arXiv:2303.18085v2 [math.AG] 13 Apr 2023

HIGH FROBENIUS PUSHFORWARDS GENERATE THE BOUNDED DERIVED CATEGORY

MATTHEW R. BALLARD, SRIKANTH B. IYENGAR, PAT LANK, ALAPAN MUKHOPADHYAY, AND JOSH POLLITZ

Abstract. This work concerns generators for the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves over a noetherian scheme X of prime characteristic. The main result is that when the Frobenius map on X is finite, for any compact generator G of D(X) the Frobenius pushforward F^e_∗ G generates the bounded derived category whenever p^e is larger than the codepth of X, an invariant that is a measure of the singularity of X. The conclusion holds for all positive integers e when X is locally complete intersection. The question of when one can take G = O_X is also investigated. For smooth projective complete intersections it reduces to a question of generation of the Kuznetsov component.

Introduction

This work concerns the existence of (strong) generators in the bounded derived category of a noetherian scheme and, in particular, a commutative noetherian ring. The notion of a strong generator for an (essentially small) triangulated category T was introduced by Bondal and van den Bergh [20]. Roughly speaking, an object G in T is a generator if each object A can be built from G using the operations in T: finite direct sums, summands, and mapping cones. When there is an an upper bound, independent of A, on the number of mapping cones required, G is said to be a strong generator; see 1.1.

It is proved in [20] that the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on a scheme that is essentially of finite type and smooth over a field admits a strong generator. Subsequently Aoki [3] proved that D^b(coh X) has a strong generator for any separated, quasi-excellent scheme X of finite Krull dimension; this also extends work of Rouquier [80], Keller and van den Bergh [49], Lunts [60], Iyengar and Takahashi [47], and Neeman [69].

While this settles the question of the existence of a strong generator in great generality, there are not that many general results that identify them.

We focus first on the affine situation: X := Spec R, where R is a commutative noetherian ring. In this case, D^b(coh X) is equivalent to D^b(mod R), the bounded derived category of finitely generated R-modules. When R is regular and of finite Krull dimension, R itself is a strong generator for D^b(mod R). In fact, any Rcomplex in D^b(mod R) having full support is a strong generator. The latter is a consequence of a theorem of Hopkins [43], and Neeman [66]; see 1.5. One can also identify strong generators when R is a complete intersection ring with isolated

Date: May 22, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14A30 (primary), 13A35, 14G17, 13D09. Key words and phrases. derived category, Frobenius pushforward, generator, homotopy category of injectives, local-to-global principle, strong generator, thick subcategory. 1

singularities using a theorem of Stevenson [91]. When R is an artinian ring, R/J, where J is the Jacobson radical of R, is a strong generator for D^b(mod R).

The situation is even more complicated in the global case. Perhaps the most comprehensive result is due to Orlov [73] who proved that when X is quasi-projective, with very ample line bundle L, the direct sum O_X ⊕L⊕· · ·⊕L^{⊗d}, where d = dim X, is a generator for Perf X, the subcategory of perfect complexes. This gives strong generators for D^b(coh X) when X is regular. Outside this case, there are only a few results that identify explicit generators for the bounded derived category.

In light of these remarks, it is surprising that for any F -finite scheme of prime characteristic one can identify strong generators for the bounded derived category, at least in terms of generators for Perf X. This is the content of the result below. The existence of a generator E, as below, for Perf X is a result of Bondal and van den Bergh [20, Theorem 3.1.1]. We emphasize that E need not be a strong generator for Perf X. Indeed, the latter has no strong generators when X is singular; see [80, 70]. As usual F^e_∗ G denotes the pushforward of a complex G in D^b(coh X) along F^e, the e-fold composition of the Frobenius map on X.

Theorem A. Let X be a noetherian F -finite scheme of prime characteristic p, and E a generator for Perf X. For any G in D^b(coh X) with supp_X G = X, the complex F^e_∗ (E ⊗^L_X G) is a generator for D^b(coh X) for any natural number e > log_p(codepth X); it is a strong generator when X is separated.

This result is contained in Corollary 3.9. The invariant codepth X is defined for any noetherian scheme X, in terms of the local rings at x ∈ X; see Section 3. When X := Spec R, the codepth of X is bounded above by the number of generators of the R-module F_∗R; see Lemma 3.2, which also provides a better bound. In particular, the codepth is finite for any F -finite noetherian scheme. The codepth of X is equal to 0 if and only if X is regular, and so it can be viewed as a numerical measure of the singularity of X.

Two special cases are worth noting. When X is affine, the structure sheaf O_X of X generates Perf X, so the preceding result specializes to:

Corollary B. When R is an F -finite commutative noetherian ring of prime characteristic p, the R-module F^e_∗ R is a strong generator for D^b(mod R) for any natural number e > log_p(codepth R).

In fact, one can take the Frobenius pushforward of any R-complex with coherent cohomology and full support; see Corollary 3.11. Here is another special case of Theorem A; it reappears as Corollary 3.10.

Corollary C. When X is a quasi-projective scheme over an F -finite field of prime characteristic p, and L a very ample line bundle, F^e_∗ O_X ⊕ F^e_∗ L ⊕ · · · ⊕ F^e_∗ L^{⊗ dim X} is a strong generator of D^b(coh X), for any natural number e > log_p(codepth X).

It is not hard to deduce from these results that if for some G in D^b(coh X) with full support and integer n ≥ 1, the complex F^n_∗ G is perfect, then X is regular; this recovers [8, Theorem 1.1]. Thus one can view Theorem A as a structural refinement of Kunz’s theorem [52] that is the case G = O_X . One can also deduce other results of this ilk, characterizing the singularity type of X in terms of homological properties of F ; such as those from [8, 41, 79, 94].

There are two key ingredients that go into the proof of Theorem A. One is a local-to-global principle that says, roughly, that a complex G is a generator for

D^b(coh X) if the stalk complex G_x is a generator for D^b(mod O_x) for each x ∈ X; see Corollary 1.10. A subtle point here is that generation involves the structure of D^b(coh X) as module over Perf X viewed as a tensor-triangulated category. We deduce this local-to-global principle from a more general statement, involving the ind-completions of the categories. This builds on work of Stevenson [89], and is explained in Section 1.

Once we are down to the level of stalks, the main result concerns a nilpotence property of the Frobenius endomorphism on a local ring of prime characteristic. It implies that, under appropriate conditions involving support, high Frobenius pushforwards of any complex generates the finite length complexes in D^b(mod O_x). This is the content of Section 2.

Theorem A prompts a number of questions. One is what can be said, vis a vis generation, when F is not necessarily finite; see Theorem 3.6 for what we have to offer in this regard. Another question, prompted by Kunz’s theorem, is whether already the first Frobenius pushforward of some object generates the bounded derived category. Here is the most decisive result we prove concerning this question.

Theorem D. When X is F -finite and locally complete intersection, for any generator G of Perf X, the complex F_∗G is a strong generator for D^b(coh X). In particular, if X is affine, F_∗O_X strongly generates D^b(coh X).

See Theorem 6.3, and also Theorem 6.5 for a more general statement. We also prove that Veronese subrings of k[x, y] have this property. The results for affine varieties raises the question: Does F_∗R generate D^b(mod R) for any commutative noetherian ring R? We do not know of any counterexamples.

In light of these results it is natural to ask for the smallest number e such that F^e_∗ O_X strongly generates D^b(coh X). This is interesting even when X = Spec R, for examples suggest that the upper bound for e given by Theorem A is far from optimal. Here are some results in this direction; see Sections 4 and 6.

• e ≤ ⌈log_p(Loewy length R)⌉ when R is an artinian local ring; • e ≤ ⌈log_p(n + 1)⌉ when X = P^n;

• e ≤ ⌈log_p 3⌉ with X the blowup of P^2 at ≤ 4 points in general position; • e ≤ ⌈log_p n⌉ for some smooth quadrics X of dimension n.

There may be no such e when, for instance, X is an F -finite smooth curve of positive genus; see Theorem 4.10. This prompts a definition: X is F -thick if F^e_∗ O_X itself generates D^b(coh X) for some e ≥ 1. The class of F -thick schemes includes all affine schemes and overlaps significantly with varieties possessing a full exceptional collection. For smooth projective complete intersections F -thickness is tantamount to generation of the Kuznetsov component; see Theorem 4.16.

Shifting the focus from the full derived category to specific objects, recent and not so recent developments suggest considering the number of steps required to build O_X from F^e_∗ O_X , for some e. We are interested in this number partly because in the affine case it is one measure of a failure of the F -split property.

Corollary E. For any F -finite noetherian ring R one has that

inf{n | R is in thick^n(F^e_∗ R) for some e ≥ 1}

is finite; it equals one if and only if R is F -split. It is bounded above by p^c when R is locally complete intersection and c is the codimension of R.

The finiteness is immediate from Corollary B, and the second part is essentially the definition of the F -split property. These results are proved in Section 5. Another reason for our interest in Corollary E is that it says, in the language of [27], that the R-module F^e_∗ R is proxy-small for e ≫ 0. Among other things, this has consequences for the derived endomorphism ring of F^e_∗ R; see op. cit. and also [26].

Acknowledgements. This material is based on work supported by Simons Foundation: Collaboration Grant for Mathematicians #708132 (Ballard) and Grant # 586594 (Lank) and work supported by the National Science Foundation under Grants No. DMS-1840190 (Pollitz), DMS-FRG-1952399, DMS- 2101075 (Mukhopadhyay), DMS-2001368 (Iyengar), and DMS-2002173 (Pollitz). Part of it was done at the Hausdorff Research Institute for Mathematics, Bonn, when Iyengar and Pollitz were at the “Spectral Methods in Algebra, Geometry, and Topology” trimester, funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft under Germany’s Excellence Strategy–EXC-2047/1–390685813. Iyengar thanks Greg Stevenson for conversations on Section 1. Mukhopadhyay thanks the mathematics department of the University of Utah for hospitality during formative stages of the work. The authors thank Devlin Mallory and Eamon Quinlan-Gallego for comments on the material in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively.

1. Generators for triangulated categories

In this section we recall some basic notions and results concerning triangulated categories. The main examples of interest are various categories constructed from (quasi-)coherent sheaves on a noetherian scheme. We take Krause’s book [51] as our standard reference on triangulated categories; for constructions and results specific to schemes see Huybrecht’s book [45] and the Stacks Project [25].

1.1. Let K be a triangulated category. A subcategory S of K is thick if it is a full triangulated subcategory closed under retracts. Given an object G (or a set of them) in K, we write thick_K(G) for the smallest thick subcategory, with respect to inclusion, containing G. The objects in thick_K(G) are referred to as being finitely built from G. This subcategory is also often denoted ⟨G⟩; see, for example, [20]. One can construct thick_K(G) inductively as follows: set thick^1_K(G) to be the smallest full subcategory of K containing G and closed under suspensions, finite sums and retracts. For n > 1, let thick^n_K(G) be the smallest full subcategory of K containing all objects A that fit into a triangle A → B → C → ΣA with B in thick^{n−1}_K (G) and C in thick^1_K(G), and which is closed under suspensions, finite sums and retracts. One has a filtration

thick_K(G) = ⋃ n⩾1 thick^n_K(G) .

See [20], and also [7], for details. An object G is a (classical) generator for K if thick_K(G) = K; it is a strong generator provided that thick^d_K(G) = K for some integer d. Clearly, if K admits a strong generator, any generator is a strong generator.

Suppose K admits all coproducts. A triangulated subcategory of K is localizing when it is closed under small coproducts. We write Loc_K(G) for the smallest localizing subcategory containing G, and speak of objects in this category as being built from G. An object C in K is compact if Hom_K(C, −) commutes with coproducts in

K, and K is compactly generated if there exists a set of compact objects G such that Loc_K(G) = K. We write K^c for the compact objects in K; this is a thick subcategory of K. If G is a set of compact objects in K, then

(1.1.1) Loc_K(G) ∩ K^c = thick_K(G) .

