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ABSTRACT. We investigate the higher divisorial ideal D(I) := Ann(Extg
R(R/I, R)) associated to an

ideal I of grade g. Our main focus is the containment problem D(I) ⊆ I. We show that this inclu-
sion holds for broad classes of ideals, including unmixed ideals of finite projective dimension over
3-dimensional quasi-normal rings, parameter ideals in quasi-Gorenstein rings, and powers of perfect
ideals under suitable homological conditions. Conversely, we construct explicit examples demon-
strating the necessity of these hypotheses. We develop structural properties of D(I), relating it to
unmixed parts, reflexive closures, symbolic powers, Frobenius closure, and trace ideals. Applica-
tions include criteria for the triviality of reflexive modules and vector bundles on punctured spectra,
as well as new connections among annihilators of Ext, conductor ideals, and local cohomology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The interplay between homological algebra and commutative algebra has long been a source
of deep results and unexpected connections. A particularly fruitful interaction arises in the study
of Ext modules and their annihilators, which form a bridge between module-theoretic properties
and ideal-theoretic phenomena. For an ideal I in a commutative Noetherian ring R, the mod-
ules Exti

R(R/I, R) encode substantial information about both the ideal I and the ambient ring R.
Among these, the first nonvanishing Ext module—occurring when i = grade(I, R)—is especially
significant.

In his book on divisor theory in module categories [23], Vasconcelos introduced the higher divi-
sorial ideal associated to an ideal I of grade g:

D(I) := Ann
(
Extg

R(R/I, R)
)
.
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2 ANNIHILATOR OF EXT

This invariant naturally interpolates between I and its radical rad(I), and in Cohen–Macaulay
settings, between the unmixed part Iunm and rad(I). Despite this seemingly constrained position,
D(I) exhibits remarkable and often unexpected behavior, differing substantially from classical
closure operations such as integral closure I, reflexive closure I∗∗, and symbolic powers I(n). Un-
derstanding the precise relationship between D(I) and these established closure operations forms
the central motivation for this investigation.

The study of annihilators of Ext modules traces back to several major developments. The Aus-
lander–Bridger transpose and its relationship with Ext revealed deep links between module the-
ory and ideal theory. Subsequent work of Corso, Huneke, Katz, and Vasconcelos [8] systemat-
ically examined annihilators of Koszul homology (which agrees with the relevant Ext modules
in the grade setting), establishing fundamental bounds and raising natural questions about con-
tainment relationships. Their work highlighted the intriguing position of D(I): while it always
contains I and is contained in rad(I), its relationship with the integral closure I remains subtle
and context-dependent.

Integral closure itself is a central notion in commutative algebra, with applications ranging
from resolution of singularities to tight closure theory and multiplicity theory. Characterizing
when homological invariants such as D(I) lie inside I therefore connects two important strands
of research: the homological properties of ideals and their geometric and analytic behavior as
measured by integral dependence.

The guiding question of this paper, extending investigations initiated in [8], is the following.

Question 1.1. Suppose R is Cohen–Macaulay and I is unmixed. Is it true that D(I) ⊆ I ?

We approach this question from multiple perspectives, obtaining both positive results that iden-
tify broad classes of ideals satisfying the containment and negative results demonstrating its fail-
ure in general. Our main contributions are as follows.

(i) Structural analysis of D(I). We establish foundational properties of higher divisorial ideals,
including their behavior under flat base change, iteration properties, and monotonicity
with respect to inclusion (see Corollary 3.5). We also relate D(I) to primary decomposi-
tion through its containment between Iunm and rad(I) over Cohen–Macaulay rings (see
Proposition 3.7).

(ii) Positive containment results. We prove that D(I) ⊆ I holds for:
(a) unmixed ideals of finite projective dimension over 3-dimensional quasi-normal rings

(see Proposition 4.7);
(b) parameter ideals in universally catenary quasi-Gorenstein rings (see Proposition 2.8);
(c) powers of perfect ideals satisfying suitable Betti number conditions (see Proposition

4.5);
(d) ideals of analytic spread one (see Proposition 6.7 and Corollary 6.8).

(iii) Counterexamples and limitations. We construct explicit examples showing that the contain-
ment may fail even in low-dimensional regular rings (see Corollary 3.10), thereby demon-
strating the necessity of the unmixedness hypothesis in Question 1.1. Our example is sig-
nificantly simpler than the one given in [8], and the ring involved is 3-dimensional.

(iv) Connections with other ideal operations. We clarify relationships between D(I) and:
(a) reflexive closure I∗∗, particularly in dimension one;
(b) trace ideals and conductor ideals (see Propositions 5.2 and 5.4);
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(c) Frobenius and tight closure operations in positive characteristic (see, for example,
Proposition 6.11).

(v) Applications. We derive consequences for:
(a) criteria for the triviality of reflexive modules and vector bundles on punctured spectra

(see Corollary 7.6);
(b) connections between annihilators of Ext and local cohomology (see Proposition 6.4);
(c) characterizations of when D(I) = I (see Proposition 3.8).

We conclude with a brief overview of the techniques used throughout the paper.
• We employ homological methods such as the Auslander–Buchsbaum formula, duality the-

ory, and properties of perfect and Cohen–Macaulay modules to analyze Extg
R(R/I, R) and

its annihilator.
• We use ideal-theoretic tools such as primary decomposition, integral closure theory, and

trace ideal techniques to relate D(I) to other ideal operations.
• In positive characteristic, we exploit Frobenius actions to obtain additional results and

examples.
• From a geometric viewpoint, particularly in applications to vector bundles, we use sheaf-

theoretic interpretations and local cohomology to connect algebraic properties of D(I) with
geometric properties of reflexive sheaves.

We follow [17] for terminology and notation concerning integral closure and refer to [7] for
background on homological algebra and Cohen–Macaulay rings.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STRUCTURAL CONCEPTS

Throughout the paper, (R,m, k) denotes a commutative Noetherian local ring. All modules are
assumed to be finitely generated unless otherwise specified.

Fact 2.1. Suppose I is an ideal of grade g. Then I ⊆ Ann
(
Extg

R(R/I, R)
)
⊆ rad(I).

Proof. This is well known. The module Extg
R(R/I, R) identifies with the last nonzero Koszul ho-

mology of I, and the annihilator of this Koszul homology is always contained in rad(I). □

Remark 2.2. The assumption that g = grade(I, R) is essential; see [11, 2].

Let Iunm denote the unmixed part of I. Vasconcelos proved that over Cohen–Macaulay rings
with a canonical module one has Iunm ⊆ Ann(Extg

R(R/I, ωR)). The following result extends this
from the Gorenstein case.

Fact 2.3. Suppose R is Cohen–Macaulay and I is an ideal of height g. Then Extg
R(R/I, R) ∼=

Extg
R(R/Iunm, R). In particular,

Iunm ⊆ Ann
(
Extg

R(R/I, R)
)
⊆ rad(I).

Proof. The second inclusion follows from Fact 2.1. Any prime ideal associated to Iunm has height
equal to ht(I), while every associated prime of Iunm/I has height strictly greater than ht(I). Hence

grade
(
Ann(Iunm/I), R

)
= ht

(
Ann(Iunm/I)

)
> ht(I) = g.

It follows that Extg−1
R (Iunm/I, R) = Extg

R(Iunm/I, R) = 0. Applying HomR(−, R) to the exact
sequence

0 −→ Iunm/I −→ R/I −→ R/Iunm −→ 0
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yields

0 = Extg−1
R (Iunm/I, R) −→ Extg

R(R/Iunm, R) −→ Extg
R(R/I, R) −→ Extg

R(Iunm/I, R) = 0,

which proves the claim. □

The Cohen–Macaulay hypothesis is necessary.

