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DEVISSAGE FOR GENERATION IN DERIVED CATEGORIES

SOUVIK DEY AND PAT LANK

ABSTRACT. This work exhibits that the essential image of the derived pushforward along a proper surjective
morphism of Noetherian schemes generates the targets derived category of bounded complexes with coherent
cohomology. There are two primary consequences to our work. First, we show that classical generators in
the bounded derived category are preserved by derived pushforward along a proper surjective morphism of
Noetherian schemes. Secondly, the bounded derived category coincides with the thick subcategory generated
by perfect complexes and structure sheaves of closed integral subschemes supported in the singular locus of the
ambient scheme.

1. INTRODUCTION

This note presents a technical lemma that asserts, on an open set of a Noetherian integral scheme, any
pair of objects with full support in the bounded derived category can locally finitely build each other in at
most one cone, cf. Lemma 3.1. An upshot to such a result is that it contributes a powerful understanding
towards the behavior of generation amongst functors on derived categories arising in algebraic geometry
and commutative algebra.

Recall a notion of generation for a triangulated category 7, which was introduced in [ ]. An object
G in T is called a classical generator if the smallest thick subcategory containing GG coincides with 7. In
other words, every object in 7 can be obtained from G using a finite combination of shifts, cones, finite
coproducts, and retracts. If the number of cones required to finitely build an object from G is uniform, then
G is referred to as a strong generator. The concept of strong generators has led to interesting invariants, as
introduced in [ , ].

The primary focus is on the derived category of bounded complexes with coherent cohomology on a Noe-
therian scheme X, which is denoted by D | (X). There has been considerable progress made in understand-

coh
ing instances where Dgoh(X ) admits the aforementioned objects. These cases have been studied for quasi-

excellent separated schemes of finite Krull dimension [ , ], Noetherian J-2 schemes [ 1,

Noetherian schemes admitting a separator [ ], and affine Noetherian schemes [ , , ]. Fur-

thermore, in many concrete instances, there have been efforts to explicitly identify such objects [ ,
, ], including noncommutative techniques [ ].

An intermediate step in arguments for generic freeness a la dévissage asserts that for any finitely generated
module M over a commutative Noetherian ring R there exists a finite descending chain of submodules
-+« C My € My =: M whose corresponding quotients M; /M, are isomorphic to objects of the form
R/p for some p is in Spec(R). This is observed in the proof of [ , Lemme 6.9.2]. If interpreted in our
context, this tells us that any finitely generated R-module can be obtained from the collection of modules of
the form R/p where p is in Spec(R) using kernels, cokernels, and extensions.

The main result of this work is to demonstrate that the essential image of the derived pushforward along a
proper surjective morphism of Noetherian schemes generates bounded derived category of the target of the
morphism.

Theorem 1.1. If 7: Y — S is a proper surjective morphism of Noetherian schemes, then the thick subcat-
egory generated by the essential image of Rrr,.: D2, (Y') — Db, (X) coincides with D, (X).
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Theorem 1.1 significantly extends prior work of the second author in [ ]. If one is working in char-
acteristic zero, then derived schemes are intimately related to what are called differential graded schemes,
and so many our of results have an interesting interpretation in such context, cf. [ , , ] for
details. In particular, we provide an alternative proof to related result in the literature in regards to proper
descent for derived algebraic geometry over a field of characteristic zero, cf. [ , Corollary 8.1.3].

Along the way to proving Theorem 1.1, we establish a lemma which provides a triangulated analogue of
dévissage inspired arguments for generation in the bounded derived category, see Lemma 3.2. This lemma
tells us the smallest thick subcategory generated by the structure sheaves of closed integral subschemes
coincides with D% | (X).

In other words, objects in Dlgoh (X)) can be finitely built by structure sheaves of integral closed subschemes
of X using a finite combination of cones, shifts, finite coproducts, and retracts. Subsequently, we refine this
to show that a similar statement holds where the closed integral subschemes can be chosen to be those
supported in the singular locus of the ambient scheme, cf. Proposition 1.2.