This is proved by Neeman [67, Theorem 2.1]; see also [51, Proposition 3.4.15].

Many of the triangulated categories of interest in this manuscript come equipped with an action of another triangulated category, and our proofs exploit this additional structure. The relevant notions are recalled below. For details see [89].

1.2. Let (T, ⊗, 1) be a tensor triangulated category that acts on K (on the left), in the sense of Stevenson [89, Section 3]; see also [92]. We write ⊙ to denote this action. It is suggestive to think, and speak, of K as a T-module, as in [89, 90]. Given an object G (or, as before, a set of them) in K, we denote thick^⊙_K (G) the thick Tsubmodule of K generated by G, that is to say, the smallest thick subcategory of K that is closed under the action of T.

When T and K admit all coproducts, we consider also Loc^⊙_K (G), the localizing T-submodule of K generated by G. If Loc_T(U) = T for a set of objects U, then

(1.2.1) Loc^⊙_K (G) = Loc_K(A ⊙ B | A ∈ U and B ∈ G) .

In particular, if Loc_T(1) = T, then Loc^⊙_K (G) = Loc_K(G); see [89, Lemma 3.13].

Suppose that T is compactly generated. Then Brown representability yields that T has an internal function object, hom(−, −), adjoint to − ⊗ −; we assume that this is exact in each variable. An object D in T is rigid if for each E in T the natural map hom(D, 1) ⊗ E −→ hom(D, E) is an isomorphism. The category T is rigidly compactly generated if it is compactly generated, and the set of compact objects and rigid objects coincide; see [89, Defintion 4.1]. In this case, the unit 1 of T is compact. When a rigidly compactly generated category T acts on a compactly generated category K, the action restricts to compact objects, that is to say, T^c acts on K^c; see [89, Lemma 4.6].

These observations yield also a module version of (1.1.1), namely, when T is rigidly compactly generated and K is compactly generated, for any set G of compact objects in K, one has

(1.2.2) Loc^⊙_K (G) ∩ K^c = thick^⊙_K (G) ,

where the category on the right is the T^c-submodule of K^c generated by G. This follows from (1.1.1), given (1.2.1).

1.3. Let X be a noetherian scheme and D(X) the derived category of quasi-coherent sheaves, viewed as a triangulated category with suspension functor Σ. When X is affine, we identify D(X) with D(O_X ), the derived category of O_X -modules.

As a triangulated category D(X) admits arbitrary coproducts, and is compactly generated. The compacts objects in D(X) are the bounded complexes of vector bundles; that is to say, perfect complexes. We write Perf X for the full subcategory consisting of perfect complexes. Bondal and van den Bergh [20, Theorem 3.1.1] proved that D(X) has a compact generator: a perfect complex G such that

D(X) = Loc_{D(X)}(G) .

It follows that Perf X = thick_{D(X)}(G); see (1.1.1).

Our main interest is in D^b(coh X), the full subcategory of D(X) consisting of bounded complexes with coherent cohomology, and in finding strong generators for this triangulated category. Aoki [3] proved that these exist whenever X is separated, quasi-excellent, and of finite Krull dimension.

1.4. The derived tensor product −⊗^L_X − endows D(X) with a structure of a rigidly compactly generated tensor triangulated category. Moreover Perf X is a tensor triangulated subcategory of D(X) and the derived tensor product gives an action of Perf X on D(X), in the sense of 1.2. One has

Loc^⊙_{D(X)}(G) = Loc^⊗_{D(X)}(G)

for any G in D(X), where the category on the left is the localizing Perf X-submodule of D(X) generated by G, and the category on the right is the localizing tensor ideal of D(X). Moreover, when X is affine, the unit of the tensor product- O_X , generates Perf X as a thick subcategory, so

Loc^⊙_{D(X)}(G) = Loc_{D(X)}(G) .

These observations will be used implicitly in the sequel.

The triangulated subcategory D^b(coh X) of D(X) is not closed under the tensor product, unless X is regular; see 1.11. However, the tensor product on D(X) restricts to an action of Perf X on D^b(coh X), so we are in the context of 1.2.

The next paragraph is a recap on some results involving support for objects in D(X); for details see [46, Appendix A], or [25]. This builds on the theory of support for complexes over commutative noetherian rings developed by Foxby [34].

1.5. Let X be a noetherian scheme as before, and fix E in D(X). Given x ∈ X we write E_x for the stalk of E at x, viewed as an object in the derived category of the local ring O_x. Let k(x) denote the residue field of O_x. We identify k(x) with the coherent sheaf on Spec O_x it defines, as well as with the pushforward of this coherent sheaf along the localizing immersion Spec O_x → X. The support of the complex E is the subset of X prescribed by

supp_X E := {x ∈ X | H(E ⊗^L_X k(x)) ≠ 0} .

This is sometimes referred to as the small support of E. When E is in D^b(coh X) its support coincides with the usual one:

supp_X E = {x ∈ X | H(E_x) ≠ 0} .

In particular, in this case it is a closed subset of X.

When X = Spec R, with R a commutative noetherian ring and E is the sheafification ~M of an R-complex M, this is the notion of support from [34], denoted supp_R M. When moreover M is in D^b(mod R) one has

supp_X E = supp_R M = V (ann_R H(M)) .

Our interest in support stems from the following result, proved by Neeman [66] in the affine case, and extended to schemes by Alonso Tarrío, Jeremías López, and Souto Solario [2]: Given objects E, G in D(X), one has

(1.5.1) E ∈ Loc^⊗_{D(X)}(G) ⇐⇒ supp_X E ⊆ supp_X G .

Using this result and (1.1.1) one deduces that when E, G are in Perf X one has

(1.5.2) E ∈ thick^⊗_{Perf X} (G) ⇐⇒ supp_X E ⊆ supp_X G .

This result was proved by Thomason [95]. The affine case is a result of Hopkins [43] and Neeman [66]. From (1.5.2) it follows, for example, that when E in Perf X has full support then it generates Perf X as a module over itself.

1.6. Given x ∈ X let K be the Koszul complex on a finite generating set for the maximal ideal of the local ring O_x, and for each E in D(X) set E(x) := E_x ⊗_{Ox} K , viewed as an element in D(O_x). This notation is ambiguous, for it does not reflect the choice of a generating set for the maximal ideal. However, if K^′ is the Koszul complex on a different generating set, then thick(K) = thick(K^′) as subcategories of D(O_x); this follows from (1.5.2), but can also be checked directly, as is done in [44, Lemma 6.0.9]. Consequently thick(E(x)) is well-defined, and this is what is relevant in the statement below, and also later on. Observe that, since K is a perfect O_x-complex, when E is in D^b(coh X), the complex E(x) is in D^b(mod O_x).

Theorem 1.7. Let X be a noetherian scheme. Fix objects E, G in D^b(coh X), viewed as a Perf X-module. If E(x) is in thick_{D(Ox)}(G_x) for each x ∈ X, then E is in thick^⊙_{D(X)}(G).

This result is essentially contained in the work of Stevenson [91]. Further below, we sketch a proof, for completeness. Observe that the converse also holds: if E is in the Perf X-submodule generated by G, then since both (−)_x and − ⊗_{Ox} K are exact, E(x) is generated by G(x), and hence also by G_x, as O_x finitely builds K.

1.8. Let K(Inj X) denote the homotopy category of quasi-coherent injective sheaves on X. This is a compactly generated triangulated category and restricting the natural localization functor

q : K(Inj X) −→ D(X)

to the subcategory of compact objects induces an equivalence

(1.8.1) K(Inj X)^{c ∼}−−→ D^b(coh X) .

See [50, Theorem 1.1], where these results are proved when X is separated, and [97, Appendix B] for the general case.

The tensor triangulated category D(X) is rigidly compactly generated and acts on K(Inj X), in the sense of 1.2. One can view this action as the ind-completion of the action of Perf(X) on D^b(coh X). Here is a concrete description of this action, following [91, Section 3].

Given a flat O_X -module F and an injective O_X -module I, the O_X -module F ⊗_X I is injective since X is noetherian. Thus, the tensor product induces an action of the homotopy category of complexes of flat modules on K(Inj X). When F is an acyclic complex of flat modules with flat syzygies (also known as a pure acyclic complex), and I is a complex of injectives, F ⊗_X I is contractible. Thus the said action factors through the Verdier quotient of the homotopy category of flats by the subcategory of pure acyclic complexes. This category, introduced by Murfet [65, 68], is usually denoted N(X) and called the Neeman category of X. When X is affine this is equivalent to the homotopy category of projective modules. A complex F of O_X -modules is K-flat if it consists of flat O_X -modules and F ⊗_X − preserves quasiisomorphisms. Taking K-flat resolutions gives a fully faithful embedding of D(X) into N(X), compatible with tensor products and coproducts. Via this embedding one gets an action of D(X) on K(Inj X).

In what follows, we write Loc^⊙_{K(X)}(G), with K(X) in the subscript rather than K(Inj X), for the localizing submodule of K(Inj X) generated by an object G.

Fix x ∈ X and let Γ_x denote the exact functor from D(X) to D(O_x) defined by the assignment E −→ RΓ_{{x}}(E_x) . See [89, Definition 5.3]. The local-to-global principle [89, Theorem 6.9] yields that given E, G in K(Inj X), viewed with the Perf X-action, one has

(1.8.2) E ∈ Loc^⊙_{K(X)}(G) ⇐⇒ Γ_xE ∈ Loc_{K(Ox)}(Γ_xG) for each x ∈ X.

The condition on the right is equivalent to Γ_xE being in the localizing subcategory generated by G_x, for the functor Γ_x(−) commutes with coproducts. For another version of this local-to-global principle see [14, Lemma 3.2].

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The basic idea is to apply the local-to-global principle. We use the equivalence (1.8.1) and identify E and G with their images in K(Inj X). The desired conclusion is that E is in the localizing D(X)-submodule of K(Inj X) generated by G; the statement about thick submodules follows by (1.2.2). For any x in X one has that

Loc_{K(Ox)}(E(x)) = Loc_{K(Ox)}(Γ_xE) .

This holds because O(x) and Γ_xO_x build each other in D(O_x); indeed both objects in question are supported on {x}, so (1.5.1) applies. Thanks to the tensor action of D(O_x) on K(Inj O_x) the equality above holds. One can also give a direct, elementary, proof; see, for example, [14, Proposition 2.11]. Given this observation, the hypothesis implies

Γ_xE ∈ Loc_{K(Ox)}(G_x) for each x ∈ X.

At this point we can invoke the local-to-global principle (1.8.2) to deduce that E is in the D(X)-submodule of K(Inj X) generated by G, as desired. □

1.9. Fix x ∈ X, set R := O_x and k := k(x). We write Γ_xD^b(mod R) for the subcategory of D^b(mod R) consisting of R-complexes M supported at the closed point x of Spec R; equivalently, the R-module H(M) has finite length. This subcategory contains E(x) for all E in D^b(coh X). The residue field k(x) of R generates Γ_xD^b(mod R); see, for example, [27]. However k(x) is a strong generator for this category if and only if R is artinian; see, for instance, [80].

Given these observations the result below is a consequence of Theorem 1.7.

Corollary 1.10. Let X be a noetherian scheme and fix G in D^b(coh X). If for each x ∈ X, the complex G_x finitely builds k(x), then G generates D^b(coh X) as a Perf X-module. □

One reason for our interest in finding generators of derived categories is that they are test objects for finiteness of various homological invariants. A sample result along these lines is provided in Lemma 1.12; see also [27]. To illustrate this point, we recall a classical characterization of regularity.

1.11. Let X be a noetherian scheme. Clearly Perf X ⊆ D^b(coh X). Equality holds precisely when X is regular, that is to say, the local rings O_x are regular for x in X; equivalently, at each closed point x in X. This characterization of regularity is due to Auslander, Buchsbaum, and Serre, given the following observation: A complex E in D^b(coh X) is perfect if and only if E_x is perfect in D^b(mod O_x) for each x ∈ X; equivalently, at each closed point x ∈ X. In the affine case, which implies the global version, this is due to Bass and Murthy [13]; see also [10, Theorem 4.1].