Example 2.4. Let R := K[[x, x1, . . . , xn]]/(xm) and set I = 0. Then Iunm = xR has height zero. Since
Ext0

R(R/I, R) = HomR(R, R) = R, we have Ann(Ext0
R(R/I, R)) = 0, so Iunm = xR ⊈ 0.

By (G1) we mean the Gorenstein condition in codimension one, and by (S2) we mean Serre’s
condition. A quasi-normal ring is one satisfying both (G1) and (S2). We write (−)∗ := HomR(−, R)
and I for the integral closure of I.

Fact 2.5 ([12, 4.2]). Suppose R is quasi-normal and let M be a lattice. Then HomR(M, R)∗ =⋂
P∈Spec1(R) MP.

Conjecture 2.6. Let I be an ideal of height and grade one. Then I∗∗ ⊆ I.

We write pdR(−) and idR(−) for the projective and injective dimensions, respectively.

Remark 2.7. Conjecture 2.6 fails if one assumes only that ht(I) = 1. For an example, let R :=
k[[X, Y]]/(X2, XY).

• Let I = m, which has height one. Then I = m. Suppose, for contradiction, that I∗∗ ⊆ I = m.

Applying (−)∗ to the short exact sequence 0 → m
i−→ R → R/m → 0 yields

0 −−−→ HomR(R/m, R) −−−→ R∗ −−−→ m∗ −−−→ Ext1
R(R/m, R) −−−→ 0x ∼=

x =
x =

x
0 −−−→ xR −−−→ R −−−→ m∗ −−−→ ⊕t

i=1 R/m −−−→ 0,

where t is the type of R. From the induced maps we obtain

0 −→
t⊕

i=1

xR −→ m∗∗ −→ (R/xR)∗ −→
t⊕

i=1

Ext1
R(R/m, R).

Combining this with the previous diagram shows
⊕t

i=1 HomR(R/m, R) ⊆ m∗∗ ⊆ I = m. Hence
t = 1. By a result of Roberts (see [7, 9.6.3]), this implies that R is Cohen–Macaulay, a contradiction.

• Now set I := yR, which also has height one. Since x satisfies x2 = 0, we have x ∈ I, and thus
I = m. Because I = R/(0 :R y) = R/xR, we obtain I∗ = (0 :R x) = m, and therefore I∗∗ = m∗.
From the exact sequence 0 → m → R → k → 0 we deduce

0 → HomR(k, R) = xR → R → m∗ → Ext1
R(k, R) → 0.

Since µi(m, R) ̸= 0 for all i ∈ [depth(R), id(R)], we have Ext1
R(k, R) ̸= 0. Consequently, there

is a short exact sequence

0 → I = R/xR −→ I∗∗ −→ k⊕s → 0

for some s > 0. If I∗∗ ⊆ I = m, then

k⊕s ∼= I∗∗/I ⊆ I/I = m/I = (x, y)/y ∼= xR ∼= k,
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forcing s = 1. Thus the type of R is one, which again implies that R is Cohen–Macaulay, a
contradiction.

Proposition 2.8. Let R be universally catenary and quasi-Gorenstein, and let I be a parameter ideal of
g := codim(I). Then Ann

(
Extg

R(R/I, R)
)
⊆ I.

Proof. Note that g = dim R − dim(R/I). First assume g = dim R, so I is m-primary and Iunm = I.
Since R is quasi-Gorenstein,

Extg
R(R/I, R) = Extg

R(R/I, KR) = KR/I

(see [1]). Hence Ann(KR/I) = UR/I = I, and the claim follows.
Now assume g < dim R. By [16, Ex. 10.11], the universally catenary hypothesis implies Iunm ⊆

I. Therefore, Ann(Extg
R(R/I, R)) ⊆ Iunm ⊆ I. □

By I⋆ we denote the tight closure of I.

Corollary 2.9. Let R be of prime characteristic, essentially of finite type over a field, and quasi-Gorenstein.
If I is a parameter ideal with g := codim(I) < dim R, then Ann(Extg

R(R/I, R)) ⊆ I⋆.

Remark 2.10. Let R be F-regular of dimension d ≥ 2. Then there exists an ideal I of grade g such that

Ann(Extg
R(R/I, R)) ⊈ I⋆.

Proof. Since d > 1, there exists an ideal I that is not unmixed. If Ann(Extg
R(R/I, R)) ⊆ I⋆, then by

Fact 2.3,
Iunm ⊆ Ann(Extg

R(R/I, R)) ⊆ I⋆ = I,

because F-regular rings have all ideals tightly closed. Thus I would be unmixed, a contradiction.
□

Proposition 2.11. Let I be a height-one ideal and suppose R is normal. Then I∗∗ ⊇ I.

Proof. We have I∗∗ =
⋂

p∈Spec1(R) IRp ∩ R. For each p ∈ Spec1(R), the localization Rp is a DVR by
(R1), hence integrally closed. Let Σ denote the set of DVRs birationally dominating R. Then

I∗∗ =
⋂

p∈Spec1(R)

IRp ∩ R ⊇
⋂

V∈Σ

IV ∩ R = I,

which completes the proof. □

3. HIGHER DIVISORIAL IDEALS

We begin by introducing the main object of this paper.

Definition 3.1 (Vasconcelos [23]). Let I be an ideal of grade g. The higher divisorial ideal of I is defined
by

D(I) := DR(I) := AnnR
(

Extg
R(R/I, R)

)
.

Observation 3.2. Let f : R → S be a flat homomorphism of local rings and let I be an ideal of R. Then
DR(I)S = DS(IS).

Proof. Suppose grade(I) = g. Then Exti
R(R/I, R) ⊗R S ∼= Exti

S(S/IS, S) for all i. Hence
Exti

S(S/IS, S) = 0 for i < g, while Extg
S(S/IS, S) ∼= Extg

R(R/I, R) ⊗R S ̸= 0 since S is faith-
fully flat. Thus grade(IS) = g. Moreover,

AnnS
(

Extg
S(S/IS, S)

)
= AnnS

(
Extg

R(R/I, R)⊗R S
)
= AnnR

(
Extg

R(R/I, R)
)
S,
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because annihilators commute with flat base change. □

Fact 3.3. (i) I ⊆ D(I) ⊆ rad(I).
(ii) If R/I is Noetherian, then there exists n > 0 such that Dn(I) = Dm(I) for all m ≥ n.

(iii) If grade(I) = 1, then D(D(I)) = D(I).

Proof. (i) is given in Fact 2.1.
(iii) If grade(I) = 1, then D(I) = I∗∗. Since reflexive hulls are idempotent, I∗∗∗∗ = I∗∗, and the

result follows.
(ii) Define Dℓ(I) := D(Dℓ−1(I)) for ℓ > 1. By (i) we have an ascending chain

I ⊆ D(I) ⊆ D2(I) ⊆ · · · .

Since R/I is Noetherian, this chain stabilizes. □

Proposition 3.4. One has D(D(I)) = D(I).

Proof. First assume depth R = 0. By definition,

D(I) = Ann(HomR(R/I, R)) = Ann(0 : I) = (0 : (0 : I)).

Thus
D2(I) = (0 : (0 : D(I))) = (0 : (0 : (0 : (0 : I)))).

Recall that Ann(J) = Ann(Ann(Ann(J))) for any ideal J (see [18, 2.7]). Hence D2(I) = D(I).
Now consider the general case. Let x = x1, . . . , xg be a maximal regular sequence contained in I.
Then xR ⊆ I ⊆ D(I) ⊆ D2(I). It suffices to show D(I)/xR = D2(I)/xR. But

D(I) = (x : (x : I)), D2(I) = (x : (x : (x : (x : I)))).

