arXiv:2407.20428v1 [math.RT] 29 Jul 2024

BOUNDING REGULARITY OF FI^m-MODULES

WEE LIANG GAN AND KHOA TA

Abstract. Let FI be a skeleton of the category of finite sets and injective maps, and FI^m the product of m copies of FI. We prove that if an FI^mmodule is generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r, then its regularity is bounded above by a function of m, d, and r.

Let N be the set of nonnegative integers. For each n ∈ N, we write [n] for the set {1, 2, . . . , n}; in particular, [0] denotes the empty set ∅. Let FI be the category whose objects are the sets [n] for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . and whose morphisms are the injective maps between the objects. Let FI^m be the product of m copies of the category FI.

It is a well-known result of Church and Ellenberg [3] that if V is an FI-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r, then the (Castelnuovo-Mumford) regularity of V is bounded above by d + r − 1. For m > 1, Gan and Li [6] proved that FI^m-modules presented in finite degrees have finite regularity but their proof does not lead to a bound. The main goal of our present article is to prove that if V is an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r, then its regularity is bounded above by a function of m, d and r.

The proof of our result proceeds by induction on m. There are two main ingredients in our argument:

• We define a pair of spectral sequences converging to the homology of a module over a product of two categories. These two spectral sequences exist not only for FI^m-modules but in a general setting.

• We use a generalization to FI^m-modules of the long exact sequence of Church [2].

Let us mention some related works. FI^m-modules were studied by Casto [1], Gadish [4], Gan and Li [6], Li and Ramos [7], Li and Yu [8], and Zeng [12, 13].

This article is organized as follows. In Section 1, we state our main result. In Section 2, we define certain functors associated to modules over a product of two categories and we construct spectral sequences converging to the homology of these modules. In Section 3, we recall certain functors associated to FI^m-modules and we construct a long exact sequence following Church [2]. In Section 4, we give the proof of our main result.

1. Main result

1.1. Throughout this article, we fix a commutative ring k. For any category C, a C-module is a functor from C to the category of k-modules. A homomorphism from a C-module U to a C-module V is a natural transformation from the functor U to the functor V .

Let C be a small category. We write Ob(C) for the set of objects of C. For any X, Y ∈ Ob(C), we write C(X, Y ) for the set of morphisms in C from X to Y . Let V 1

be a C-module. For any X ∈ Ob(C), we write V_X for V (X). For any f ∈ C(X, Y ), we write f_∗ for the map V (f) : V_X → V_Y .

Denote by C -Mod the category of C-modules. Recall that C -Mod is an abelian category. For each W ∈ Ob(C), we define a C-module M^C(W ) as follows:

• for each X ∈ Ob(C), let M^C(W )_X be the free k-module with basis C(W, X); • for each g ∈ C(X, Y ), let g_∗ : M^C(W )_X → M^C(W )_Y be the k-linear map sending each f ∈ C(W, X) to the composition gf ∈ C(W, Y ). It is easy to see that M^C(W ) is a projective C-module. We call M^C(W ) a principal projective C-module.

We say that a C-module is a free C-module if it is a direct sum of principal projective C-modules. Every C-module is a homomorphic image of a free C-module, thus the abelian category C -Mod has enough projectives. Every projective C-module is isomorphic to a direct summand of a free C-module.

1.2. Assume that C is a skeletal small category. Define a relation ⪯ on Ob(C) by X ⪯ Y if C(X, Y ) ≠ ∅. We write X ≺ Y if X ⪯ Y but not Y ⪯ X. We say that C is directed if the relation ⪯ on Ob(C) is a partial order.

Example 1.1. Recall that C is an EI-category if every endomorphism in C is an isomorphism. If C a skeletal EI-category, then it is directed; see [9, Section 9].

Suppose now that C is directed. Let V be a C-module. For any X ∈ Ob(C), define a k-submodule ~V_X of V_X by ~V_X = ∑ W ≺X ∑ f ∈C(W,X) f_∗(V_W ) .

The assignment X → ~V_X defines a C-submodule ~V of V . Let H^C_0 : C -Mod → C -Mod be the functor defined by H^C_0 (V ) = V/ ~V . Then H^C_0 is a right exact functor and we can define its left derived functors. For each integer i ⩾ 1, let H^C_i : C -Mod → C -Mod be the i-th left derived functor of H^C_0 . We call H^C_i (V ) the i-th C-homology of V . 1.3. Fix an integer m ⩾ 1. The category FI^m is a directed skeletal small category.

