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GRADE OF IDEALS WITH RESPECT TO TORSION THEORIES
MOHSEN ASGHARZADEH AND MASSOUD TOUSI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we define and compare different types of the notion of grade
with respect to torsion theories over commutative rings which are not necessarily Noe-
therian. We do this by using Ext-modules, Koszul cohomology modules, Cech and local

cohomology modules. An application of these results is given.

1. INTRODUCTION

There are many definitions of almost zero modules over non-Noetherian rings (see Exam-
ple below). These classes of almost zero modules are closed under taking submodules,
quotients, extensions and closed under taking directed limits. In the literature, such classes
of modules are called torsion theories. As references for torsion theory, we refer the reader
to [10] and [22]. Our motivation comes from [I8, Proposition 1.3], where a connection
between almost zero modules and the Monomial Conjecture has been given.

Our aim in this paper is to generalize the theory of grade in two directions. First,
classical definitions of grade define it in terms of the vanishing of certain sequences of
functors, while the definitions here require that the values of these functors lie in torsion
theories. The second generalization is from Noetherian to non-Noetherian rings. Grade
over not necessarily Noetherian rings was first defined by Barger [6] and Hochster [16] (see
also [I] and [4]). In this paper, we extend the main result of [3| Section 2] by dropping of
the Noetherian assumption.

Throughout this paper, R is a commutative (not necessarily Noetherian) ring, M an
R-module, a a finitely generated ideal of R and ¥ a torsion theory of R-modules.

We say that a sequence x := x1,...,z, of elements of R is a weak M-regular sequence
with respect to T, if ((x1,...,zi—1)M pr x;)/(21,...,25-1)M € T for all ¢ = 1,...,7r.
We denote the supremum of the lengths of all weak M-regular sequences with respect
to T which are contained in a by ¥ — c.gradep(a, M). By using Ext-modules, Koszul
cohomology modules, Cech and local cohomology modules, we define four types of grade
and we denote these by T — E.gradeg(a, M), T — K. gradeg(a, M), T — C. gradeg(a, M)
and ¥ — H. gradep(a, M), respectively. These terms are explained in Definition below.

It is worth pointing out that different types of the usual notion of grade (over general
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commutative rings) correspond to the case T = 0. The following is our first main result
(see Theorem and Proposition 3.8 below):

Theorem 1.1. Let T be a torsion theory of R-modules, a a finitely generated ideal of R
and M an R-module. The following holds:

(i) T — C.gradeg(a, M) =T — K. gradeg(a, M) and if R is coherent, then
¥ — K. gradeg(a, M) =T — E.gradep(a, M) =T — H. gradeg(a, M).
(ii) T — c.gradep(a, M) < T — K.gradeg(a, M).

Our methods to prove Theorem [[] are inspired by [23, Proposition 1.1.1] and ideas
from [23], Chapters 5 and 6. The first interest in Theorem [L1] (at least to the authors)
comes from its application in [5, Proposition 5.4]. Also, as an immediate application of
Theorem [[T], we give an affirmative answer to [5, Question 4.8]. More precisely, let T' be
an algebra equipped with a value map v over a local ring (R, m) and let M be an almost
Cohen-Macaulay T-module (see Definition B.0]). Suppose z := z1,...,z, is a generating
set for m and denote the i-th Cech cohomology module of M with respect to z by H. é (M).
Then, in Corollary B.7, we show that HI™#(M) is not almost zero. This result extends
one part of [B, Proposition 4.7] when it concerned with algebras rather than modules.

In Theorem [T (ii), the equality T — c.gradeg(a, M) = T — K. gradeg(a, M) does not
true for general modules, even if T = {0} (see Example 49 (ii), below). There is a natural
question. Under what conditions does the equality hold? Our second aim is to find such
conditions both over modules and torsion theories. We consider the half centered torsion
theories. Half centered torsion theories are introduced in [9]. Recall that a torsion theory
% is called half centered if M € T whenever R/p € ¥ for all p € wAssgr(M), where
wAssg(M) is the set of all weakly associated prime ideals of M. In view of this, half
centered torsion theories behave well with respect to certain cycle submodules of a given
module. This allow us to use the induction. In order to perform the inductive step,
one assumes the induction hypothesis. So, we need to use the notion of weakly Laskerian
modules. Recall from [I1] that an R-module M is called weakly Laskerian, if each quotient
of M has finitely many weakly associated prime ideals. Concerning the grade of ideals

with respect to half centered torsion theories, the following is our second main result:

Theorem 1.2. (see Theorem [{.7) Let T be a half centered torsion theory, a a finitely
generated ideal of R and M a weakly Laskerian R-module. Then T — c.gradeg(a, M) =
T — K. gradeg(a, M).