Thus the claim reduces to proving

(0 : (0 : I)) = (0 : (0 : (0 : (0 : I))))

inside R/xR, which follows from the depth-zero case. □

Corollary 3.5. If I1 ⊆ I2 are ideals of the same grade, then D(I1) ⊆ D(I2). In particular,
∞⋂

m=1

D(Im) ⊆ · · · ⊆ D(In+1) ⊆ D(In) ⊆ · · · ⊆ D(I).

Proof. We reduce to the case grade(Ii) = 0. Then (0 : I1) ⊇ (0 : I2), so

D(I1) = Ann(0 : I1) ⊆ Ann(0 : I2) = D(I2).

□

Example 3.6. (i) There exist I1 ⊆ I2 such that D(I1) ⊈ D(I2).
(ii) If x is R-regular, then

⋂
m≥1 D((xR)m) = 0.

(iii) If R is Cohen–Macaulay and I is m-primary, then
⋂

m≥1 D(Im) = 0.
(iv) If R is regular of prime characteristic, then

⋂
m≥1 D(Im) = 0.

(v) Let R =
k[[x, x1, . . . , xn]]

xm
. Then D(−) is constant on nonzero ideals.

(vi) In the same ring as in (v),
⋂

m≥1 D(Im) ̸= 0 for every nonzero ideal I.
(vii) If R is a one-dimensional domain and I ̸= 0, then

⋂
m≥1 D(Im) = 0.
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Proof. (i) Let R = k[[x, y]], I1 = (x2, xy) and I2 = (x2, y). Then I1 ⊆ I2 and I1 = (x) ∩ (x2, y),
so D(I1) = I∗∗1 = Iunm

1 = (x). Since I2 is m-primary and integrally closed, I2 = D(I2). Thus
D(I1) ⊈ D(I2).

(ii) Since Ext1(R/xmR, R) ∼= R/xmR, we get D((xR)m) = (xm). Krull’s intersection theorem
gives the result.

(iii) Because D(Im) ⊆ Im, it suffices to show
⋂

m Im = 0. This follows either from Briançon–Skoda
plus Krull intersection, or from the valuative criterion: if x lies in all Im, then v(x) > m for all m,
so x = 0.

(iv) The intersection annihilates Extg(R/Im, R) for all m, hence annihilates Hg
I (R). Since

Ann(Hg
I (R)) = 0, the claim follows.

(v) If 0 ̸= a ∈ m, then grade(aR) = 0 and D(aR) = Ann(0 : a) = Ann(x) = m. By Corollary 3.5,
D(I) = m for any nonzero I ⊆ m.

(vi) If I ⊆ m, then D(Im) = m for all m, so the intersection equals m.
(vii) This follows from (iii). □

Proposition 3.7. Suppose R is Cohen–Macaulay. The following assertions hold:

(i) I ⊆ Iunm ⊆ D(I) ⊆ rad(I).
(ii) Suppose I and J are primary ideals of the same height with different associated primes. Then

D(I ∩ J) ⊆ D(I) ∩ D(J).

Proof. (i) This is well known; see Fact 2.3.
(ii) Consider the exact sequence

0 → R/(I ∩ J) → R/I ⊕ R/J → R/(I + J) → 0.

Applying Extg
R(−, R) gives

Extg
R(R/(I + J), R) → Extg

R(R/I, R)⊕ Extg
R(R/J, R) → Extg

R(R/(I ∩ J), R).

Let P ∈ min(I + J). If P ∈ min(I), then P /∈ min(J), so P ⊇ J and hence ht(P) > ht(J). The
same conclusion holds if P ∈ min(J). If P /∈ min(I) ∪ min(J), then again P ⊇ I and P ⊇ J,
so ht(P) > ht(I) = ht(J). Thus every minimal prime of I + J has height strictly larger than
g = ht(I) = ht(J). Since R is Cohen–Macaulay, this implies Extg

R(R/(I + J), R) = 0. Therefore,

Extg
R(R/I, R)⊕ Extg

R(R/J, R) ⊆ Extg
R(R/(I ∩ J), R),

and hence
D(I) ∩ D(J) = Ann

(
Extg

R(R/I, R)
)
∩ Ann

(
Extg

R(R/J, R)
)

= Ann
(

Extg
R(R/I, R)⊕ Extg

R(R/J, R)
)

⊇ Ann
(

Extg
R(R/(I ∩ J), R)

)
= D(I ∩ J).

□

Proposition 3.8. The following statements hold:

(i) If R is Cohen–Macaulay, then D(mn) ⊆ mn for all n.
(ii) If R is regular, then D(mn) = mn for all n.

(iii) Suppose R is zero-dimensional. Then DR(−) = id(−) if and only if R is Gorenstein.
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Proof. (i) and (ii): By Proposition 3.7(i), we have D(mn) ⊇ mn. Since mn is m-primary, it follows
from [8, 2.15] that D(mn) ⊆ mn. If R is regular, then powers of the maximal ideal are integrally
closed (see [17, Ex. 1.18]). Hence

mn ⊆ D(mn) ⊆ mn = mn,

so equality holds.
(iii) Recall that HomR(R/I, R) = (0 :R I). Hence D(I) = Ann

(
(0 :R I)

)
. Thus D(I) = I for all

ideals I if and only if Ann(Ann(I)) = I for all I, which is equivalent to R being Gorenstein (see [7,
Ex. 3.2.15]). □

Example 3.9. The regularity assumption in Proposition 3.8(ii) is essential. Let

R = k[x5, x6, x14] ⊂ k[x], I = m2.

Then m2 is not integrally closed and m2 ⊊ D(m2) ⊊ m2.

Proof. From the exact sequence

0 −→ I −→ R −→ R/I −→ 0

we obtain
0 −→ HomR(R, R) −→ HomR(I, R) −→ Ext1

R(R/I, R) −→ 0.

Hence
Ext1

R(R/I, R) ∼= HomR(I, R)/R ∼= I−1/R.

Since R is integrally closed in k[x], we have

I−1 ⊆ k[x], Ext1
R(R/I, R) ⊆ k[x]/R.

Thus Ann
(

Ext1
R(R/I, R)

)
⊇ Ann(k[x]/R). Because x5 · x4 /∈ R, we have x5 /∈ Ann(k[x]/R). On

the other hand, {x6, x14} ⊂ Ann(k[x]/R), so

(m2, x6, x14) ⊂ Ann
(

Ext1
R(R/I, R)

)
.

Therefore,
Ann

(
Ext1

R(R/I, R)
)
⊊ m2.

Finally, m2 is not reflexive (see [9, 7.5]), hence it is not integrally closed, since over a one-
dimensional ring integrally closed ideals are reflexive (see [8, 2.14]). □

In Proposition 3.8(i) and (ii), the powers of the maximal ideal behave in a particularly nice way.
The next result shows that this behavior fails for powers of prime ideals in general.

Corollary 3.10. There exists a Cohen–Macaulay ring R and a power I of a prime ideal such that D(I) ⊈ I.

Proof. Let k be a field of characteristic 2 and set R := k[[X, Y, Z]]. Let P be the defining ideal of the
monomial curve k[[t3, t4, t5]] ⊆ k[[t]]. Then P ∈ Spec(R) and

g := grade(P, R) = ht(P) = 2.

The same equalities hold for I := P2. From [15, 3.7] we know:

(i) P2 ̸= P(2),
(ii) P2 = P2.
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Suppose, toward a contradiction, that

D(P2) = Ann
(

Extg
R(R/P2, R)

)
⊆ P2.

