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Course description. This lecture will begin with some complementary topics in
Galois theory. Specifically, for a polynomial P with integer coefficients and its splitting
field L|Q, we will describe how the decomposition of P modulo a prime number p
provides information about the Galois group of L over Q. An application of this will be
proving that the Galois group over Q of a generic polynomial of degree n with integer
coefficients is the symmetric group Sn.
We will then introduce the main topic of this course: commutative algebra. Starting
with some generalities, we will introduce the spectrum of a commutative ring, which is
the set of its prime ideals endowed with the Zariski topology. We will discuss various
properties, including localization, Noetherianity, and dimension. We will also introduce
the notion of a Dedekind domain and study its primary properties. These rings are cru-
cial in both number theory and algebraic geometry, serving as the algebraic equivalent
of “smooth curves”.
Next, we will move to the study of the category of R-modules over a commutative
ring R, covering exact sequences, tensor products, localization, flatness, and related
concepts. After that, we will examine in greater detail the theory of Krull dimension
for finite-type algebras over a field k. This will involve the Noether normalization
lemma and some of its applications, such as Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz and the fact that
the dimension of a finite-type algebra A over a field k that is an integral domain equals
the transcendence degree of its fraction field over k. We will conclude by introducing
and studying the notion of regular rings, including a characterization of regular local
rings.
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1 Quick Recap of Galois Theory

Part I

Complementary Topics in Galois Theory

1 Quick Recap of Galois Theory

LetK ⊂ L be a field extension. We recall the basic definitions and results of finite Galois extensions,
which serve as a prerequisite for Kummer theory and the study of solvable extensions.

Definition (Finite Galois Extension). Let K ⊂ L be a finite field extension with degree
[L : K] = n ∈ N. The extension is said to be Galois if it satisfies both of the following properties:

1. Normal: For all x ∈ L, its minimal polynomial over K, Px ∈ K[X], splits completely in L.
That is, Px =

∏
a(X − a) ∈ L[X].

2. Separable: For all x ∈ L, the minimal polynomial Px is separable, meaning it has no multiple
roots. Equivalently, gcd(P ′

x, Px) = 1.

A basic, yet fundamental, example is the splitting field of a polynomial. Let P ∈ Q[X] and let L
be its splitting field over Q. This can be viewed inside the complex numbers as Q ⊂ Q(RP (C)) ⊂ C,
where RP (C) denotes the roots of P in C. This extension is Galois, and we have a natural injective
group homomorphism into the symmetric group of the roots:

Gal(L/Q) ↪→ SRP (C).

Furthermore, if the polynomial decomposes as P =
∏
i Pi with Pi ∈ Q[X], then the Galois group

embeds into the direct product of the symmetric groups of the respective roots:

Gal(L/Q) ↪→
∏
i

SRPi
(C).

Theorem (Fundamental Theorem of Galois Theory). If K ⊂ L is a finite Galois ex-
tension, we denote the Galois group by G = Gal(L/K), where |G| = [L : K]. There exist
inclusion-reversing bijections between the set of intermediate fields M and the set of subgroups
H of G:

{K ⊂M ⊂ L} ←→ {H ⊂ G}
M 7−→ Gal(L/M)
LH ←−[ H

These mappings are mutual inverses.

L 1

M H

K G

1:1

An immediate corollary of the Galois correspondence is that the fixed field of the full Galois
group G is exactly the base field, K = LG. Consequently, if x ∈ L \ K, there exists at least
one automorphism σ ∈ G such that σ(x) ̸= x. The set of images {σ(x) | σ ∈ G} are called the
conjugates of x.

Theorem (Artin’s Theorem). Let L be a field and let H ⊂ Aut(L) be a finite subgroup
of automorphisms of L. Then the fixed field K = LH ⊂ L is a Galois extension of degree
[L : K] = |H|, and the Galois group is precisely Gal(L/K) = H.

Another core consequence of the Galois correspondence pertains to normal subgroups and normal
extensions. Let K ⊂ L be a finite Galois extension with Galois group G = Gal(L/K), and
let K ⊂ M ⊂ L be an intermediate field. Then the extension K ⊂ M is Galois if and only
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2 Solvability and Kummer Theory

if the corresponding subgroup Gal(L/M) is a normal subgroup of G. In this case, we have the
isomorphism:

Gal(M/K) ∼=
G

Gal(L/M) .

2 Solvability and Kummer Theory

We now shift our focus to solvable extensions and their precise correspondence to radical extensions,
culminating in Kummer’s theorem.

2.1 Radical Extensions and Solvable Groups

Definition (Elementary Radical and Radical Extensions). Let K ⊂ L be a finite extension
of degree n.

1. The extension is called elementary radical if the base field K contains all n-th roots of unity,
i.e., |µn(K)| = n, and there exists an element α ∈ L such that L = K[α] and αn = a ∈ K.
We often denote this as α = n

√
a. The polynomial Xn−a decomposes as

∏
δ∈µn(K)(X− δα).

2. The extension K ⊂ L is called radical if there exists a tower of intermediate fields K ⊂ L1 ⊂
· · · ⊂ Ls = L such that each step Li−1 ⊂ Li is an elementary radical extension.

For an elementary radical extension L = K[α] with αn = a, there is a natural injective group
homomorphism:

Gal(L/K) ↪→ µn(K)

σ 7−→ σ(α)
α

.

A standard example of a radical extension is the splitting field of Xn−1 over an arbitrary field K.

Theorem (Solvability and Radical Extensions Theorem). Let K ⊂ L be a finite Galois
extension with Galois group G = Gal(L/K) and degree [L : K] = n = |G|. Assume that the
base field contains all n-th roots of unity, i.e., |µn(K)| = n. Then:

G is a solvable group ⇐⇒ K ⊂ L is a radical extension.

If the assumption |µn(K)| = n is not met, but gcd(char(K), n) = 1, we can adjoin the roots of
unity. Let Kn be the splitting field of Xn − 1 over K, and Ln be the compositum of L and Kn.
Then Gal(L/K) is solvable if and only if Gal(Ln/Kn) is solvable.