Let V be an FI^m-module. For each n = (n_1, . . . , n_m) ∈ N^m , we set |n| = n_1 + · · · + n_m ∈ N, [n] = ([n_1], . . . , [n_m]) ∈ Ob(FI^m).

We write V_n for V_{[n]}. We define the degree of V by

deg V = { sup{|n| | V_n ≠ 0} if V ≠ 0, −1 if V = 0.

We say that V has finite degree if deg V < ∞. For any i ∈ N, let t_i(V ) = deg H^{FIm}_i (V ).

Let Z_{⩾−1} = {−1} ∪ N. We have deg V ∈ Z_{⩾−1} ∪ {∞}.

For any d ∈ Z_{⩾−1}, we say that V is generated in degree ⩽ d if t_0(V ) ⩽ d. Equivalently, V is generated in degree ⩽ d iff there exists an epimorphism P → V where P is a free FI^m-module of the form P = ⨁ j∈J M^{FIm} ([n_j ])

where J is some indexing set and |n_j | ⩽ d for each j ∈ J.

For any d, r ∈ Z_{⩾−1}, we say that V is generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r if there exists a short exact sequence 0 → U → P → V → 0 such that:

• P is a free C-module generated in degree ⩽ d, • U is a C-module generated in degree ⩽ r.

Observe that we can choose P with t_0(P ) = t_0(V ) and in this case we have t_1(V ) ⩽ t_0(U) ⩽ max{t_0(V ), t_1(V )}.

We define the regularity reg(V ) of V by reg(V ) = sup{t_i(V ) − i | i ⩾ 0}.

Remark 1.2. In [3], the regularity of an FI-module V is defined as sup{t_i(V ) − i | i ⩾ 1}. For our proofs below, it is more convenient to take the supremum over the range i ⩾ 0 so that t_i(V ) ⩽ i + reg(V ) for all i ∈ N.

Remark 1.3. Our notion of regularity is distinct from the notion of Castelnuovo- Mumford regularity of FI^m-modules defined by Li and Ramos in [7]. We do not know of any relation between these two notions.

The main result of this article is the following.

Theorem 1.4. For each integer m ⩾ 1, there exists a function ρ_m : Z_{⩾−1} × Z_{⩾−1} → Z_{⩾−1} such that for every d, r ∈ Z_{⩾−1} and for every FI^m-module V generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r, one has reg(V ) ⩽ ρ_m(d, r). The proof of Theorem 1.4 will be given in Section 4.

2. Spectral sequences 2.1. In this section, we let C be a product category A × B, where A and B are directed skeletal small categories; in particular, C is a directed skeletal small category.

Let V be a C-module. For any (X, Y ) ∈ Ob(C), define k-submodules V^{hor}_{(X,Y )} and V^{ver}_{(X,Y )} of V_{(X,Y )} by

V^{hor}_{(X,Y )} = ∑ W ≺X ∑ f ∈A(W,X) (f, id_Y )_∗ ( V_{(W,Y )} ) ,

V^{ver}_{(X,Y )} = ∑ Z≺Y ∑ g∈B(Z,Y ) (id_X , g)_∗ ( V_{(X,Z)} ) .

Lemma 2.1. (i) The assignment (X, Y ) → V^{hor}_{(X,Y )} defines a C-submodule V^{hor} of V .

(ii) The assignment (X, Y ) → V^{ver}_{(X,Y )} defines a C-submodule V^{ver} of V . (iii) One has: ~V = V^{hor} + V^{ver}.

Proof. (i) Let f ∈ A(W, X) and (g, h) ∈ C((X, Y ), (X^′, Y^′)). Then

(g, h)(f, id_Y ) = (gf, h) = (gf, id_Y ′ )(id_W , h),

which implies (g, h)_∗ ( (f, id_Y )_∗ ( V_{(W,Y )} )) ⊆ (gf, id_Y ′ )_∗ ( V_{(W,Y} ′_) ) . Moreover, W ≺ X implies W ≺ X^′. Therefore (g, h)_∗ ( V^{hor}_{(X,Y )} ) ⊆ V^{hor}_{(X ′ ,Y ′)}.

(ii) Similar to (i).