Since Pn ⊆ P(n) for all n, we have P2 ⊆ P(2). Now we compare these ideals using reflexive hulls.
Because R is regular, it is quasi-normal. Hence by Fact 2.5,

(P2)∗∗ =
⋂

p∈Spec1(R)

(P2)Rp = P(2).

Moreover, since R is Cohen–Macaulay and ht(P2) = g, Fact 2.3 gives

(P2)∗∗ ⊆ Ann
(

Extg
R(R/P2, R)

)
= D(P2).

Combining these containments with the assumption and (ii), we obtain

P(2) = (P2)∗∗ ⊆ D(P2) ⊆ P2 = P2 ⊆ P(2).

Hence P(2) = P2, contradicting (i). Therefore D(P2) ⊈ P2. □

Remark 3.11. The above ideal P2 is not unmixed. In fact, if I is an unmixed ideal of finite projective
dimension in a ring R with dim(R/I) ≤ 1, then one has D(I) ⊆ I.

In Proposition 3.8(i), the Cohen–Macaulay assumption is essential:

Remark 3.12. Let R := k[[X, Y]]/(X2, XY) and let n > 0. Then D(mn) ⊆ mn if and only if n = 1.

Proof. First note that m = (x, y)R and x2 = xy = 0 in R. Hence x ∈ (0 :R m), so

D(m) = Ann
(

HomR(R/m, R)
)
= Ann(0 :R m) = Ann(x) = m.

Since m = m, the statement holds for n = 1. Now assume n > 1. Because x2 = xy = 0,
every product involving x and at least one additional factor vanishes. Thus, for n ≥ 2 we have
mn = (x, y)nR = ynR. Moreover, depth(R) = 0, so grade(mn, R) = 0. Hence

HomR(R/mn, R) = (0 :R mn) = (0 :R yn).

Since xyn = 0 and yn ̸= 0, we obtain (0 :R yn) = xR. Therefore

D(mn) = Ann(xR) = (0 :R x) = m.

On the other hand, mn = ynR is integrally closed (being principal in the reduced ring R/xR ∼=
k[[Y]]), so mn = mn = ynR. Consequently,

D(mn) = m ⊈ ynR = mn = mn

for all n > 1, which completes the proof. □

4. MORE ON IDEALS OF FINITE PROJECTIVE DIMENSION

By χ(M) we denote the Euler characteristic of a module M of finite projective dimension, and
by Tr(−) the Auslander transpose.

Proposition 4.1. If pdR(M) = 1, then Ext1
R(M, R) ∼= Tr(M). In particular, if R is generically Goren-

stein, then

Ann
(

Ext1
R(M, R)

)
= Ann(M) ⇐⇒ M is not faithful ⇐⇒ χ(M) = 0.
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Proof. Let 0 → Rn f−→ Rm → M → 0 be a projective presentation of M. Dualizing, we obtain an
exact sequence

0 −→ M∗ −→ Rm f ∗−→ Rn −→ Ext1
R(M, R) −→ 0.

By definition of the transpose, Tr(M) = coker( f ∗), hence Ext1
R(M, R) ∼= Tr(M). Now assume R is

generically Gorenstein.
(⇒) Suppose Ann(Ext1

R(M, R)) = Ann(M). If M were faithful, then Ann(M) = 0, hence
Ann(Ext1

R(M, R)) = 0. But Ext1
R(M, R) is supported in positive codimension (since pd(M) = 1),

so over a generically Gorenstein ring it must have a nonzero annihilator — a contradiction. Thus
M is not faithful.

(⇐) Assume M is not faithful, so Ann(M) ̸= 0. Since pd(M) < ∞, a result of Peskine–Szpiro
[22, I.4.14] gives grade(M) > 0. Hence HomR(M, R) = 0, and the presentation above
shows that M is perfect of grade one. In particular, the natural biduality isomorphism yields
Ext1

R(Ext1
R(M, R), R) ∼= M. Taking annihilators and using that R is generically Gorenstein (so

double annihilators behave well), we obtain Ann(M) = Ann
(

Ext1
R(M, R)

)
.

Finally, the equivalence with χ(M) = 0 follows from [23, Proposition 2.26], which states that
for modules of projective dimension one over a generically Gorenstein ring,

χ(M) > 0 ⇐⇒ M is faithful.

This completes the proof. □

Recall that F : R → R is the Frobenius map. Each iteration of Fn of F defines a new R-module
structure on the set R, and this R-module is denoted by FnR, where a · b = apn

b for a, b ∈ R. By I[p]

we mean ⟨xp : x ∈ I⟩.

Notation 4.2. (i) By βt := βt(−) we mean the t-th Betti number of (−).
(ii) By ϕt := ϕt(−) we mean the t-th morphism ϕt : Rβt+1 → Rβt in a minimal free resolution of (−).

(iii) Let Rs ϕ0−→ Rr → M → 0 be a presentation, and recall that ϕ0 represents with a matrix [ϕ0]. The
i-th Fitting invariant of M is Fitti(M) := Ir−i(ϕ0) that is, determinants of sub-matrices of size
r − i of [ϕ0].

Example 4.3. Let P ∈ Spec(R) be a height 2 perfect ideal in a ring R of prime characteristic p > 0, and
let q := pn. Then D(P[q]) = P[q].

Proof. Recall that R is a domain since P is a prime of finite projective dimension. Let

ε := Ext2(R/P, R), ε[q] := Ext2(R/P[q], R).

We have

0 −→ Rm (aij)−−→ Rℓ −→ R −→ R
P

−→ 0,

which follows by taking m = ℓ− 1. Recall that β0(ε)− β1(ε) + 1 = grad(ε), and note that ht(P) =
ht(P[q]) = 2. We tensor with FnR and obtain

0 −→ Rm
(a[q]ij )−−→ Rℓ −→ R −→ R

P[q]
−→ 0,
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where q = pn. Taking dual, this gives

0 −→ R −→ Rℓ
(a[q]ji )−−→ Rm −→ Ext2

R(
R

P[q]
, R) −→ 0.

Also,
β0(ε

[q])− β1(ε
[q]) + 1 = grad(ε[q]).

Then
Ann(ε[q]) = Fitt0(ε

[q]) = Fitt0(a[q]ji ) = Ann(ε)[q].

Clearly, as P is radical and annihilates ε, we have P = Ann(ε) (see Fact 2.1). Hence, D(P[q]) =

Ann(ε)[q] = P[q]. □

The following fact is well-known to experts:

Fact 4.4. Suppose I ⊆ J and for any p ∈ Ass(R/I) we have Ip = Jp, then I = J.

Proposition 4.5. Let P ∈ Spec(R) be a perfect ideal of finite projective dimension t over a ring R of prime
characteristic p > 0, let q := pn. Suppose one of the following holds:

(i) βt(R/P)− βt−1(R/P) + 1 = grad(P, R), or
(ii) βt(R/P) = βt−1(R/P),

(iii) βt(R/P) = 1.

Then D(P[q]) = P[q], where g = t is the grade of P.

Proof. (i) This is similar to Example 4.3.
(ii) Let ε := Extg(R/P, R) and ε[q] := Extg(R/P[q], R). Thus Ann(ε[q]) ⊆

√
P[q] = P. Denote the

last matrix in the minimal free resolution of R/P with (aij). By the work of Buchsbaum-Eisenbud
[5], we know

Ann(ε) =
(
Fitt0(aji) : Fitt1(aji)

)
.