2. DIFFERENT DEFINITIONS OF GRADE WITH RESPECT TO TORSION THEORIES
We begin our work in this paper by setting notation and recalling some notions.

Definition 2.1. A family T of R-modules is called a torsion theory, if ¥ is closed under

taking submodules, quotients, extensions and closed under taking directed limits.
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One can easily find that the following classes of almost zero modules are torsion theories.

Ezample 2.2. Let RT be the integral closure of a Noetherian local domain (R, m) in the
algebraic closure of its fraction field. It is worth to note that R™ is not a Noetherian ring,
if R is not a field. Let M be an RT-module.

(i): This is well-known that there exists a valuation map v: R — QJ{oo}. In view
of [18, Definition 1.1], an R*-module M is called almost zero with respect to v, if for all
m € M and all € > 0 there exists an element @ € R with v(a) < € such that am = 0. We
denote for the class of almost zero R*-modules with respect to v by €,. One can easily
find that ¥, is a torsion theory.

(74): In view of [13| Definition 2.2], M is called almost zero with respect to a maximal
ideal mp+ of RT, if mp+ M = 0.

(ii7): Let x be an element in the Jacobson radical of RT. In view of [12, Section 2], M

1/n

is called almost zero with respect to z, if /™ kills M for arbitrarily large n.

Definition 2.3. (see [I8] Definition 1.2]) Let ¥ be a torsion theory and M an R-module.
A sequence x := x1,...,xz, of elements of R is called a weak M-regular sequence with
respect to ¥, if

(@1, y@im)M oy ) [ (21, ..oy zim)M €T

foralli=1,...,r.

Let z := z1,...,z, be a finite sequence of elements of R and let C’(g, M) be the Cech

complex of M with respect to z, i.e., Cv’(g; M) is as follows:

0 M Di<i<r Mo, My,..op — 0.

We denote the i-th cohomology module of C'(z; M), by Hi(M) For an ideal a of R, by

Hi(M), we mean ligExt’}é(R/a",M).
neN

Remark 2.4. Let a be a finitely generated ideal of R with a generating set x := x1, ..., Z,.
It is worth to recall from [21, Theorem 1.1] that Hi(—) and H.(—) are not necessarily the

same.

Let £ = x1,...,x, be a finite sequence of elements of R. For an R-module M,
Ke(z) stands for the Koszul complex of R with respect to z. By K®(z; M), we mean
Homp(Ke(z), M). We denote the i-th cohomology module of K®(z; M), by H'(z; M).

The symbol Ny will denote the set of nonnegative integers.

Lemma 2.5. Let a be a finitely generated ideal of R and M an R-module. Suppose
that x = x1,...,7, is a generating set for a. Then inf{i € No|H'(K®*(z, M)) ¢ T} and
inf{i € No|HL(M) ¢ T} do not depend on the choice of the generating sets for a.

Proof. The former case is in [3, Lemma 2.5]. Note that in that argument R does not need
to be Noetherian. To prove the later, note that Hj(M) = H; (M), where y is a finite
sequence with rad(zR) = rad(yR) (see [15, Proposition 2.1(e)]). O
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Definition 2.6. Let M be an R-module and a a finitely generated ideal of R with a
generating set z := x1,...,2,. We define Cech grade, Ext grade, Koszul grade, local
cohomology grade and classical grade of a on M with respect to ¥, respectively, by the
following forms:
(i) T - C.gradeg(a, M) :=inf{i € No|HL(M) ¢ T};
T — E.gradeg(a, M) := inf{i € No| Ext,(R/a, N) ¢ T};
(
(

ii

~—

(
(iii) T — K.gradeg ) == inf{i € Ng|H*(K*(z, M)) ¢ T};

(i ) := inf{i € No|Hg(M) ¢ T};

(v) % —c.gradeg(a, M) := sup{l € Ny|there exists a weak M-sequence in a with respect

to T of length £}.

a, M
iv) ¥ — H.gradeg(a, M

Here inf and sup are formed in Z U {£+oo} with the convention that inf() = +o0o and

sup () = —oo.
3. PROOF OoF THEOREM [L.1]
Theorem is our first main result. To prove it, we need a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let T be a torsion theory, a a finitely generated ideal of R and M an R-
module. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(i) T — E.gradeg(a, M) = 0;
(ii) ¥ — H.gradeg(a, M) =0;
(ili) ¥ — K. gradeg(a, M) = 0;
(iv) T — C.gradeg(a, M) = 0.