Here is a related result: Any compact generator for D(X) generates Perf X, as a thick subcategory. However Perf X has a strong generator if and only if X is regular and of finite Krull dimension; see [80, Proposition 7.25].

Lemma 1.12. Let X be a noetherian scheme and G a generator for D^b(coh X). An object E in D^b(coh X) is perfect if and only if Ext^i_X (E, G) = 0 for i ≫ 0. In particular, if Ext^i_X (G, G) = 0 for all i ≫ 0, then X is regular.

Proof. The second assertion follows immediately from the first, where the only if direction is clear. Suppose Ext^i_X (E, G) = 0 for i ≫ 0. Since G generates the bounded derived category, for each closed point x ∈ X, the coherent sheaf k(x) is finitely built from G in D(X), hence the hypothesis yields

Ext^i_{Ox} (E_x, k(x)) ∼= Ext^i_X (E, k(x)) = 0 for i ≫ 0.

It follows that the O_x-module E_x is perfect. Thus E is perfect; see 1.11. □

2. Local rings

In this section we establish a nilpotence-type result concerning the Frobenius endomorphism on a local ring. This is one of the key inputs into our arguments, in the next section concerning generators for the bounded derived category of a scheme over a field of positive characteristic.

Let R be a noetherian ring of prime characteristic p; that is to say, p is a prime number and R contains the field F_p as a subring. Let F : R → R given by r → r^p be its Frobenius endomorphism. It is well-known that the action induced by the Frobenius on various homology modules is often trivial; this springs from the fact that the Frobenius endomorphism on any simplicial commutative ring induces the trivial map in homology; see [74] and also [17, Section 11]. The gist of the result below is that, on noetherian local rings, the Frobenius endomorphism is even essentially nilpotent; see also Proposition 2.7.

Theorem 2.1. Let R be a noetherian local ring of prime characteristic p. For any R-complex M and natural number e > log_p(codepth R) there is an isomorphism

F^e_∗ (K^M ) ≃ H(F^e_∗ (K^M )) in D(R).

In particular, the residue field k is in thick_{D(R)}(F^e_∗ (K^M )) whenever H(K^M ) ≠ 0.

In the statement, K^M := K ⊗_R M where K is the Koszul complex on minimal generating set for the maximal ideal of R, and F^e_∗ is the restriction of scalars functor along F^e. The codepth of R is the non-negative integer

codepth R := edim R − depth R = sup{i | H_i(K^R) ≠ 0} .

The equality on the right is by the depth sensitivity of the Koszul complex. Let Q ↠ R be a Cohen presentation, meaning that Q is a regular local ring and the map is surjective. One has

(2.1.1) codepth R ≤ proj dim_Q R ,

and equality holds if (and only if) edim Q = edim R, that is to say, when Q ↠ R is a minimal Cohen presentation. This holds because of the formula of Auslander and Buchsbaum [23, Theorem 1.3.3].

Since complete local rings admit Cohen presentations, this remark can be applied after completing R at its maximal ideal, for the codepth of R coincides with that of its completion; indeed, both the embedding dimension and the depth remain unchanged in this process.

2.2. Compare the statement of Theorem 2.1 with [9, Theorem 6.2.2] that gives the same conclusion but where the lower bound for e is the spread of R. This number can be computed in terms of the graded Betti-numbers of gr_m(R), the associated graded ring of R at its maximal ideal m, over the symmetric algebra on m/m^2, and is related to the regularity of gr_m(R). The spread is harder to control; for instance, when R is a (not necessarily local) noetherian ring essentially of finite type, we do not know whether there is a global bound on the spread of R_p as p varies over the prime ideals in R. Such a bound is clear for the codepth and this fact is important in the sequel.

Nevertheless the proof of Theorem 2.1 is similar to that of [9, Theorem 6.2.2], except that, to exploit the special properties of the Frobenius map we work in the category of simplicial algebras and simplicial modules over them. The pertinent constructions and results are recalled below; see [76, 84] for proofs.

2.3. Given a simplicial ring A we write Simp(A) for the category of simplicial A-modules, with the usual model structure, and Ho(A) for the corresponding homotopy category.

Viewing a commutative ring R as a simplicial ring in the standard way, by the Dold-Kan theorem one gets an equivalence of categories

Simp(R) Ch_{⩾0}(R) , N∼Γ where N(−) is the normalization functor. These are compatible with natural model structures on the source and target. In particular, N induces an equivalence on homotopy categories: N : Ho(R)^∼−−→ D_{⩾0}(R) .

Here D_{⩾0}(R) is the derived category on non-negatively graded chain complexes, which can be identified with the full-subcategory of D(R) consisting of R-complexes with homology concentrated in non-negative degrees. It is not a triangulated subcategory, for it is not closed under negative suspensions.

Thanks to the equivalence above, one can work with simplicial R-modules, at least for objects in D_{⩾0}(R).

For a general simplicial ring A, its normalization N(A) is a graded-commutative differential graded algebra, concentrated in non-negative degrees, and the Dold- Kan functor induces an equivalence between Ho(A) and D_{⩾0}(N(A)), the derived category of differential graded N(A)-modules with homology concentrated in nonnegative degrees. This subsumes the case A = R discussed above.

2.4. Let R be a ring. An R-complex M is said to be formal if there is an isomorphism M ≃ H(M) in D(R). Given the Dold-Kan equivalence, we say a simplicial R-module is formal if its normalization is formal. For instance, when k is a field, any simplicial k-vector space is formal.

2.5. Given a simplicial ring A and an integer n ≥ 0, there is a simplicial ring B and a map of simplicial rings φ: A → B with the following properties:

(1) H_i(B) = 0 for i ≥ n + 1; (2) H_i(φ) is bijective for i ≤ n.

The map can be obtained by a process of killing the homology in A in degree n + 1 and higher; see also the discussion on [96, pp. 162] for the construction of φ. This is part of the data of a Postnikov tower for A.

2.6. Given a map φ: A → B of simplicial rings, one has an adjoint pair of functors

Ho(A) Ho(B) φ^∗φ^∗ where φ_∗ is restriction along φ, and φ^∗ is induced by B ⊗_A −. When φ is an equivalence, φ^∗ and φ_∗ are inverse equivalences of categories. The normalization N(A) is a differential graded algebra, and the following diagram

Ho(A) Ho(B)

D_{⩾0}(N(A)) D_{⩾0}(N(B)) ≃Nφ_∗N≃φ^∗

commutes up to isomorphism of functors. This observation is used in recasting the statement in Theorem 2.1 in terms of simplicial algebras and modules.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. One has that m · H(K^M ) = 0, where m is the maximal ideal of R. Thus, with ^R the m-adic completion of R, the map K^M −→ ^R ⊗_R K^M ∼= K^{^R⊗M} induced by the natural map R → ^R, is a quasi-isomorphism. Thus passing to ^R, we can assume R is complete in the m-adic topology. Let Q → R be a minimal Cohen presentation.

We view R as a simplicial Q-algebra in the usual way, and take a simplicial R-algebra model for K^R. Let ρ: Q{X}^≃−→ R and Q{Y }^≃−→ k be simplicial free resolutions of R and k, respectively, as Q-algebras. Then Q{X, Y } := Q{X} ⊗_Q Q{Y } is a simplicial free resolution of K^R over Q{X}. Let F^e : Q{X} → Q{X} be the Frobenius map applied degreewise. At this point we have constructed the top two squares of the following commutative diagram of simplicial Q-algebras: R R K^R

Q{X} Q{X} Q{X, Y } k{X}

k A F^e≃ρF^e Φ ε ≃ρ ≃≃ ≃α Ψ

The equivalence Q{X, Y }^≃−→ k{X} is obtained by applying Q{X} ⊗_Q − to the equivalence Q{Y }^≃−→ k. Next we construct the lower part of the diagram.

Let J be the kernel of the canonical augmentation k{X} → k; this is a simplicial ideal in k{X} and satisfies H_i(J) = 0 for i ≤ 0. Since k{X} is free, as a simplicial k-algebra, for each integer n ≥ 0 one has H_i(J^{n+1}) = 0 for i ≤ n, by Quillen’s theorem [75, Theorem 6.12]. In particular the surjection k{X} → k{X}/J^{n+1} is bijective in homology in degrees ≤ n. Set c := codepth R; thus

H_i(k{X}) ∼= H_i(K^R) = 0 for i > c.

Let k{X}/J^{c+1} → A be a map of simplicial rings such that the induced map in homology is bijective in degrees ≤ c and H_i(A) = 0 for i ≥ c + 1; see 2.5. The map α in the diagram is the composition of maps k{X} −→ k{X}/J^{c+1} −→ A By construction H(α): H(k{X}) → H(A) is an isomorphism; that is to say, α is an equivalence. The map Φ: Q{X} → A is defined to ensure that the upper triangle commutes. Let ε: Q{X} → k be the canonical augmentation and set I := Ker(ε). Since p^e ≥ c + 1, the composition of maps Q{X}^{F e}−−−→ Q{X} −→ Q{X, Y } −→ k{X} takes I into J^{c+1}, so Φ factors through ε yielding the map Ψ in the diagram. This completes the construction of the commutative diagram. Observe that k{X}, and hence also A is a simplicial k-algebra, and that the map Ψ: k → A is the composition of F^e : k → k with the structure map k → A.

At this point, we complete the proof under the additional assumption that the R-complex M satisfies H_i(M) = 0 for i < 0, for we can then work entirely in the simplicial context, given the Dold-Kan equivalence between non-negatively graded R-complexes and simplicial R-modules; see 2.3 and 2.6. To tackle the case of a general M, one can apply the normalization functor and get a commutative diagram of differential graded algebras and argue as below, but in the context of differential graded algebras and modules.

Since k is a field, any simplicial k-module, is formal, in the sense of 2.4. Thus, for any simplicial A-module M, the simplicial R-module U := ρ^∗ε_∗Ψ_∗(M) is formal. It thus follows from the commutative diagram above that for any simplicial K^Rmodule N , the simplicial R-module F^e_∗ (N ) is formal. This applies in particular to the simplicial model for K^M , and so the argument is complete.

As to the last part, if H(K^M ) ≠ 0, then H(F^e_∗ (K^M )) ∼= F^e_∗ H(K^M ), has F^e_∗ k, and hence k, as a direct summand. □

The essence of the argument above is the existence of the commutative diagram of simplicial algebras, and this can be paraphrased as follows.

Proposition 2.7. Let R be a noetherian local ring of prime characteristic p. For any natural number e > log_p(codepth R), in the homotopy category of simplicial commutative algebras, the composition R^{F e}−−→ R → K^R factors through the natural surjection R → k to the residue field. □

Given Theorem 2.1, and more so the result above, it follows that any property of the ring that can be characterized in terms of some homological property of k can often be characterized in terms of the corresponding homological property of the Frobenius pushforwards, F^e_∗ M, for any M with the maximal ideal in its support. Kunz’s characterization of regularity [52, Theorem 2.1] of R is the prototypical such result, where M = R. See also Corollary 3.13.

3. Schemes

In this section we build on the results in Section 2 to establish statements concerning generation of bounded derived categories; see Theorem 3.5. The main new input is the local-to-global principle from Section 1. To state our result we extend the definition of codepth for a local ring from Section 2 to any noetherian scheme X as follows:

codepth X := sup{codepth O_x | x ∈ X} .

When X is quasi-compact, excellent and of finite Krull dimension, there is bound on the embedding dimensions of the local rings O_x and so also on codepth X; this follows from [83, Proposition 5.2]. However we get no concrete bounds from this source. We would like to have such a bound, at least for F -finite schemes; for this see Lemma 3.2 below. To begin with, we record the following observation that means that for a local ring the codepth in the sense above is the same as the one introduced earlier.

Lemma 3.1. For any noetherian local ring R, one has codepth R ≥ codepth R_p for any prime ideal p in R.

