Similarly, it is order preserving.

To see that it is functorial, consider f∶ M → N and the following commutative diagram M N

H_0(M/L ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) H_0(N/f(L) ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) f

which implies f(L^{Hir}_M ) ⊆ f(L)^{Hir}_N . The Hironaka preclosure must also be residual because M → H_0(M/L ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) factors through M/L. Finally, suppose (R, m, k) is local. Then because R Γ(O_Y ) is locally Cohen-Macaulay the natural map R → R Γ(O_Y ) → H_0(k⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) is nonzero and so Hironaka preclosure is faithful. □ We do not know if the Hironaka preclosure is idempotent, although computer experimentation suggests it might be the case. 28

Question 6.3. Is the Hironaka preclosure idempotent? That is, is it a closure?

If M = R and L = I = (f_1, . . . , f_n) is an ideal, then it is easy to see that

(6.1.1) I^{KH} ⊆ I^{Hir}

since we have a factorization R → K (f; R) ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ) → R/I ⊗^L R Γ(O_Y ). Furthermore, if R is Cohen-Macaulay and I = (f_1, . . . , f_n) is a parameter ideal then I^{KH} = I^{Hir} (as then R/I ≅ K (f, R) in the derived category). In fact, we will see that I^{KH} = I^{Hir} for parameter ideals even without the Cohen-Macaulay condition in Corollary 6.18.

Remark 6.4. The proof of Proposition 3.8 runs without change and so we obtain that I^{Hir} ⊆ I.

We also obtain the following comparison with tight closure via reduction modulo p ≫ 0.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose R is a ring of finite type over a field of characteristic zero and I ⊆ R. Then I^{Hir} ⊆ I^∗ where the right side denotes reduction modulo p ≫ 0 tight closure. I^{Hir} is even contained in the reduction-to-characteristic p > 0 plus closure.

Proof. First, note that in order to compute H_0(R/I ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) we can truncate a projective resolution of R/I in degree d + 1 where d = dim(R). To see this, note that R Γ(O_Y ) is equivalent to a bounded complex concentrated in cohomological degree [0, d]. If P → R/I is a projective resolution, then R/I ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y ) ≅ P ⊗_R R Γ(O_Y ). To compute H_0(R/I ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )), it suffices to consider (P ⊗_R R Γ(O_Y ))_1 → (P ⊗_R R Γ(O_Y ))_0 → (P ⊗_R R Γ(O_Y ))_{−1} which is equivalent to d+1 ⊕_{i=1} Pi ⊗R R Γ(OY ))^{i−1} → d ⊕_{i=0} Pi ⊗R R Γ(OY )^i → d−1 ⊕_{i=−1} Pi ⊗R R Γ(OY )^{i+1}.

This implies that H_0(R/I ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) = H_0(P_{≤d+1} ⊗_R R Γ(O_Y )).

We now modify the argument of Proposition 4.9. As before, let R_t, I_t, and (I^{Hir})_t, for t ∈ m − Spec A denote a family of reduction-to-characteristic p > 0 models of R, I, and I^{Hir} respectively. By enlarging A if necessary, we can assume that a resolution of singularities π∶ Y → Spec R reduces to a resolution π_t∶ Y_t → Spec R_t as well. The fact that H_0(R/I ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) can be computed with bounded complexes ensures that we can also enlarge A so that (I^{Hir})_t = ker (R_t → H_0(R_t/I_t ⊗^L_{Rt} R Γ(O_{Yt} ))). The proof of Proposition 4.9 now works essentially unchanged □

Remark 6.6. The Macaulay2 package KHClosure provides a command subHironakaClosure which computes a subset of the Hironaka preclosure. This computes R Γ(O_Y ) as a complex over A, instead of as a complex over R, where R = A/J and A is a polynomial ring. As we have a map R/I ⊗^L_A R Γ(O_Y ) → R/I ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y ), we can use this to compute a subset of I^{Hir}. Regardless, we can use this to easily verify that Hironaka preclosure produces a strictly larger output than KH closure (see the computation below).

Additionally, we have a command HironakaClosure which computes the Hironaka-pre-closure when we know the multiplier module Γ(ω_Y ) ⊆ ω_R and the ambient ring R is Cohen-Macaulay. In this case, we compute R Γ(O_Y ) over R and not A. This tends to be much slower than

subHironakaClosure or koszulHironakaClosure. Regardless though, experimental evidence we

have considered suggests that Hironaka closure is indeed a closure operation in this context.

Furthermore, we would not expect the Hironaka preclosure to experience the same issues with products or powers of ideals that Koszul closure does. Indeed, one can quickly verify that our particular counterexamples to the generalized Briançon-Skoda for KH closure do not fail for Hironaka preclosure. 29

i2 : A = QQ[x,y,z]; J = ideal(x^5+y^5+z^5); mA = ideal(x,y,z);
i5 : R = A/J; mR = sub(mA, R);
i7 : I = ideal(x,y); -- a parameter ideal
i8 : I2KH = koszulHironakaClosure(I^2,mA)
             2 2 4 3 3
o8 = ideal (y , x*y, x , z , y*z , x*z )
o8 : Ideal of R
i9 : I2sHir = subHironakaClosure(I^2,mA)
             2 2 3 2 2
o9 = ideal (y , x*y, x , z , y*z , x*z )
o9 : Ideal of R
i10 : I2Hir = hironakaClosure(I^2,mR^3*R^1) --needs multiplier ideal/module of R in this case
              2 2 3 2 2
o10 = ideal (y , x*y, x , z , y*z , x*z )
o10 : Ideal of R
i11 : I2sHir == I2Hir
o11 = true
i12 : isSubset(I2KH, I2Hir)
o12 = true
i13 : member(x*z^2, I2KH) -- KH closure is strictly smaller than Hironaka
o13 = false
i14 : I3int = integralClosure(I^3)
              3 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 3
o14 = ideal (z , y*z , x*z , y z, x*y*z, x z, y , x*y , x y, x )
o14 : Ideal of R
i15 : isSubset(I3int, I2KH) --Briancon-Skoda counterexample for KH
o15 = false
i16 : isSubset(I3int, I2Hir) --not a counterexample for Hironaka closure
o16 = true

This suggests the following question.

Question 6.7. Suppose R is a domain satisfying Setting 3.1. If J is n-generated, then do we have J^{n+k−1} ⊆ (J^k)^{Hir}?

Furthermore, if I, J ⊆ R are ideals and x ∈ R, is I^{Hir}J^{Hir} ⊆ (IJ)^{Hir}? Is xI^{Hir} = (xI)^{Hir}?

Many of the elements from the reduction-mod-p tight closure that we saw were not in the KH closure in Example 5.1 can easily be seen to be in the Hironaka closure using the Macaulay2 package. In particular, the hironakaClosure function gives a another way to check that various elements are in the tight closure for all p ≫ 0 thanks to Lemma 6.5.

6.2. Canonical alteration closure. Our next closure operation is inspired by [McD23] in the form of Theorem 2.9. Indeed, as the Γ(ω_Y ) for various alterations Y → Spec R computes the multiplier ideal J(R) in the sense of de Fernex-Hacon [DH09], it is natural to simply use that family of modules to construct a closure whose test ideal is the multiplier ideal. We expect this operation to be closer to characteristic zero tight closure, see also Theorem 7.7 below.

Definition 6.8. Suppose R is a normal domain satisfying Setting 3.1 and let L ⊆ M be R modules and π ∶ Y → Spec (R) be a regular alteration. We set cl_π to be the closure operation

L^{clπ}_M = L^{clΓ(ωY )} M , where we are viewing Γ(ω_Y ) as an R-module and this closure as the module closure it defines in the sense of Definition 2.1. We define the canonical alteration closure of L inside M, denoted L^{calt}_M , to be the operation L^{calt}_M ∶ = ⋂

π∶Y →Spec (R)

L^{clπ}_M .