(iii) It is clear that V^{hor} + V^{ver} ⊆ ~V .

Now suppose (f, g) ∈ C((W, Z), (X, Y )) where (W, Z) ≺ (X, Y ). Then W ≺ X or Z ≺ Y .

If W ≺ X, then (f, g)_∗ ( V_{(W,Z)} ) ⊆ (f, id_Y )_∗ ( V_{(W,Y )} ) ⊆ V^{hor}_{(X,Y )}.

If Z ≺ Y , then (f, g)_∗ ( V_{(W,Z)} ) ⊆ (id_X , g)_∗ ( V_{(X,Z)} ) ⊆ V^{ver}_{(X,Y )}.

Hence ~V ⊆ V^{hor} + V^{ver}. □

By the preceding lemma, we may define functors

H^{hor}_0 : C -Mod → C -Mod, V → V/V^{hor}; H^{ver}_0 : C -Mod → C -Mod, V → V/V^{ver};

moreover, there are canonical isomorphisms

(2.2) H^{ver}_0 (H^{hor}_0 (V )) ∼= H^C_0 (V ) ∼= H^{hor}_0 (H^{ver}_0 (V )).

The functors H^{hor}_0 and H^{ver}_0 are right exact and we can define their left derived functors. For each integer i ⩾ 1, let

H^{hor}_i : C -Mod → C -Mod

be the i-th left derived functor of H^{hor}_0 , and let

H^{ver}_i : C -Mod → C -Mod

be the i-th left derived functor of H^{ver}_0 . We call H^{hor}_i (V ) the i-th horizontal homology of V , and H^{ver}_i (V ) the i-th vertical homology of V .

2.2. For each X ∈ Ob(A), we have an inclusion functor B → C defined on objects by Y → (X, Y ) and on morphisms by g → (id_X , g). Thus we obtain a restriction functor C -Mod → B -Mod, V → V_{(X,−)} where (V_{(X,−)})_Y = V_{(X,Y )} for all Y ∈ Ob(B).

Similarly, if we fix Y ∈ Ob(B), we have a restriction functor C -Mod → A -Mod, V → V_{(−,Y )} where (V_{(−,Y )})_X = V_{(X,Y )} for all X ∈ Ob(A).

Lemma 2.3. Let (W, Z) ∈ Ob(C).

(i) For each X ∈ Ob(A), we have M^C(W, Z)_{(X,−)} ∼= ⨁ f ∈A(W,X) M^B(Z).

(ii) For each Y ∈ Ob(B), we have M^C(W, Z)_{(−,Y )} ∼= ⨁ g∈B(Z,Y ) M^A(W ).

Proof. (i) We define a homomorphism α : M^C(W, Z)_{(X,−)} → ⨁ f ∈A(W,X) M^B(Z),

as follows: for each Y ∈ Ob(B), let α_Y : M^C(W, Z)_{(X,Y )} → ⨁ f ∈A(W,X) M^B(Z)_Y .

be the k-linear map sending the element (f, g) ∈ C((W, Z), (X, Y )) to the element g ∈ B(Z, Y ) in the direct summand indexed by f ∈ A(W, X). It is easy to see that α is an isomorphism.

(ii) Similar to (i). □ Lemma 2.4. Let V be a C-module.

(i) Let X ∈ Ob(A). For each i ⩾ 0, we have (H^{ver}_i (V ))_{(X,−)} ∼= H^B_i (V_{(X,−)}).

(ii) Let Y ∈ Ob(B). For each i ⩾ 0, we have (H^{hor}_i (V ))_{(−,Y )} ∼= H^A_i (V_{(−,Y )}).

Proof. (i) The case i = 0 is obvious. The case i > 0 follows because the restriction functor is exact and, by Lemma 2.3, the restriction of a free C-module is a free B-module.

(ii) Similar to (i). □

2.3. The spectral sequences in the following theorem are special cases of the Grothendieck spectral sequence associated to the composition of two functors. Theorem 2.5. Let V be a C-module. Then there are two convergent first-quadrant spectral sequences:

IE^2_{pq} = H^{ver}_p (H^{hor}_q (V )) ⇒ H^C_{p+q} (V ), IIE^2_{pq} = H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (V )) ⇒ H^C_{p+q}(V ).

Proof. We claim that H^{hor}_0 sends projective C-modules to H^{ver}_0 -acyclic C-modules. It suffices to verify the claim for principal projective C-modules.