)

Proof. (i) = (ii): Clearly, Homg(R/a, M) ¢ T. Also, note that (0 :p; a) € HY(M). Then
in view of Homp(R/a, M) = (0 ;v a), we see that HO(M) ¢ T. So T—H. gradeg(a, M) = 0.

(11) = (i): Suppose on the contrary that T — E.gradep(a, M) > 0 and look for a
contradiction. By induction on n, we show that (0 :p; a™) € T. The case n = 1 follows
from T — E. gradeg(a, M) > 0. Suppose, inductively, we have established the result for n.
Note that a” is finitely generated, let a” = (x1,...,z¢)R. The assignment m — f(m) :=

(xym,...,zgm) defines the following R-homomorphism:

¢
F1(0my 0™ — @0 s ).
i=1
Consider the following exact sequence
0 —— (0:pya®) —— (0:pra™) —— Imf —— 0.

It yields that (0 :p; a™*') € T. Therefore, H(M) = J,,cn(0 :ar a™) € T.
(791) < (i) and (iv) < (i9) are trivial. Note that if z = =1, ...,z is a generating set for
a, then H%(z, M) = (0 :p; a) and HY(M) = HJ(M). O

Definition 3.2. Let {F i}z‘zo be a negative strongly connected sequence of covariant func-
tors (see [19, Page 212] and [7, Definition 1.3.1]).
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(i) We say that {F'};,>0 has T-restriction property, if F'(M) € T for all M € T and
1> 0.
(ii) Grade of an R-module M with respect to {F*};>¢ is defined by

F~ (M) :=inf{i € NU{O}|F'(M) ¢ T}.

In the absence of the Noetherian assumption on the base ring we use the following

acyclicity Lemma which is motivated by a famous Lemma of Peskine and Szpiro [17].

Lemma 3.3. Let {F'};>0 be a negative strongly connected sequence of covariant functors

with T-restriction property. Let

ds d1 do

0

Co:0 24
be a complex of R-modules. If for all 1 <i<'s
() F(C) >
(ii) either H;(Cs) € T or F~(H;(C,)) =0,
then H;(Cq) € T for all1 <i <s.

Ch Co

Proof. For each 1 < i < s, set T; := cokerd;;+1 and K; := kerd;. By decreasing induction
on s, we show that for each 0 < r <'s, we have H;(C,) € T and F~(T;) > i for 0 <r <
1 < s.

Let r = s. We have Ty = Cs. So by our assumption, it is enough to show that
H,(C,) € T. Note that FO is left exact, because {F*};>¢ is a negative strongly connected
sequence of covariant functors. This combining with the monomorphism H,(C,) — C

implies the following monomorphism:
FO(H,(C,)) — FO(Cy).

In view of F~Cs > s > 0, we have F°C, € T. Hence F'H,(C,) € T, and consequently
F~(Hs(C,)) > 0. By using the assumption of Lemma, we have H(C,) € ¥.

Now, suppose inductively, that 0 < r < s and H;(C,) € T and F~(T;) > i for 0 <
r < i < s. In order to use the induction hypothesis, consider the following two exact

sequences:

0 —— Hp11(Co) —— Tria C, ., —— 0

0 —— Hp11(Co) —— Tria K, H.(Co) —— 0.

So, we have two exact sequences:
0 —— Ty —— Cp —— T, —— 0
0 —— Ty — K, —— H.(Cq) —— 0,
where T, 1 is the quotient of T} 1 by H,11(C,). Also,
F{T,41) €S & Fi(T)41) €3,

because H,1(C,) € ¥.
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From the first short exact sequence we have the following exact sequence:
FI(C,) — FI(T,) — FITYT, ;).

Since F~(Ty41) > r+ 1 and F~(C,) > r we find that F~(T,) > r.

The second short exact sequence induces the following exact sequence:
(x) 0 —— FYT,41) —— FUK,) —— F°(H.(Cq)) —— FYT,11).
We know that F~(T,41) >r+ 1 and F~(C,) > r. So, we have
FYT,41) and F°(C,) € %,

because r > 1. In view of the monomorphism F?(K,) < F°(C,), we have FY(K,) € ¥.
From (*) we get that FO(H,(C,)) € T. By the assumption of Lemma, H,(Cs) € T, which

is precisely what we wish to prove. ]
Recall that a ring is coherent if each of its finitely generated ideals are finitely presented.