Since P is radical and annihilates ε, we have P = Ann(ε) (see Fact 2.1). Similarly, since
βt(R/P[q]) = βt−1(R/P[q]) we have

Ann(ε[q]) =
(

Fitt0(a[q]ji ) : Fitt1(a[q]ji )
)

.

Set A := Fitt0(aji) and B := Fitt1(aji). Also, we prove

P[q] = Ann(ε)[q] = (A : B)[q] ⊆ Ann(ε[q]) = (A[q] : B[q]) ⊆
√

P[q] = P.

Recall that RP is regular, hence by a classic result of Kunz (see [7, Corollary 8.2.8]), its Frobenius
map is flat, and consistently commutes with colon ideals. Also, by Peskine-Szpiro [7, Proposition
8.2.5], one has (FnR)Q = Fn(RQ) for all Q ∈ Spec(R). Let L := (A[q] : B[q]) and since min(L) = {P},
then its P-primary component is unique, and denoted by L(P). This is given by

L(P) = LRP ∩ R = (A[q] : B[q])RP ∩ R = (A : B)[q]RP ∩ R = P[q]RP ∩ R = P[q],

because P[q] is P-primary. But

[P[q] ⊆ L ⊆ L(P) = P[q]]
4.4
=⇒ L = P[q],

as claimed
(iii) This is similar as above item, and we left it to the reader. □
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Proposition 4.6. Let I be a radical ideal of height h so that h = pd(R/I). Suppose βh(R/I) = 1. The
following holds.

(i) D(I) = I. In particular, (ϕh−1)
∗ = ϕ0.

(ii) If R is Gorenstein, then R/I is Gorenstein.

Proof. (i) Consider a minimal free resolution

0 −→ Rβh
ϕh−1−→ · · · −→ Rβ1

ϕ0−→ R −→ R/I −→ 0.

Applying HomR(−, R), and taking homology at the end spot, gives us

Exth
R(R/I, R) = Coker

(
ϕ∗

h−1 : Rβh−1 −→ Rβh = R
)
.

On the other hand, Ann(Exth
R(R/I, R)) = I, because I is radical. Combining these, we have

(ϕh−1)
∗ = ϕ0.

(ii) Suppose R is Gorenstein. Then

KR/I = Exth
R(R/I, R) ∼= R/I.

Hence R/I is quasi-Gorenstein. Since R is Gorenstein, it is Cohen–Macaulay and particularly
satisfies the chain condition. Thus, by using Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, we have

depth(R)− depth(R/I) = pdR(R/I)
= h = ht(I)
= dim(R)− dim(R/I)
= depth(R)− dim(R/I).

This gives depth(R/I) = dim(R/I), so R/I is Cohen–Macaulay. By [7, Page 120], or even directly,
this implies that R/I is Gorenstein. □

Proposition 4.7. Let R be a 3-dimensional quasi-normal ring and let I be an unmixed ideal of finite
projective dimension. Then D(I) ⊆ I.

Proof. Let g = grade(I, R). Since I has finite projective dimension, g = ht(I) by the Auslan-
der–Buchsbaum formula.

Case 1: ht(I) = 0. Then g = 0 and Ext0
R(R/I, R) = HomR(R/I, R) = (0 :R I). Hence

D(I) = Ann
(
(0 :R I)

)
= (0 : (0 : I)).

Because I is unmixed of height 0, every p ∈ Ass(R/I) satisfies ht(p) = 0. Since R is quasi-normal,
Rp is zero-dimensional Gorenstein. Therefore,

AnnRp

(
AnnRp(IRp)

)
= IRp for all p ∈ Ass(R/I)

(see [7, Ex. 3.2.15]). Localizing D(I) at such primes gives

D(I)p = (0 : (0 : I))p = (0 : (0 : IRp)) = IRp.

Since I ⊆ D(I) and the two ideals agree after localization at all associated primes of R/I, Fact 4.4
yields D(I) = I. In particular, D(I) = I ⊆ I.

Case 2: ht(I) = 1. Again I is unmixed, so every p ∈ Ass(R/I) has height one. Because R is
quasi-normal, Rp is a one-dimensional Gorenstein ring. Let g = 1. Then

Ext1
Rp
(Rp/IRp, Rp) ∼= KRp/IRp

,
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the canonical module of the zero-dimensional Cohen–Macaulay ring Rp/IRp. Hence

D(IRp) = AnnRp

(
Ext1

Rp
(Rp/IRp, Rp)

)
= IRp.

As in Case 1, I ⊆ D(I) and equality holds after localizing at each p ∈ Ass(R/I), so Fact 4.4 gives
D(I) = I. Thus D(I) = I ⊆ I.

Case 3: ht(I) = 2. Set M := R/I. Then dim M = 1 and M is unmixed. Prime avoidance shows
that m ⊈

⋃
p∈Ass(M) p, so depth(M) > 0. Since I has finite projective dimension,

pdR(M) = depth(R)− depth(M) ≤ 3 − 1 = 2.

On the other hand,

grade(I, R) = inf{i : Exti
R(M, R) ̸= 0} ≤ ht(I) = 2.

Thus pdR(M) = grade(I, R) = 2, so M is perfect. Therefore

Ext2
R(R/I, R) ∼= HomR(R/I, R/I) ∼= R/I,

and
D(I) = Ann

(
Ext2

R(R/I, R)
)
= Ann(R/I) = I.

Hence again D(I) = I ⊆ I.

Case 4: ht(I) = 3. Then I is m-primary. Since R is quasi-normal (in particular, analytically un-
ramified and normal on the punctured spectrum), Corso–Huneke–Vasconcelos type results imply
D(I) = Ann

(
Ext3

R(R/I, R)
)
⊆ I (see [8, 2.15]).

In all possible heights, we obtain D(I) ⊆ I, completing the proof. □

Fact 4.8 (Bergman, see [6]). Suppose R1 and R2 are graded k-algebras over a field k. If E1 is a faithful
R1-module and E2 is a faithful R2-module, then E1 ⊗k E2 is a faithful R1 ⊗k R2-module.

Proposition 4.9. Suppose R1, R2 are standard graded k-algebras over a field k, and let I1 ⊂ R1, I2 ⊂ R2

be ideals such that

AnnRi

(
Extdi

Ri
(Ri/Ii, Ri)

)
= Ii, where di := pdRi

(Ri/Ii).

Set S := R1 ⊗k R2. Then

AnnS

(
Extd1+d2

S

(
S/(I1S + I2S), S

))
= (I1S + I2S).

Proof. Let Mi = Ri/Ii. Since pdRi
(Mi) = di < ∞, each Extdi

Ri
(Mi, Ri) is a nonzero finitely generated

Ri-module whose annihilator is Ii by assumption.
A standard Künneth-type argument for Ext over tensor products (see, e.g., the proof of [13, 4.2])

yields a natural isomorphism

Extd1+d2
S (S/(I1S + I2S), S) ∼= Extd1

R1
(M1, R1)⊗k Extd2

R2
(M2, R2).

Set Ei := Extdi
Ri
(Mi, Ri). Then AnnRi(Ei) = Ii, so Ei is faithful as an Ri/Ii-module, and hence also

as an Ri-module modulo Ii. By Bergman’s fact, E1 ⊗k E2 is faithful over

(R1/I1)⊗k (R2/I2) ∼= S/(I1S + I2S).

Therefore its annihilator as an S-module is exactly I1S + I2S, i.e., AnnS(E1 ⊗k E2) = I1S + I2S.
Using the displayed isomorphism above, this gives the desired equality. □
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It is well known that in general AnnR(M1 ⊗R M2) ̸= AnnR(M1) + AnnR(M2).