Let (W, Z) ∈ Ob(C) and let X ∈ Ob(A). If X ≠ W , then (H^{hor}_0 (M^C(W, Z)))_{(X,−)} = 0.

If X = W , then

(H^{hor}_0 (M^C(W, Z)))_{(X,−)} ∼= M^C(W, Z)_{(W,−)} ∼= ⨁ f ∈A(W,W ) M^B(Z) (by Lemma 2.3).

Thus (H^{ver}_0 (H^{hor}_0 (M^C(W, Z))))_{(X,−)} ∼= H^B_0 ((H^{hor}_0 (M^C(W, Z)))_{(X,−)}) (by Lemma 2.4) = 0.

This proves the claim.

Using (2.2) and Grothedieck spectral sequence of the composition H^{ver}_0 H^{hor}_0 , we obtain the first spectral sequence. Similarly for the second spectral sequence. □

3. Long exact sequence 3.1. In this section, we give a generalization to FI^m-modules of the long exact sequence which Church constructed for FI-modules in [2]. We start by recalling the functors Σ, K, D and their basic properties following [8].

Let i ∈ [m]. Define e_i ∈ N^m by e_i = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0), where 1 is in the i-th coordinate. There is a functor ι_i : FI^m → FI^m defined on objects by ι_i : Ob(FI^m) → Ob(FI^m), [n] → [n + e_i], and on morphisms by ι_i : FI^m([n], [r]) → FI^m([n + e_i], [r + e_i]), (f_1, . . . , f_m) → (g_1, . . . , g_m), where g_j = f_j for all j ≠ i and

g_i(t) = { 1 if t = 1, f_i(t − 1) + 1 if t > 1.

The i-th shift functor Σ_i : FI^m -Mod → FI^m -Mod is defined to be the pullback via ι_i. Thus, for any FI^m-module V and n ∈ N^m , we have (Σ_iV )_n = V_{n+ei} .

For each [n] = ([n_1], . . . , [n_m]) ∈ Ob(FI^m), let ϖ_i : [n] → [n + e_i] be the morphism of FI^m whose j-th component is the identity map on [n_j ] for j ≠ i, and whose i-th component is the map [n_i] → [n_i + 1], t → t + 1.

Let V be an FI^m-module. We have a natural homomorphism ε_i : V → Σ_iV defined at each [n] ∈ Ob(FI^m) to be the map V_n → V_{n+ei} induced by the morphism ϖ_i. Let K_iV and D_iV be, respectively, the kernel and cokernel of ε_i : V → Σ_iV . Thus we have the exact sequence 0 // K_iV // V^{εi} // Σ_iV // D_iV // 0.

Define the functors Σ, K, D on FI^m -Mod by

ΣV = m⨁ i=1 Σ_iV, KV = m⨁ i=1 K_iV, DV = m⨁ i=1 D_iV. We have the exact sequence 0 // KV // V^{⊕m} // ΣV // DV // 0.

We note that the functors Σ_i and Σ are exact, while the functors D_i and D are right exact.

Lemma 3.1. Let V be an FI^m-module. Then deg(V ) ⩽ 1 + deg(ΣV ). Proof. If deg V ⩽ 0, the lemma is obvious.

Assume deg V > 0. Consider any n = (n_1, . . . , n_m) ∈ N^m such that |n| > 0 and V_n ≠ 0. Since |n| > 0, there exists i ∈ [m] such that n_i ⩾ 1. For this i, we have (Σ_iV )_{n−ei} = V_n ≠ 0, thus (ΣV )_{n−ei} ≠ 0. The lemma follows. □ Lemma 3.2. Let d, r ∈ Z_{⩾−1} and let V be an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r. If d ⩾ 0, then DV is an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d − 1 and related in degree ⩽ r. Proof. Let 0 → U → P → V → 0 be a short exact sequence where P is a free FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and U is an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ r. Since the functor D is right exact, we have an exact sequence DU → DP → DV → 0. The lemma now follows from [8, Lemma 2.3]. □ In Lemma 3.2, when r ⩾ 0, the proof shows that DV is in fact related in degree ⩽ r − 1. For the sake of convenience, we stated the lemma in the slightly weaker form so that we do not need to distinguish between the case r = −1 and the case r ⩾ 0.