Proof Sketch (Solvability and Radical Extensions). We sketch the proof, which is struc-
turally straightforward.
Radical =⇒ Solvable: Assume K ⊂ L is radical, and |µn(K)| = n. There exists a tower
K ⊂ L1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ls = L where each Li−1 ⊂ Li is elementary radical. By the Galois correspondence,
let Hi = Gal(L/Li) ⊂ G. Then Hi ⊂ Hi−1 is a normal subgroup, and the quotient Hi−1/Hi

∼=
Gal(Li/Li−1) embeds into µni(K), meaning it is cyclic. This yields a subnormal series 1 = Gs ⊂
· · · ⊂ G1 ⊂ G with abelian (cyclic) quotients, proving G is solvable.
Solvable =⇒ Radical: Assume Gal(L/K) is solvable and |µn(K)| = n. We have a sequence
of subgroups 1 = Hs ⊂ · · · ⊂ H1 = G such that Hi ⊂ Hi−1 is normal and the quotient Hi−1/Hi

is cyclic, isomorphic to Z/piZ for some prime pi | n. Setting Li = LHi gives a tower K ⊂ L1 ⊂
· · · ⊂ Ls = L where each Li is Galois over Li−1 with a cyclic Galois group. By Kummer Theory
(proved below), each step is elementary radical, hence K ⊂ L is radical.

2.2 Kummer’s Theorem

Theorem (Kummer’s Theorem). Let K ⊂ L be a finite Galois extension of degree n = [L :
K]. Assume that the Galois group is cyclic, G ∼= Z/nZ, and that K contains the n-th roots of
unity, |µn(K)| = n. Then there exists an element α ∈ L such that L = K[α] and αn = a ∈ K.
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3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

(In other words, L is an elementary radical extension of K).

Note that under these hypotheses, the minimal polynomial of α is exactly Xn − a, which has n
distinct roots of the form δα for δ ∈ µn(K). The condition |µn(K)| = n ensures that Xn − a is
irreducible over K, which is equivalent to the statement that the class a has order n in the quotient
group K×/(K×)n.

Proof (Kummer’s Theorem). The assumption |µn(K)| = n implies that n ̸= 0 in K, so
gcd(char(K), n) = 1. Let σ be a generator of the cyclic Galois group Gal(L/K) ∼= Z/nZ. We
can view σ as a K-endomorphism of L. Since the order of σ is n, we have σn = idL. Thus, the
polynomial Xn − 1 ∈ K[X] annihilates σ.
Because gcd(char(K), n) = 1, the polynomial Xn − 1 separates into distinct linear factors over K:
Xn − 1 =

∏
δ∈µn(K)(X − δ). The minimal polynomial of the linear operator σ, µσ ∈ K[X], must

divide Xn − 1, and therefore µσ also splits into a product of distinct linear factors. Consequently,
σ is diagonalizable over K! We obtain the eigenspace decomposition:

L =
⊕

δ∈µn(K)

Lδ, where Lδ = ker(σ − δ idL).

Observe how these eigenspaces multiply. If x ∈ Lα and y ∈ Lβ for some α, β ∈ µn(K), then:

σ(xy) = σ(x)σ(y) = (αx)(βy) = (αβ)(xy).

Thus, xy ∈ Lαβ . Since L is a field and L ̸= {0}, at least one Lα ̸= {0}. Take any non-zero element
x0 ∈ Lα \ {0}. For any β ∈ µn(K), the multiplication map gives a K-linear isomorphism:

Lβ
∼−→ Lαβ

y 7−→ yx0

with inverse z 7→ zx−1
0 (since x−1

0 ∈ Lα−1). This implies that all the eigenspaces Lδ are isomorphic
to each other as K-vector spaces. Since their direct sum is L, which has dimension n, and there
are n such eigenspaces, it must be that dimK Lδ = 1 for all δ ∈ µn(K).
Now, let δ0 ∈ µn(K) be a primitive n-th root of unity (a generator of the group µn(K)). Choose a
non-zero eigenvector x0 ∈ Lδ0 \ {0}. The elements 1, x0, x

2
0, . . . , x

n−1
0 fall into distinct eigenspaces

corresponding to 1, δ0, δ
2
0 , . . . , δ

n−1
0 , and thus they form a K-basis for L.

Finally, observe the n-th power: xn0 belongs to the eigenspace Lδn
0

= L1. The eigenspace for
eigenvalue 1 is precisely the fixed field: L1 = {x ∈ L | σ(x) = x} = K. Letting a = xn0 ∈ K,
we conclude that L ∼= K[X]/(Xn − a), which is exactly the definition of an elementary radical
extension.

End of Lec
01.

3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

3.1 Polynomial Reduction and Algebraic Integers

Let Q ⊂ K be a finite field extension, so K is a number field. By the Primitive Element Theorem,
there exists an element α ∈ K such that K = Q[α]. Let [K : Q] = n.
Let Q ∈ Q[X] be the minimal polynomial of α over Q, which takes the form:

Q = Xn + an−1X
n−1 + · · ·+ a0.

In general, Q does not necessarily have integer coefficients. However, there exists a nonzero in-
teger b ∈ Z \ {0} such that evaluating Q at X/b and multiplying by bn clears all denominators
appropriately: bnQ(X/b) ∈ Z[X]. Consequently, we can define a monic polynomial P ∈ Z[X] as
follows:

P (X) := bnQ

(
X

b

)
= Xn + ban−1X

n−1 + · · ·+ bna0.

Evaluating this polynomial at bα yields P (bα) = bnQ(α) = 0. Thus, bα is also a generator of the
extension K|Q, and its minimal polynomial over Q is precisely P , which is both monic and has
integer coefficients.
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3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

3.1.1 The Ring of Integers of Q

Definition (Integral Elements and the Ring of Integers). An element α ∈ Q is called integral

over Z (or an algebraic integer) if it is a root of some monic polynomial in Z[X].
For a finite field extension Q ⊂ K, the set of all elements in K that are integral over Z forms a
ring, denoted OK , called the ring of integers of K:

OK = {x ∈ K | x is integral over Z}.

As a basic example, let us determine the ring of integers of the base field Q.

Corollary (The Ring of Integers of Q). The algebraic integers within the rational numbers
are precisely the standard integers: OQ = Z.