Proposition 1.2. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. For any classical generator P of perf X, one has that
D’ (X) coincides with the thick subcategory generated by P and objects of the form i,ILi* P wherei: Z —

coh
X is a closed immersion from an integral scheme Z supported in the singular locus of X.

This refinement is a globalization of [ , Corollary 4.3.1], which asserts a similar statement for the
case of affine schemes, see Remark 3.3. It is worthwhile to note that our arguments are very different in
flavor than that of [ ].

Our main result yields valuable consequences towards studying the behavior of classical generators under
the derived pushforward. Specifically, we demonstrate that classical generators in the bounded derived
category are preserved by derived pushforward along a proper surjective morphism of Noetherian schemes,
cf. Corollary 3.5. This allows for one to explicitly identify strong generators in the bounded derived category
of a variety over a field through the use of alterations, cf. Example 3.7.

Notation 1.3. Let X be a Noetherian scheme.

(1) D(X) is the derived category of Ox-modules

(2) Dqeon(X) is the strictly full subcategory of objects in D(.X') whose cohomology sheaves are quasi-
coherent O x-modules

3) Dé’oh (X)) is the strictly full subcategory of D(X) whose objects are bounded with coherent coho-
mology sheaves

(4) perf X is the strictly full subcategory of D(X) consisting of perfect complexes

(5) DY, (R) denotes, by abuse of notation, D’ , (Spec(R)) for a commutative Noetherian ring R.

coh coh
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2. BACKGROUND

First, we will briefly cover basic notions on generation in triangulated categories. For a further treatment
on necessary background, the reader is referred to [ , ]. Let 7 be a triangulated category with
shift functor [1]: 7 — 7.

Definition 2.1. If S is a subcategory of T, then we have the following constructions:

(1) add(S) is the smallest strictly full subcategory of 7 containing S that is closed under shifts, finite
coproducts, and retracts

(2) S is said to be thick if it is closed under retracts and is a strictly full triangulated subcategory of 7

(3) (S) is the smallest thick subcategory in 7 containing S
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(4) (S)¢ is the full subcategory consisting of all objects isomorphic to the zero object
(5) (S)1 :=add(S)
(6) (S),, := add ({cone(gp) : ¢ € Hom7((S)n—1,(S) )})

1
If S consists of a single object G, then we write (G) for (S).

Remark 2.2. In the notation of Definition 2.1, we have an exhaustive filtration for the smallest thick sub-
category containing S in 7 :

(S C(Shc---CJS)hn=
n=0

Definition 2.3. Given objects £, G of 7, we have the following terminology:

(1) E is said to be finitely built by G if E is in (G)
(2) G is said to be a classical generator if (G) =T
(3) G is said to be a strong generator if there exists n > 0 such that (G),, = T.

Example 2.4. The following list, though far from comprehensive, are familiar instances in both geometric
and algebraic contexts where strong generators can be explicitly identified:

(1) R & k is a strong generator for D’ | (R) if (R, m, k) is a local Noetherian ring with an isolated

singularity, cf. [ , Proposition A.2]

(2) Ox is a strong generator for Dgoh(X ) if X is a quasi-affine Noetherian regular scheme of finite
Krull dimension, cf. [ , Corollary 5]

(3) perf X admits a classical generator for X a Noetherian scheme, cf. [ , Theorem 3.1.1]

4) @dlmx L% is a strong generator for DCoh (X) if £ is an ample line bundle on a smooth quasi-
projective variety X over a field, cf. [ , Proposition 7.9]

) F e(@dlmX L% is a strong generator for Dé’oh (X) if £ is an ample line bundle on a singular quasi-
projective variety X over a perfect field of positive characteristic where F': X — X is the Frobenius
morphism, cf. [ , Corollary 3.9].

Remark 2.5. ([ , §4.2]) If K is a thick subcategory of 7 and 7 /K denotes the Verdier quotient of 7~
by I, then the sequence of natural functors

KLST457/K

is called a Verdier localization. Note that ¢ o ¢ = 0, ¢ is the natural inclusion, and ¢ is the natural quotient
functor.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose K is a thick subcategory of 7. If S is a subcategory of 7 such that (S) = 7 /K, then
(KUsS)="T.