Question 4.10. Under what conditions does

AnnR(M1 ⊗R M2) = AnnR(M1) + AnnR(M2) (∗)

hold?

The equality holds, for instance, when both modules are cyclic. Indeed, if M1 = R/I and
M2 = R/J, then M1 ⊗R M2 ∼= R/(I + J), and hence (∗) is valid.

Discussion 4.11. Suppose pdR(M) and pdR(N) are finite and M, N are Tor-independent, i.e.
TorR

i (M, N) = 0 for all i > 0. Then

M ⊗R N is faithful ⇐⇒ M and N are faithful (†)

This observation provides an alternative proof of Proposition 4.9, avoiding the use of [6], and clarifies the
behavior of faithfulness under tensor products.

Proof. Let P• and Q• be finite projective resolutions of M and N, respectively. Since TorR
i (M, N) =

0 for all i > 0, the total complex of P• ⊗R Q• is a projective resolution of M ⊗R N. By multiplica-
tivity of Euler characteristics for tensor products of Tor-independent modules of finite projective
dimension, we obtain χ(M ⊗R N) = χ(M)χ(N). Hence

χ(M ⊗R N) > 0 ⇐⇒ χ(M) > 0 and χ(N) > 0.

By [23, Proposition 2.26], for such modules over a generically Gorenstein ring, positivity of the
Euler characteristic is equivalent to faithfulness. Therefore, (†) satisfied. □

5. CONNECTIONS TO TRACE

By tr(−) we mean the trace ideal of a module.

Proposition 5.1. Let R be a 0-dimensional Gorenstein local ring. Then for any finitely generated R-
modules M and N,

tr(M ⊗R N) ⊆ tr(M) ∩ tr(N).

If equality holds, then Question 4.10 has an affirmative answer.

Proof. We use the following elementary facts for R-modules and ideals:
(1) Ann(M ⊗R N) ⊇ Ann(M) + Ann(N),
(2) if X ⊆ Y, then Ann(X) ⊇ Ann(Y),
(3) for ideals I, J ⊆ R, Ann(I + J) = Ann(I) ∩ Ann(J).

Recall that for any finitely generated module X, one always has tr(X) ⊆ Ann Ann(X). Hence

tr(M ⊗R N) ⊆ Ann Ann(M ⊗R N)

⊆ Ann
(

Ann(M) + Ann(N)
)

= Ann Ann(M) ∩ Ann Ann(N).

Since R is 0-dimensional and Gorenstein, every ideal I satisfies Ann(Ann(I)) = I (see [7,
Ex. 3.2.15]). Moreover, in this situation tr(X) = Ann Ann(X) for every finitely generated module
X (see [19]). Therefore

Ann Ann(M) = tr(M) and Ann Ann(N) = tr(N),
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and the desired inclusion follows: tr(M ⊗R N) ⊆ tr(M) ∩ tr(N). Now assume equality holds:
tr(M ⊗R N) = tr(M) ∩ tr(N). Then all the inclusions above must be equalities, in particular

Ann Ann(M ⊗R N) = Ann
(

Ann(M) + Ann(N)
)
.

Applying Ann(−) to both sides and again using the double annihilator property for ideals in a
0-dimensional Gorenstein ring, we obtain

Ann(M⊗R N) = Ann Ann Ann(M⊗R N) = Ann Ann
(

Ann(M)+Ann(N)
)
= Ann(M)+Ann(N).

This is precisely the statement required in Question 4.10. □

Let R denote the integral closure of R in its total ring of fractions. By CR = AnnR(R/R) we
mean the conductor of R into R.

Proposition 5.2. Let I be a trace ideal containing a regular element. Then Ann
(

Ext1
R(R/I, R)

)
⊇ CR.

In particular, if CR = m and ht(I) = 1, then D(I) = m.

Proof. Consider the short exact sequence 0 −→ I −→ R −→ R/I −→ 0. Since I contains a regular
element, every homomorphism R/I → I is zero; hence HomR(R/I, I) = 0. Applying HomR(−, R)
gives an exact sequence

0 −→ R −→ I∗ −→ Ext1
R(R/I, R) −→ 0,

where I∗ = HomR(I, R). Because I is a trace ideal, we have I∗ = HomR(I, I). Moreover, for any
ideal I containing a regular element, HomR(I, I) ⊆ R inside the total ring of fractions. Therefore

Ext1
R(R/I, R) ∼= I∗/R =

HomR(I, I)
R

⊆ R
R

.

By definition of the conductor, CR = AnnR(R/R), so CR annihilates every submodule of R/R.
Hence AnnR

(
Ext1

R(R/I, R)
)
⊇ CR. For the final statement, assume CR = m and ht(I) = 1. Since I

contains a regular element, grade(I, R) = 1, and therefore Ext1
R(R/I, R) ̸= 0. We have

m = CR ⊆ AnnR
(

Ext1
R(R/I, R)

)
⊆ R.

Because Ext1
R(R/I, R) ̸= 0 and R is local, its annihilator must be a proper ideal; hence it equals m.

By definition, D(I) = AnnR
(

Ext1
R(R/I, R)

)
= m. □

Observation 5.3. Let R be a ring and suppose I contains a regular element.

(i) tr(I) ⊆ AnnR(Exti
R(R/I, R)) for all i > 1.

(ii) There are examples where tr(I) ⊈ AnnR(Ext1
R(R/I, R)).

Proof. (i) For i > 1, from the short exact sequence 0 → I → R → R/I → 0 we obtain
Exti

R(R/I, R) ∼= Exti−1
R (I, R). Since I contains a regular element, we may view I ⊆ R ⊆ Q(R),

where Q(R) is the total ring of fractions. By [10, Theorem 3.3],

tr(I) · Extj
R(I, R) = 0 for all j > 0.

Taking j = i − 1 > 0 yields tr(I) · Exti
R(R/I, R) = 0, so tr(I) ⊆ AnnR(Exti

R(R/I, R)).
(ii) By [18], there exists a one-dimensional ring R with a reflexive ideal I such that tr(I) is

not reflexive. Suppose, toward a contradiction, that tr(I) ⊆ AnnR(Ext1
R(R/I, R)). As above,

Ext1
R(R/I, R) ∼= I∗/R, so

AnnR(Ext1
R(R/I, R)) = AnnR(I∗/R) = (I∗)−1.
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Hence I ⊆ tr(I) ⊆ (I∗)−1 = I∗∗. Since I is reflexive, I∗∗ = I, so tr(I) = I, which is reflexive, a
contradiction. □

By ℓ(I) we mean the analytically spread of I.

Proposition 5.4. Let (R,m) be an analytically unramified local ring and let I be an ideal such that

ℓ(Ip) < dim(Rp) for all p ∈ Spec(R) \ min(I).

Then tr(I) ⊆ I.

Proof. We proceed by induction on d := dim R.

Base case: d = 1. In dimension one, it is known that tr(I) = I (see [18, 2.4(3)]). Hence tr(I) ⊆ I.

Inductive step: d ≥ 2. Assume the statement holds for all analytically unramified local rings of
dimension < d.

Analytically unramifiedness localizes (see [17, Prop. 9.1.4]), so Rq is analytically unramified for
every prime q. Since I ⊆ tr(I), we have I ⊆ tr(I). To prove the reverse inclusion, it suffices (by
Fact 4.4) to show

IRp = tr(I)Rp for every p ∈ Ass(I).

(a) p ∈ min(I).
Localizing at such a prime, IRp is pRp-primary. If ht(p) > 1, then dim Rp ≥ 2 and Rp satisfies

(S2). In this case
grade(IRp, Rp) = grade(pRp, Rp) ≥ 2.