Proof (OQ = Z). Let x ∈ Q and write x = a
b for (a, b) ∈ Z2 with gcd(a, b) = 1. Suppose

x ∈ OQ. By definition, there exists a monic polynomial P ∈ Z[X] such that P (x) = 0. Let
P = Xd + cd−1X

d−1 + · · ·+ c0. Substituting x gives:(a
b

)d
+ cd−1

(a
b

)d−1

+ · · ·+ c0 = 0.

Multiplying the entire equation by bd to clear the denominators, we obtain:

ad + cd−1a
d−1b+ · · ·+ c0b

d = 0.

Rearranging this yields ad = −b(cd−1a
d−1 + · · ·+ c0b

d−1). Since the term in the parentheses is an
integer, this implies that b divides ad. However, we assumed gcd(a, b) = 1, which forces b = ±1.
Therefore, x = ±a ∈ Z.

3.1.2 The Subring of Roots and its Reduction Modulo p

Let P ∈ Z[X] be a monic, separable polynomial. Let L ⊂ C be the splitting field of P over Q.
Let n = [L : Q] and let G = Gal(L/Q), so |G| = n. We denote the set of roots of P in C by
R = {α1, . . . , αl}, where l = degP = |R|.
We introduce a subring A ⊂ L defined as A = Z[R] = Z[α1, . . . , αl], the subring generated by the
roots of P . Since each root αi is a root of a monic polynomial in Z[X], αi ∈ OL. Consequently,
A ⊂ OL, although in general A ̸= OL.

Lemma (Structure of the Ring A). The ring A is a free abelian group (a free Z-module)
of rank n = [L : Q].

Proof (Structure of A). Consider the natural evaluation homomorphism φ : Z[X1, . . . , Xl]→ A
given by Xi 7→ αi. This induces a surjection from the quotient:

Z[X1, . . . , Xl]
(P (X1), . . . , P (Xl))

↠ A.

The domain of this induced map is a free abelian group of rank ll (which can be seen by induction
on l). Let A′ ⊂ A be the subgroup generated by elements of the form αu = αu1

1 . . . αul

l where the
exponents satisfy ui ≤ l − 1 for all i. We claim A′ = A.
To see this, consider what happens if we multiply an element of A′ by α1. If u1 < l− 1, the degree
increases but remains within the bounds defining A′. If u1 = l−1, we use the fact that P (α1) = 0.
Since P is monic of degree l, we can write αl1 = −cl−1α

l−1
1 − · · · − c0, where ck ∈ Z. Thus, αl1

reduces to a Z-linear combination of lower powers. By symmetry, αiA′ ⊂ A′ for all i. Since 1 ∈ A′,
this ideal property implies A′ = A. Therefore, A is generated by a finite basis over Z.
Furthermore, for any x ∈ L, there exists b ∈ Z \ {0} such that bx ∈ A. Since L = Q[α1, . . . , αl], we
deduce that L = Frac(A). Since A ⊂ L, A is torsion-free. A finitely generated torsion-free module
over Z is free, so A ∼= Zr.
Let (x1, . . . , xr) be a Z-basis of A. This basis serves as a generating family for L over Q, and it is
also linearly independent over Q. Therefore, the rank must be r = [L : Q] = n.

8



3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

Now, let p be a prime number such that the reduction P ∈ Fp[X] is separable. We consider the
quotient ring A = A/pA. Since A ∼= Zn, we naturally have A ∼= (Z/pZ)n = Fnp as an Fp-vector
space.
The Galois group G operates on A (as it permutes the roots R), and this action leaves the ideal
pA stable. Thus, G acts on the finite Fp-algebra A.
Let M be the set of maximal ideals of A. Let L′ be the splitting field of P over Fp, and let
R = RP (L′) be the roots of P in L′. Since P is separable, |R| = l.

Proposition (Homomorphisms into the Splitting Field).

1. There is a natural bijection HomFp-alg(A,L′) ∼= HomZ-alg(A,L′). Any such homomor-
phism is entirely determined by an injective mapping from the generators of A into R.

2. For all s ∈ HomFp-alg(A,L′), its kernel ker(s) is a maximal ideal m ∈M.

3. The Galois group G operates freely on the set HomFp-alg(A,L′). That is, if g · s = s for
some g ∈ G, then g = idG.

Proof (Homomorphisms into the Splitting Field). 1. We can view A as a quotient: A =
A/pA ∼= Fp[α1, . . . , αl]/ . . . , where αi = αi (mod p). An Fp-algebra homomorphism s from
A to L′ is completely determined by the images of the generators αi. Since P (αi) = 0, we
must have P (s(αi)) = 0, meaning the generators are mapped to roots of P in L′.
The set of all possible mappings from the generators to R has a cardinality of ll. The
separability of P ensures that its discriminant ∆(P ) is non-zero modulo p. If s were to map
two distinct generators αi and αj to the same root in L′, their difference would lie in ker(s),
forcing s(∆(P )) = 0. Since ∆(P ) ∈ F×

p and s preserves the identity, this is a contradiction.
Consequently, s restricts to an injective mapping from the generators into R.

2. For any map s, the first isomorphism theorem gives an injection A/ ker(s) ↪→ L′. Since A is
a finite ring, the quotient A/ ker(s) is a finite integral domain, which is necessarily a field.
Hence, ker(s) must be a maximal ideal.

3. If g ∈ G stabilizes a homomorphism s, the action of g on the roots commutes with their
mapping into R. This implies s(g · α) = s(α) for all complex roots α ∈ R. As established, s
acts as an injective assignment on these reduced roots. Therefore, the relation s(g · α) = s(α)
forces g · α = α. Because the discriminant ∆(P ) is non-zero modulo p, the roots remain
distinct modulo p. This ensures that any equality of roots in the characteristic p reduction
uniquely implies an equality in characteristic 0, meaning g · α = α. Because this lift holds
for all roots generating L over Q, g must be the identity automorphism idG.

We recall a standard consequence of the Chinese Remainder Theorem:

Lemma (Product of Quotients). Let R be a commutative ring and m1, . . . ,mk be maximal
ideals such that mi + mj = R for i ̸= j. The canonical map R→

∏k
i=1 R/mi is surjective.