Proof sketch. If E is an object of 7 /I, then there exists an n > 0 such that £ is in (S),, in 7 /K. Recall
maps in 7 /K corresponds to a roof of a pair of maps in 7 whose cones belong K. An induction argument
on n will tell us E belongs to (K US) in T. O

Definition 2.7. Let X be a Noetherian scheme, E an object of D? coh

(1) Supp(E) == U;2_, Supp(H?(E)) is called the support of F

(2) E is supported on Z whenever Supp(FE) is contained in Z

3) DCoh ,(X) is the strictly full subcategory of D’ , (X)) consisting of objects whose support is con-
tained in Z

(X),andi: Z — X aclosed immersion.

Remark 2.8. Let X be a Noetherian scheme, i: U — X an open immersion, and Z := X \ U the associated
closed subscheme with reduced induced structure. There exists a Verdier localization ¢* Dgoh(X ) —
Db (U) with kernel Dgoh’Z(X), cf. [ , Theorem 4.4].

coh
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Remark 2.9. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. The Verdier quotient of D’ | (X) by perf X is called the

coh
singularity category of X, which we denote by D, (X). This was introduced by [ ] in the case of
Gorenstein local rings, and [ ] for the case of varieties over a field.
3. RESULTS

Next up, we prove our main results and to start, we need a establish our technical lemma that is akin to
generic freeness of coherent O x-modules on a Noetherian integral scheme.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a Noetherian integral scheme. If £ and G are objects of Dgoh(X ) with full support,

then there exists an open immersion i: U — X such that in the category D° | (U) one has i*E is in (i*G);
and i*G isin (i*E)1.

Proof. Consider a nonempty open affine U in X. The set .S of points p in U such that E, is in (G,); is
Zariski open, cf. [ , Proposition 3.5]. It is evident that S' contains the generic point of X, and so S is
nonempty. By the same reasoning, the set 7" of points p in X such that Gy, is in (E}); is Zariski open and
nonempty. If both .S and T contain the generic point n of X, then there exists a nonempty open affine W in
S NT,ie. consider a component in an open affine covering of S N7T. Let j: W — X be the associated
open immersion. For each p in W, one has Ej, is in (Gp); and G), is in (E,)1. Therefore, it follows from
a local-to-global principle on generation for affine schemes that j*FE is in (j*G); and j*G is in (j*E)4,
cf. [ , Corollary 3.4]. O

Lemma 3.2. (Derived dévissage) Let X be a Noetherian scheme. For any perfect complex P on X with
full support, one has that Dgoh(X ) coincides with the thick subcategory generated by P and objects of the
form ¢, ILe* P where i: Z — X is a closed immersion from an integral scheme Z.

Proof. If X = (), there is nothing to check, so without loss of generality, X is nonempty. We argue by
Noetherian induction, and so, assume the claim holds for any properly contained closed subscheme Z of X.
Let E be an object of Dé’oh (X). If E has support properly contained in X, then the induction hypothesis tells
us that F' belongs to S, and so we may reduce to the case where E' has full support. Moreover, as objects
in Dgoh(X ) are finitely built by their cohomology sheaves, we can further impose that F is a coherent
O x-module.

Suppose the closed subset Supp(E) has irreducible components 71, ..., Z,. There exists a short exact
sequence of coherent O x-modules:

0—-FE -FE—FE —0

where Supp(E1) € Z; and Supp(E}) C U, Z;, cf. [ , Tag 01YD]. By applying this observation to
EY, then an induction argument on the minimal number of irreducible components allows us reduce to the
case where X is an integral scheme. This means F is a coherent O x-module with full support on the integral
scheme. There exists a dense open immersion j: U — X such that j*E and 5* P finitely build one another
in at most one cone in Dé’oh(U), see Lemma 3.1. If U = X, then we are done, so assume U is a properly
contained subset of X. Note that j* F is a direct summand of an object of the form @,,czj* P®™[n], so we
have an object j* F and isomorphism ¢: j*A @ j*E — ®pezi* PP [n] in Dgoh(U). There exists a roof in
Dgoh (X)

B

7 N

@nEZ P@Tn [n] A S E.