In other words,

L^{calt}_M = ⋂

π∶Y →Spec (R)

{z ∈ M ∣ s ⊗ z ∈ im (Γ(ω_Y ) ⊗_R L → Γ(ω_Y ) ⊗_R M) ∀ s ∈ Γ(ω_Y )} = ⋂ π∶Y →Spec (R)

{z ∈ M ∣ s ⊗ z ∈ ker(Γ(ω_Y ) ⊗_R M → Γ(ω_Y ) ⊗_R M/L) ∀ s ∈ Γ(ω_Y )}.

Recall (See [ERV25, Proposition 6.2]) that the meet ⋀_{α∈Λ} cl_α of a collection {cl_α}_{α∈Λ} of closure operations is defined for every nested pair of R-modules L ⊆ M for which the cl_α are defined, via L^{(⋀α clα)}

M ∶= ⋂_α L^{clα}_M . Hence, calt = ⋀

π∶Y →Spec (R)

cl_π.

The choice of the word “canonical” in canonical alteration closure is meant to emphasize the role of the canonical module.

Proposition 6.9. The operation calt is a well-defined closure operation. Further, calt is residual, functorial, and, if R is local, faithful.

Proof. The fact that module closures are functorial and residual is contained in [ERV25, Proposition 7.4]. As the modules we are using are finitely generated, the individual cl_π operations are faithful for local rings by Nakayama’s Lemma. By [ERV25, Proposition 6.4], the meet of residual and functorial closures is a residual and functorial closure operation. By [RG16, Theorem 4.3], when R is local, the meet of faithful closure operations is faithful. This finishes the proof. □

Another useful fact is that, at least on Artinian modules, calt is a module closure (though of what module depends on the pair L ⊆ M). 31

Lemma 6.10. Given L ⊆ M Artinian, there is some π ∶ Y → Spec (R) a regular alteration such that L^{calt}_M = L^{clπ}_M .

Proof. This follows from the fact that any two regular alterations, π_i ∶ X_1, X_2 → Spec R can be dominated by a third alteration π ∶ Y → Spec R. Y fflffl π ##GG GGG GGG G // X^1

π_1 fflffl X_{2 π2} // Spec R

We then claim that L^{clτ}_M ⊆ L^{clπ1}_M ∩L^{clπ2}_M . To see this, we note that both X_1 and X_2 are smooth and thus are derived splinters in the sense of [Bha12] and so Γ(ω_{X1} ) and Γ(ω_{X2} ) are both summands of Γ(ω_Y ). Thus, if z ∈ M is such that z ⊗ c is in the image of L ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) → M ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) for all c ∈ Γ(ω_Y ) we see that this must also hold for all c ∈ Γ(ω_{X1} ) and also for all c ∈ Γ(ω_{X2} ) and we get the containment claimed. This proves the result, as M is Artinian. □ Proposition 6.11. For a domain R satisfying Setting 3.1, let I be an ideal of R. Then I^{KH} ⊆ I^{Hir} ⊆ I^{calt}. If L ⊆ M are R-modules then L^{Hir}_M ⊆ L^{calt}_M . Proof. We already observed that I^{KH} ⊆ I^{Hir} in equation (6.1.1).

Now consider the pair of R-modules L ⊆ M and let π ∶ Y → Spec R be a regular alteration. For each z ∈ Γ(ω_Y ), consider the map ψ_z∶ R Γ(O_Y ) → R Γ(ω_Y ) induced by O_Y^{1↦z}�→ ω_Y . Then consider M H_0(M/L ⊗^L_R R Γ(O_Y )) M/L ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ) M/L⊗ψ_z which sends m ↦ m̄⊗z. Thus we see that L^{Hir}_M = ker(M → H_0(M/L⊗^L_RR Γ(O_Y )) ⊆ ⋂_{z∈Γ(ωY )} ker(M → M/L ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y )) = L^{clπ}_M . Thus, L^{Hir}_M ⊆ L^{calt}_M and we are done. □ Remark 6.12. As KH closure satisfies colon capturing, and strong colon capturing version A, so do Hironaka and alterations closures. Indeed, by Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 6.11, we obtain colon-capturing:

(x_1, . . . , x_k) ∶ x_{k+1} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{KH} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{Hir} ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_k)^{calt}.

The proof that they satisfy strong colon-capturing version A is similar. We also immediately see that it satisfies a version of the Briançon-Skoda property as we have J^m ⊆ J^{KH} ⊆ J^{Hir} ⊆ J^{calt} if J is m-generated.

We prove the next result by the method of [PRG21, Theorem 3.12].

Theorem 6.13. Let R be normal, local, and satisfying Setting 3.1. Then the multiplier ideal of de Fernex-Hacon satisfies J(R) = τ_{calt}(R). As a consequence, R is KLT if and only if all modules are calt-closed.

Proof. First, we know by Theorem 2.4 that τ_{calt}(R) = ann_R 0^{calt}_E . So it suffices to show that ann_R 0^{calt}_E = ∑

π∶Y →Spec (R)

tr_{Γ(ωY )}(R).

First we discuss alternate ways to write 0^{calt}_E . It follows from the definition that 0^{calt}_E = ⋂

π∶Y →Spec (R) ⋂ s∈Γ(ω_Y )

ker(E → Γ(ω_Y ) ⊗_R E), 32

where the maps E → Γ(ω_Y ) ⊗_R E send z ↦ s ⊗ z. Since E is Artinian, there must exist finitely many regular alterations π ∶ Y → Spec (R), say π_1, . . . , π_t and for each i, finitely many s ∈ Γ(ω_{Yi} ), say s_{i1}, . . . , s_{iki} such that 0^{calt}_E =^t⋂_{i=1} k_i ⋂_{j=1} ker(E → Γ(ωY_i ) ⊗R E), where the i, jth map sends z ↦ s_{ij} ⊗ z. Define φ ∶ E → ⊕_i ⊕_j Γ(ω_{Yi} ) ⊗_R E

to be the map sending z ↦ ⊕_j ⊕_i s_{ij} ⊗ z.

Then by the above, 0^{calt}_E = ker φ.

Now we prove that ann_R 0^{calt}_E = ∑_{π∶Y →Spec (R)} tr_{Γ(ωY )}(R). First, let c ∈ ann_R 0^{calt}_E , so that 0 = c0^{calt}_E = c ker φ.

Then 0^{calt}_E ⊆ ann_E c. Taking the Matlis dual of this inclusion, we get a surjection R̂/cR̂ = Hom_{R̂}(ann_E c, E) ↠ Hom_{R̂}(0^{calt}_E , E).

We also have an exact sequence 0 → ker φ → E^φ�→ ⊕_j ⊕_i Γ(ω_{Yi} ) ⊗_R E.

Taking the Matlis dual of this exact sequence, we get Hom_{R̂}(0^{calt}_E , E) = Hom_{R̂}(ker φ, E) = coker φ^∨.

We rewrite the latter as R̂ ∑_i ∑_j im (Hom^_R(Γ(ωY_i ) ⊗R R̂, R̂) → R̂) , where the i, jth map sends ψ ↦ ψ(s_{ij} ). As we have a surjection R̂/cR̂ ↠ Hom_{R̂}(0^{calt}_E , E), this implies that cR̂ ⊆ ∑_i ∑_j im (Hom_{R̂}(Γ(ω_{Yi} ) ⊗_R R̂, R̂) → R̂) .

Since the Γ(ω_{Yi} ) are finitely generated, Hom here commutes with flat base change, so the above is equal to ⎛ ⎝ ∑_i ∑_j im (HomR(Γ(ωY_i ), R) → R) ⎞ ⎠ ⊗_R R̂. Since completion is faithfully flat (and hence pure), this implies that c ∈ ∑_i ∑_j im (Hom_R(Γ(ω_{Yi} ), R) → R) ,

which is certainly contained in ∑_π tr_{Γ(ωY )}(R).