As a corollary, the natural map A→
∏

m∈M A/m is surjective. By computing dimensions over Fp,
we know that |G| = n = dimFp

(A). Setting G = Gal(L′/Fp), we can deduce a factorization of the
size of the homomorphism set:

|HomFp-alg(A,L′)| = |M| × |G|.

Further developments regarding these relations and the structure of G will be discussed in the next
lecture.

End of Lec
02.

3.1.3 Surjectivity of the Canonical Projection

To complete the discussion from the previous lecture regarding the Chinese Remainder Theo-

rem, we explicitly demonstrate the surjectivity of the canonical projection map.

Proof (Surjectivity of the Canonical Map). Let A be a commutative ring and let m1, . . . ,mr
be finitely many maximal ideals in A. Since the ideals are maximal and distinct, they are pairwise

9



3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

coprime, meaning mi + mj = A for all i ̸= j. Therefore, for any pair i ̸= j, there exist elements
uij ∈ mi and vij ∈ mj such that

uij + vij = 1.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, we define the element

ei :=
∏
j ̸=i

vij .

Because vij = 1 − uij ≡ 1 (mod mi), it follows that ei ≡ 1 (mod mi). Conversely, for any j ̸= i,
the product defining ei contains the factor vij ∈ mj , which directly implies that ei ≡ 0 (mod mj).
Now, consider an arbitrary tuple (λ1, . . . , λr) ∈ A/m1 × · · · × A/mr. We can lift each λi to an
element xi ∈ A. Construct the element

x :=
r∑
i=1

xiei ∈ A.

Reducing x modulo mi yields x ≡ xiei ≡ xi (mod mi), since all other terms xjej vanish modulo
mi. Thus, x maps precisely to (λ1, . . . , λr) under the canonical projection, proving that the map
is surjective.

3.2 Transitivity and the Decomposition Group

Let us briefly recall the setting from the end of the last lecture: P ∈ Z[X] is a monic polynomial
whose reduction P ∈ Fp[X] is separable. We denoted by L the splitting field of P over Q, with
Galois group G = Gal(L/Q). We defined the ring A = Z[RP (L)], where RP (L) are the roots of P
in L, and considered its reduction A = A/pA. The set of maximal ideals of A is denoted by M.
Furthermore, let L′ be the splitting field of P over Fp.
We previously established that the Galois group G acts freely on the set of homomorphisms S :=
HomFp-alg(A,L′). Through dimensionality arguments over Fp, we also found the cardinality:

|S| = |M| × [L′ : Fp].

Proposition (Transitivity of the Galois Action). The action of the Galois group G =
Gal(L/Q) on the set S = HomFp-alg(A,L′) is both free and transitive.

Proof (Transitivity of the Galois Action). We already know from the previous lecture that
the action is free. This implies that the cardinality of the group must be less than or equal to the
cardinality of the set it acts upon, yielding |G| ≤ |S|.
Since L is the splitting field of P over Q, the order of the Galois group is |G| = [L : Q]. By the
structural properties of A and its reduction, we established that [L : Q] = rankZ(A) = dimFp

(A).
The Chinese Remainder Theorem gives a natural surjective map A ↠

∏
m∈M A/m. Because

each quotient A/m is a splitting field of P over Fp, we have A/m ∼= L′. Taking dimensions over
Fp, the surjectivity implies:

|G| = dimFp
(A) ≥ dimFp

( ∏
m∈M

A/m

)
= |M| × [L′ : Fp] = |S|.

Combining the inequalities |G| ≤ |S| and |G| ≥ |S| forces |G| = |S|. Because a finite group G acts
freely on a set S of the exact same cardinality, the action must necessarily be transitive.
(Note: As a byproduct of this equality, the dimensions are equal, proving that the surjective map
from the Chinese Remainder Theorem is in fact an isomorphism A ∼=

∏
m∈M A/m.)

Definition (The Decomposition Group). Let m0 ∈ M be a fixed maximal ideal of A. The
decomposition group at m0 is defined as the isotropy subgroup (or stabilizer) of m0 under the action
of G on M:

D0 = {g ∈ G | g ·m0 = m0} ⊆ G.

10



3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

It is crucial to note that the condition g · m0 = m0 means that the ideal is preserved as a set; it
does not mean that every individual element x ∈ m0 is fixed by g.
For any element g ∈ D0, the automorphism g restricts to the subring A and induces an auto-
morphism on A that preserves the ideal m0. Therefore, it descends to a well-defined Fp-algebra
automorphism on the quotient field:

g : A/m0
∼−→ A/m0.

This construction naturally defines a group homomorphism from the decomposition group to the
Galois group of the residue field extension:

Φ : D0 −→ Gal((A/m0)/Fp).

A A

A/m0 A/m0

g

q0 q0

g

Theorem (Epimorphism of the Decomposition Group). The natural group homomor-
phism Φ : D0 → Gal((A/m0)/Fp) is an epimorphism (i.e., it is surjective).

Proof (Epimorphism of the Decomposition Group). Let τ ∈ Gal((A/m0)/Fp) be an arbi-
trary automorphism of the residue field. Let φ : A/m0

∼−→ L′ be a fixed Fp-algebra isomorphism.
We can compose φ with the canonical projection q0 : A↠ A/m0 to obtain an element s ∈ S:

s = φ ◦ q0 ∈ HomFp-alg(A,L′).

Now consider the composition s′ = φ ◦ τ ◦ q0. Since s′ is another homomorphism mapping A to L′,
we have s′ ∈ S. Because G acts transitively on S, there exists a unique element g ∈ G such that
s′ = s ◦ g.
We first verify that g ∈ D0. Since τ and φ are isomorphisms, the kernel of s′ = φ◦τ ◦q0 is precisely
the kernel of q0, which is m0. On the other hand, s′ = s ◦ g implies that ker(s′) = g−1(ker(s)) =
g−1(m0). Equating the two yields g−1(m0) = m0, which means g ·m0 = m0. Thus, g ∈ D0.
Because g ∈ D0, it induces the automorphism g on A/m0, satisfying q0 ◦g = g ◦q0. By substituting
this into our relation s′ = s ◦ g, we obtain:

φ ◦ τ ◦ q0 = φ ◦ q0 ◦ g = φ ◦ g ◦ q0.