Observe that the cones of f, g are supported on the properly contained closed subset Z of X (see Re-
mark 2.8), and so the objects cone( f), cone(g) are in S by our inductive hypothesis. Therefore, B belongs
to S, and hence, so does A § E. O

Lemma 3.2 tells us that the smallest thick subcategory generated by objects of the form i,: Z7 — X

with ¢ a closed immersion from an integral scheme coincides with that of ch’oh(Z ). However, the following
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result refines this to the class of closed subschemes supported in the singular locus of the ambient scheme.
Moreover, this is a globalization of [ , Corollary 4.3.1].

Proof of Proposition 1.2. By Lemma 3.2, we know that Dgoh(X ) coincides with the thick subcategory gen-
erated by P and objects of the form 4, [Li*P where ¢: Z — X is a closed immersion from an integral
scheme Z. Denote this collection of objects by S. As Dy (X) is a Verdier quotient of Dgoh (X), the thick
subcategory generated by the images of the objects in S coincides with Dy, (X'). However, we can refine
the collection of images of objects in S to those which have nonzero image in Dgg(X).

From this collection of objects, let us check which objects of S have zero image in Dgg(X). Clearly, P
being a perfect complex on X has a zero image in Dy (X).

We look at those closed immersions i: Z — X with Z integral and ¢,LL:* P has zero image in Dgg(X).
This is equivalent to i,ILi* P being an object of perf X. Since P is a classical generator for perf X and 4
is a finite morphism, we know that [Li* P is a classical generator for perf Z, and so O is finitely build by
Li*P, cf. [ , Tag OBQT]. Hence, i,Oz belongs to perf X. If n is the generic point of Z, then Ox ,
finitely builds x(7), and so 7 is in the regular locus of X.

Our work tells us i,L¢* P being a perfect complex ensures Z is not supported in the singular locus.
Consequently, Dy, (X)) coincides with the thick subcategory generated by the objects of the form 4,LLi* P
where ¢: Z — X is a closed immersion from an integral scheme whose generic point does not belong to
the regular locus of X. Since the singular locus of X is specialization closed, we see that any such closed
subscheme in the collection is supported in the singular locus of X. Thus, the desired claim follows from

Lemma 2.6. O

Remark 3.3. Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Recall that Lemma 3.2 tells us Dgoh(X ) coincides with the
thick subcategory generated by Ox and objects of the form ¢,.0z where i: Z — X is a closed immersion
from an integral scheme Z. Suppose P is a classical generator for perf X. The proof of Proposition 1.2 can
be adapted to show Dgoh(X ) coincides with the thick subcategory generated by P and objects of the form
1Oz where ¢: Z — X is a closed immersion from an integral scheme Z supported in the singular locus of

X.

Example 3.4. If X is a Noetherian scheme which has finitely many singular points, then Dgoh(X ) admits
a classical generator via Proposition 1.2. For example, suppose X is a normal quasi-projective surface over
a field with an ample line bundle £ and singular points p1,...,p,. By [ , Theorem 4], the object
Ox @® L & L% s a classical generator for perf X. Let m;: Spec(r(p;)) — X denote the associated closed
immersion for each singular point with the reduced induced closed subscheme structure. By Proposition 1.2,
the object

Ox & L & L% & 11, Ospec(n(pn)) €+ & Tn,xOspec(n(pn))

is a strong generator for Dé’oh (X).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. If S = (), there is nothing to check, so without loss of generality, S is nonempty.
Similar to Lemma 3.2, we argue via Noetherian induction, so assume the claim holds for any properly
contained closed subscheme Z of S. Let T be the thick subcategory generated by the essential image of
Rm.: Db, (Y) — D% (S). By Lemma 3.2, it suffices to show both Ox and .0 belong to 7 where
i: Z — S ranges over all closed immersion with Z integral.