For the other inclusion, suppose c ∈ ∑_{π∶Y →Spec (R)} tr_{Γ(ωY )}(R). Then there exist regular alterations π^′_1, . . . , π^′_ℓ and s^′_{i1}, . . . , s^′_{imi} such that c ∈ ∑_i ∑_j im (Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ′_i ), R) → R), where the i, j the map sends ψ ↦ ψ(s^′_{ij} ). Enlarge the sets of s_{ij}, π_i from the first part of the proof to include these. Then c ∈ ∑_i ∑_j im (Hom_R(Γ(ω_{Yi} ), R) → R).

This implies that there is a surjection R/cR ↠ R ∑_i ∑_j im (HomR(Γ(ωY_i ), R) → R) . Taking Matlis duals, we get

Hom_R ( R ∑_i ∑_j im (HomR(Γ(ωY_i ), R) → R)

, E) ↪ Hom_R(R/cR, E) = ann_E c.

Further, the left hand side is equal to 0^{calt}_E . Hence c ∈ ann_R 0^{calt}_E .

For the final statement, note that R is KLT if and only if J (R) = R. □

We list some further properties of the multiplier ideal/submodule for a particular alteration:

Lemma 6.14. For a given alteration π ∶ Y → Spec (R), the following holds: J_π(R) = tr_{Γ(ωY )}(R) = τ_{clπ} (R).

Proof. Definition 2.10 gives us the first equality. The other equality follows from Theorem 2.4. □

Corollary 6.15. If τ ∶ Z → Spec R is a regular alteration further along the inverse limit system than π ∶ Y → Spec R, then J_τ (M) ⊆ J_π(M) for any R-module M.

Proof. Let κ ∶ Z → Y be such that τ = π ○ κ. Since Y is smooth and thus a derived splinter by [Bha12, Theorem 2.12], we get that ω_Y → κ_∗ω_Z splits. Taking global sections implies we have a surjection Γ(ω_Z ) ↠ Γ(ω_Y ). From [Lin17, Proposition 2.8.1] or [PRG21, Proposition 2.27.5], we see that tr_{Γ(ωY )}(M) ⊆ tr_{Γ(ωZ )}(M) for any R-module M. □

Using the fact that (H^{−i}ω _R)^∨ ≅ H^i_m(R), we obtain a pairing ω_R × H^d_m(R) → E, see for instance [Har67, Theorem 6.7] or [Smi97, Section 2]. This pairing is perfect if R is complete. Via this pairing, we can define Ann_{ωR} N for any submodule N ⊆ H^d_m(R) as in [Smi97, Section 2], see also [JR24].

Theorem 6.16. Suppose R is an excellent domain with a dualizing complex. Suppose m ⊆ R is maximal and M = H^d_m(R) where d = dim R_m. Then

(J (ω_R)_m)^∨ ≅ M/0^{calt}_M .

where ∨ denotes Matlis duality. In particular, Ann_{ωR} 0^{calt}_M = J (ω_R). Furthermore, 0^{calt}_M = 0^{clπ}_M for any regular alteration π ∶ Y → Spec R.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that R is local.

For any regular alteration π ∶ Y → Spec R, set S to be the ring of the associated Stein factorization so that R ⊆ S is finite and S is normal.

We have that Hom_R(ω_S , ω_R) ≅ S since S is normal and hence S2 (see for instance [Har07, Section 1] and observe that Hom_R(Hom_R(S, ω_R), ω_R) is the S2-ification of S and that Hom_R(S, ω_R) ≅ ω_S). Note that Hom_R(ω_S , ω_R) is generated as an S-module by the trace map Tr ∶ ω_S → ω_R. Furthermore, as S is normal, Γ(ω_Y ) = J (ω_S ) ⊆ ω_S agrees with S in codimension 1, and so Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R) ≅ S as well. Now J (ω_R) = Tr(Γ(ω_Y )) for any regular alteration Y by [BST15, Theorem 8.1] (set Δ_X = −K_X which forces Δ_Y = −K_Y ). It immediately follows that J (ω_R) = ∑_φ Image(Γ(ω_Y )^φ�→ ω_R) as Tr is in that sum, and all other maps φ ∈ Hom_R(ω_S , ω_R) are multiples of trace. 34

We see that J (ω_R) = ∑_φ Image (Γ(ω_Y )^φ�→ ω_R)

= Image ( Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R) ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y )^{φ⊗y↦φ(y)}�→ ω_R) = ∑_y Image ( Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R)^{φ↦φ(y)}�→ ω_R) = Image ( ⊕_y Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R)^{φ↦φ(y)}�→ ω_R) where φ in the first sum runs over elements of Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R) and the y in the later sums runs over y ∈ Γ(ω_Y ).

As ω_R is the bottom cohomology of ω _R, we see that Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R)^∨ ≅ (H^{−d} R Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω R ))^∨ ≅ H^d_m(Γ(ω_Y )) where the second isomorphism is local duality. Therefore, we see that J (ω_R)^∨ = Image ( ⊕_y Hom_R(Γ(ω_Y ), ω_R) → ω_R)^∨ ≅ Image (H^d_m(R) → ∏_y H^d_m(Γ(ω_Y ))).

We know J (ω_R)^∨ independent of the choice of Y , and so is the kernel of the map is as well. That is ker(H^d_m(R) → ∏_y H^d_m(Γ(ω_Y )) is independent of Y , and so also coincides with ker (H^d_m(R) → ∏ Y ∏_y H^d_m(Γ(ωY )))

where the outer product runs over regular alterations Y → Spec R.

Now, as H^d_m(Γ(ω_Y )) ≅ H^d_m(R) ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y ), we see that 0^{calt}_M is simply ker (H^d_m(R) → ∏ Y ∏_y H^d_m(R)⊗RΓ(ωY )) = ker (H^d_m(R) → ∏_Y ∏_y H^d_m(ωY )) = ker (H^d_m(R) → ∏_y H^d_m(ωY ))

where Y runs over alterations and y over elements of Γ(ω_Y ). This proves the first statement and the fact that 0^{calt}_M = 0^{clπ}_M .

For the statement about annihilators, we observe our work so far implies that (ω_R/J (ω_R))^∨ = 0^{calt}_M . Then by [Smi95, 2.1 Lemma (i)] (we do not need Cohen-Macaulay or S2 for this statement) or [JR24, Proposition 4.2] (see also [Har01, Remark 5.3]), we have that (0^{calt}_M )^∨ = ω_{̂R}/ Ann_{ω ̂R} 0^{calt}_M . Hence, as we have a natural isomorphism N^{∨∨} ≅ N ⊗_R ̂R for N finitely generated, we see that (ω_R/J (ω_R))^{∨∨} ≅ ω_{̂R}/ Ann_{ω ̂R} 0^{calt}_M and so J (ω_R) ⊗_R ̂R = Ann_{ω ̂R} 0^{calt}_M where we view J (ω_R) ⊗_R ̂R ⊆ ω_R ⊗_R ̂R = ω_{̂R}. It immediately follows that J (ω_R) ⊂ Ann_{ωR} 0^{calt}_M . But R → ̂R is faithfully flat and hence pure so ker(ω_R →^{ωR⊗R ̂R}_{J (ωR)⊗R ̂R} ) = J (ω_R) and therefore Ann_{ωR} 0^{calt}_M = J (ω_R) as desired. □ Corollary 6.17. Suppose (R, m) is a d-dimensional Noetherian local domain satisfying Setting 3.1 and J = (x_1, . . . , x_d) ⊆ m is a full parameter ideal. Then J^{KH} = J^{Hir} = J^{calt} = J^{clπ} where π ∶ Y → Spec R is any regular alteration.

Proof. The containments J^{KH} ⊆ J^{Hir} ⊆ J^{calt} ⊆ J^{clπ} are found in Proposition 6.11 or follow by definition, and so it suffices to show that J^{clπ} ⊆ J^{KH}. From the statement and proof of Theorem 6.16, we have that H^d_m(R)/0^{clπ}_{Hdm(R)} = J (ω_R)^∨ = Image(H^d_m(R) → ∏_y H^d_m(Γ(ω_Y )) where π ∶ Y → Spec R is a regular alteration and y runs over elements of Γ(ω_Y ). However, we also have that J (ω_R)^∨ = ( Image (Γ(ω_Y ) → ω_R))^∨ = Image (H^d_m(R) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y ))).