Since φ is injective and q0 is surjective, we can cancel them from both sides to conclude that g = τ .
This exactly means Φ(g) = τ , proving that Φ is surjective.

Remark. In Algebraic Number Theory, the ring A = Z[α] we are working with is often strictly
contained in the full ring of integers OL of the number field L (A ⊊ OL). However, for primes p
that do not divide the index [OL : A], the quotient structure A behaves identically to OL/pOL.
The subgroup D0 ⊂ G defined above is a specific realization of the classical decomposition group
for prime ideals in OL.

3.3 Dedekind’s Theorem on Cycle Types

To state Dedekind’s fundamental result connecting the factorization of polynomials over finite
fields to the cycle types of elements in the Galois group over Q, we first provide a quick recollection
of permutations and finite fields.

Definition (Type of a Permutation). Let σ ∈ Sn be a permutation in the symmetric group.
The cyclic subgroup ⟨σ⟩ ∼= Z/o(σ)Z acts on the finite set {1, . . . , n}. The disjoint union of the
orbits of this action, say {1, . . . , n} =

∐s
i=1Oi, corresponds to the disjoint cycle decomposition

of σ. The tuple of lengths of these orbits, (|O1|, . . . , |Os|), defines the type of the permutation σ
(typically omitting fixed points of length 1).

Definition (Galois Extensions of Fp). Let Fp ⊂ L′ be a finite field extension of degree d =
[L′ : Fp]. We know that L′ is exactly the splitting field of the polynomial Xpd −X over Fp. The

11



3 Reduction modulo p and the Galois Group over Q

Galois group Gal(L′/Fp) is a cyclic group of order d, and it is naturally generated by the Frobenius

automorphism:

Frobp : L′ −→ L′

x 7−→ xp.

We can now apply this to our polynomial P ∈ Z[X]. Suppose the reduction P ∈ Fp[X] factors
into irreducible monic polynomials over Fp as follows:

P = π1 × · · · × πs,

where each πi has degree di = deg(πi). Since we assumed P is separable modulo p, these irreducible
factors are distinct.
The set of roots of P in its splitting field L′ decomposes as R =

∐s
i=1 Rπi

(L′). The Frobenius
automorphism generates Gal(L′/Fp) and thus operates on the set of roots R. For each irreducible
factor πi, the Frobenius automorphism acts transitively on its di roots, effectively acting as a
cycle of length di. Therefore, the cycle type of the Frobenius automorphism, when viewed as a
permutation of the roots R, is precisely (d1, d2, . . . , ds).

Theorem (Dedekind’s Theorem). Let P ∈ Z[X] be a monic polynomial with splitting field
L over Q, and let G = Gal(L/Q) ↪→ SRP (L) be its Galois group. Let p be a prime such that
the reduction P ∈ Fp[X] is separable, and suppose P factors into irreducible polynomials of
degrees d1, . . . , ds.
Then the Galois group G contains an element σ ∈ G whose permutation type on the roots of
P is exactly (d1, . . . , ds).

Proof (Dedekind’s Theorem). By the epimorphism theorem proved earlier, there is a surjective
group homomorphism Φ : D0 ↠ Gal((A/m0)/Fp).
Since the target group Gal((A/m0)/Fp) is generated by the Frobenius automorphism, we can choose
an element g ∈ D0 ⊂ G such that Φ(g) = Frobp.
Recall that we have a canonical projection map from the subring of roots to the residue field:
A ↠ A/m0

∼= L′. When we restrict this projection to the set of complex roots RP (L) ⊂ A, it
maps them to the finite field roots RP (L′). Because P is separable, it possesses exactly l = deg(P )
distinct roots in L′. Since this matches the exact number of complex roots in RP (L), the projection
induces a bijection between the complex roots and the finite field roots.
Furthermore, by the very definition of the induced automorphism on the quotient, the action of
g ∈ D0 on A descends compatibly to the action of Φ(g) on L′. This makes our root bijection
equivariant: the action of g on a complex root perfectly mirrors the action of Φ(g) = Frobp on the
corresponding finite field root.
Because Φ(g) acts on RP (L′) with cycle type (d1, . . . , ds), the element g ∈ G must act on the
complex roots RP (L) with the exact same permutation type (d1, . . . , ds). This completes the
proof.

End of Lec
03.

3.4 Application: A Polynomial with Galois Group Sn

As a powerful application of Dedekind’s Theorem, we can explicitly construct a monic polynomial
P ∈ Z[X] of degree n whose Galois group over Q is the full symmetric group Sn. By the insolvability
of the quintic, for n ≥ 5, the roots of such a polynomial are not expressible by nested radicals.

Construction of the Polynomial. Let n ≥ 2. We choose three monic polynomials
Q1, Q2, Q3 ∈ Z[X] of degree n satisfying specific irreducibility conditions modulo the primes
2, 3, and 5:

1. Modulo 2: The reduction Q1 ∈ F2[X] is irreducible of degree n.

2. Modulo 3: The reduction Q2 ∈ F3[X] factors as Q2 = X · Q̃2, where Q̃2 ∈ F3[X] is
irreducible of degree n− 1.

3. Modulo 5: The reduction Q3 ∈ F5[X] factors as Q3 = Q̃3 · S̃, where Q̃3 ∈ F5[X] is
irreducible of degree 2, and S̃ ∈ F5[X] is a product of irreducible polynomials of odd

12
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degree.

We then define the global polynomial as the linear combination:

P (X) := −15Q1(X) + 10Q2(X) + 6Q3(X) ∈ Z[X].

Notice the carefully chosen coefficients. Modulo 2, P ≡ Q1; modulo 3, P ≡ Q2; and modulo 5,
P ≡ Q3. Let L be the splitting field of P over Q and G = Gal(L/Q) ↪→ Sn its Galois group acting
on the n roots. By applying Dedekind’s Theorem to the reductions of P , we deduce the cycle
types present in G:

1. Reduction modulo 2 yields an irreducible polynomial of degree n. Thus, G contains an
n-cycle, say γ1.

2. Reduction modulo 3 yields factors of degree 1 and n− 1. Thus, G contains an (n− 1)-cycle,
say γ2.

3. Reduction modulo 5 yields a factor of degree 2 and factors of odd degrees. Thus, G contains
a permutation of the form τ ◦ σ, where τ is a transposition (a 2-cycle) and σ is a disjoint
product of cycles of odd lengths.