The induction hypothesis ensures i,Oz belongs to 7 for each closed immersion i: Z — S with Z

integral and properly contained in .S. Indeed, let 7 denote such a morphism. There exists a fibered square:
Y xgZ -2 Z
S
Y ——— S

Note that 75 is a proper surjective morphism and 7 is a closed immersion as these properties are stable under
base change. Since the claim holds on all properly contained closed subschemes of S, the thick subcategory
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generated by the essential image of Rmo ,: D% (Y xg Z) — DY (Z) coincides with D?

coh

(Z). Conse-

quently, it follows that 7,07 belongs to 7 as any object in the essential image of ¢, oR7y , : Dé’oh(Y XsZ) —
Dgoh(S ) belongs to 7 via the commutativity of the diagram above.

We are left to verify that Ox is in 7. First, consider the case X is integral. However, one can argue in a
similar fashion for the proof of Lemma 3.2 to show the desired claim. There is an open immersioni: U — S
with U dense such that :*R7,Oy and Oy finitely build one another in at most one cone in Dgoh(U ), see
Lemma 3.1. Note that j*Ox = Op. If U = S, then we would be done, so consider the case where U is a
properly contained subset of S. Since Oy is a direct summand of an object of the form @,,c7j* R, (’)i‘?r" [n],
there is an object j* F and isomorphism ¢: j*A ® Oy — @nezj*Rﬂ'*Ogrn [n] in Dgoh(U). This gives us
aroof in D%, (S):

B

TN

Dz R7.OF™ 1] A Ox.

The cones of f, g are supported on the properly contained closed subsets of S. Hence, the objects cone( f)
and cone(g) are in 7 by our inductive hypothesis. This tells us B belongs to 7, and thus, so does A ® Ox.

Lastly, we need to check that Ox is in 7 when X is not integral. Let Z1,..., Z, be the irreducible
components of X. There exists a short exact sequence of coherent O x-modules:

0—FE —-0Ox = E —0

where Supp(E;) C Z; and Supp(E]) C Ul 5 Z;, cf. [ , Tag 01YD]. Since Ey and FY are supported
on properly contained closed subsets of X, our induction hypothesis tells us that £ and F’ belongs to 7.
Thus, Ox isin T as desired. O

Corollary 3.5. Suppose 7: Y — X is a proper surjective morphism of Noetherian schemes. If GG is a

classical generator for D?_, (Y'), then R, G is a classical generator for D?_, (X).

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, the thick subcategory generated by the essential image of the functor
Rm,: D2, (Y) — Db, (X)

coh coh
coincides with D® | (X). Since G is a classical generator for D° , (Y'), Rx,G finitely builds any object in

coh coh

the essential image of the functor above. Hence, any object of Dé’oh(X ) is finitely built by R, G. U
The following is a slight alternative to the proof of [ , Lemma 3.14].

Corollary 3.6. Suppose 7: Y — X is a proper surjective morphism of Noetherian schemes. If G is a strong
generator for D°_, (Y), then R, G is a strong generator for D°_, (X).

Proof. By Corollary 3.5, R, G is a classical generator for D’ (X). There exists an n > 0 such that Ox

coh

L
is in (R7.G),. Given P in perf X, one has from the projection formula that P is in (R7,.(G @ L7* P)),,.
If (G, = D° , (Y), then P is in (R7,G) . The desired claim follows from [ , Theorem 1.1]. O

coh

Example 3.7. Let X be a variety over a field. There exists a proper surjective morphism 7 : X — X of va-
rieties over k such that dim X' = dim X and X is a regular quasi-projective variety, cf. [ , Theorem 4.1].
Let £ be an ample line bundle on X. By [ , Proposition 7.31], we know that G := @?;Hi)éim  L%%s

a strong generator for Dgoh()N( ), and so R, G is a strong generator for D° | (X) via Corollary 3.6.
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