3.2. Let i ∈ [m]. For each p ∈ N, write L_pD_i for the p-th left derived functor of the right exact functor D_i.

Lemma 3.3. Let V be an FI^m-module. Then for each i ∈ [m], we have:

(i) L_1D_i(V ) ∼= K_i(V ).

(ii) L_pD_i(V ) = 0 for all p ⩾ 2.

Proof. The m = 1 case is proved in [3, Lemma 4.7]. The m > 1 case is essentially the same so we give only a sketch of the argument. Let 0 → U → P → V → 0 be a short exact sequence of FI^m-modules where P is free. Then by the long exact sequence of left derived functors and the fact that L_pD_i(P ) = 0 for all p ⩾ 1, we see that:

• L_1D_i(V ) is the kernel of the morphism D_i(U) → D_i(P ). • L_pD_i(V ) ∼= L_{p−1}D_i(U) for all p ⩾ 2.

On the other hand, we have the following commuting diagram with exact rows: 0 // U // fflffl P // fflffl V // fflffl 0

0 // Σ_iU // Σ_iP // Σ_iV // 0 By the snake lemma and the fact that K_i(P ) = 0 (see [8, Lemma 2.3]), we see that K_iV is the kernel of the morphism D_i(U) → D_i(P ). Hence L_1D_i(V ) ∼= K_i(V ). This proves that (i) holds for any FI^m-module V .

We deduce that L_1D_i(U) ∼= K_i(U) ⊂ K_i(P ) = 0, thus L_1D_i(U) = 0. Since L_2D_i(V ) ∼= L_1D_i(U), it follows that L_2D_i(V ) = 0. This holds for any FI^m-module V , hence L_pD_i(V ) = 0 for all p ⩾ 2. □

3.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let i ∈ [m].

(i) For any FI^m-module V , one has: Σ_i ~V = ~Σ_iV + ε_i(V ), an equality of FI^m-submodules of Σ_iV .

(ii) There is an isomorphism of functors: H^{FIm}_0 ∘D_i ∼= Σ_i ∘ H^{FIm}_0 .

Proof. (i) Let n ∈ Ob(FI^m). We need to prove that Σ_i ~V_n = ~Σ_iV_n + ε_i(V )_n.

First, observe that:

• Σ_i ~V_n = ~V_{n+ei} , which is spanned by the set of all f_∗(V_r) where r ≺ n + e_i and f ∈ FI^m(r, n + e_i).

• ~Σ_iV_n is spanned by the set of all (ι_i(f^′))_∗(V_r′_{+ei} ) where r^′ ≺ n and f^′ ∈ FI^m(r^′, n).

• ε_i(V )_n = (ϖ_i)_∗(V_n).

It follows that Σ_i ~V_n ⊇ ~Σ_iV_n + ε_i(V )_n.

Next, suppose that r ≺ n + e_i and f ∈ FI^m(r, n + e_i). Write f = (f_1, . . . , f_m). It is easy to see that:

• if 1 ∈ Im(f_i), then f_∗(V_r) ⊆ ~Σ_iV_n; • if 1 /∈ Im(f_i), then f_∗(V_r) ⊆ ε_i(V )_n.

Hence Σ_i ~V_n ⊆ ~Σ_iV_n + ε_i(V )_n.

(ii) Let V be an FI^m-module. We have the exact sequence V → Σ_iV → D_iV → 0. Applying the right exact functor H^{FIm}_0 gives the exact sequence (3.5) H^{FIm}_0 (V ) → H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_iV ) → H^{FIm}_0 (D_iV ) → 0.

On the other hand, there is a short exact sequence 0 → ~V → V → H^{FIm}_0 (V ) → 0.

Applying the exact functor Σ_i gives the short exact sequence 0 → Σ_i ~V → Σ_iV → Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V ) → 0.

Applying the right exact functor H^{FIm}_0 gives the exact sequence H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_i ~V ) → H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_iV ) → H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V )) → 0.

Since H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V )) = Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V ), the above exact sequence is H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_i ~V ) → H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_iV ) → Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V ) → 0.

By (i), the image of H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_i ~V ) in H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_iV ) is equal to the image of H^{FIm}_0 (ε_i(V )) in H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_iV ). Hence we have the exact sequence (3.6) H^{FIm}_0 (V ) → H^{FIm}_0 (Σ_iV ) → Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V ) → 0. It follows from (3.5) and (3.6) that H^{FIm}_0 (D_iV ) ∼= Σ_i H^{FIm}_0 (V ). □ The following is a straightforward generalization of the long exact sequence of Church [2].