Let k be the order of the permutation σ. Since σ consists entirely of odd cycles, k is an odd integer.
Therefore, taking the k-th power gives (τ ◦σ)k = τk ◦σk = τ ◦ id = τ . This proves that G contains
a transposition τ .

3.4.1 Explicit Group Theory Calculations

To conclude the argument, we must explicitly demonstrate that the subgroup G ⊆ Sn generated
by these specific cycle types is the entire symmetric group Sn.

Lemma (Generation of Sn by Specific Cycles). Let H ⊆ Sn be a subgroup such that it
contains an n-cycle γ1, an (n− 1)-cycle γ2, and a transposition τ . Then H = Sn.

Proof (Generation of Sn). By renumbering the elements of the set on which H acts, we may
assume without loss of generality that the n-cycle is γ1 = (1, 2, . . . , n).
First, we show that H contains a transposition involving the element 1. Let τ = (i, j) be the given
transposition in H. Since γ1 acts transitively on {1, . . . , n}, there exists an integer k such that
γ−k

1 (i) = 1. Conjugating τ by γ−k
1 yields a new transposition in H:

γ−k
1 τγk1 = (γ−k

1 (i), γ−k
1 (j)) = (1,m),

where m = γ−k
1 (j) ̸= 1. Thus, H contains a transposition of the form (1,m).

Second, we show that H contains an (n− 1)-cycle that fixes 1. We are given that H contains some
(n−1)-cycle, say σ, which fixes exactly one element x ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Again, because γ1 is transitive,
there exists an integer p such that γp1 (x) = 1. Conjugating σ by γp1 produces another element in
H:

γ2 = γp1 ◦ σ ◦ γ
−p
1 .

Since σ fixes x, γ2 fixes γp1 (x) = 1. Furthermore, because conjugation preserves cycle structure, γ2

is an (n− 1)-cycle. Since it fixes 1, it must act transitively as a single cycle on the remaining set
{2, . . . , n}.
Finally, we conjugate our transposition (1,m) by powers of γ2:

γq2 ◦ (1,m) ◦ γ−q
2 = (1, γq2(m)).

Because γ2 acts transitively on {2, . . . , n}, letting q vary allows γq2(m) to take every possible value in
{2, . . . , n}. This guarantees thatH contains the entire set of transpositions {(1, 2), (1, 3), . . . , (1, n)}.
It is a standard fact in group theory that this specific set of transpositions generates the full
symmetric group Sn. Applying this to our Galois group G, which contains the requisite n-cycle,
(n− 1)-cycle, and transposition, yields G = Sn.

13



4 Cyclotomic Fields and Cyclotomic Polynomials

4 Cyclotomic Fields and Cyclotomic Polynomials

4.1 Roots of Unity and the Galois Group

Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. We consider the roots of the polynomial Xn − 1 ∈ Q[X]. Over the
complex numbers C, the roots of this polynomial are the n-th roots of unity, given by e2iπk/n for
k = 0, . . . , n− 1.

Definition (Cyclotomic Field and Primitive Roots). The cyclotomic field of order n is
defined as the splitting field of Xn − 1 over Q, denoted K = Q[ζn], where ζn = e2iπ/n. The roots
of unity form a cyclic multiplicative group µn(C) ⊂ C× of order n, generated by ζn.
The generators of this cyclic group are called primitive n-th roots of unity. They are of the form
ζkn where gcd(k, n) = 1. The set of primitive roots is denoted Πn ⊂ µn(C), and its cardinality is
given by Euler’s totient function, |Πn| = φ(n).
Since K is the splitting field of the separable polynomial Xn − 1, the extension K|Q is a finite
Galois extension. Let G = Gal(K/Q). Any automorphism σ ∈ G is completely determined by its
action on the generator ζn. Since σ must map ζn to another root of its minimal polynomial, σ(ζn)
must be another primitive n-th root of unity. Hence, there exists an integer c(σ), coprime to n,
such that:

σ(ζn) = ζc(σ)
n .

This mapping σ 7→ c(σ) (mod n) defines a canonical, injective group homomorphism:

Gal(K/Q) ↪→ (Z/nZ)×.

As a direct consequence, the Galois group is abelian, and the cyclotomic extensions are abelian
extensions of Q.

Theorem (Galois Group of Cyclotomic Fields). The canonical monomorphism
Gal(Q[ζn]/Q) ↪→ (Z/nZ)× is an isomorphism. Consequently, [K : Q] = φ(n).

Proof (Galois Group of Cyclotomic Fields). Let A = Z[ζn]. To prove surjectivity, we examine
the reduction of the extension modulo prime numbers. Let p be a prime number such that p ∤ n,
meaning gcd(p, n) = 1. Under this condition, the reduction of Xn−1 modulo p remains separable.
We apply our previous results on the decomposition group. The Frobenius automorphism in
characteristic p, given by Frobp(x) = xp, acts on the roots of unity in the residue field precisely by
raising them to the p-th power. By the epimorphism property of the decomposition group, there
exists an element g ∈ Gal(K/Q) that reduces to the Frobenius automorphism. This element g
corresponds exactly to the class of p modulo n in (Z/nZ)×.
It is a known fact from elementary number theory that the group of units (Z/nZ)× is generated
by the residue classes of prime numbers p that do not divide n. Since each such class lies in the
image of our monomorphism, the map is surjective, and therefore an isomorphism.

4.2 Cyclotomic Polynomials

Having established the structure of the cyclotomic field, we now define the polynomials whose roots
are precisely the primitive roots of unity.

Definition (The Cyclotomic Polynomial). The n-th cyclotomic polynomial, denoted Φn(X),
is defined as the product over all primitive n-th roots of unity:

Φn(X) =
∏
ζ∈Πn

(X − ζ) ∈ C[X].

By definition, it is a monic polynomial, and its degree is exactly deg(Φn) = φ(n).
Every n-th root of unity is a primitive d-th root of unity for exactly one divisor d of n. This allows
us to partition the set of all n-th roots of unity, yielding a fundamental factorization identity:

µn(C) =
∐
d|n

Πd =⇒ Xn − 1 =
∏
d|n

Φd(X).