Thus 0^{clπ}_{Hdm(R)} = ker (H^d_m(R) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y ))).

Now, consider the map R → R/J^{1↦[1/(x1 ⋯xd)]}

�→ H^d_m(R). As module closures are residual and functorial, we know we have a map J^{clπ} /J = 0^{clπ}_{R/J} → 0^{clπ}_{Hdm(R)} = ker (H^d_m(R) → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y ))).

But by Corollary 4.5, we have that the kernel of R → H^d_m(R Γ(O_Y )) is J^{KH} so that J^{clπ} ⊆ J^{KH} as desired. □ In fact, this will also imply the result for partial parameter ideals.

Corollary 6.18. Suppose (R, m) is local and satisfies Setting 3.1, x_1, . . . , x_d is a full system of parameters and J = (x_1, . . . , x_i) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Then J^{KH} = J^{Hir} = J^{calt} = J^{clπ} for π any regular alteration.

Proof. We have the containments ⊆ so it suffices to show that J^{clπ} ⊆ J^{KH}. We know J^{clπ} ⊆ ⋂_{n>0}(x_1, . . . , x_i, x^n_{i+1}, . . . , x^n_d )^{clπ} = ⋂_{n>0}(x_1, . . . , x_i, x^n_{i+1}, . . . , x^n_d )^{KH} = J^{KH} where we have used Corollary 6.17 for the second equality and Proposition 3.9 for the last equality. The result follows. □ As J^{clπ} and J^{KH} commute with localization, this result generalizes outside the local case to any ideal J = (f_1, . . . , f_i) such that f_1, . . . , f_i is part of a system of parameters in any localization R_Q with J ⊆ Q ∈ Spec R.

7. Connections to positive characteristic Suppose R is as in Setting 3.1. As one varies over all regular alterations π ∶ Y → Spec R, one obtains the multiplier modules / Grauert-Riemenschneider modules Γ(ω_Y ) for all finite integral extensions R ⊆ S. These modules reduce modulo-p to parameter test modules τ(ω_S) of [Smi95] as we observed in the proof of Corollary 4.8.

It is thus natural to ask what happens if we construct a characteristic p > 0 closure operation using the modules τ(ω_S ) as one varies over all finite domain extensions R ⊆ S (in analogy to the canonical alteration closure of Definition 6.8). In fact, below in Theorem 7.7, we prove that this closure coincides with tight closure under mild hypotheses.

We briefly recall the notion of tight interior from [ES14].

Definition 7.1. Suppose R is a ring of characteristic p > 0 and M is an R-module. We define the tight interior M_∗ of M to be ⋂_{c∈R○} ⋂_{e0≥0} ∑_{e≥e0} Image ( HomR(F^e_∗ R, M)^{g↦g(F} e ∗ c) �→ M). If R is F -finite, reduced and one chooses c ∈ R^○ a big test element, then in fact we have M_∗ = ∑_{e≥e} 0 Image ( Hom_R(F^e_∗ R, M)^{g↦g(F} e ∗ c)

�→ M)

by [ES14, Theorem 2.5].

We introduce one other useful definition. 36

Definition 7.2. An R-module W is called a durable test module if for all R-module inclusions L ⊆ M, we have im(1_W ⊗_R (L ↪ M)) = im(1_W ⊗_R(L^∗_M ↪ M)). Here 1_W denotes the identity map on W and so the identification of images just means that im (W ⊗L → W ⊗M) = im (W ⊗L^∗_M → W ⊗M) under the canonical maps.

Remark 7.3. When R is a prime characteristic Noetherian ring, Huneke [Hun97] defined a strong test ideal to be an ideal T such that for all ideals I of R, we have

(7.0.1) I^∗T = IT.

Clearly any such T is contained in the finitistic test ideal of R, and Huneke showed that one can often find such an ideal that is not in any minimal prime of R. Enescu [Ene03] defined the more general notion of a strong test module to be an R-module T that satisfies (7.0.1), and showed that the parameter test submodule is frequently a strong test module.

Note that the notion of durable test modules is a generalization of Enescu’s strong test modules, since for any R-module W and ideal I, we have im(1_W ⊗ (I ↪ R)) = IW .

Proposition 7.4. Let R be an F-finite ring. Let U, L, M be R-modules. Let j ∶ L ↪ M and j^′ ∶ L^∗_M ↪ M be inclusion maps. Then im(1_{U∗} ⊗ j) = im(1_{U∗} ⊗ j^′).

That is, the tight interior of any R-module is a durable test module for R.

Proof. Let u ∈ U_∗ and z ∈ L^∗_M . It is enough to show that u ⊗ z is in the image of 1_{U∗} ⊗ j. Let c ∈ R^○ and e_0 ∈ N such that cz^q ∈ L^{[q]}_M for all e ≥ e_0, where q = p^e. Then by definition of U_∗, there exist e_1, . . . , e_n ∈ [e_0, ∞) ∩ N and g_1, . . . , g_n such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, g_i ∈ Hom_R(F^{ei}_∗ (R), U) and ∑^n_{i=1} gi(F^{ei}_∗ (c)) = u. Then it is enough to show that for each i, gi(F^{ei}_∗ (c)) ⊗ z ∈ im(1U_∗ ⊗ j), so from now on we simplify notation by fixing i and setting g ∶= g_i and e ∶= e_i.

Consider the following commutative diagram:

F^e_∗ (R) ⊗_R L α fflffl

f_1 //

F^e_∗ (R) ⊗_R L^∗_M β fflffl

f_2 //

F^e_∗ (R) ⊗_R M γ fflffl U_∗ ⊗_R L^{h1} // U_∗ ⊗_R L^∗_M^{h2} // U_∗ ⊗_R M.

We define the maps above by setting α ∶= g ⊗_R 1_L, β ∶= g ⊗_R 1_L∗_M , γ ∶= g ⊗_R 1_M , and each of the horizontal maps is the tensor product of an identity map with an inclusion map.

Then y ∶= g(F^e_∗ (c))⊗z (in U_∗ ⊗L^∗_M ) = β(t = F^e_∗ (c)⊗z) (with t ∈ F^e_∗ (R)⊗L^∗_M ), but f_2(t) = F^e_∗ (c)⊗z (in F^e_∗ (R) ⊗ M) ∈ im(1_F e_{∗ (R)} ⊗ j) = im(f_2 ○ f_1). That is, there are some d_j ∈ R and ℓ_j ∈ L, 1 ≤ j ≤ m, such that if we set a ∶= ∑^m_{j=1} F^e_∗ (d_j )⊗ℓ_j ∈ F^e_∗ (R)⊗_R L, we have f_2(t) = F^e_∗ (c)⊗z = ∑^m_{j=1} F^e_∗ (d_j )⊗ℓ_j = f_2(f_1(a)). Thus, in U_∗ ⊗ M, we have

g(F^e_∗ (c)) ⊗ z = h_2(y) = h_2(β(t)) = γ(f_2(t)) = γ(f_2(f_1(a))) = h_2(h_1(α(a))) ∈ im(h_2 ○ h_1) = im(1_{U∗} ⊗ j),

as was to be shown. □

We recover the following corollary – a variant of Enescu’s result.

Corollary 7.5 (cf. [Ene03, Corollary 2.6]). For any F-finite reduced ring R, the big test ideal is a durable test module. If R is additionally locally equidimensional, then the parameter test submodule is also a durable test module.