Theorem 3.7. Let V be an FI^m-module.

(i) Let i ∈ [m]. Then there is a long exact sequence . . . → H^{FIm}_{p−1} (K_iV ) → Σ_i H^{FIm}_p (V ) → H^{FIm}_p (D_iV ) → H^{FIm}_{p−2} (K_iV ) → . . . . . . → Σ_i H^{FIm}_1 (V ) → H^{FIm}_1 (D_iV ) → 0.

(ii) There is a long exact sequence . . . → H^{FIm}_{p−1} (KV ) → Σ H^{FIm}_p (V ) → H^{FIm}_p (DV ) → H^{FIm}_{p−2} (KV ) → . . . . . . → Σ H^{FIm}_1 (V ) → H^{FIm}_1 (DV ) → 0.

Proof. (ii) follows from (i) by taking direct sum over all i ∈ [m], so we only need to prove (i).

Since the functors H^{FIm}_0 and D_i are right exact, and D_i sends projective modules to projective modules (by [8, Lemma 2.3]), we have a first-quadrant Grothendieck spectral sequence E^2_{pq} = H^{FIm}_p (L_q D_i(V )) ⇒ L_{p+q} (H^{FIm}_0 ∘D_i)(V ).

By Lemma 3.4 and the exactness of Σ_i, we have L_{p+q}(H^{FIm}_0 ∘D_i)(V ) ∼= L_{p+q}(Σ_i ∘ H^{FIm}_0 )(V ) ∼= Σ_i H^{FIm}_{p+q} (V ).

Thus the spectral sequence above converges to Σ_i H^{FIm}_∗ (V ).

Now by Lemma 3.3, we have:

E^2_{pq} =

H^{FIm}_p (D_i(V )) if q = 0, H^{FIm}_p (K_i(V )) if q = 1, 0 if q ⩾ 2.

Hence the long exact sequence in (i) is the long exact sequence associated to a two-row spectral sequence (see for example [11, Exercise 5.2.2]). □ 4. Proof of main result 4.1. We shall prove Theorem 1.4 by induction on m.

First, recall that in the base case m = 1, Church and Ellenberg [3] proved that if V is an FI-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r, then t_i(V ) ⩽ i + d + r − 1 for all i ⩾ 1.

Thus for m = 1, we can let ρ_1(d, r) = max{d, d + r − 1}. Next, let m > 1 and assume that ρ_{m−1} exists. We shall define the function ρ_m recursively (over the first variable d) by first setting ρ_m(−1, r) = −1 for all r ∈ Z_{⩾−1}.

If V is an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ −1, then we must have V = 0 and so reg(V ) = −1.

We now fix d ⩾ 0 and assume that we have defined ρ_m(d − 1, r) for all r ∈ Z_{⩾−1} such that: for every FI^m-module U generated in degree ⩽ d − 1 and related in degree ⩽ r, we have reg(U) ⩽ ρ_m(d − 1, r). We proceed to define ρ_m(d, r) in the rest of this section. 4.2. Consider FI^m as the product category FI × FI^{m−1}.

Lemma 4.1. Let V be an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r. Then for each i ∈ N, t_i(V ) ⩽ 2i + ρ_1(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(d, r). Proof. Applying Theorem 2.5 to V as a module over the product category FI × FI^{m−1}, we have the spectral sequence IIE^2_{pq} = H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (V )) ⇒ H^{FIm}_{p+q} (V ).

Let n_1 ∈ N. By Lemma 2.4, we have (4.2) (H^{ver}_q (V ))_{(n1 ,−)} ∼= H^{FIm−1}_q (V_{(n1 ,−)}).

By Lemma 2.3, the FI^{m−1}-module V_{(n1 ,−)} is generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r. Hence we have deg H^{FIm−1}_q (V_{(n1 ,−)}) ⩽ q + ρ_{m−1}(d, r).

Let n = (n_1, . . . , n_m) ∈ N^m . From (4.2) and the above inequality, we deduce that (H^{ver}_q (V ))_n = 0 if n_2 + · · · + n_m > q + ρ_{m−1}(d, r).