Taking degrees on both sides recovers the classical identity n =
∑
d|n φ(d).
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Fact (Irreducibility over Z). For all n ≥ 1, the cyclotomic polynomial Φn(X) has integer
coefficients, Φn(X) ∈ Z[X], and is irreducible over Q.

Proof (Integer Coefficients of Cyclotomic Polynomials). We prove that Φn(X) ∈ Z[X] by
strong induction on n. For n = 1, Φ1(X) = X − 1 ∈ Z[X]. Assume the statement holds for all
d < n.
We can rewrite the factorization identity as (Xn−1) = Φn(X)·Ψn(X), where Ψn(X) =

∏
d|n,d<n Φd(X).

By the inductive hypothesis, Ψn(X) ∈ Z[X], and it is monic because it is a product of monic poly-
nomials.
Since (Xn−1) ∈ Z[X] and Ψn(X) ∈ Z[X] is monic, we can perform polynomial long division within
the ring Z[X]. The division algorithm yields (Xn − 1) = Q(X)Ψn(X) + R(X) with Q,R ∈ Z[X]
and deg(R) < deg(Ψn). However, viewed in C[X], Xn−1 is perfectly divisible by Ψn(X), implying
R(X) = 0 uniquely. Thus, Q(X) = Φn(X) must reside in Z[X].
The irreducibility over Q immediately follows from our previous theorem: since Φn(X) ∈ Z[X] is
the minimal polynomial of ζn over Q, its degree φ(n) matches the field extension degree [K : Q] =
|(Z/nZ)×| = φ(n). Therefore, it cannot factor further.

End of Lec
04.

5 Infinite Galois Theory and Profinite Groups

In this section, we transition from the study of finite field extensions to infinite ones. We consider
an algebraic extension K ⊂ L which is not necessarily finite.

5.1 Projective Limits and the Krull Topology

Definition (Infinite Galois Extension). An algebraic field extension K ⊂ L is said to be Galois

if it is both separable and normal.
If K ⊂ L is a Galois extension, we can express L as the union of its finite Galois subextensions.
Specifically, there exists a family of intermediate fields (Lα)α∈I such that for every α, the extension
K ⊂ Lα is a finite Galois extension, and

L =
⋃
α∈I

Lα.

We define the Galois group of the infinite extension exactly as in the finite case: Gal(L/K) =
AutK(L). For any finite Galois subextension Lα, the restriction map provides a natural group
homomorphism:

Gal(L/K) −→ Gal(Lα/K)
σ 7−→ σ|Lα

.

Because every element of Gal(Lα/K) can be extended to an automorphism of L (since L|K is
normal), this restriction map is surjective.
Furthermore, if Lα ⊂ Lβ is an inclusion of finite Galois subextensions over K, we have canonical
surjective transition maps Gal(Lβ/K) ↠ Gal(Lα/K). The Galois group of the infinite extension
can then be understood as the projective limit of these finite Galois groups:

Gal(L/K) = lim←−
α

Gal(Lα/K).

Because each Gal(Lα/K) is a finite group equipped with the discrete topology, their projective
limit naturally inherits the structure of a profinite group. A profinite group is a topological group
that is totally disconnected, compact, and Hausdorff.

Theorem (Finiteness of Galois Groups). Let K ⊂ L be a Galois extension. The topo-
logical Galois group Gal(L/K) is a finite group if and only if the extension L|K is a finite
extension.

As a simple example of a non-trivial finite Galois group structure over an infinite field, if K = Ks

is a separably closed field contained in an algebraically closed field L, then the absolute Galois
group Gal(L/K) is either trivial or isomorphic to Z/2Z.
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5.2 The Absolute Galois Group of Finite Fields

We now explore the Galois theory of finite fields by considering the algebraic closure Fp of the
finite field Fp. Is the extension Fp ⊂ Fp Galois?
For any integer n ≥ 1, let Kn be the splitting field of the polynomial Xpn −X over Fp. The roots
of this polynomial form exactly the field Fpn , and thus Kn = Fpn . The extension Fp ⊂ Kn is a
finite Galois extension. The Galois group is cyclic and generated by the Frobenius automorphism:

Frobp : x 7−→ xp.

Thus, Gal(Kn/Fp) = ⟨Frobp⟩ ∼= Z/nZ.
Observe that Kn ⊂ Km if and only if n | m. The algebraic closure Fp is the union of all these
finite fields Kn. Therefore, the absolute Galois group of Fp is the projective limit of these finite
cyclic groups, ordered by divisibility:

Gal(Fp/Fp) = lim←−
n

(Z/nZ) =: Ẑ.

The group Ẑ is the profinite completion of the integers.
Alternatively, one can view the finite field Kn as the splitting field of Xpn−1−1. In this perspective,
Kn is generated by roots of unity over Fp, linking the study of finite fields to cyclotomic extensions.

5.3 Cyclotomic Extensions of Q and Kronecker-Weber

Recall from the finite case that the cyclotomic extension Q ⊂ Kn = Q[ζn] is Galois, where ζn is a
primitive n-th root of unity, and its Galois group is isomorphic to (Z/nZ)×. Note that Kn ⊂ Km

whenever n | m.
We define the maximal cyclotomic extension of Q as the field generated by all roots of unity in C:

K∞ = Q[µ∞(C)] =
∞⋃
n=1

Kn ⊂ C.

By taking the projective limit, we find the Galois group of this infinite extension:

Gal(K∞/Q) = lim←−
n

(Z/nZ)× = Ẑ×.

Because the Galois group of any finite cyclotomic extension is abelian, the Galois group of K∞ over
Q is an infinite abelian profinite group. This naturally leads to one of the crowning achievements
of classical algebraic number theory.

Theorem (Kronecker-Weber Theorem). Let K be a finite Galois extension of Q. If the
Galois group Gal(K/Q) is abelian, then there exists an integer N ≫ 0 such that K ⊂ KN =
Q[µN (C)].