Proof. The big test ideal is the tight interior of R by [ES14, Proposition 2.3]. For the parameter test submodule, see Lemma 7.6 below. □ 37

We assume it is well known to experts that the parameter test submodule τ(ω_R) ⊆ ω_R is the tight interior of ω_R, but we do not know of a reference so we provide a short proof. Lemma 7.6. Suppose R is an F -finite reduced and locally equidimensional Noetherian ring, then τ(ω_R) = (ω_R)_∗ as submodules of ω_R.

Proof of claim. By [SS24, Chapter 2, Corollary 5.8] and [ES14, Corollary 2.11], the formation of τ(ω_R) and (ω_R)_∗ commute with localization and completion. Hence we may assume that R is complete and local (since two submodules L_1, L_2 ⊆ ω_R coincide if and only if they coincide after completion at each maximal ideal). But now, both submodules Matlis dualize to H^d_m(R)/0^∗_{Hdm(R)}, where d = dim R; see [ES14, Proposition 3.5] for (ω_R)_∗. The lemma follows. □ Theorem 7.7. Let R be an F-finite domain. Then for any R-submodule inclusion L ↪ M, we have L^∗_M = ⋂_S L^{clτ (ωS )}_M =∶ L^{cl}_M ,

where the intersection is taken over all module-finite domain extensions R → S. Proof. First let z ∈ L^{cl}_M . Let T be an ideal of R such that τ(ω_R) ≅ T as R-modules. Then for each q = p^e, there is an R^{1/q}-module isomorphism φ ∶ T^{1/q} → τ(ω_R1/q ). Choose a nonzero c ∈ T . Then since R ↪ R^{1/q} is module-finite by assumption, letting a = φ(c^{1/q} ) we have a ⊗ z ∈ im(τ(ω_R1/q ) ⊗_R L → τ(ω_R1/q ) ⊗_R M) by definition of cl. Then applying the maps φ^{−1} ⊗ 1, we have c^{1/q} ⊗ z ∈ im(T^{1/q} ⊗_R L → T^{1/q} ⊗_R M), so that using the injection T^{1/q} ↪ R^{1/q}, we also get c^{1/q} ⊗ z ∈ im(R^{1/q} ⊗_R L → R^{1/q} ⊗_R M). That is, cz^q ∈ L^{[q]}_M , so by definition z ∈ L^∗_M .

Conversely let z ∈ L^∗_M . Let R ↪ S be a module-finite domain extension and let a ∈ τ(ω_S ) =∶ U. Then in the module U ⊗_S (S ⊗_R M), we have the following, where the first equality is because U is a durable test module for S (see Corollary 7.5). We are using the convention that if C is a submodule of M, then SC = im(S ⊗_R C → S ⊗_R M) induced by the inclusion map C ↪ M: a ⊗ (1 ⊗ z) ∈ im(U ⊗_S (SL)^∗_{S⊗M} → U ⊗_S (S ⊗_R M)) = im(U ⊗_S (SL) → U ⊗_S (S ⊗_R M)) = im(U ⊗_S (S ⊗_R L) → U ⊗_S (S ⊗_R M)).

By isomorphism of the functors U ⊗_S (S ⊗_R −) and U ⊗_R − on_RMod, it follows that a ⊗ z ∈ im(U ⊗_R L → U ⊗_R M).

Thus, z ∈ L^{cl}_M . □ Remark 7.8. Let R be an F-finite domain. Under geometric hypotheses, for instance if R is essentially of finite type over a perfect field, for every finite extension R ⊆ S, we know by [dJ96, BST15], that there exists a regular alteration Y_S → Spec S such that Γ(ω_{YS} ) → ω_S has image τ(ω_S ), that is, there is a surjection Γ(ω_{YS} ) ↠ τ(ω_S). Hence by [PRG21, Proposition 2.20] we have that

L^∗_M = ⋂_S L^{clτ (ωS )}_M ⊇ ⋂_S L^{clΓ(ωYS )}_M .

In particular, if one intersects over all regular alterations Y → Spec R, one obtains L^∗_M ⊇ ⋂_Y L^{clΓ(ωY )}_M .

Here, the right side is a naive definition of calt-closure in characteristic p > 0. Notice, however, that in characteristic p > 0 we need not have Γ(ω_Y ) = R Γ(ω_Y ), see for instance [HK15, Example 3.11]. 38

7.1. Applications to canonical alteration closure. We can now compare canonical alteration closure with characteristic zero tight closure obtained via reduction to characteristic p > 0.

Proposition 7.9. Suppose k is a field of characteristic zero and R is a domain of finite type over k, and set L ⊆ M finitely generated R-modules. Then L^∗_M ⊆ L^{calt}_M where L^∗_M denotes reduction modulo p tight closure [HH06]. In fact, after reduction modulo any p ≫ 0, we have that (L_p)^∗_{Mp} ⊆ (L^{clπ}_M )_p where the (−)_p denotes reduction modulo p.

Proof. We prove the second statement as it clearly implies the first. Fix Y → Spec R an alteration and set S = Γ(O_Y ), a finite extension of R. Fix generators b_1, . . . , b_t ∈ Γ(ω_Y ). Note that if z ∈ ker (M^{m↦m̄⊗bi}

�→ M/L ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y )) for all i = 1, . . . , n, then for any b = ∑ a_ib_i we see that

z ∈ ker (M^{m↦m̄⊗b}

�→ M/L ⊗_R Γ(ω_Y )). Furthermore, we know that Γ(ω_Y ) reduces modulo p ≫ 0 to τ(ω_{Sp} ) by Proposition 2.12. It follows that

(L_p)^{clτ (ωSp )}

M_p = (L cl_π M )_p for p ≫ 0. Thanks to Theorem 7.7, we know that (L_p)^∗_{Mp} ⊆ (L_p)^{clτ (ωSp )}_{Mp} .This completes the proof. □ Remark 7.10. Suppose there exists an infinite set of p > 0 such that x_p ∈ (L_p)^∗_{Mp} . The above result then implies we have that x ∈ L^{calt}_M . We explain this more precisely using the notation of Section 2.6: we assume that for a Zariski dense but not necessarily open set V ⊆ m-Spec A that x_t ⊆ (L_t)^∗_{Mt} for all t ∈ V . The result above implies that x ∈ L^{calt}_M . In particular, thanks to [BK06], if R = Q[x, y, z]/(x^7 + y^7 + z^7), we know that x^3y^3 ∈ (x^4, y^4, z^4)^{calt} even though x^3y^3 is not in the usual characteristic zero tight closure (x^4, y^4, z^4)^∗. Thus, I^{calt} can contain I^∗ strictly.

Proposition 7.9 implies that canonical alteration closure satisfies the stronger Briançon-Skoda property. Unfortunately, our proof relies on reduction to characteristic p ≫ 0.

Corollary 7.11. Suppose R is a domain essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero. Suppose J ⊆ R is a ideal which can be generated by n elements. Then

J^{n+k−1} ⊆ (J^k)^{calt}

for every integer k ≥ 1.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 7.9 (for L = J ⊆ R = M) combined with [HH94, (1.3.7) Theorem]. □

Finally, our results give a concrete description of the tight closure of parameter ideals as we vary p ≫ 0. In the Cohen-Macaulay standard graded case such that the ring is F -rational outside the irrelevant ideal, a different (although related) precise description of the tight closure of a full parameter ideal for p ≫ 0 was given in [Har01, Proposition 6.2(iii)]. In the Gorenstein case, another related characterization (J^∗ = J ∶ J (R)) easily follows from [Hun10, Corollary 4.2(2)] in view of the fact that the multiplier ideal J (R) reduces modulo p ≫ 0 to the test ideal τ(R_p), thanks to [Smi00, Har01]. In [Yam23, Theorem 5.24] it is pointed out that the argument of Huneke mentioned above generalizes to the quasi-Gorenstein case, even for a^t-tight closure. We have learned that some experts know other characterizations of the behavior of tight closure of parameter ideals modulo p ≫ 0, but we are not aware of a reference for the behavior of parameter ideals modulo p in the generality we obtain below. 39

Theorem 7.12. Suppose R is a domain of finite type over a field of characteristic zero. Suppose that J = (f_1, . . . , f_h) is an ideal such that f_1, . . . , f_h is part of a system of parameters at every localization of R at a prime containing J. Then

J^{KH} = J^∗ = J^{clπ} = (JΓ(ω_Y )) ∶ Γ(ω_Y ).

where π ∶ Y → Spec R is a regular alteration and J^∗ denotes the reduction modulo p version of tight closure. Furthermore, for all p ≫ 0, (J^{KH})_p = (J_p)^∗ = (J^{clπ} )_p.