Lemma 3.4. Let T be a torsion theory, y :=y1,..., Yy, a finite sequence of elements of R
and M an R-module. Let a:=yR. If M € T, then the following assertions hold:
(i) Hy(M) € < for all i;
(i) Exth(R/a, M) € T;
(iii) H'(y, M) € T for all i;
(iv) If R is coherent, then Ext'(R/a, M) € T for all i;
(v) If R is coherent, then H.(M) € T for all i.

Proof. (i): Let S be a multiplicative closed subset of R. One can find from [20, Section
1.10] that S™'M = lim Homp(Rs, M). Note that M € T. Let s be in S. Then
seS

Homp(Rs, M) = Homg(R/(0:r s),M) = (0:a (0:5s)) C M.

So Homp(Rs, M) € ¥ and consequently lim o Homp(Rs, M) € %. This shows that
Hy (M) € T, as claimed.

(ii): Consider the exact sequence F' — R — R/a — 0, where F' is a free R-module
of finite rank. Such a sequence exists, because a is finitely generated. One may find
Exth(R/a, M) as a subquotient of Homp(F,M). Clearly, Homg(F,M) € %. So,
Exth(R/a, M) € T.

(iii): This is straightforward from the definition of Koszul complex and we leave it to
the reader.

(iv): Let Fg : -+ = Fiy1 — F; - F,_1 — -+ — Fy — 0 be a deleted free resolution
of R/a consisting of finitely generated free modules (see [14, Corollary 2.5.2]). Clearly,
Homp(F;, M) € T. Therefore, Extt(R/a, M) € T.
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(v): Let i be an integer. Note that a™ is finitely generated for all n. Then, in view of
part (iv), we have Exty(R/a", M) € T for all n. Therefore,

Hg(M) := lim Ext}(R/a", M) € T.
n
Note that ¥ is closed under taking direct limit. O

Theorem 3.5. Let T be a torsion theory of R-modules, a a finitely generated ideal of R
and M an R-module. The following assertions hold:
(i) T — C.gradeg(a, M) = T — K. gradeg(a, M);
(ii) If R is coherent, then ¥ — K. gradep(a, M) = T — E.gradeg(a, M);
(iii) If R is coherent, then T — E.gradeg(a, M) = T — H. gradeg(a, M).

Proof. (i): Let z be a generating set of a. First we show that
T — K.gradep(a, M) < T — C.gradeg(a, M) =: s (%).
Without loss of generality we can assume that s < co. Suppose that
¥ — K. gradeg(a, M) > s+ 1.

Let C, : 0 —» Cs41 — Cs — -+ — Cy be a deleted Cech complex of relative to M
where Csi1 := @ M,, and set F'(—) := H(xz,—). This is clear that {F(—)};>0 is a
negative strongly connected sequence of covariant functors. Due to Lemma B4 we know
that{F*(—)}i>o has the T-restriction property. Now we check the reminder assumptions
of Lemma B3l Any torsion theory is closed under taking localization (see the proof of
Lemma [3.4]). Then, by the commutativity of flat extensions with cohomology functors one

may easily find that
F~(C;) =% — K. gradeg(a,C;) > T — K. gradep(a,M) > s+1>i

for all 1 <i < s+ 1. In view of [15, Proposition 2.1(d)], we have HY(H;(Cy)) = H;(Cy)
for all i. Due to Lemma [B.1] we have either H;(C;) € ¥ or F~(H;(C¢)) = 0 for all
i. Therefore, by Lemma B3] H;(C;) € T for all 1 < i < s+ 1. On the other hand,
T — C.gradeg(a, M) = s. So, there exists 1 < j < s+ 1 such that H;(C;) ¢ ¥. This
contradiction completes the proof of (x).

Next we show that ¥ — C.gradeg(a, M) < T — K. gradeg(a, M) =: s. Without loss of

generality we can assume that s < oco. Suppose that
T — C.gradeg(a, M) > s + 1.

Let C; : 0 —» Cs41 — Cs — -+ — Cp be the deleted Koszul complex, where Cs11 =
K°(z, M) and set F'(—) := Hi(—). Clearly, {F"(—)}i>0 is a negative strongly connected

sequence of covariant functors. By Lemma [3.4] it has T-restriction property. One has

F~(C;) =% — C.gradeg(a,C;) =T — C.gradeg(a, M) > s +1 > i.
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All the homology modules of C, are annihilated by a. So by Lemma 3] either H;(C,) € T
or F~(H;(C,)) = 0. Therefore, Lemma [33] yields that H;(C,) € T for all 1 <4 < s, which
is a contradiction to T — K. gradeg(a, M) = s.