Proof. The desired statement is clear when R has a Cohen presentation Q → R, which one can arrange to be minimal, for then (2.1.1) yields (in)equalities

codepth R = proj dim_Q R ≥ proj dim_{Qp} (R_p) ≥ codepth R_p ,

which is the desired inequality.

We reduce to this case by passing to the completion, ^R, of R at its maximal ideal. Pick a prime ideal, say p^′ in Spec ^R lying over p and minimal with that property. One then has

edim( ^R_p′ ) ≥ edim R_p and depth( ^R_p′ ) = depth R_p ,

where the inequality holds by, for example, [57] and the equality by [23, Proposition 1.2.16]. This gives the last of the following inequalities

codepth R = codepth ^R ≥ codepth( ^R_p′ ) ≥ codepth R_p .

The equality is clear, whereas the first inequality is by the discussion in the previous paragraph, for ^R has a Cohen presentation. □

In the statement below, for any finitely generated R-module M we write β^R(M) for the minimal number of elements required to generate M. When R contains a field of positive characteristic, we say R is F -finite if the Frobenius endomorphism F : R → R is a finite map. We use often the observation that quotients, localizations, and completions of F -finite noetherian rings are F -finite, and that the Frobenius morphishm commutes with localization and completion.

Lemma 3.2. Let R be a noetherian ring.

(1) When R is a quotient of a regular ring Q, one has codepth R ≤ proj dim_Q R < ∞ .

(2) When R contains a field of prime characteristic and is F -finite one has edim R_p ≤ β^R(F_∗R) for each p ∈ Spec R.

In particular, codepth R < ∞.

Proof. (1) When R is a quotient of a regular ring Q one has inequalities codepth R_p ≤ proj dim_{Qp∩Q} R_p ≤ proj dim_Q R < ∞ , for each prime ideal p of R, where the first one is by (2.1.1), and the finiteness of proj dim_Q R is by [13]. Thus codepth R is finite, and bounded above by proj dim_Q R.

(2) We can deduce this from (1) for any F -finite ring is a quotient of an F -finite regular ring, as was proved by Gabber [35, Remark 13.6]. Here is a direct argument, based on the proof of [53, Proposition 1.1].

Since the number of generators does not go up under localization, the desired result is that when (R, m, k) is a noetherian local ring β^R(F_∗R) ≥ edim R. This follows from the computation: β^R(F_∗R) = rank_k(k ⊗_R F_∗R) = rank_k(F_∗(R/m^{[p]})) ≥ rank_k(F_∗k) rank_k(R/m^{[p]}) ≥ rank_k(m/m^2) .

The (in)equalities are all standard. □ The preceding result gives one family of schemes whose codepth is finite. This family includes schemes that may have infinite Krull dimension. Corollary 3.3. If X is a scheme essentially of finite type over a regular scheme, then codepth X is finite. □ For the present, the more pertinent result is the one below.

Proposition 3.4. If X is a noetherian F -finite scheme, then codepth X is finite. Proof. Since X admits a finite open affine cover, and codepth X is computed locally, we can assume X is affine. The desired result follows from Lemma 3.2(2). □ These considerations are pertinent to the result below; it contains Theorem A.

See Section 1 for notation and terminology.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be an F -finite noetherian scheme over a field of prime characteristic p. Fix a natural number e > log_p(codepth X). If E, G belong to D^b(coh X) with supp_X E ⊆ supp_X G, then E is in thick^⊙_{D(X)}(F^e_∗ G) .

Hence, if supp_X G = X, then F^e_∗ G generates D^b(coh X) as a Perf X-module. Proof. By Theorem 1.7 it suffices to check that E(x) is in the thick subcategory of D(O_x) generated by (F^e_∗ G)_x for x ∈ X. Fix a point x ∈ X.

If x /∈ supp_X G, then supp_X E ⊆ supp_X G implies E_x ∼= 0, hence also that E(x) ∼= 0, so the desired inclusion is clear.

Suppose x ∈ supp_X G. Set R := O_x, let k be its residue field, and set M := G_x; thus M ≁= 0 in D(R). By the definition of codepth X one has p^e > codepth R so Theorem 2.1 applied to M yields that k is in the thick subcategory generated by F^e_∗ (M). This implies that any R-complex with homology of finite length, and in particular E(x), is in that thick subcategory as well. It remains to observe that F^e_∗ (M) ∼= F^e_∗ (G)_x, as R-complexes. □

Next we establish a result akin to Theorem 3.5 that deals with the case when X is not necessarily F -finite. It concerns the homotopy category of injectives that appeared already in 1.8. We need also the functor

i: D(X) −→ K(Inj X)

that assigns to each complex its injective resolution; see [51, Section 4.3].

Theorem 3.6. Let X be a noetherian scheme over a field of prime characteristic p. Fix a natural number e > log_p(codepth X) and a complex G in D(X) with H(G) bounded and supp_X G = X. As Perf X-modules one has

Loc^⊙_{K(X)}(iF^e_∗ G) = K(Inj X) .

This statement is vacuous when the codepth of X is infinite. However, it seems plausible that this number is finite whenever X is noetherian; as noted before, it is finite for excellent schemes of finite Krull dimension. See also Corollary 3.3.

Proof. By the local-to-global principle (1.8.2) it suffices to verify that for each x in X the localizing Perf X-submodule of K(Inj X) generated by (iF^e_∗ G)_x contains the objects of K(Inj X) supported at x. Moreover, since H^i(G) = 0 for |i| ≫ 0, one gets the first isomorphism below:

(iF^e_∗ G)_x ∼= i((F^e_∗ G)_x) ∼= iF^e_∗ (G_x) .

The second one is standard. Thus passing to the local ring at x, we arrive in the situation where R := O_x is a noetherian local ring, say with maximal ideal m, and G is an R-complex with H(G) bounded and supp_R G = Spec R. The task is to verify that any R-complex in K(Inj R) supported at m is in the localizing subcategory of K(Inj R) generated by iF^e_∗ G. This is equivalent to checking that if an object M of K(Inj R) is supported at m and satisfies

Hom^∗_K(iF^e_∗ G, M) = 0

then M ∼= 0 in K(Inj R); that is to say, all its syzygy modules are injective.

Since K^G is finitely built from G in D(R), it follows that F^e_∗ (K^G) is in the thick subcategory of D(R) generated by F^e_∗ G. Then, given the lower bound on e, Theorem 2.1 yields that k, the residue field of R, and hence also any R-module of finite length, is in the thick subcategory generated by F^e_∗ G. Since i(−) is an exact functor, we conclude that for each finite length R-module L, its injective resolution iL is in the thick subcategory of K(Inj R) generated by iF^e_∗ G. Thus the condition above implies that Hom^∗_K(iL, M) = 0 , for all such L. The category of m-power torsion R-modules is a locally noetherian Grothendieck category with noetherian objects the finite length R-modules. Thus, since M is m-power torsion, applying [50, Lemma 2.2] we deduce from the condition above that M ∼= 0 in K(Inj R); see also [51, Lemma 6.4.11]. □

3.7. One can deduce Theorem 3.5 from the result above: When X is F -finite, if G is in D^b(coh X) so is F^e_∗ G and hence iF^e_∗ G is compact in K(Inj X); see (1.8.1). The localizing submodule generated by iF^e_∗ G equals K(Inj R), so by (1.2.2) thick^⊙(iF^e_∗ G) = K(Inj X)^c .

Applying the quotient functor q to the previous equality yields the desired result, given the equivalence (1.8.1).

Next we discuss alternative formulations of the preceding results, in terms of strong generators of D^b(coh X).

Lemma 3.8. Let X be a noetherian scheme over a field of prime characteristic p. Let U ⊆ Perf X be such that thick_{D(X)}(U) = Perf X. For any G in D(X) and integer e ≥ 0 one has thick^⊙_{D(X)}(F^e_∗ G) = thick_{D(X)}(F^e_∗ (E ⊗ G) | E ∈ U) .

Proof. It suffices to verify this when e = 1; this eases up the notation a bit.

Let F^∗ : D(X) → D(X) denote pullback along F . For any collection of objects C in D(X) with Loc_{D(X)}(C) = D(X), adjunction yields Loc_{D(X)}(F^∗C) = D(X). From this observation and the fact that F^∗ restricts to an endofunctor on Perf X, one can apply (1.1.1) to conclude that (3.8.1) thick_{D(X)}(F^∗U) = thick_{D(X)}(U) = Perf X . Now it remains to observe that

thick_{D(X)}(F_∗(E ⊗ G) | E ∈ U) = thick_{D(X)}(F_∗(F^∗(E) ⊗ G) | E ∈ U) = thick_{D(X)}(E ⊗ F_∗(G) | E ∈ U) = thick^⊙_{D(X)}(F_∗G) ;

where the first equality is by (3.8.1), the second equality is the projection formula F_∗(F^∗(−) ⊗ G) ≃ (−) ⊗ F_∗G on Perf X, and the last equality is evident since thick_{D(X)}(U) = Perf X. □

Strong generation. Here is our main result concerning the existence of strong generators for the bounded derived category of X. By a result of Bondal and van den Bergh, see 1.3, a perfect complex E as in the hypothesis always exists; when X is affine, one can take G = O_X .

Corollary 3.9. Let X be an F -finite noetherian scheme of prime characteristic p, and assume E generates Perf X. For each e > log_p(codepth X) and G in D^b(coh X) with supp_X G = X, the complex F^e_∗ (E ⊗ G) is a generator for D^b(coh X); it is a strong generator when X is separated.

Proof. Since supp_X G = X, Theorem 3.5 yields the first equality below: D^b(coh X) = thick^⊙_{D(X)}(F^e_∗ G) = thick_{D(X)}(F^e_∗ (E ⊗ G)) .

The second equality is by Lemma 3.8, given that E generates Perf X.

Since X is F -finite, it has finite Krull dimension, by [53, Proposition 1.1]—see also Lemma 3.2(2)—and is excellent, by [53, Theorem 2.5]. When X is separated, Aoki’s theorem [3] yields that D^b(coh X) has a strong generator, and as F^e_∗ (E ⊗ G) is generator for D^b(coh X), it must be a strong generator as well. □

Here is a corollary of the preceding result.

Corollary 3.10. Let X be a quasi-projective scheme over an F -finite field of prime characteristic p, L a very ample line bundle, and set

G := dim X⨁

i=0 L^{⊗i} . Then F^e_∗ G strongly generates D^b(coh X) for each e > log_p(codepth X).

Proof. Since G generates Perf X, see [73, Theorem 4], Corollary 3.9 applies. □

The result below is immediate from Corollary 3.9, as Perf X is generated by the tensor unit O_X in the affine case.

Corollary 3.11. If X is an F -finite affine scheme of prime characteristic p, then F^e_∗ O_X strongly generates D^b(coh X) for each e > log_p(codepth X). In fact F^e_∗ G is a strong generator for D^b(coh X) whenever G is in D^b(coh X) with supp_X G = X. □

3.12. It follows from the preceding result that for any F -finite normal toric ring R the isomorphism classes of conic modules generate D^b(mod R). This is because each R-module F^e_∗ R decomposes as a direct sum of conic modules, see [31, Proposition 4.15] (or [21, section 3]), and there are only finitely many conic modules up to isomorphism; cf. [31, Corollary 4.12], as well as [22, Proposition 3.6].

One consequence of the existence of generators is the following strengthening of Kunz’s theorem [52, Theorem 2.1] characterizing regularity in terms of flatness of the Frobenius. The result below is, in turn, subsumed by [8, Theorem 1.1] but it seems worthwhile to state and prove the version below for it highlights one application of statements concerning the existence of generators.

Corollary 3.13. Let X be an F -finite scheme. If there exists an G in D^b(coh X) with supp_X G = X such that F^n_∗ G is perfect for some n ≥ 1, then X is regular.