Proof. The ideal J is called a parameter ideal in [HH06]. As both the formation of J^{KH} and J^{clπ} commute with localization, we see that J^{KH} = J^{clπ} by Corollary 6.18 as we check the statement after localizing at primes containing J. We also obtain that (J^{KH})_p ⊆ (J_p)^∗ for p ≫ 0 thanks to Proposition 4.9 while (J_p)^∗ ⊆ (J^{clπ} )_p for p ≫ 0 by Proposition 7.9. The final equality with the colon is a consequence of (2.1.1). The result follows. □

In [Sch04, Corollary 4.1], it is shown that J^∗ also coincides with expansion and contraction to a certain big Cohen-Macaulay algebras for J a parameter ideal.

8. Further questions

We end the paper with some questions.

8.1. Some questions on KH closure.

Question 8.1. Is there a characteristic p > 0 closure that is more closely related to KH-closure? For instance, consider the smallest closure operation on ideals in characteristic p > 0 that contains tight closure^4 of parameter ideals and is persistent. How does that compare to KH closure in characteristic zero? Does that closure operation commute with localization? Does it characterize F -rational singularities?

One important question is whether or not KH closure can be extended to a module closure.

Question 8.2. Does KH closure extend to a module closure? Furthermore, does that module closure satisfy Dietz’s generalized colon capturing axiom [Die10] (see also Section 2.1)?

A positive answer to the above question would imply that KH closure induces a big Cohen- Macaulay module. One possibility is to use the Buchsbaum-Rim complex [BR63] instead of the Koszul complex.

We could also hope that the characterization of τ_{KH}(R) from Proposition 4.7 extends beyond the Cohen-Macaulay case.

Question 8.3. Is the degree zero trace of R Γ(O_Y ) equal to τ_{KH}(R) in general?

In [RG18], the third named author explored a condition on closure operations which guarantees the existence of a big Cohen-Macaulay algebra (and which any closure operation induced by a big Cohen-Macaulay algebra satisfies), also see [Mur23] for an alternate approach. In our current paper, we studied a closure operation on ideals induced by a Cohen-Macaulay complex that is also a cosimplicial algebra / differential graded algebra.

For any differential graded R-algebra A, one could form the associated closure on ideals I = (f) via ker (R → H_0(KH (f; A))) (the argument of Proposition 3.3 applies). We tentatively call this a Koszul dg algebra closure, and denote it by I^{KA} .

It is thus natural to ask the following.

Question 8.4. What properties of an ideal closure operation are unique to being induced by differential graded algebra as above? What if it is also a (locally/big) Cohen-Macaulay complex?

4equivalently plus closure; see [Smi94]

It is worth noting that the properties we proved about KH closure are also common to any context where we have a sufficiently (weakly) functorial association from Noetherian rings R to a (hopefully) locally Cohen-Macaulay (over R) differential graded algebra. We do not know any other general way to produce such Cohen-Macaulay differential graded algebras excepting for resolution of singularities in characteristic zero. Besides of course the usual weakly functorial associations to (non-derived) big Cohen-Macaulay algebras.

In characteristic p > 0, Frobenius closure also appears prominently. It is natural to ask if there is a corresponding operation in characteristic zero. We propose the following.

Definition 8.5. Suppose R satisfies Setting 3.1 and I = (f_1, . . . , f_n) is an ideal of R. We define the Koszul-Du Bois closure of I, denoted I^{KD} to be

ker (R → KH(f; R) ⊗^L Ω^0_R)

where Ω^0_R = R Γ(Spec R, Ω^0_{Spec R}) is the 0th graded piece of the Deligne-Du Bois complex of R (it can be viewed as a cosimplicial algebra), see [DB81, GNPP88, PS08, Mur24]. When R is Cohen- Macaulay and essentially of finite type over a field of characteristic zero, we know that Ω^0_{Spec R} is a locally Cohen-Macaulay complex by [KS16].

Again, using the argument of Proposition 3.3, it is not difficult to see it is well defined and indeed a closure operation as Ω^0_R can be viewed as a cosimplicial algebra. When R is essentially of finite type over a field, we know Ω^0_R is at least “close” to being locally Cohen-Macaulay and in fact it is locally Cohen-Macaulay if R is, by the Matlis dual version of [KS16, Theorem 3.3]. We have not studied this operation deeply however.

We do point out that the existing Macaulay2 package can be used to compute it if R is normal and Cohen-Macaulay. In that case, if π ∶ Y → Spec R is a resolution of singularities with SNC exceptional divisor E, then R Hom_R(Ω^0_R, ω_R) = Γ(ω_Y (E)) thanks to [KSS10, Theorem 3.8] and [KS16, Theorem 3.3]. Thus one may call koszulHironakaClosure(I, M) where M is the module ω_Y (E) and this will compute I^{KD}

8.2. Questions on canonical alteration closure. Some of the good properties of canonical alteration closure, such as colon capturing, are simply deduced from KH closure. It would be natural to try to prove them directly. Since canonical alteration closure is defined for modules, it is also natural to hope that it satisfies Dietz’s generalized colon capturing [Die10], see Section 2.1 for a precise statement.

Question 8.6. Does canonical alteration closure satisfy generalized colon capturing? What about Hironaka closure?

Perhaps the most natural question, based on the results of the previous section, is the following.

Question 8.7. Suppose R_Z is a Noetherian domain finite type over Z, J_Z ⊆ R_Z is an ideal, and we have base changes R_Q = R ⊗_Z Q and R_p = R ⊗_Z F_p , and likewise with J_Q and J_p. Suppose x ∈ R is in (J_Q )^{calt}. Does there exist an infinite set of primes p > 0 such that x_p ∈ (J_p)^∗? More generally, is the mod p reduction of (J_Q )^{calt} equal to (J_p)^∗ for infinitely many p > 0?

This question could of course be generalized to finite type domains over various Z-algebras as in the more general reduction modulo p > 0 setup Section 2.6. See also Remark 7.10 as well as [BK06, HH06] for related discussion.

References

[ADE^+] H. Abo, W. Decker, D. Eisenbud, F.-O. Schreyer, G. G. Smith, and M. Stillman: BGG: Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand correspondence. Version 1.4.2. 41

[AS07] M. Aschenbrenner and H. Schoutens: Lefschetz extensions, tight closure and big Cohen-Macaulay algebras, Israel J. Math. 161 (2007), 221–310.

[Bha12] B. Bhatt: Derived splinters in positive characteristic, Compos. Math. 148 (2012), no. 6, 1757–1786. 2999303 [Bha20] B. Bhatt: Cohen-Macaulayness of absolute integral closures, arXiv:2008.08070. [BMS08] M. Blickle, M. Mustaţǎ, and K. E. Smith: Discreteness and rationality of F -thresholds, Michigan Math. J. 57 (2008), 43–61, Special volume in honor of Melvin Hochster. 2492440 (2010c:13003) [BST15] M. Blickle, K. Schwede, and K. Tucker: F -singularities via alterations, Amer. J. Math. 137 (2015), no. 1, 61–109. 3318087 [BNS^+24] L. Borevitz, N. Nader, T. J. Sandstrom, A. Shapiro, A. Simpson, and J. Zomback: On localization of tight closure in line-s4 quartics, Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra 228 (2024), no. 9, 107682.