Thus by Lemma 2.4 again, we have

(H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (V )))_n = 0 if n_2 + · · · + n_m > q + ρ_{m−1}(d, r). It follows from the spectral sequence that (H^{FIm}_i (V ))_n = 0 if n_2 + · · · + n_m > i + ρ_{m−1}(d, r).

Similarly, using the spectral sequence IE^2_{pq} = H^{ver}_p (H^{hor}_q (V )) ⇒ H^{FIm}_{p+q} (V ), we deduce that (H^{FIm}_i (V ))_n = 0 if n_1 > i + ρ_1(d, r).

Therefore

(H^{FIm}_i (V ))_n = 0 if |n| > 2i + ρ_1(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(d, r). □ 4.3. Set ρ^′_m(d, r) = max{2 + ρ_m(d − 1, r), r}, ρ^{′′}_m(d, r) = max{3 + ρ_m(d − 1, r), 4 + ρ_1(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(d, r)}. Note that ρ^{′′}_m(d, r) > ρ^′_m(d, r), for we have: 4 + ρ_1(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(d, r) ⩾ 4 + (d + r − 1) + ρ_{m−1}(d, r) ⩾ 4 − 1 + r − 1 − 1 > r. Lemma 4.3. Let V be an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r. Then t_0(KV ) ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r), t_1(KV ) ⩽ ρ^{′′}_m(d, r). Proof. By Theorem 3.7, we have a long exact sequence

· · · → H^{FIm}_3 (DV ) → H^{FIm}_1 (KV ) → Σ H^{FIm}_2 (V ) → H^{FIm}_2 (DV ) → H^{FIm}_0 (KV ) → Σ H^{FIm}_1 (V ) → · · · Thus t_0(KV ) ⩽ max{t_2(DV ), deg Σ H^{FIm}_1 (V )}, t_1(KV ) ⩽ max{t_3(DV ), deg Σ H^{FIm}_2 (V )}.

Using Lemma 3.2, we have t_2(DV ) ⩽ 2 + ρ_m(d − 1, r).

We also have deg Σ H^{FIm}_1 (V ) ⩽ deg H^{FIm}_1 (V ) = t_1(V ) ⩽ r.

We deduce that t_0(KV ) ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r).

Similarly, we have t_3(DV ) ⩽ 3 + ρ_m(d − 1, r).

We also have

deg Σ H^{FIm}_2 (V ) ⩽ deg H^{FIm}_2 (V ) = t_2(V ) ⩽ 4 + ρ_1(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(d, r) (by Lemma 4.1).

We deduce that t_1(KV ) ⩽ ρ^{′′}_m(d, r). □ Lemma 4.4. Let V be an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r. Let n_1 ∈ N. Then reg((K_1V )_{(n1 ,−)}) ⩽ ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)).

Proof. Let i ∈ {0, 1}. We have t_i(K_1V ) ⩽ t_i(KV ).

Thus by Lemma 4.3, the FI^m-module K_1V is generated in degree ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r) and related in degree ⩽ ρ^{′′}_m(d, r).

By Lemma 2.3, we see that (K_1V )_{(n1 ,−)} is an FI^{m−1}-module generated in degree ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r) and related in degree ⩽ ρ^{′′}_m(d, r). The lemma follows. □ Lemma 4.5. Let V be an FI^m-module generated in degree ⩽ d and related in degree ⩽ r. Then reg(KV ) ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). Proof. We need to prove that for each s ∈ {1, . . . , m}, we have reg(K_sV ) ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). Without loss of generality, we may assume that s = 1.

Applying Theorem 2.5 to K_1V as a module over the product category FI×FI^{m−1}, we have the spectral sequence IIE^2_{pq} = H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (K_1V )) ⇒ H^{FIm}_{p+q} (K_1V ).

Let n_1 ∈ N. Since t_0(K_1V ) ⩽ t_0(KV ), it follows by Lemma 4.3 that K_1V is generated in degree ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r). Thus from the definition of K_1V we deduce that (K_1V )_{(n1 ,−)} = 0 if n_1 > ρ^′_m(d, r).

By Lemma 2.4, we have (4.6) (H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(n1 ,−)} ∼= H^{FIm−1}_q ((K_1V )_{(n1 ,−)}). Therefore (4.7) (H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(n1 ,−)} = 0 if n_1 > ρ^′_m(d, r).