Proof. A key observation observation is that given finite maps of schemes X^{′′ f ′}−→ X^{′ f}−→ X and complexes G^{′′} and G^′ over X^{′′} and X^′, respectively, with f^′_∗G^{′′} and f_∗G^′ are perfect, the complex (ff^′)_∗(f^{′∗}G^′ ⊗^L G^{′′}) is perfect; the maps being finite guarantee that f^{′∗}G^′ ⊗^L G^{′′} has coherent cohomology; see, for instance, [16, Corollary 3.4].

Given this observation it follows that if F^n_∗ G is perfect for some n ≥ 1, then F^{2n}(F^{n,∗}G ⊗^L G) is perfect. Since F is a homeomorphism on the underlying topological spaces, the support of F^{n,∗}G ⊗^L G equals that of G. Thus, repeating this construction, we can make n arbitrarily large; in particular, bigger than log_p(codepth X). Let E be a generator for Perf X. Using once again the observation in the previous paragraph, one deduces that F^n_∗ (E ⊗ G) is also perfect. Since the complex generates D^b(coh X), by Corollary 3.9, it remains to apply Lemma 1.12 to deduce that X is regular. □

4. F -thickness

The results in Section 3 guarantee that for any F -finite (separated) noetherian scheme X, its bounded derived category is (strongly) generated by a high Frobenius pushforward of some perfect complex G. In this section we investigate when taking G = O_X does the job. We refer the reader to [45] regarding background on exceptional collections, semiorthogonal decompositions, and tilting generators. Definition 4.1. Let X be a noetherian F -finite scheme. We say X is F -thick if F^e_∗ O_X generates D^b(coh X), for some integer e ≥ 1.

By Corollary 3.11, every affine scheme is F -thick. In this section, we present other examples of F -thick schemes, and examples of schemes that are not F -thick.

Relation to tilting. The more stringent requirement that F^e_∗ O_X is a tilting generator has been studied in [56, 77, 81, 82]. The class of F -thick schemes is strictly larger. Indeed for toric varieties there are obstructions to the existence of full exceptional collections, which prevents the tilting condition from being satisfied; see [28, Theorem 1.3], as well as [42, 64]. The affine situation is simpler. Proposition 4.2. Let R be a commutative noetherian ring. If G is a tilting generator for D^b(mod R), then G ∼= Σ^sP , for some finitely generated, faithful, projective R-module P and integer s; moreover, the ring R is regular. Therefore D^b(mod R) has a tilting generator if and only if R is regular.

Proof. Lemma 1.12 implies R is regular, and hence also that proj dim_R G < ∞. Then Nakayama’s Lemma yields that

Ext^g_R(G, G) ≠ 0 when g = proj dim_R G − inf H_∗(G) .

This implies the desired result. □

We record some examples of F -thick schemes.

Example 4.3. Let X := P^n_k denote projective n-space over k. In this case X is F -thick and, moreover, F^e_∗ O_X is a tilting generator whenever p^e > n.

Indeed, [78, Lemma 2.1] yields, for each l ∈ Z, a decomposition

F_∗(O_X (l)) ∼= ⨁ i≥−l/p O_X (−i)^{⊕α(i,l)} , where α(i, l) is the number of monomials of degree l + ip that are not divisible by any p^{th}-power of a variable. Also, by [15], G = O_X ⊕ O_X (−1) ⊕ . . . ⊕ O_X (−n) generates D^b(coh X). So combining these two facts yields that F^e_∗ O_X generates D^b(coh X) whenever p^e > n. Also, as Ext^t_X (G, G) = 0 for t > 0, it follows that F^e_∗ O_X is a tilting generator for D^b(coh X).

Fix p^e ≤ n. For each l in Z one has

Hom_{D(X)}(O_X (1), Σ^lF^e_∗ O_X ) ∼= Hom_{D(X)}(O_X (p^e), Σ^lO_X )

= H^l(X, O_X (−p^e)) = 0 .

Hence F^e_∗ O_X does not generate D^b(coh X).

Example 4.4. Let G be a semisimple algebraic group over an algebraically closed field of prime characteristic p. If p > h where h is the Coxeter number of G, then F_∗O_G is a generator for D^b(coh G). Furthermore, if P is a parabolic subgroup of G and p > h, then F_∗O_{G/P} is a generator for D^b(coh G/P) (see [81, Corollary 1.1]). If X is a flag variety of type A_2 (or B_2) and p > 3 (or p > 5, respectively), then F_∗O_X is a tilting generator for D^b(coh X); see [81, Corollary 3.2].

Example 4.5. The blowup X of P^2 at four points in general position is F -thick. By [40, Corollary 5.4 & Proposition 6.4], if e ≥ log_p 3, then F^e_∗ O_X contains as direct summands bundles that form a full strong exceptional collection on X.

Example 4.6. Let G = G(2, n) be the Grassmanian over an algebraically closed field of prime characteristic p. By [77, Corollary 16.11] F_∗O_G contains a full exceptional collection as direct summands whenever p ≥ n, and hence it is a generator for D^b(coh G ); in fact, it contains the full exceptional collection in [48, 61]. By [77, Theorem 1.1] F_∗O_G is a tilting generator if and only if n = 4 and p > 3.

Example 4.7. If X is a Severi-Brauer variety over a perfect field k of prime characteristic, then it is F -thick. We can apply [36, Corollary 5.1.5] to obtain a finite Galois extension ℓ/k such that X_ℓ ∼= P^n_ℓ for some integer n > 0. The projection morphism π : X_ℓ → X ensures that the exact functor

π_∗ : D^b(coh X_ℓ) → D^b(coh X)

is essentially surjective (see [88] and [12]). There exists e ≫ 0 such that F^e_∗ O_{Xℓ} generates D^b(coh X_ℓ). Therefore, π_∗(F^e_∗ O_{Xℓ} ) generates D^b(coh X). Notice that

π_∗F^e_∗ O_{Xℓ} ∼= F^e_∗ π_∗O_{Xℓ} ∼= F^e_∗ π_∗π^∗O_X ∼= (F^e_∗ O_X )^{⊕g} ,

where g := [ℓ : k].

Example 4.8. If X is a smooth quadric X ⊂ P^{n+1} over an algebraically closed field of odd characteristic p, then it follows from [82, Corollary 5.2] and [1, Theorem 2] X is F -thick when n is even and n ≥ 2(p + 1), or n is odd and n ≥ 3p + 2. The case where F^e_∗ O_X is a tilting generator has been considered in [56, Theorem 0.1].

Example 4.9. In 2006, Bondal [19] suggested that toric varieties are F -thick. Recently, the first author speculated the stronger statement that F^e_∗ O_X generates D^b(coh X) in exactly dim X steps for a toric variety X, provided that e is sufficiently large. The latter was recently confirmed by Favero and Huang [32], and Hanlon, Hicks, and Jeffs [39].

Nonsingular curves. Here we focus on nonsingular projective curves, and prove that the only ones which are F -thick are those of genus zero, and in this case, F^e_∗ O_X is a tilting generator; see Theorem 4.10. This is in sharp contrast with the affine case; see Corollary 3.11. First, a bit of terminology.

Fix a nonsingular projective curve X, and let E denote a vector bundle on X of rank r. The slope of E is μ(E) :=^{deg(E)}_r where deg(E) is its degree. We say E is semistable (respectively, stable) if for all subbundles of positive rank G ⊆ E defined over k, one has μ(G) ≤ μ(E) (respectively, μ(G) < μ(E)).

Theorem 4.10. A nonsingular projective curve over a field of prime characteristic is F -thick if and only if its genus is zero.

Proof. The genus zero case is essentially Example 4.3.

Next, suppose that X is an F -thick projective curve, and take e > 0 so that F^e_∗ O_X generates D^b(coh X). If X has nonzero genus, then F^e_∗ O_X is semistable by [93, Corollary 4.4], and so [18, Theorem 1] ensures there exist a nontrivial vector bundle E such that

H^i(X, E ⊗^L_X F^e_∗ O_X ) = 0 for all i.

Denote by E^∨ the dual vector bundle of E. From Serre duality, one gets

H^i(X, E ⊗^L_X F^e_∗ O_X ) = Ext^i_X (E^∨, F^e_∗ O_X ) = 0 ,

which is a contradiction for E^∨ is nontrivial and F^e_∗ O_X generates D^b(coh X). Therefore, the genus of X must be zero. □

4.11. A direct sum decomposition of F^e_∗ O_X is known when X is an elliptic curve (that is, the genus of X is one). Namely, if X is ordinary, then F^e_∗ O_X splits into p^e non-isomorphic p^e-torsion line bundles; cf. [30, Theorem 5.5]. On the other hand, when X is supersingular, F^e_∗ O_X is isomorphic to Atiyah’s indecomposable vector bundle F_pe of degree zero and rank p^e; see [4].

For smooth projective curves X of genus g ≥ 2, it follows from [55, Proposition 1.2] that the vector bundle F^e_∗ O_X is stable and hence indecomposable.

Nonexamples and obstructions. Here is family of nonsingular projective varieties that are not F -thick.

Theorem 4.12. If π : X → C is a nonsingular projective ruled surface with C a nonsingular projective curve with positive genus over an algebraically closed field of prime characteristic, then X is not F -thick.

Proof. Assume the contrary that F^e_∗ O_X is a generator for D^b(coh X) for some e > 0. We claim that C is F -thick, contradicting Theorem 4.10.

To this end, the base field being algebraically closed allows us to use [71, Theorem 2.6] to obtain the following semiorthogonal decomposition

D^b(coh X) = ⟨π^∗D^b(coh C), B⟩ .

The corresponding projection

(4.12.1) D^b(coh X) → D^b(coh C)

induces the isomorphism π_∗F^e_∗ O_X ∼= F^e_∗ O_C since π_∗O_X ∼= O_C as coherent O_C - modules, and all higher derived pushforwards of π_∗O_X vanish. Finally, as (4.12.1) is essentially surjective it follows that F^e_∗ O_C is a generator for D^b(coh C), yielding the desired contradiction. □

The next result identifies obstructions to the F -thick property.

Proposition 4.13. Let X be a smooth projective variety over an F -finite field. If there exists a nonzero object E in D^b(coh X) such that F^{e,∗}E is acyclic for some positive integer e, then F^e_∗ O_X cannot generate D^b(coh X).

Proof. Standard isomorphisms using hom-tensor adjunction, the projection formula and Serre duality yield

0 = Hom_{D(X)}(O_X , Σ^nF^{e,∗}E) ∼= Ext^{d−n}_X (F^e_∗ O_X , Hom(E, ω_X ))^∨

for each n ∈ Z, where d is the dimension of X. From these isomorphisms and the assumption on F^{e,∗}E, we conclude that F^e_∗ O_X does not generate D^b(coh X). □

Let X be a smooth projective F -thick variety. From Proposition 4.13, it follows that for every E in D^b(coh X) and e ≫ 0, the complex F^{e,∗}E is not acyclic. In particular, we have the following constraint on the cohomology of line bundles.

Corollary 4.14. If X is F -thick, then there is a nonnegative integer n such that H^∗(X, L^n) ≠ 0 for any line bundle L.

Proof. Since F^{e,∗}L = L^{pe} , we can apply Proposition 4.13. □

Corollary 4.15. Abelian varieties over algebraically closed fields of prime characteristic are not F -thick.

Proof. Let X be an abelian variety and pick L ∈ Pic^0(X) that is not p-torsion. As O_X ≠ L^{pe} , we have H^∗(X, F^{e,∗}L) = 0, so Corollary 4.14 applies. □

Projective complete intersection varieties. All varieties considered in the rest of this section are assumed to be defined over a fixed F -finite field k of characteristic p. For a projective complete intersection variety X ⊆ P^n_k of degree d, as is wellknown, there a semiorthogonal decomposition

(4.15.1) D^b(coh X) = ⟨A_X , O_X (d − n), . . . , O_X ⟩ ;

A_X is often referred to as the Kuznetsov component of (4.15.1) due to the connection Kuznetsov [54] drew between the structure of A_X and the rationality of X. The component was also studied by Orlov [72, Theorem 2.3] where he related it to the category of graded singularities associated to X. A scheme X is said to be globally F -split if O_X is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X .