(ii): Clearly, {Ext%(R/a, —)}i>0 is negative strongly connected sequence of covariant
functors. Due to our assumptions and Lemmal[3.4] we know that {Ext%(R/a, —)};>0 has 3-
restriction property. Note that the claim T — E. gradep(a, M) < T — K. gradegp(a, M) =: s
follows by repeating the proof of part (7).

Now we show that T — K. gradeg(a, M) < T — E.gradep(a, M) := s. Without loss of

generality we can assume that s < oco. Suppose that
T — K.gradeg(a, M) > s+ 1.

Let Fg : -+ — Fy1 - F;, » F,_1 — -+ — Fy — 0 be a free resolution of R/a consisting
of finitely generated free modules (see [14, Corollary 2.5.2]) and set Fi(—) := H'(z, ).
Keep in mind that T is closed under finite direct product. For each i > 0, set C* :=
Hom(F;, M). Tt consist of finitely many direct product of M. One has F'~ (M) ~ F~(C?),
since K*(z,[[M) ~ [[K*(z, M). Consider the C{ : 0 — C° — C! — ... — C*H!
the deleted complex of Hom(F,, M). Also, note that the cohomology modules of C? are
annihilated by a. The reminder of proof is a repeating the proof of part (7).
(iii): By making straightforward modification of the proof of

T — E.gradeg(a, M) < T — K. gradeg(a, M),
one can prove that

T — H.gradep(a, M) < T — K. gradeg(a, M).
In view of (ii), we have

T — H.gradegp(a, M) < T — E. gradeg(a, M).

In order to prove the reverse inequality, let z be a generating set for a and let n be an
integer. Assume that y is a gencrating set for a”. By [15, Proposition 2.1(e)], HL(M) =
H} (M), because rad(zR) = rad(yR). Thus T — C.gradeg(a”, M) = T — C. gradeg(a, M).

In view of parts (i) and (ii), we have

T — E.gradep(a”, M) =% —K.gradeg(a™, M)
=T — C.gradep(a™, M)
=% — C.gradeg(a, M)
=% — K. gradeg(a, M)
=% — E.gradeg(a, M

)

So Ext’(R/a™, M) € T for all i < T — E.gradeg(a, M). Therefore,
T — E.gradep(a, M) <% — H.gradeg(a, M).

Note that ¥ is closed under taking direct limit. O
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Here, we recall some notions from [5].

Definition 3.6. Let T' be an algebra over a Noetherian local ring (R, m).

(i) We say that T equipped with a value map v, if there exits a map v : T — RU{oc0}

satisfying:

(a) v(ab) = v(a) +v(b) for all a,b € T

(b) v(a + b) > min{v(a),v(b)} for all a,b e T
(¢) v(a) = oo if and only if a = 0.

(ii) Let T and v be as part (). A T-module M is called almost zero with respect to
v, if m € M and € > 0 are given, then there exists b € T such that b-m = 0 and
v(b) < e.

(iii) Let T and v be as part (). Let z := x1,...,x, be a generating set for m. A T-
module N is called almost Cohen-Macaulay over R, if Hé(N ) is almost zero with

respect to v for all ¢ # dim R, but N/mN is not almost zero with respect to v.

As an immediate application of Theorem [3.5] in the following we present an affirmative

answer to [5, Question 4.8]:

Corollary 3.7. Let T be an algebra equipped with a value map v over a Noetherian
local ring (R,m), M an almost Cohen-Macaulay T-module and let x := x1,...,2, be a

generating set for m. Then HgimR(M) is not almost zero.

Proof. We denote the class of almost zero modules with respect to v by ¥,. Clearly, ¥, is

a torsion theory. Also,
T, — C.gradep(mT, M) > dim R,
since H(M) is almost zero for all i # dim R. In the light of Theorem BB we see that
T, — K. gradep(mT, M) > dim R.
Keep in mind that M/mM is not almost zero. So
T, — K. gradep(mT, M) = dim R.
Again by applying Theorem [3.5] we see that
T, — C. gradep(mT, M) = dim R.
Therefore, HI™®(M) ¢ T, which is the desired claim. O

Proposition 3.8. Let T be a torsion theory, a a finitely generated ideal of R and M an

R-module. If x € a is a weak M -reqular sequence with respect to ¥, then
T — K. gradeg(a, M) =T — K. gradeg(a, M/zM) + 1.