[Bre03a] H. Brenner: How to rescue solid closure, J. Algebra 265 (2003), no. 2, 579–605. 1987018 [Bre03b] H. Brenner: Tight closure and projective bundles, J. Algebra 265 (2003), no. 1, 45–78. 1984899 [Bre04] H. Brenner: Slopes of vector bundles on projective curves and applications to tight closure problems, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356 (2004), no. 1, 371–392. 2020037 [Bre06] H. Brenner: Continuous solutions to algebraic forcing equations, arXiv:0608.611. [BK06] H. Brenner and M. Katzman: On the arithmetic of tight closure, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 19 (2006), no. 3, 659–672. 2220102 [BM10] H. Brenner and P. Monsky: Tight closure does not commute with localization, Ann. of Math. (2) 171 (2010), no. 1, 571–588. 2630050 [BS21] H. Brenner and J. Steinbuch: Tight closure and continuous closure, J. Algebra 571 (2021), 32–39. 4200707 [BH97] W. Bruns and J. Herzog: Cohen-Macaulay rings, revised ed., Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, no. 39, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1997.

[BR63] D. Buchsbaum and D. S. Rim: A generalized Koszul complex, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 69 (1963), 382–385. 148720 [DH09] T. De Fernex and C. Hacon: Singularities on normal varieties, Compos. Math. 145 (2009), no. 2, 393–414.

[dJ96] A. J. de Jong: Smoothness, semi-stability and alterations, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1996), no. 83, 51–93. 1423020 (98e:14011) [dJ97] A. J. de Jong: Families of curves and alterations, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 47 (1997), no. 2, 599–621. 1450427 [Die10] G. D. Dietz: A characterization of closure operators that induce big Cohen-Macaulay modules, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 138 (2010), no. 11, 3849–3862.

[DB81] P. Du Bois: Complexe de de Rham filtré d’une variété singulière, Bull. Soc. Math. France 109 (1981), no. 1, 41–81. MR613848 (82j:14006) [DG02] W. G. Dwyer and J. P. C. Greenlees: Complete modules and torsion modules, Amer. J. Math. 124 (2002), no. 1, 199–220. 1879003 [Elk78] R. Elkik: Singularités rationnelles et déformations, Invent. Math. 47 (1978), no. 2, 139–147. MR501926 (80c:14004) [Elk81] R. Elkik: Rationalité des singularités canoniques, Invent. Math. 64 (1981), no. 1, 1–6. MR621766 (83a:14003) [Ene03] F. Enescu: Strong test modules and multiplier ideals, Manuscripta Math. 111 (2003), no. 4, 487–498. [Eps12] N. Epstein: A guide to closure operations in commutative algebra, Progress in commutative algebra 2, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin, 2012, pp. 1–37. 2932590 [EH18] N. Epstein and M. Hochster: Continuous closure, axes closure, and natural closure, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018), no. 5, 3315–3362. 3766851 [ERV25] N. Epstein, R. R.G., and J. Vassilev: A common framework for test ideals, closure operations, and their duals, arXiv:2501.03797 [math.AC].

[ES14] N. Epstein and K. Schwede: A dual to tight closure theory, Nagoya Math. J. 213 (2014), 41–75. [Fed83] R. Fedder: F -purity and rational singularity, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 278 (1983), no. 2, 461–480. 701505 [Gil92] R. Gilmer: Multiplicative ideal theory, Queen’s Papers in Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 90, Queen’s University, Kingston, ON, 1992, Corrected reprint of the 1972 edition. 1204267 [GR70] H. Grauert and O. Riemenschneider: Verschwindungssätze für analytische Kohomologiegruppen auf komplexen Räumen, Invent. Math. 11 (1970), 263–292. MR0302938 (46 #2081) [GS] D. R. Grayson and M. E. Stillman: Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry. 42

[GNPP88] Guillén, F., Navarro Aznar, V., Pascual Gainza, P., and Puerta, F.: Hyperrésolutions cubiques et descente cohomologique, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1335, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1988, Papers from the Seminar on Hodge-Deligne Theory held in Barcelona, 1982. MR972983 (90a:14024) [HK15] C. D. Hacon and S. J. Kovács: Generic vanishing fails for singular varieties and in characteristic p > 0, Recent advances in algebraic geometry, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 417, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2015, pp. 240–253. 3380452 [Har98] N. Hara: A characterization of rational singularities in terms of injectivity of Frobenius maps, Amer. J. Math. 120 (1998), no. 5, 981–996. MR1646049 (99h:13005) [Har01] N. Hara: Geometric interpretation of tight closure and test ideals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 353 (2001), no. 5, 1885–1906. 1813597 [HW02] N. Hara and K.-I. Watanabe: F-regular and F-pure rings vs. log terminal and log canonical singularities, J. Algebraic Geom. 11 (2002), no. 2, 363–392. MR1874118 (2002k:13009) [HY03] N. Hara and K.-I. Yoshida: A generalization of tight closure and multiplier ideals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355 (2003), no. 8, 3143–3174.

[Har66] R. Hartshorne: Residues and duality, Lecture notes of a seminar on the work of A. Grothendieck, given at Harvard 1963/64. With an appendix by P. Deligne. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, No. 20, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1966. MR0222093 (36 #5145) [Har67] R. Hartshorne: Local cohomology, A seminar given by A. Grothendieck, Harvard University, Fall, vol. 1961, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1967. MR0224620 (37 #219) [Har07] R. Hartshorne: Generalized divisors and biliaison, Illinois J. Math. 51 (2007), no. 1, 83–98 (electronic). MR2346188 [HM18] R. Heitmann and L. Ma: Big Cohen-Macaulay algebras and the vanishing conjecture for maps of Tor in mixed characteristic, Algebra Number Theory 12 (2018), no. 7, 1659–1674. 3871506 [Hei01] R. C. Heitmann: Extensions of plus closure, J. Algebra 238 (2001), no. 2, 801–826. [Hir64] H. Hironaka: Resolution of singularities of an algebraic variety over a field of characteristic zero. I, II, Ann. of Math. (2) 79 (1964), 109–203; ibid. (2) 79 (1964), 205–326. MR0199184 (33 #7333) [Hoc94] M. Hochster: Solid closure, Commutative algebra: syzygies, multiplicities, and birational algebra (South Hadley, MA, 1992), Contemp. Math., vol. 159, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994, pp. 103– 172. 1266182 [HH90] M. Hochster and C. Huneke: Tight closure, invariant theory, and the Briançon-Skoda theorem, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 3 (1990), no. 1, 31–116.

[HH94] M. Hochster and C. Huneke: F -regularity, test elements, and smooth base change, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 346 (1994), no. 1, 1–62. MR1273534 (95d:13007) [HH95] M. Hochster and C. Huneke: Applications of the existence of big Cohen-Macaulay algebras, Adv. Math. 113 (1995), no. 1, 45–117. 1332808 [HH06] M. Hochster and C. Huneke: Tight closure in equal characteristic zero, A preprint of a manuscript, 2006.

[Hun97] C. Huneke: Tight closure and strong test ideals, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 122 (1997), no. 3, 243–250. [Hun10] C. Huneke: Tight closure, parameter ideals, and geometry, Six lectures on commutative algebra, Mod. Birkhäuser Class., Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2010, pp. 187–239. 2641238 [IMSW21] S. B. Iyengar, L. Ma, K. Schwede, and M. E. Walker: Maximal Cohen-Macaulay complexes and their uses: a partial survey, Commutative algebra, Springer, Cham, [2021] ©2021, pp. 475–500. 4394418 [JR24] Z. Jiang and R. R.G.: Rationality for arbitrary closure operations and the test ideal of full extended plus closure, Preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.14958, 2024.