Theorem 4.16. Let X ⊆ P^n_k be a projective complete intersection of degree at most n and such X is globally F -split. Then X is F -thick if and only if F^e_∗ O_X generates the Kuznetsov component of X for some e > 0.

Contrast this with Theorem 6.3 where we prove F_∗G generates D^b(coh X) for some perfect complex G. Theorem 4.16 follows from the following stronger result, describing F^e_∗ O_X for such X. We thank Devlin Mallory for suggesting this formulation, and for supplying part of the proof.

Theorem 4.17. Let X be as in Theorem 4.16 and let d be its degree. If p^e > n − d then there is a direct sum decomposition

F^e_∗ O_X = M ⊕ ⨁ i∈Z O_X (i)^{ai} , where M has no twists of O_X as direct summands, and

a_i =

1 if i = 0 ≥ 1 if d − n ≤ i ≤ −1 0 otherwise.

Moreover, no other line bundles show up in the direct sum decomposition of F^e_∗ O_X when dim X ≥ 3.

4.18. Any X as in Theorem 4.17 is Fano. If X is smooth it is well-known that it is F -split for p ≫ 0. More generally for any rational singularity X̃ with a model over a finitely-generated Z-algebra, its reduction mod p is F -split for p ≫ 0; see [86].

We fix the following notation for the rest of the section. Let S := k[x_0, . . . , x_n] where each x_i has degree one, and write m for the homogeneous maximal ideal (x_0, . . . , x_n) of S. Fix I a homogeneous ideal of S and set R := S/I.

4.19. Write I^{[pe ]} for the ideal generated by all r^{pe} where r ∈ I. The element F^e_∗ r of F^e_∗ R refers to the elements r ∈ R viewed in F^e_∗ R. We record a variation on Fedder’s criterion: For a homogeneous element s in S, with image r in R, and for any positive integer e, the inclusion of the cyclic R-submodule of F^e_∗ R generated by F^e_∗ (r) splits if and only if s(I^{[pe]} : I) ⊈ m^{[pe]}. The argument is similar that in [33, Proposition 1.7]; see also [37].

Proposition 4.20. As graded R-modules R(−j) is a direct summand of F^e_∗ R if and only if there exists s ∈ S_pe_j such that

s(I^{[pe]} : I) ⊈ m^{[pe]} .

Proof. We consider the^1_{pe} Z-graded structure on F^e_∗ R: for a homogeneous r ∈ R, the corresponding element in F^e_∗ R has degree^{deg(r)}_{pe} . The direct sum of all Z-graded components of F^e_∗ R is denoted (F^e_∗ R)_Z. It can be shown that a Z-graded R-module M is a direct summand of (F^e_∗ R)_Z if and only if it is a direct summand of F^e_∗ R.

Suppose that R(−j) is a direct summand of (F^e_∗ R)_Z as a Z-graded R-module, and let ϕ: R(−j) → (F^e_∗ R)_Z be a splitting. The element r ∈ R where F^e_∗ r = ϕ(1) has degree p^ej and from 4.19 any lift s of r satisfies s(I^{[pe]} : I) ⊈ m^{[pe]}.

Conversely, suppose that there exists an s ∈ S_pe_j such that s(I^{[pe]} : I) ⊈ m^{[pe]}. Write r for the image of s in R_pe_j . The element F^e_∗ (r) in (F^e_∗ R)_Z has degree d, and so the map of R-modules R → (F^e_∗ R)_Z defined by 1 → F^e_∗ (r) induces a Z-graded R-module map ϕ: R(−j) → (F^e_∗ R)_Z. The assumption on s, combined with 4.19 ensures that ϕ splits in the category of (ungraded) R-modules. Hence it also splits in the category of graded modules. □

Proof of Theorem 4.17. Assume q := p^e > n − d. First we verify that O_X (a) is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X for each a such that d − n ≤ a ≤ 0; this part of the proof works also when X has degree n + 1. Note O_X (a) is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X if and only if R(a) is an R-module summand of F^e_∗ R; see [87, Theorem 3.10]. We produce necessary R-module splittings using Proposition 4.20. Let f_1, . . . , f_t be a regular sequence in S that generates I, and defines X in P^n. Then

(I^{[q]} : I) = (f^{q−1}) + I^{[q]} where f = f_1 · · · f_t .

Since X, and hence also R, is F -split, f^{q−1} /∈ m^{[q]}; see [33, section 2], [85, Prop 4.10]. Let g be a nonzero monomial in S such that

gf^{q−1} /∈ m^{[q]} but x_igf^{q−1} ∈ m^{[q]} for each i = 0, . . . , n .

Thus (x_0 · · · x_n)^{q−1} appears in the homogeneous polynomial gf^{q−1}, and so its degree is (q − 1)(n + 1). For q > n − d, one has

(n − d)q ≤ deg(g) = (n + 1)(q − 1) − d(q − 1) .

Thus for j = 0, . . . , n − d we can choose a monomial factor s_j of g of degree jq with s_j f^{q−1} /∈ m^{[q]}. Then Proposition 4.20 yields that O_X (−j) is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X .

We verify, by an induction on t, that ⊕^{n−d}_{j=n−d−t}O_X (−j) is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X for t ≥ 0; this holds when t = 0 by the argument above. Once we know F^e_∗ O_X ∼= E ⊕ n−d⨁ j=n−d−t O_X (−j) , it follows that O_X (n−d−t−1) is a summand of E since the former is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X and does not admit any nonzero map to ⊕^{n−d}_{j=n−d−t}O_X (−j). This completes the proof of the claim about the twists of O_X occurring in F^e_∗ O_X .

We now show that O_X (a) can appear in the direct sum decomposition of F^e_∗ O_X only if d − n ≤ a ≤ 0 and exactly one copy of O_X splits. To that end, write

F^e_∗ O_X = M ⊕ ⨁ i∈Z O_X (i)^{ai} where M is some coherent sheaf. Since X is F -split, O_X is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X . Since H^0(X, O_X ) = H^0(X, F^e_∗ O_X ) and the global sections on the right side are already accounted for by one O_X summand, a_0 = 1 and O_X (a) cannot appear as a direct summand of F^e_∗ O_X for a ≥ 1. As to the other summands, since ω_X is invertible one has the first isomorphism below:

Hom(F^e_∗ ω_X , O_X ) ⊗ ω_X ∼= Hom(F^e_∗ ω_X , ω_X ) ∼= F^e_∗ Hom(ω_X , F^{e,!}ω_X ) ∼= F^e_∗ O_X . The others are standard. So O_X (b) appears as a summand of F^e_∗ O_X if and only if O_X (−b) ⊗ ω_X ∼= O_X (−b) ⊗ O_X (d − n − 1) = O_X (d − n − 1 − b) is a summand of F^e_∗ ω_X . Since ω_X is anti-ample, F^e_∗ ω_X has no nonzero global sections, whereas O_X (a) does whenever a ≥ 0. We conclude that if O_X (b) is a summand of F^e_∗ O_X then b ≥ d − n.

It remains to note that when dim X ≥ 3 the Picard group of X is Z · O_X(1). □

5. Numerical invariants

Motivated by the work in Section 3 one can introduce new invariants coming from the derived category to measure singularity types. One such invariant is briefly studied in this section. Throughout R is an F -finite noetherian ring.

Definition 5.1. The Frobenius level (or simply F -level) of R is

F -level(R) := inf{n ≥ 0 | R is in thick^n_{D(R)}(F^e_∗ R) for some e > 0} . Corollary 3.11 implies that this number is finite. A natural question arises: Does F_∗R already generate R? That is to say, is F_∗R proxy-small? See [26, 27] for a discussion on proxy-smallness, and some consequences of this property.

5.2. In the terminology of [7], the level of an R-complex M with respect to an R-complex N, denoted level^N_{D(R)}(M), is the infimum of the set of integers n such that M is in thick^n_{D(R)}(N). Therefore F -level(R) is the least value of the level of R with respect to F^e_∗ R for a positive integer e.

A ring R is F -split if the Frobenius map F : R → R is split in mod R. The Frobenius level is a measure of the failure of F -splitness. This follows from the result below; it is well-known, we sketch a proof for lack of an adequate reference.

Proposition 5.3. For any finite map R → S, with R commutative noetherian, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) R → S is split as R-modules; (2) f_∗S has R as a direct summand;

(3) (f_∗S)^n has R as a direct summand for some n ≥ 1; (4) level^{f∗S} (R) ≤ 1.

Proof. Clearly (1)⇒(2)⇒(3)⇒(4). Moreover, (4) means that R is a direct summand of an object of the form ⨁ n∈Z Σ^n(f_∗S)^{⊕sn} ;

equivalently, R is a direct summand of (f_∗S)^{⊕s0} ; thus (4)⇒(3).

It remains to verify (3) ⇒ (1). As (1) can be checked locally on Spec R, so we can assume R is local. Then (3) implies (f_∗S)^n, and hence also f_∗S is a faithful Rmodule, and moreover that this remains so under base change. Thus R → S is pure; since it is finite, we deduce that it is split; see, for instance, [63, Theorem 7.14]. □

Example 5.4. Let R be an artinian F -finite local ring with residue field k, and let ℓℓ(R) denote the Loewy length of R. For e ≥ log_p ℓℓ(R) it is easy to see that F^e_∗ R is a nonzero finite k-vectorspace and hence,

level^{F e∗ R}_{D(R)}(R) = level^k_{D(R)}(R) = ℓℓ(R) ;

see, for example, [7, Theorem 6.2]. Thus F -level(R) ≤ ℓℓ(R).

Here is another family of rings for which we could bound F -levels. The bound is sharp, for the result below and Proposition 5.3, any F -finite non-F -split hypersurface over a field of characteristic two has Frobenius level exactly 2.

Proposition 5.5. If R is an F -finite locally complete intersection ring of prime characteristic p, then F -level(R) ≤ p^{codepth R}.

Proof. By [58, Corollary 3.4],

level^{F∗R}_{D(R)}(R) = sup{level^{F∗Rp}_{D(Rp)}(R_p) | p ∈ Spec R}

so we can assume R is a local complete intersection ring. Applying [58, Corollary 2.17], we can further assume R is a quotient of an F -finite regular local ring S by a regular sequence f_1, . . . , f_c. It suffices to show F -level(R) is at most p^c.

Factor F as R → R^′ → R where R^′ = S/(f^p_1 , . . . , f^p_c ) and the first map is base change along the Frobenius of S. Since S is F -finite and regular, R^′ is a nonzero finite free R-module. By [11, Remark 2], one has a filtration

0 = R^′_pc ⊆ . . . ⊆ R^′_1 ⊆ R^′_0 = R^′

by R^′-submodules where each subquotient is F_∗R. In particular,

level^{F∗R}_{D(R)}(R^′) ≤ p^c ,

since R^′ is free over R. □

5.6. It seems interesting to consider the F -level of dualizing complexes. Clearly, there are other invariants that one can introduce to study the singularity type, also in the global context. In future work, we hope to explore the relations between them and properties like finite Frobenius representation type and strong F -regularity.

6. The first Frobenius pushforward

The results from Section 3 also bring up the following question.

Question 6.1. Suppose X is F -finite. Is there a perfect complex G such that F_∗G itself generates D^b(coh X)?

We know this is so when X is regular. The main result of this section, Theorem 6.3, generalizes this to locally complete intersections schemes.

Question 6.1 also brings to mind the result below, due to Mathew [62].

6.2. Let R be a noetherian ring of prime characteristic and F its Frobenius endomorphism. Assume F is finite. Since the kernel of F consists of nilpotent elements, it follows from [62, Theorem 3.16], see also [17, Section 11], that for any integer e ≥ 1 the R-module F^e_∗ R generates D(R) as a tensor ideal thick subcategory:

D(R) = thick^⊗_{D(R)}(F^e_∗ R) .