In particular, ¥ — c.gradep(a, M) < T — K. gradeg(a, M).
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Proof. Assume that z is a generating set for a. Consider the following exact sequences

0 —— (0 2) P M —Z— M/(0:2) — 0,

0 —— M/(0:r2) —Lo M M/zM ——— 0,

where f(m) = xm for all m € M. Then, we have the following induced exact sequences:
(+) H(z, (02 ) — Hi(e, M) "5 Hi(e, M/(0 0 2) 25 H* (2, (0 s 7))

(ex) Hi(z, MJ(0 s 2) 28 B (e, M) — Hi(e, M/eM) 25 H Y (@, M/(0 2 ).
By our assumption, (0 :3; 2) € T. So it follows from LemmaBAlthat H(z, (0 :pr z)) € T

for all 4. Therefore by (x), we have
Hi(z,M) €T < H(z,M/(0:prz)) €T

for all 4.
Set t := T — K. gradeg(a, M) and let i < t — 1. Due to () we have H'(z, M/xM) € T,
and so
T — K. gradeg(a, M/zM) >t — 1.
It is enough for us to show that H'~!(x, M/xM) ¢ <. In order to prove this, we first note
that:
H'(z, f)oH'(z,m) = H'(z, for)
= olpt(e,m)
=0,
since H'(z, M) is annihilated by (z)R. Therefore,

Im H'(z,7) C ker H'(z, f) = Im ATV (5 * x).

Keep in mind that H'(z, (0 :ps z)) € T and H'(z, M) ¢ <. This combining with ()
shows that Im H(z,7) ¢ T. Consequently, (x * %) implies that Im A=Y ¢ <. Thus by
inspection of (x*), we see that H* 1 (z, M/xM) ¢ .

The second assertion follows from the first. O

Corollary 3.9. Let ¥ be a torsion theory, x := x1,...,%n a finite sequence of elements

of R and M an R-module. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) z is a weak M -regular sequence with respect to ¥;

(ii) ¥ — K.gradeg((z1,...,z;)R, M) > i for all i.

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.8 the only non trivial implication is (ii) = (i). By in-
duction on n, we show that x is a weak M-regular sequence with respect to €. When
n = 1, we have H(xy, M) € T, and so z; is a weak M-regular sequence with respect
to ¥. Now suppose that n > 1 and that result has been proved for all sequences of ele-
ments of R with length n — 1. Let x := z1,...,x, be a sequence of elements of R such
that T — K.gradeg((x1,...,2;)R, M) > i for all ¢ and let 2’ := x1,...,2,-1. Then by

the inductive hypothesis, 2’ is a weak M-regular sequence with respect to T. In view



GRADE OF IDEALS WITH RESPECT TO TORSION THEORIES 11

of Proposition B8, T — K. gradeg((x1,...,2,)R, M/2'M) > 1. Tt turns out that z,, is a
weak M /x' M-regular sequence with respect to T. So z is a weak M-regular sequence with

respect to ¥. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

Let M be an R-module. Recall that a prime ideal p is weakly associated to M, if p is
minimal over (0 :p m) for some m € M. We denote the set of all weakly associated prime
ideals of M by wAssg(M).

Lemma 4.1. Let T be a torsion theory and M an R-module. The following assertions
hold:

(i) If M € %, then R/p € T for all p € Suppr(M);
(ii) If M € X, then R/p € T for all p € wAssr(M).

Proof. This is in [9]. However, we indicate a short proof of it for the convenience of the

reader.

(i) Let p € Suppr(M). There exists m € M such that (0 :g m) C p. Note that
R/(0:g m) = Rm C M, it turns out that R/(0 :g m) € T. The natural epimor-
phism R/(0 :r m) — R/p, shows that R/p € ¥.

(ii) This follows by part (i), if we apply the fact that wAssg(M) C Suppr(M).

O

Definition 4.2. Denote the category of R-modules and R-homomorphism by R-Mod.
Let § C R-Mod be a family of R-modules and M an R-module.

(i) S is called a Serre class, if it is closed under taking submodules, quotients and
extensions.

(ii) Recall from [9] that a Serre class is called half centered, if it satisfies in the converse
of Lemma [A.T] (ii).

It is worth to recall that torsion theories over Noetherian rings are half centered, see
e.g. [4l Lemma 2.1]. The following example indicates that the torsion theory of almost

zero modules with respect to a valuation is not half centered.