For ideals of grade at least two in an S2 ring, the trace is unchanged after localization, so tr(I)p =
tr(IRp) = IRp, and hence their integral closures agree. If ht(p) = 1, then dim Rp = 1, and by the
one-dimensional case, IRp = tr(IRp).

(b) p ∈ Ass(I) \ min(I).
If p ̸= m, then dim Rp < d, and by the inductive hypothesis applied to Rp and IRp, we get

IRp = tr(IRp). Here we use that both trace and integral closure commute with localization. It
remains to rule out p = m. Suppose m ∈ Ass(I). Then by a theorem of Burch (see [17, Prop. 5.4.7]),
ℓ(I) = dim R. But this contradicts the hypothesis, since m /∈ min(I) and we assumed

ℓ(Im) = ℓ(I) < dim(Rm) = dim R.

Hence m /∈ Ass(I).

We have shown that IRp = tr(IRp) for all p ∈ Ass(I). By Fact 4.4, this implies I = tr(I).
Therefore tr(I) ⊆ I. □

6. LOW DIMENSION AND SMALL HEIGHT

By µ(I) we mean the minimal number of elements that needs to generate an ideal I.

Observation 6.1. Suppose R is a domain and that µ(I) = 2.

(i) Ann(Ext2(R/I, R)) = (I : I∗∗).
(ii) (I :R I) ⊆ Ann(Ext2(R/I, R)) if R is analytically unramified and dim(R) = 1.
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Proof. (i): There is an exact sequence 0 → I∗ → R2 → I → 0. Recall that Tr(−) is the Auslander’s
transpose of (−). We have

Ext2(R/I, R) = Ext1(I, R)
= Ext2(Tr(I), R)
= coker(I → I∗∗)
= I∗∗/I,

and so Ann(Ext2(R/I, R)) = Ann(I∗∗/I) = (I : I∗∗).
(ii) By [8, 2.14] we know I ⊇ I∗∗. This gives

r ∈ (I : I) ⇒ rI∗∗ ⊆ rI ⊆ I ⇒ r ∈ (I : I∗∗)
(i)
= Ann(Ext2(R/I, R)),

so (I :R I) ⊆ Ann(Ext2(R/I, R)) as claimed. □

By Syzi(M) we mean the ith syzygy module of M. The following is easy:

Fact 6.2. Suppose p := pd(M) < ∞. Then Extp(M, R) = Tr(Syzp−1(M)).

For simplicity, we set ΩM := Syz1(M).

Proposition 6.3. If M is perfect module of projective dimension two, then

Ann(Ext2(M, R)) = Ann(M) = Ann
(ΩM)∗∗

ΩM
= {r ∈ R : r(ΩM)∗∗ ⊆ M}.

Proof. The first equality follows from Ext2(Ext2(M, R), R) ∼= M and the latter is similar to Obser-
vation 6.1(i). In fact, in view of Fact 6.2, we have

Ext2(Ext2(M, R), R) ∼= Ext2(Tr(ΩM), R)
= coker((ΩM) → (ΩM)∗∗),

and recall that ΩM is a submodule of a free module, so torsionless. This means ΩM → (ΩM)∗∗

is an embedding, so the desired claim is clear. □

By (−)∨ we mean the Matlis duality.

Proposition 6.4. Let (R,m) be a Gorenstein local ring of dimension d > 1, and let M be a finitely
generated R-module with dim M = 1. Then

AnnR
(

Extd−1
R (M, R)

)
= AnnR(

M
Γm(M)

).

In particular, AnnR
(

H1
m(M)) = AnnR(

M
Γm(M)

).

Proof. Consider the short exact sequence

0 −→ Γm(M) −→ M −→ M/Γm(M) −→ 0.

Applying Ext•R(−, R) yields the exact sequence

0 = Extd−2
R (Γm(M), R) −→ Extd−1

R (M/Γm(M), R) −→ Extd−1
R (M, R) −→ Extd−1

R (Γm(M), R) = 0.

Hence
Extd−1

R (M, R) ∼= Extd−1
R (M/Γm(M), R).

We may assume Γm(M) ̸= 0. Then M/Γm(M) has positive depth. Since dim M = 1, we get

0 < depth(M/Γm(M)) ≤ dim(M/Γm(M)) = 1,
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so depth(M/Γm(M)) = 1. By the Auslander–Bridger formula,

sup{ i | Exti
R(M/Γm(M), R) ̸= 0 } = Gdim(M/Γm(M)) = d − depth(M/Γm(M)) = d − 1.

Moreover,

inf{ i | Exti
R(M/Γm(M), R) ̸= 0 } = grade

(
AnnR(M/Γm(M)), R

)
= ht

(
AnnR(M/Γm(M))

)
= d − dim(M/Γm(M))

= d − 1.

Thus M/Γm(M) is quasi-perfect. By [2, 4.11],

AnnR
(

Extd−1
R (M/Γm(M), R)

)
= AnnR(M/Γm(M)) .

Using the isomorphism above gives the first equality. For the second statement, Matlis duality
gives

AnnR(X) = AnnR(X∨) for any Artinian module X.

By local duality, H1
m(M)∨ ∼= Extd−1

R (M, R), and the result follows. □

Observation 6.5. Let M be a zero-dimensional R-module of finite projective dimension p. Then

AnnR
(

Extp
R(M, R)

)
= AnnR(M).

Proof. The existence of such a module implies that R is Cohen–Macaulay. Let d = dim R. Since M
is Artinian,

inf{ i | Exti
R(M, R) ̸= 0 } = grade(AnnR(M), R) = depth R = d.

Also,
p = sup{ i | Exti

R(M, R) ̸= 0 },

and by the Auslander–Buchsbaum formula, p ≤ d. Hence p = d, so M is perfect. Therefore,
AnnR

(
Extp

R(M, R)
)
= AnnR(M). □

Let Spec1(R) be the class of all prime ideal p with ht(p) = 1.

Corollary 6.6. Let P ∈ Spec1(R) with pdR(P) < ∞, and assume char(R) = p > 0. Then for every
q = pe,

P[q] = Pq = P(q) = (Pq)⋆ = Pq.

In particular, D(Pq) = P[q].

Proof. By [14, Theorem 1.1(b)], we have P(q) ⊆ (Pq)⋆. Thus,

(∗) P[q] ⊆ Pq ⊆ P(q) ⊆ (Pq)⋆ ⊆ Pq.

Note that P[q] is P-primary. Localizing at P, all inclusions in (∗) become equalities. Hence,
by Fact 4.4, all containments in (∗) are equalities. 1 From the proof of Example 3.9, we have
Ext1

R(
R
Pq , R) = (Pq)∗/R. Hence

AnnR(Ext1
R

(
R
Pq , R)

)
= (Pq)∗∗ = P(q),

1Alternatively, it was conjectured in [3] that P is principal, in which case the result is immediate. In fact, one can show
P = (x) for some x, so the conjecture holds over normal rings.
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which yields the desired conclusion. □

Proposition 6.7. Suppose P ∈ Spec(R) has analytic spread one. Then D(Pn) = Pn = (Pn)∗∗ for all
n ≥ 1.

Proof. Since ℓ(P) ≥ ht(P) and ℓ(P) = 1, it follows that ht(P) = 1. By a theorem of McAdam [20],

A∗
(P) :=

⋃
n≥1

Ass
(

R/Pn
)
= {P}.