Locally complete intersections. A scheme X is locally complete intersection if it is noetherian and the local ring O_x is complete intersection for each x ∈ X. This condition means that the completion of O_x at its maximal ideal can be presented as a regular ring modulo a regular sequence; see [23, Section 2.3] for details.

Theorem 6.3. When X is F -finite and locally complete intersection, for any perfect complex G that generates Perf X, the complex F_∗G is a generator for D^b(coh X). In particular, if X is affine, F_∗O_X is a strong generator for D^b(coh X).

The proof uses the theory of cohomological support varieties for complete intersection local rings. The results we need are recalled below; see [5] and [6].

6.4. Let R be a local complete intersection ring of codimension c, and residue field k. For each M in D^b(mod R), one can associate a Zariski closed cone V_R(M) in the homogeneous spectrum Spec^∗ S where S is the symmetric algebra on the graded k-space Σ^{−2}k^c; see [5]. This is the ring of cohomology operators of Gulliksen [38] and Eisenbud [29]. The (Krull) dimension of V_R(M) is the complexity of M:

cx_R(M) = inf{d ∈ N : rank_k Ext^n_R(M, k) ≤ an^{d−1} for some a > 0 and all n} .

The relevance of these varieties to the problem at hand is because of [59, Theorem 3.1]: If R is locally complete intersection and M, N are in D^b(mod R), then

N is in thick_{D(R)} M ⇐⇒ V_{Rp} (N_p) ⊆ V_{Rp} (M_p) for each p ∈ Spec R .

Theorem 6.3 follows from the result below with G = O_X , and Lemma 3.8.

Theorem 6.5. Let X be an F -finite noetherian scheme. If X is locally complete intersection, each G in D^b(coh X) with supp_X G = X satisfies

D^b(coh X) = thick^⊙_{D(X)}(F_∗G)

as a Perf X-module.

Proof. Fix x ∈ X, set R := O_x and M := G_x. Given Corollary 1.10, it is suffices to verify the R-complex F_∗M generates D^b(mod R).

Let N be in D^b(mod R) and p ∈ Spec R. By [9, Theorem 12.2.4],

cx_{Rp} (F_∗(M_p)) = cx_{Rp} (k(p)) = codimR_p .

In particular, V_{Rp} (N_p) ⊆ V_{Rp} (F_∗(M_p)). Since (F_∗M)_p is isomorphic to F_∗(M_p) we obtain that V_{Rp} (N_p) ⊆ V_{Rp} ((F_∗M)_p) .

As the previous equality holds for each p ∈ Spec R we can apply 6.4 to conclude that N is in thick_{D(R)}(F_∗M). □

The next result produces examples of rings R which are not locally complete intersection, yet F_∗R generates D^b(mod R).

Veronese subrings. Let k be an F -finite field of prime characteristic and let S := k[x_1, . . . , x_d], the polynomial ring in indeterminates x_1, . . . , x_d, each having degree one. The observation below is applied when R is a Veronese subring of S.

Lemma 6.6. Let ι: R → S be a finite extension that is split as a map of R-modules. Then D^b(mod R) = thick_{D(R)}(ι_∗S).

Proof. It suffices to show that any finitely generated R-module M is in thick_{D(R)}(S). Since S is regular, S ⊗_R M is in thick_{D(S)}(S) and hence in thick_{D(R)}(ι_∗S) by restriction of scalars along ι. Since ι is split, M is an R-module summand of S ⊗_R M. Thus M is finitely built from ι_∗S in D(R). □

The minimal graded free resolution of the S-module S/(x_1, . . . , x_d)^j has the form: (6.6.1) 0 → S^{⊕bd(j)}(−j − d + 1) → · · · → S^{⊕b1(j)}(−j) → S^{⊕b0(j)} → 0 . The resolution is linear after the first term. The integers b_i(j) are given by

b_i(j) =

1 i = 0 (j+d−1)! (j−1)!(d−i)!(i−1)!(j+i−1) i ≤ d 0 i ≥ d + 1 .

See, for instance, [24]. Fix an integer ℓ ≥ 1. For each integer j, let G_j denote the k-vector space spanned by all monomials in S whose total degree is congruent to j modulo ℓ. Note that each G_j is a finitely generated R-module. Taking strands of (6.6.1) yields exact sequences of R-modules (6.6.2) 0 → G^{⊕bd(j)}_{ℓ−d+1} → · · · G^{⊕b2 (j)}_{l−1} → R^{⊕b1(j)} → G_j → 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1.

Lemma 6.7. Let R be the ℓ-th Veronese subring of k[x, y]. For each integer 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1 the following equality holds

D^b(mod R) = thick_{D(R)}(R ⊕ G_j ) .

Proof. Given Lemma 6.6 and the isomorphism S ∼= G_0 ⊕ . . . ⊕ G_{ℓ−1} of R-modules, it suffices to verify that each G_i is in thick_{D(R)}(R ⊕ G_j ) for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ − 1. This becomes clear by applying (6.6.2) with d = 2. □

Proposition 6.8. Let k be an F -finite field. If R is the ℓ-th Veronese subring of k[x, y], for some ℓ ≥ 1, then F_∗R is a strong generator for D^b(mod R).

Proof. By Lemma 6.7 it suffices to verify that thick_{D(R)}(F_∗R) contains R and at least one G_j where 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ−1. The first containment is satisfied as the Frobenius map R → F_∗R splits as an R-module, as R is a direct summand of a regular ring.

To show some G_j is in thick_{D(R)}(F_∗R), we import results from the theory of conic modules over a toric ring; see, for example, [22, 31]. Namely, the module F_∗R is isomorphic to a direct sum of conic modules; see [31, Proposition 4.15] and [21, Theorem 3.1]. On the other hand, any conic R-module is isomorphic some G_i by [31, Remark 7.6]. Therefore since G_0 ∼= R and R is not regular, F_∗R must have a summand isomorphic to G_j for some 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1. □

6.9. Let S = k[x, y] and R be the ℓ-th Veronese subring of S. For ℓ ≥ 3, the ring R is not a complete intersection ring. Moreover, if ℓ > p^2[k : k^p], then F_∗R cannot have S as a free R-module summand; indeed, the rank of S and F_∗R as R-modules are ℓ and p^2[k : k^p] respectively, cf. Lemma 6.6.

We end with a few observations regarding Question 6.1.

6.10. By the local-to-global principle from [58, Corollary 3.4], to settle Question 6.1 in the affine setting, it suffices to check that when R is local F_∗R generates the residue field of R. When R is also Cohen-Macaulay, one can reduce to R artinian.

Suppose R is an artinian local ring. Question 6.1 has a positive answer when k is a direct summand of F_∗R. This property holds if and only if the maximal ideal m of R satisfies (0 : m^{[p]}) ⊈ m^{[p]}. For example, if R = F_2 [x, y]/(x^4, x^2y^2, y^4) it is not immediately clear whether F_∗R generates D^b(mod R) since k is not a summand of F_∗R; in this example, F_∗R ∼= (R/(x^2, xy, y^2))^{⊕3} .

However a direct analysis shows that even for this ring F_∗R generates D^b(mod R).

References

1. Piotr Achinger, Frobenius push-forwards on quadrics, Comm. Algebra 40 (2012), no. 8, 2732– 2748. MR 2968908 2. Leovigildo Alonso Tarrío, Ana Jeremías López, and María José Souto Salorio, Bousfield localization on formal schemes, J. Algebra 278 (2004), no. 2, 585–610. MR 2071654 3. Ko Aoki, Quasiexcellence implies strong generation, J. Reine Angew. Math. 780 (2021), 133– 138.

4. M. F. Atiyah, Vector bundles over an elliptic curve, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 7 (1957), 414–452. MR 131423 5. Luchezar L. Avramov, Modules of finite virtual projective dimension, Invent. Math. 96 (1989), no. 1, 71–101. MR 981738 6. Luchezar L. Avramov and Ragnar-Olaf Buchweitz, Support varieties and cohomology over complete intersections, Invent. Math. 142 (2000), no. 2, 285–318. MR 1794064 7. Luchezar L. Avramov, Ragnar-Olaf Buchweitz, Srikanth B. Iyengar, and Claudia Miller, Homology of perfect complexes, Adv. Math. 223 (2010), no. 5, 1731–1781. MR 2592508 8. Luchezar L. Avramov, Melvin Hochster, Srikanth B. Iyengar, and Yongwei Yao, Homological invariants of modules over contracting endomorphisms, Math. Ann. 353 (2012), no. 2, 275– 291. MR 2915536 9. Luchezar L. Avramov, Srikanth Iyengar, and Claudia Miller, Homology over local homomorphisms, Amer. J. Math. 128 (2006), no. 1, 23–90. MR 2197067 10. Luchezar L. Avramov, Srikanth B. Iyengar, and Joseph Lipman, Reflexivity and rigidity for complexes. I. Commutative rings, Algebra Number Theory 4 (2010), 47–86.

11. Luchezar L. Avramov and Claudia Miller, Frobenius powers of complete intersections, Math.

Res. Lett. 8 (2001), no. 1-2, 225–232. MR 1825272 12. Matthew R. Ballard, Alexander Duncan, and Patrick K. McFaddin, The toric Frobenius morphism and a conjecture of Orlov, Eur. J. Math. 5 (2019), no. 3, 640–645. MR 3993255 13. Hyman Bass and M. Pavaman Murthy, Grothendieck groups and Picard groups of abelian group rings, Ann. of Math. (2) 86 (1967), 16–73. MR 219592 14. Dave Benson, Srikanth B. Iyengar, and Henning Krause, Stratifying triangulated categories, J. Topol. 4 (2011), no. 3, 641–666. MR 2832572 15. I. N. Bernšteĭn, I. M. Gel’fand, and S. I. Gel’fand, Algebraic vector bundles on P^n and problems of linear algebra, Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 12 (1978), no. 3, 66–67. MR 509387 16. Pierre Berthelot, Alexander Grothendieck, and Luc Illusie (eds.), Théorie des intersections et théorème de Riemann-Roch, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 225, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1971, Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie 1966–1967 (SGA 6), Dirigé par P. Berthelot, A. Grothendieck et L. Illusie. Avec la collaboration de D. Ferrand, J. P. Jouanolou, O. Jussila, S. Kleiman, M. Raynaud et J. P. Serre. MR 0354655

17. Bhargav Bhatt and Peter Scholze, Projectivity of the witt vector affine grassmannian, Invent.

Math. 209 (2017), 329–423.

18. Indranil Biswas, Georg Hein, and Norbert Hoffmann, On semistable vector bundles over curves, C. R., Math., Acad. Sci. Paris 346 (2008), no. 17-18, 981–984 (English).

19. Alexey Bondal, Derived categories of toric varieties, Oberwolfach Reports 3 (2006), 284–286. 20. Alexey I. Bondal and Michel van den Bergh, Generators and representability of functors in commutative and noncommutative geometry, Mosc. Math. J. 3 (2003), no. 1, 1–36, 258. MR 1996800 21. Winfried Bruns, Conic divisor classes over a normal monoid algebra, Commutative algebra and algebraic geometry, Contemp. Math., vol. 390, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005, pp. 63–71. MR 2187324 22. Winfried Bruns and Joseph Gubeladze, Divisorial linear algebra of normal semigroup rings, Algebr. Represent. Theory 6 (2003), no. 2, 139–168. MR 1977927 23. Winfried Bruns and Jürgen Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay rings, revised ed., Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 39, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998. MR 1251956 24. David A. Buchsbaum and David Eisenbud, Generic free resolutions and a family of generically perfect ideals, Advances in Math. 18 (1975), no. 3, 245–301. MR 396528 25. Aise Johan de Jong et al., Stacks project, available at

https://www.math.columbia.edu/~dejong/wordpress/?p=866.

26. William G. Dwyer, John P. C. Greenlees, and Srikanth B. Iyengar, Duality in algebra and topology, Adv. Math. 200 (2006), no. 2, 357–402. MR 2200850 27. , Finiteness in derived categories of local rings, Comment. Math. Helv. 81 (2006), no. 2, 383–432. MR 2225632 28. Alexander I. Efimov, Maximal lengths of exceptional collections of line bundles, J. Lond.