Let n = (n_1, . . . , n_m) ∈ N^m . Then (n_2, . . . , n_m) ∈ N^{m−1} . Consider the FI-module (H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(−,n2,...,nm)}. By (4.7), we have deg ( (H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(−,n2,...,nm)} ) ⩽ ρ^′_m(d, r).

It is known that if an FI-module has finite degree, then its regularity is bounded above by its degree; see [5, Lemma 7] or [10, Corollary 3.13]. Hence we have (4.8) t_p ( (H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(−,n2 ,...,nm)} ) ⩽ p + ρ^′_m(d, r). Now by Lemma 2.4, we have (4.9) (H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (K_1V )))_{(−,n2 ,...,nm)} ∼= H^{FI}_p ((H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(−,n2 ,...,nm)}). Hence by (4.8), (4.10) (H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (K_1V )))_n = 0 if n_1 > p + ρ^′_m(d, r).

Next, by Lemma 4.4, we have t_q ( (K_1V )_{(n1,−)} ) ⩽ q + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). Hence by (4.6),

(H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_n = 0 if n_2 + · · · + n_m > q + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). Equivalently, we have

(H^{ver}_q (K_1V ))_{(−,n2,...,nm)} = 0 if n_2 + · · · + n_m > q + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). Hence by (4.9), (4.11) (H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (K_1V )))_n = 0 if n_2+· · ·+n_m > q+ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)).

We deduce from (4.10) and (4.11) that (H^{hor}_p (H^{ver}_q (K_1V )))_n = 0 if |n| > p + q + ρ^′_m(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). Hence by the spectral sequence, we conclude that

(H^{FIm}_i (K_1V ))_n = 0 if |n| > i + ρ^′_m(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). □ 4.4. Set ρ_m(d, r) = max{ρ^′_m(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)), 1 + ρ_m(d − 1, r)}. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We need to prove that for all i ∈ N, (4.12) t_i(V ) ⩽ i + ρ_m(d, r). Recall from Theorem 3.7 that we have a long exact sequence (4.13) · · · → H^{FIm}_{i−1} (KV ) → Σ H^{FIm}_i (V ) → H^{FIm}_i (DV ) → · · · We have

t_i(V ) = deg H^{FIm}_i (V ) ⩽ 1 + deg Σ H^{FIm}_i (V ) (by Lemma 3.1) ⩽ max{1 + t_{i−1}(KV ), 1 + t_i(DV )} (by (4.13)) By Lemma 4.5, 1 + t_{i−1}(KV ) ⩽ i + ρ^′_m(d, r) + ρ_{m−1}(ρ^′_m(d, r), ρ^{′′}_m(d, r)). By Lemma 3.2, 1 + t_i(DV ) ⩽ 1 + i + ρ_m(d − 1, r).

We conclude from above that (4.12) holds. □

References

[1] Kevin Casto, Representation stability and arithmetic statistics of spaces of 0-cycles, available at https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06850.

[2] Thomas Church, Bounding the homology of FI-modules, available at

https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07803.

[3] Thomas Church and Jordan S. Ellenberg, Homology of FI-modules, Geom. Topol. 21 (2017), no. 4, 2373–2418.

[4] Nir Gadish, Categories of FI type: a unified approach to generalizing representation stability and character polynomials, J. Algebra 480 (2017), 450–486.

[5] Wee Liang Gan, A long exact sequence for homology of FI-modules, New York J. Math. 22 (2016), 1487–1502.

[6] Wee Liang Gan and Liping Li, Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity of representations of certain product categories, J. Algebra 555 (2020), 246–264.

[7] Liping Li and Eric Ramos, Local cohomology and the multigraded regularity of F I^m-modules, J. Commut. Algebra 13 (2021), no. 2, 235–252.

[8] Liping Li and Nina Yu, FI^m-modules over Noetherian rings, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 223 (2019), no. 8, 3436–3460.

[9] Wolfgang Lück, Transformation groups and algebraic K-theory, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1408, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1989. Mathematica Gottingensis.

[10] Eric Ramos, Homological invariants of FI-modules and FI_G-modules, J. Algebra 502 (2018), 163–195.

[11] Charles A. Weibel, An introduction to homological algebra, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 38, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

[12] Duo Zeng, A classification of injective FI^m-modules, Comm. Algebra 51 (2023), no. 10, 4244–4258.

[13] , Locally self-injective property of FI^m, Algebra Colloq. 31 (2024), no. 1, 97–110.