Hence Pn is P-primary for every n. Using Fact 4.4 (double dual agrees with the ideal at all asso-
ciated primes), we obtain Pn = (Pn)∗∗. Next we compute D(Pn). Since ht(P) = 1, the ideal Pn

contains a non-zerodivisor, so grade(Pn, R) = 1. From the short exact sequence

0 −→ Pn −→ R −→ R/Pn −→ 0

we get
Ext1

R(R/Pn, R) ∼= HomR(Pn, R)/R = (Pn)−1/R,

where (Pn)−1 = { x ∈ Q(R) | xPn ⊆ R }. Therefore

D(Pn) = AnnR
(

Ext1
R(R/Pn, R)

)
= AnnR

(
(Pn)−1/R

)
= { r ∈ R | r(Pn)−1 ⊆ R }.

But
{ r ∈ R | r(Pn)−1 ⊆ R } = { r ∈ R | r(Pn)−1 ⊆ Pn } = (Pn)∗∗.

Thus D(Pn) = (Pn)∗∗ = Pn, as claimed. □

Corollary 6.8. Let (R,m, k) be a d-dimensional quasi-normal ring with |k| = ∞. Let P ∈ Spec1(R) be
such that µ(P) ≤ d − 1 and µ(PRQ) = 1 for all Q ̸= m. Then for any n we have (Pn)∗∗ ⊆ Pn. In
particular, D(Pn) ⊆ Pn.

Proof. By [20, Page 189], we know A∗
(P) = {P}. Then we use Fact 4.4 to deduce that P(n) =

(Pn)∗∗ ⊆ Pn. □

Example 6.9. The assumptions of Corollary 6.8 can be checked. Indeed, let R := k[X, Y, Z, W]/(XY −
ZW) and P = (x, z). Then µ(P) = 2, but µ(PRQ) = 1 for all Q ̸= m.

It is well known that a ring R is normal if and only if every principal ideal is integrally closed.
The following extends this fact to height–one unmixed ideals.

Corollary 6.10. Let R satisfy Serre’s condition (R1) and let I be an unmixed ideal of height one. Then I is
integrally closed.

Proof. Clearly I ⊆ I. We show equality locally at each p ∈ Ass(R/I). Since I is unmixed
of height one, every such p has height one. Because R satisfies (R1), each localization Rp is a
one–dimensional regular local ring, hence a discrete valuation ring and therefore normal. In a
DVR every ideal is principal, hence integrally closed. Thus IRp = I Rp for all p ∈ Ass(R/I). Ap-
plying Fact 4.4 (an ideal equals another if they agree after localization at all associated primes), we
conclude that I = I. □

Now suppose R is one–dimensional and formally unmixed, and let I ⊆ J ⊆ R. Recall that

e(I) = e(J) ⇐⇒ J ⊆ I, eHK(I) = eHK(J) ⇐⇒ J ⊆ I⋆.
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In dimension one we have eHK(−) = e(−), so these criteria imply I = I⋆. We next give a direct
argument showing that both coincide with the Frobenius closure.

Proposition 6.11. Let R be a one–dimensional complete domain with algebraically closed residue field of
prime characteristic p > 0. Then for every ideal I, I = I⋆ = IF.

Proof. Let q = pe for e ≫ 0. Since R is complete with algebraically closed residue field, the integral
closure R is module–finite over R and contained in R1/q for q sufficiently large. By [17, Proposition
1.6.1], I = IR∩ R. Because R is a one–dimensional normal domain, it is a Dedekind domain; being
local, it is a discrete valuation ring. Hence every ideal of R is principal and integrally closed. In
particular, IR is integrally closed, so

I = IR ∩ R = IR ∩ R ⊆ IR1/q ∩ R.

Take x ∈ I. Then x ∈ IR1/q, so we can write

x = a1x1 + · · ·+ atxt, ai ∈ R1/q, xi ∈ I.

Raising to the qth power gives

xq = aq
1xq

1 + · · ·+ aq
t xq

t ∈ I[q],

since aq
i ∈ R. Thus x ∈ IF, and so I ⊆ IF. The containments IF ⊆ I⋆ ⊆ I are standard in

one–dimensional rings. Therefore I = IF = I⋆, as required. □

7. CONNECTIONS TO TRIVIALITY OF VECTOR BUNDLES

In this section, all rings are assumed to be homomorphic images of a Gorenstein ring (for in-
stance, any complete local ring satisfies this). Moreover, we assume one of the following standing
hypotheses without further mention.

Hypothesis 7.1. (i) R contains an infinite field k̄ with char(k̄) = 0, or
(ii) R contains an infinite field k̄ with char(k̄) = p > 0 such that k̄ is separable over its prime field.

We begin with the following.

Proposition 7.2. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay UFD of dimension d := dim R > 4, and let M be a nonfree
reflexive R–module such that Mp is free for all p ∈ Spec R with ht(p) ≤ 3. If, in addition, R satisfies
Serre’s condition (R2), then Ann

(
Extd−3

R (M, R)
)

is a prime ideal of height two.

Proof. By [11, Theorem 2.17], there exists a prime ideal P ⊂ R of height two and an exact sequence

0 −→ F −→ M −→ P −→ 0,

where F is free. Applying HomR(−, R) yields

Extd−3
R (M, R) ∼= Extd−3

R (P, R) ∼= Extd−2
R (R/P, R).

Since R is Cohen–Macaulay and a UFD, it is Gorenstein. Hence Extd−2
R (R/P, R) ∼= KR/P. Because P

has height two and R satisfies (R2), R/P is Cohen–Macaulay of dimension d − 2, and its canonical
module has annihilator equal to P. Therefore

Ann
(

Extd−3
R (M, R)

)
= Ann(KR/P) = P,

which is a height–two prime ideal. □
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Corollary 7.3. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay UFD that is strongly normal, with dim R = d > 4. If M is a
vector bundle with depth(M) > 3, then M is free.

Proof. By [7, Proposition 1.4.1(b)], M is reflexive. Suppose M is not free. Then Proposition 7.2
gives

E := Extd−3
R (M, R) ∼= KR/P ̸= 0

for some height–two prime P. By local duality, H3
m(M) ∼= E∨ ̸= 0, contradicting depth(M) > 3.

Hence M is free. □

Discussion 7.4 (cf. [11]). If V is a vector bundle on Pn of rank k < n that is not a direct sum of line bun-
dles, a theorem of Evans–Griffith shows that at least one of {H1(Pn, V), . . . , Hk−1(Pn, V)} and similarly
one of {Hn−1(Pn, V), . . . , Hn−k+1(Pn, V)} is nonzero.

Corollary 7.5. Let R be a Cohen–Macaulay UFD that is strongly normal with dim R = d > 4, and let
V = M̃ be a vector bundle on Spec(R)◦ := Spec(R) \ {m}. If H2(Spec(R)◦, V) = 0, then V is trivial.

Proof. There is an exact sequence

0 −→ C −→ M −→ M∗∗ −→ D −→ 0,

where C = Ext1
R(Tr(M), R) and D = Ext2

R(Tr(M), R). Since M is locally free on Spec(R)◦, both
C and D have finite length, hence their associated sheaves vanish. Thus V = M̃ ∼= M̃∗∗, and we
may assume M is reflexive. By local cohomology, H2(Spec(R)◦, V) ∼= H3

m(M). Thus H3
m(M) = 0.

If M were not free, Proposition 7.2 would give Extd−3
R (M, R) ̸= 0, and local duality would imply

H3
m(M) ∼= Extd−3

R (M, R)∨ ̸= 0, a contradiction. Hence M is free and V is trivial. □

Corollary 7.6. Let R be a regular local ring with dim R = d > 4, and let V = M̃ be a vector bundle on
Spec(R)◦. If H2(Spec(R)◦, V) = 0, then V is trivial.
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