Math. Soc. (2) 90 (2014), no. 2, 350–372. MR 3263955 29. David Eisenbud, Homological algebra on a complete intersection, with an application to group representations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 260 (1980), no. 1, 35–64. MR 570778 30. Sho Ejiri and Akiyoshi Sannai, A characterization of ordinary abelian varieties by the Frobenius push-forward of the structure sheaf II, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2019), no. 19, 5975– 5988. MR 4016889 31. Eleonore Faber, Greg Muller, and Karen E. Smith, Non-commutative resolutions of toric varieties, Adv. Math. 351 (2019), 236–274. MR 3951483 32. David Favero and Jesse Huang, Rouquier dimension is Krull dimension for normal toric varieties, arXiv e-prints, 2023, available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.09158, pp. 1–9.

33. Richard Fedder, F -purity and rational singularity, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 278 (1983), no. 2, 461–480. MR 701505 34. Hans-Bjørn Foxby, Bounded complexes of flat modules, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 15 (1979), no. 2, 149–172. MR 535182 35. Ofer Gabber, Notes on some t-structures, Geometric aspects of Dwork theory. Vol. I, II, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin, 2004, pp. 711–734. MR 2099084 36. Philippe Gille and Tamás Szamuely, Central simple algebras and Galois cohomology, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 165, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017, Second edition of [ MR2266528]. MR 3727161 37. Donna Glassbrenner, Strong F -regularity in images of regular rings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

124 (1996), no. 2, 345–353. MR 1291770 38. Tor H. Gulliksen, A change of ring theorem with applications to Poincaré series and intersection multiplicity, Math. Scand. 34 (1974), 167–183. MR 364232 39. Andrew Hanlon, Jeff Hicks, and Oleg Lazarev, Resolutions of toric subvarieties by line bundles and applications, arXiv e-prints, 2023, available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.03763, pp. 1–62.

40. Nobuo Hara, Looking out for Frobenius summands on a blown-up surface of P^2, Illinois J.

Math. 59 (2015), no. 1, 115–142. MR 3459631 41. Jürgen Herzog, Ringe der Charakteristik p und Frobeniusfunktoren, Math. Z. 140 (1974), 67–78. MR 352081 42. Lutz Hille and Markus Perling, A counterexample to King’s conjecture, Compos. Math. 142 (2006), no. 6, 1507–1521. MR 2278758

43. Michael J. Hopkins, Global methods in homotopy theory, Homotopy theory (Durham, 1985), London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 117, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1987, pp. 73–96. MR 932260 44. Mark Hovey, John H. Palmieri, and Neil P. Strickland, Axiomatic stable homotopy theory, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 128 (1997), no. 610, x+114. MR 1388895 45. D. Huybrechts, Fourier-Mukai transforms in algebraic geometry, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2006. MR 2244106 46. Srikanth B. Iyengar, Joseph Lipman, and Amnon Neeman, Relation between two twisted inverse image pseudofunctors in duality theory, Compos. Math. 151 (2015), no. 4, 735–764. MR 3334894 47. Srikanth B. Iyengar and Ryo Takahashi, Annihilation of cohomology and strong generation of module categories, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2016), 499–535.

48. Masaharu Kaneda, Another strongly exceptional collection of coherent sheaves on a Grassmannian, J. Algebra 473 (2017), 352–373. MR 3591154 49. Bernhard Keller, Daniel Murfet, and Michel Van den Bergh, On two examples by iyama and yoshino, 2009.

50. Henning Krause, The stable derived category of a Noetherian scheme, Compos. Math. 141 (2005), no. 5, 1128–1162. MR 2157133 51. , Homological theory of representations, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, 2022.

52. Ernst Kunz, Characterizations of regular local rings of characteristic p, Amer. J. Math. 91 (1969), 772–784. MR 252389 53. , On noetherian rings of characteristic p, Amer. J. Math. 98 (1976), 999–1013.

MR 432625 54. Alexander Kuznetsov, Derived categories of cubic fourfolds, Cohomological and geometric approaches to rationality problems, Progr. Math., vol. 282, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2010, pp. 219–243. MR 2605171 55. Herbert Lange and Christian Pauly, On Frobenius-destabilized rank-2 vector bundles over curves, Comment. Math. Helv. 83 (2008), no. 1, 179–209 (English).

56. Adrian Langer, D-affinity and Frobenius morphism on quadrics, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2008), no. 1, Art. ID rnm 145, 26. MR 2417792 57. Christer Lech, Inequalities related to certain couples of local rings, Acta Math. 112 (1964), 69–89. MR 161876 58. Janina C. Letz, Local to global principles for generation time over commutative noetherian rings, Homology Homotopy Appl. 23 (2021), no. 2, 165–182. MR 4259573 59. Jian Liu and Josh Pollitz, Duality and symmetry of complexity over complete intersections via exterior homology, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 149 (2021), no. 2, 619–631. MR 4198070 60. Valery A. Lunts, Categorical resolution of singularities, J. Algebra 323 (2010), no. 10, 2977– 3003. MR 2609187 61. Kaneda Masaharu, On the Frobenius direct image of the structure sheaf of a homogeneous projective variety, J. Algebra 512 (2018), 160–188. MR 3841522 62. Akhil Mathew, Examples of descent up to nilpotence, Geometric and topological aspects of the representation theory of finite groups, Springer, 2018, pp. 269–311. MR 3901164 63. Hideyuki Matsumura, Commutative ring theory, second ed., Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 8, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989, Translated from the Japanese by M. Reid. MR 1011461 64. Mateusz Michał ek, Family of counterexamples to King’s conjecture, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci.

Paris 349 (2011), no. 1-2, 67–69. MR 2755699 65. Daniel Murfet, The mock homotopy category of projectives and grothendieck duality, Ph.D. thesis, Australian National University, 2007, available from

http://www.therisingsea.org/thesis.pdf, p. 145.

66. Amnon Neeman, The chromatic tower for D(R), Topology 31 (1992), no. 3, 519–532, With an appendix by Marcel Bökstedt. MR 1174255 67. , The connection between the K-theory localization theorem of Thomason, Trobaugh and Yao and the smashing subcategories of Bousfield and Ravenel, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 25 (1992), no. 5, 547–566. MR 1191736

68. , Dualizing complexes—the modern way, Cycles, motives and Shimura varieties, Tata Inst. Fund. Res. Stud. Math., vol. 21, Tata Inst. Fund. Res., Mumbai, 2010, pp. 419–447. MR 2906031 69. , Strong generators in D^{perf} (X) and D^b_{coh}(X), Ann. of Math. (2) 193 (2021), 689–732. 70. Steffen Oppermann and Jan Št’ovíček, Generating the bounded derived category and perfect ghosts, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 44 (2012), no. 2, 285–298. MR 2914607 71. D. O. Orlov, Projective bundles, monoidal transformations, and derived categories of coherent sheaves, Izv. Ross. Akad. Nauk Ser. Mat. 56 (1992), no. 4, 852–862. MR 1208153 72. Dmitri Orlov, Derived categories of coherent sheaves and triangulated categories of singularities, Algebra, arithmetic, and geometry. In honor of Y. I. Manin on the occasion of his 70th birthday. Vol. II, Boston, MA: Birkhäuser, 2009, pp. 503–531 (English).

73. , Remarks on generators and dimensions of triangulated categories, Mosc. Math. J. 9 (2009), no. 1, 153–159, back matter. MR 2567400 74. Teimuraz Pirashvili, Hochschild homology, Frobenius homomorphism and Mac Lane homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 7 (2007), 1071–1079.

75. Daniel Quillen, On the (co-) homology of commutative rings, Applications of Categorical Algebra (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Vol. XVII, New York, 1968), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1970, pp. 65–87. MR 0257068 76. Daniel G. Quillen, Homotopical algebra., Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1967. 77. Theo Raedschelders, Špela Špenko, and Michel Van den Bergh, The Frobenius morphism in invariant theory, Adv. Math. 348 (2019), 183–254. MR 3925931 78. A. P. Rao, Mathematical instantons in characteristic two, Compositio Math. 119 (1999), no. 2, 169–184. MR 1723127 79. Antonio G. Rodicio, On a result of Avramov, Manuscripta Math. 62 (1988), no. 2, 181–185.

MR 963004 80. Raphaël Rouquier, Dimensions of triangulated categories, J. K-Theory 1 (2008), 193–256. 81. Alexander Samokhin, Tilting bundles via the Frobenius morphism, arXiv e-prints, 2009, available at https://arxiv.org/abs/0904.1235, pp. 1–37.

82. , The Frobenius morphism on flag varieties, I, arXiv e-prints, 2014, available at

https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1410.3742, pp. 1–27.

83. Hans Schoutens, Dimension and singularity theory for local rings of finite embedding dimension, J. Algebra 386 (2013), 1–60. MR 3049575 84. Stefan Schwede and Brooke Shipley, Equivalences of monoidal model categories, Algebr.

Geom. Topol. 3 (2003), 287–334.

85. Karen Smith, Vanishing theorems, singularities, and prime characteristic local algebra, Proc.

Sympos. Pure Math. (Providence, RI), 62, Amer. Math. Soc., 1997, p. 289–325. 86. Karen E. Smith, Globally F-regular varieties: Applications to vanishing theorems for quotients of Fano varieties, Mich. Math. J. 48 (2000), 553–572 (English).

87. , Globally F-regular varieties: applications to vanishing theorems for quotients of Fano varieties, Michigan Math. J. 48 (2000), 553–572, Dedicated to William Fulton on the occasion of his 60th birthday. MR 1786505 88. Pawel Sosna, Scalar extensions of triangulated categories, Appl. Categ. Structures 22 (2014), no. 1, 211–227. MR 3163514 89. Greg Stevenson, Support theory via actions of tensor triangulated categories, J. Reine Angew.

Math. 681 (2013), 219–254. MR 3181496 90. , Duality for bounded derived categories of complete intersections, Bull. Lond. Math.

Soc. 46 (2014), no. 2, 245–257. MR 3194744 91. , Subcategories of singularity categories via tensor actions, Compos. Math. 150 (2014), no. 2, 229–272. MR 3177268 92. , A tour of support theory for triangulated categories through tensor triangular geometry, Building bridges between algebra and topology, Adv. Courses Math. CRM Barcelona, Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2018, pp. 63–101. MR 3793858 93. Xiaotao Sun, Frobenius morphism and semi-stable bundles, Algebraic geometry in East Asia— Seoul 2008, Adv. Stud. Pure Math., vol. 60, Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2010, pp. 161–182. MR 2732093 94. Ryo Takahashi and Yuji Yoshino, Characterizing Cohen-Macaulay local rings by Frobenius maps, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 132 (2004), no. 11, 3177–3187. MR 2073291

95. R. W. Thomason, The classification of triangulated subcategories, Compositio Math. 105 (1997), no. 1, 1–27. MR 1436741 96. Bertrand Toën, Simplicial presheaves and derived algebraic geometry, Simplicial methods for operads and algebraic geometry, Adv. Courses Math. CRM Barcelona, Birkhäuser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2010, pp. 119–186. MR 2778590 97. Pavel Čoupek and Jan Šťovíček, Cotilting sheaves on Noetherian schemes, Math. Z. 296 (2020), no. 1-2, 275–312. MR 4140742

M.R. Ballard, Department of Mathematics, University of South Carolina, Columbia, SC 29208, U.S.A.

Email address: mrb@mattrobball.com

S.B. Iyengar, Department of Mathematics, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112, U.S.A.

Email address: srikanth.b.iyengar@utah.edu

P. Lank, Department of Mathematics, University of South Carolina, Columbia, SC 29208, U.S.A.

Email address: plankmathematics@gmail.com

A. Mukhopadhyay, Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, U.S.A.

Email address: alapanm@umich.edu

J. Pollitz, Department of Mathematics, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112, U.S.A.

Email address: pollitz@math.utah.edu