Ezample 4.3. Let (R, m) be a Noetherian complete local domain which is not a field and
let R" denote the integral closure of R in the algebraic closure of its fraction field. It is
proved that RT is quasilocal. We denote its unique maximal ideal by mp+. It is well-
known that R* equipped with a value map v : Rt — Q U {oo} satisfying the following
conditions:

(i) v(ab) = v(a) +v(b) for all a,b € RT;

(i) v(a +b) > min{v(a),v(b)} for all a,b € RT;

(ili) v(a) = oo if and only if a = 0.
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Also, v is nonnegative on Rt and positive on mp+. In view of [I8, Definition 1.1], an
R*-module M is called almost zero with respect to v if for all m € M and all € > 0 there
is an element ¢ € RT with v(a) < € such that am = 0. We denote the class of almost
zero modules with respect to v by %,. Clearly, ¥, is a torsion theory. Now consider the

following easy facts:

(a) Let 0 # p € Spec RT. We show that R*/p € T,. Indeed, let z € p. For any
positive integer n set f,(X) := X" —x € RT[X]. Let ¢, be a root of f, in RT.
It follows that ¢, € p, since ((,)" = x € p. Keep in mind that v is positive on p.
The equality v({,) = v(z)/n indicates that p has elements of small order. Thus,
R*/pe%,.

(b) Let € € R and set b, := {x € RT|v(xz) > €}. Then we claim that R /b, ¢ %,.
Indeed, it is easy to see that b, is a nonzero ideal of RT. Clearly, annihilators
of 1 4 b, consist of elements of order greater or equal than e. This shows that
Rt /b, ¢ T,.

In view of (a), we have Rt /p € T, for all p € Suppg+ (R'/b.). But by (b), RT/b. ¢ T,.

Therefore, T, is not half centered.

Definition 4.4. For an R-module L we denote

(i) {p € Suppr(L)|R/p ¢ T} by T — Suppg(L); and
(ii) {p € wAssgr(L)|R/p ¢ T} by T — wAssgr(L).

Lemma 4.5. Let T be a torsion theory and M an R-module. Consider the following

conditions:
(a) z; ¢ Upei—wAssR(M/(xl,...,xi,l)M) p foralli=1,...,r;
(b) The sequence x1,...,x, is a weak M-reqular sequence with respect to T;

(c) For any p € T —Suppgr(M), the elements x1/1,...,x,/1 of the local ring R, form
a weak M, -sequence.

Then the following assertions hold:
(i) The implications (c) < (a) and (b) = (c) are hold.
(ii) If T is half centered, then (a) = (b).
Proof. First recall the following facts of an R-module K from [14, Theorem 3.3.1]:

(1) The set of zero-divisor of K is Upewassp (i) P 3
(2) p € wAssg(K) if and only if pR, € wAssg, (K}).

Now we prove the Lemma.

(b) = (c¢): Let p € ¥ — Suppp M. In view of Lemma [T}, we see that

(((x17---,xi_1)M M T5)
(x1,...,zi—1)M

for all 1 <4 < r. This yields the claim.

)p =0
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(¢) = (a): Let 1 < i < r and set L := M/(z1,...,2;—1)M. Suppose p € T —
wAssr(L). Then by (2), we see that pR, € wAssg,(Ly). This along with (1) and
our assumption yield that x;/1 ¢ pR,. So x; ¢ p.

(a) = (c¢): Let p € T — Suppp(M). In view of (1), it is enough to show that
r;/1 ¢ qR, for all qR, € wAssg, (My/(x1,...,2i-1)Mp).

Let qRy € wAssg, (M, /(w1,...,2;—1)M,). Then q C p and (2) implies that q €
wAssp(M/(z1,...,2i—1)M). We have R/q ¢ T, because R/p ¢ T. By applying
our assumption, we get x; ¢ q. This yields that x;/1 ¢ qR,, as claimed.

(a) = (b): This is in [3| Lemma 2.3].
U

Lemma 4.6. Let T be a half centered torsion theory, a a finitely generated ideal of R with

a generating set y :=y1,...,Yys and M an R-module. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) Let z := x1,...,x, be a weak M-reqular sequence with respect to T in a. Then
H'(y,M) € T for all 0 < i < r—1. Also, H (y,M) ¢ < if and only if
HO(y, M/xM) ¢ <.

(i) T — K. gradeg(a, M) = inf{K. gradep, (aR2y, My)|p € T — Suppr(M)}.

Proof. (i): This is in the proof of [3, Lemma 2.4]. Note that in that argument M does not
need to be finitely generated. Also, recall from [8, Theorem 1.6.16] and [8, Proposition

1.6.10(d)] that, if w := wy,...,wy is a sequence in R and (wy,...,w;)R contains a weak
M-regular sequence z := z1,...,2, then H(w, M) =0 for 0 < i < t and H*(w, M) =
HO(w, M/zM).