[Kat08] M. Katzman: Parameter-test-ideals of Cohen-Macaulay rings, Compos. Math. 144 (2008), no. 4, 933– 948. 2441251 [Kaw82] Y. Kawamata: A generalization of Kodaira-Ramanujam’s vanishing theorem, Math. Ann. 261 (1982), no. 1, 43–46. MR675204 (84i:14022) [KKMSD73] G. Kempf, F. F. Knudsen, D. Mumford, and B. Saint-Donat: Toroidal embeddings. I, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 339, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1973. MR0335518 (49 #299) [Kol13] J. Kollár: Singularities of the minimal model program, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 200, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013, With the collaboration of Sándor Kovács. 3057950 [Kov00] S. J. Kovács: A characterization of rational singularities, Duke Math. J. 102 (2000), no. 2, 187–191. MR1749436 (2002b:14005) [KS16] S. J. Kovács and K. Schwede: Du Bois singularities deform, Minimal models and extremal rays (Kyoto, 2011), Adv. Stud. Pure Math., vol. 70, Math. Soc. Japan, [Tokyo], 2016, pp. 49–65. 3617778 [KSS10] S. J. Kovács, K. Schwede, and K. E. Smith: The canonical sheaf of Du Bois singularities, Adv. Math. 224 (2010), no. 4, 1618–1640. 2646306 43

[Lin17] H. Lindo: Trace ideals and centers of endomorphism rings of modules over commutative rings, J. Algebra 482 (2017), 102–130.

[Lip94] J. Lipman: Cohen-Macaulayness in graded algebras, Math. Res. Lett. 1 (1994), no. 2, 149–157. 1266753 [LS81] J. Lipman and A. Sathaye: Jacobian ideals and a theorem of Briançon-Skoda, Michigan Math. J. 28 (1981), no. 2, 199–222. 616270 [LT81] J. Lipman and B. Teissier: Pseudorational local rings and a theorem of Briançon-Skoda about integral closures of ideals, Michigan Math. J. 28 (1981), no. 1, 97–116. MR600418 (82f:14004) [Lyu22] S. Lyu: On some properties of birational derived splinters, arXiv:2210.03193, to appear in Michigan Math. J.

[Lyu24] S. Lyu: Permanence Properties of Splinters via Ultrapower, Michigan Mathematical Journal (2024), 1 – 8.

[McD00] M. A. McDermott: Tight closure, plus closure and Frobenius closure in cubical cones, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 352 (2000), no. 1, 95–114. 1624198 [McD23] P. M. McDonald: Multiplier ideals and klt singularities via (derived) splittings, 2023. [MR85] V. B. Mehta and A. Ramanathan: Frobenius splitting and cohomology vanishing for Schubert varieties, Ann. of Math. (2) 122 (1985), no. 1, 27–40. MR799251 (86k:14038) [MS97] V. B. Mehta and V. Srinivas: A characterization of rational singularities, Asian J. Math. 1 (1997), no. 2, 249–271. MR1491985 (99e:13009) [Mur22] T. Murayama: A uniform treatment of Grothendieck’s localization problem, Compos. Math. 158 (2022), no. 1, 57–88. 4371042 [Mur23] T. Murayama: Uniform bounds on symbolic powers in regular rings, arXiv:2111.06049, to appear in J. Reine Angew. Math.

[Mur24] T. Murayama: Injectivity theorems and cubical descent for schemes, stacks, and analytic spaces, arXiv e-prints (2024), arXiv:2406.10800.

[Mur25] T. Murayama: Relative vanishing theorems for Q-schemes, Algebr. Geom. 12 (2025), no. 1, 84–144. [MTW05] M. Mustaţǎ, S. Takagi, and K.-i. Watanabe: F-thresholds and Bernstein-Sato polynomials, European Congress of Mathematics, Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2005, pp. 341–364. MR2185754 (2007b:13010) [PRG21] F. Pérez and R. R. G.: Characteristic-free test ideals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. Ser. B 8 (2021), 754–787. 4312323 [PS08] C. A. M. Peters and J. H. M. Steenbrink: Mixed Hodge structures, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], vol. 52, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008. MR2393625 [Pet64] J. W. Petro: Some results on the asymptotic completion of an ideal, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (1964), 519–524. 162814 [RG16] R. R. G.: Closure operations that induce big Cohen–Macaulay modules and classification of singularities, J. Algebra 467 (2016), 237–267.

[RG18] R. R. G.: Closure operations that induce big Cohen-Macaulay algebras, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 222 (2018), no. 7, 1878–1897.

[Rob80a] P. Roberts: Cohen-Macaulay complexes and an analytic proof of the new intersection conjecture, J. Algebra 66 (1980), no. 1, 220–225. 591254 [Rob80b] P. Roberts: Homological invariants of modules over commutative rings, Séminaire de Mathématiques Supérieures [Seminar on Higher Mathematics], vol. 72, Presses de l’Université de Montréal, Montreal, QC, 1980. 569936 [RS24] S. Rodríguez-Villalobos and K. Schwede: The Briançon-Skoda Theorem via weak functoriality of big Cohen-Macaulay algebras, arXiv e-prints (2024), arXiv:2406.02433, to appear in Michigan Math. J.

[SdS87] J. B. Sancho de Salas: Blowing-up morphisms with Cohen-Macaulay associated graded rings, Géométrie algébrique et applications, I (La Rábida, 1984), Travaux en Cours, vol. 22, Hermann, Paris, 1987, pp. 201–209.

[Sch03] H. Schoutens: Non-standard tight closure for affine C -algebras, Manuscripta Math. 111 (2003), no. 3, 379–412. 1993501 [Sch04] H. Schoutens: Canonical big Cohen-Macaulay algebras and rational singularities, Illinois J. Math. 48 (2004), no. 1, 131–150.

[SS24] K. Schwede and K. E. Smith: Singularities defined by the Frobenius map, a draft of a book, https://github.com/kschwede/FrobeniusSingularitiesBook, 2024.

[ST14] K. Schwede and K. Tucker: Test ideals of non-principal ideals: computations, jumping numbers, alterations and division theorems, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 102 (2014), no. 5, 891–929. 3271293

[Sin98] A. K. Singh: A computation of tight closure in diagonal hypersurfaces, J. Algebra 203 (1998), no. 2, 579–589. 1622811 [SB74] H. Skoda and J. Briançon: Sur la clôture intégrale d’un idéal de germes de fonctions holomorphes en un point de C^n, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. A 278 (1974), 949–951. 340642 [SS] G. G. Smith and M. Stillman: Complexes: beta testing new version of chain complexes. Version 0.999995.

[Smi94] K. E. Smith: Tight closure of parameter ideals, Invent. Math. 115 (1994), no. 1, 41–60. [Smi95] K. E. Smith: Test ideals in local rings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 347 (1995), no. 9, 3453–3472. MR1311917 (96c:13008) [Smi97] K. E. Smith: F -rational rings have rational singularities, Amer. J. Math. 119 (1997), no. 1, 159–180. 1428062 [Smi00] K. E. Smith: The multiplier ideal is a universal test ideal, Comm. Algebra 28 (2000), no. 12, 5915–5929, Special issue in honor of Robin Hartshorne. MR1808611 (2002d:13008) [Tak04] S. Takagi: An interpretation of multiplier ideals via tight closure, J. Algebraic Geom. 13 (2004), no. 2, 393–415. MR2047704 (2005c:13002) [Tem08] M. Temkin: Desingularization of quasi-excellent schemes in characteristic zero, Adv. Math. 219 (2008), no. 2, 488–522. 2435647 [Vie82] E. Viehweg: Vanishing theorems, J. Reine Angew. Math. 335 (1982), 1–8. MR667459 (83m:14011) [Yam23] T. Yamaguchi: A characterization of multiplier ideals via ultraproducts, Manuscripta Math. 172 (2023), no. 3-4, 1153–1168. 4651117

Department of Mathematical Sciences, George Mason University, Fairfax, VA 22030 Email address: nepstei2@gmu.edu

Department of Mathematics, Statistics, and Computer Science, University of Illinois Chicago, Chicago, IL 60607

Email address: petermm2@uic.edu

Department of Mathematical Sciences, George Mason University, Fairfax, VA 22030 Email address: rrebhuhn@gmu.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112 Email address: schwede@math.utah.edu