(ii): This is in the proof of [3| Proposition 2.7]. Note that Koszul cohomology modules

are commute with the localization [8, Proposition 1.6.7]. O

Let M be an R-module. Recall from [II] that M is called weakly Laskerian, if each
quotient of M has finitely many weakly associated prime ideals. Now we are ready to
prove Theorem

Theorem 4.7. Let ¥ be a half centered torsion theory, a a finitely generated ideal of R
and M a weakly Laskerian R-module. Then ¥ — c.gradep(a, M) = T — K. gradeg(a, M).

Proof. First note that by Proposition B8, T — c. gradep(a, M) < T — K. gradeg(a, M). In
order to prove the reverse inequality and without loss of generality, we may and do assume
that n := ¥ — c.gradeg(a, M) < co. Let z := x1,...,z, be the supremum of the lengths
of all weak M-regular sequences with respect to € which are contained in a. It follows
from the maximality of z and Lemma that a C p for some p € T — wAssp(M/zM).
Keep in mind that a is finitely generated. In particular, R/a is finitely presented. Thus

in view of [I4, Lemma 7.1.6], we see that

p € wAsspr(M/zM) N Suppr(R/a) = wAssg(Homp(R/a, M /xM)).
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Lemma E1] implies that Homp(R/a, M/zM) ¢ T, and so H%(y; M/xzM) ¢ T, where
Y == Y1,...,Yr is a generating set for a. In view of Lemma (i), H"(y,M) ¢ %.
Again by applying Lemma (i), H'(y,M) € T for all 0 < i < n — 1. Therefore,
¥ —c.gradep(a, M) = T — K. gradeg(a, M). O

Remark 4.8. Let R be a coherent ring, T a half centered torsion theory and M a finitely
presented R-module. Let x := x1,...,x, be a sequence of elements of R with the property
that T — K. gradeg((x1,...,2,)R, M) > n. Here we show that z is a weak M-regular
sequence with respect to . Indeed, in view of Corollary B9 it is enough to show that
T — K.gradeg((z1,...,2z;)R, M) > i for all i. For each 1 < i < n, set z; = z1,...,;.
Let p € Supp(H’(z;, M)) for 0 < j < i. We shall achieve the claim by showing that
R/p € . Suppose on the contrary that and R/p ¢ ¥ and look for a contradiction. In
view of Lemma (7i), we see that

K.gradep, (zRy, My) > T — K. gradeg(zRR, M) > n.

Since Ry is coherent and M, is finitely presented, by making direct modifications of the
proof of |4, Lemma 3.7], one may find that the Koszul (co)homology modules of M, with

respect to z are finitely presented. Consider the following long exact sequence:
- HF(a;, My) 5 HM(zy, My) —— H" (2540, My) — -

Nakayama’s lemma yields that K. gradep, (2,411, My) < K. gradeg (2;Ry, M) + 1. By
an easy induction, T — K. gradep (z;Ry, My) > i. Hence, Hi(z;,My) = 0. Therefore,
p ¢ Supp(H(z;, M)), a contradiction.

It is noteworthy to remark that the assumptions of Theorem [[.T] and Theorem [[.2] are

really needed.

Ezample 4.9. (i): Let (R, m) be a 1-dimensional complete local domain of prime charac-
teristic and let R™ be the integral closure of (R, m) in the algebraic closure of its fraction
field. Recall from [2, Lemma 5.3] that R is a valuation domain. Let b # R* be a
nonzero finitely generated ideal of RT. By [2, Corollary 6.9], Assp+(R"/b) = (. Thus
R*/mp+ can not be embedded in R*/b. It turns out that Homp+ (RT /mp+, RT/b) = 0,
i.e., E.gradegs (mp+, RT/b) > 0. Clearly, dim(R*/b) = 0. In view of [4, Lemma 3.2], we
have K. gradeps (mp+, RT/b) < dim(R*/b). Therefore, the claim

K.gradey(a, A) = E. grade4(a, A)

does not true for infinitely generated ideals a of non-Noetherian rings, even if the ring is
coherent and regular.

(i1): Let R :=F[[X, Y]], where F is a field and set M := y_,¢(x,y) B/rR. As classified
by [23, Page 91|, we know that E. gradep(m, M) = 1 and c. gradep(m, M) = 0. Therefore,
¥ — c.gradep(a, M) = T — K. gradeg(a, M) does not true for general modules, even if
¥ = {0} and the ring is Noetherian.
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