Consequently, the maximal abelian extension of Q (denoted Qab) is exactly the field K∞ generated
by all roots of unity. Thus, Gal(Qab/Q) ∼= Ẑ×.
To conclude our discussion on Galois theory, we state an open conjecture regarding the full absolute
Galois group of Q:

Conjecture (Absolute Galois Group of Q). Is the absolute Galois group Gal(Q/Q) a free
profinite group? The deep structure of this group and its representations remain a central object
of study, heavily intertwined with the Langlands Program.
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6 Commutative Rings

Part II

Introduction to Commutative Algebra

6 Commutative Rings

6.1 Rings, Homomorphisms, and the Multiplicative Group

Definition (Commutative Ring). A commutative ring is a triple (R,+,×) consisting of a set R
equipped with two binary operations, addition (+) and multiplication (×), satisfying the following
axioms:

1. (R,+) is an abelian group. In particular, there exists a neutral element for addition denoted
0R = 0, and every element x ∈ R has an additive inverse denoted −x.

2. (R,×) is a commutative monoid. That is, multiplication is associative, commutative, and
there exists a multiplicative identity denoted 1R = 1.

3. Compatibility (Distributivity): Multiplication distributes over addition. For all a, b, c ∈ R,
we have (a+ b)× c = a× c+ b× c.

Basic algebraic manipulation directly from the axioms reveals that in any commutative ring R:

0× x = x× 0 = 0,
−(x× y) = (−x)× y = x× (−y).

It is a curious observation that 1R = 0R if and only if R = {0}. In this case, R is called the trivial

ring. Unless otherwise stated, we often implicitly assume R ̸= 0.
Standard examples of commutative rings include the ring of integers Z, any field K (such as Q,R,
or C), and polynomial rings R[X1, . . . , Xn] over any commutative ring R. Furthermore, quotients
of polynomial rings, such as R[X1, . . . , Xn]/(P1, . . . , Pm), inherit the structure of a commutative
ring.

Definition (Invertible Elements and the Multiplicative Group). Let R be a commutative
ring. An element x ∈ R is called invertible (or a unit) if there exists an element y ∈ R such that
x× y = 1.
The set of all invertible elements is denoted by R×:

R× = {x ∈ R | ∃y ∈ R, x× y = 1}.

The set R×, equipped with the ring’s multiplication operation × and the identity element 1, forms
a group, called the multiplicative group of R. If R is the trivial ring, R× = {0}.

Definition (Ring Homomorphism). Let A and B be two commutative rings. A map φ : A→ B
is called a ring homomorphism if it respects both the additive and multiplicative structures, as
well as the identities:

1. φ(a+ b) = φ(a) + φ(b) for all a, b ∈ A.

2. φ(a× b) = φ(a)× φ(b) for all a, b ∈ A.

3. φ(1A) = 1B .

An immediate consequence of the additive group homomorphism property is that φ(0A) = 0B and
φ(−x) = −φ(x).
Examples of ring homomorphisms include the natural inclusions Z ⊂ Q ⊂ R ⊂ C. Moreover, if
K ⊂ L is a field extension and x ∈ L is a fixed element, the evaluation map K[X]→ L defined by
P 7→ P (x) is a ring homomorphism.

Lemma (Homomorphisms Preserve Units). Let φ : A → B be a ring homomorphism.
Then φ maps units of A to units of B, i.e., φ(A×) ⊂ B×. Furthermore, the restriction
φ|A× : A× → B× is a group homomorphism.
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6 Commutative Rings

Proof (Homomorphisms Preserve Units). Let x ∈ A×. By definition, there exists y ∈ A
such that xy = 1A. Applying the ring homomorphism φ yields:

φ(x)φ(y) = φ(xy) = φ(1A) = 1B .

Thus, φ(x) possesses a multiplicative inverse in B (namely φ(y)), meaning φ(x) ∈ B×. The fact
that the restriction is a group homomorphism trivially follows from the multiplicative property of
φ.

From a categorical perspective, let comRing be the category whose objects are commutative
rings and whose morphisms are ring homomorphisms. We have two natural functors mapping
from comRing to the category of abelian groups:

1. The additive functor: R 7→ (R,+).

2. The multiplicative unit functor: R 7→ (R×,×).

6.2 Ideals and Quotient Rings

6.2.1 Definition and Properties of Ideals

Definition (Ideal). Let R be a commutative ring. A subset I ⊂ R is called an ideal of R if it
satisfies the following two conditions:

1. I is an additive subgroup of (R,+). (Explicitly: 0 ∈ I, and for all x, y ∈ I, we have −x ∈ I
and x+ y ∈ I).

2. I absorbs multiplication by elements of R. That is, for all x ∈ I and r ∈ R, the product
r · x ∈ I.

An ideal is said to be proper if I ̸= R. We denote the set of all proper ideals of R by I(R). The
set I(R), ordered by set inclusion (⊂), forms a partially ordered set (poset).
When an ideal I is given, we can form the quotient group (R/I,+) from the underlying additive
abelian groups.

Fact (Quotient Ring Structure). Let I ⊂ R be an ideal. The additive quotient group R/I
canonically inherits a ring structure. The multiplication is defined via representatives: for any
classes x, y ∈ R/I, we define x · y = x · y.
Under this structure, R/I is called the quotient ring, and the canonical projection map π :
R↠ R/I defined by x 7→ x is a surjective ring homomorphism.
Furthermore, the quotient ring satisfies a universal property: any ring homomorphism φ : R→
B whose kernel contains I factors uniquely through R/I.

R B

R/I

φ

π φ̃

A classical example is the ideal nZ in the ring Z, which yields the quotient ring Z/nZ.

6.2.2 Maximal and Prime Ideals

Definition (Maximal Ideal). An ideal m ⊂ R is called a maximal ideal if it is a proper ideal
(m ̸= R) and it is maximal with respect to set inclusion among all proper ideals. Equivalently, m
is maximal if for any ideal I ⊂ R such that m ⊂ I ⊂ R, either I = m or I = R.
The existence of maximal ideals is guaranteed in any non-trivial ring by an application of Zorn’s
Lemma.

Lemma (Existence of Maximal Ideals). If R ̸= 0, then the set of proper ideals I(R) is
non-empty and possesses maximal elements. More precisely, for any proper ideal I ∈ I(R),
there exists a maximal ideal m such that I ⊂ m.
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

Proof (Existence of Maximal Ideals). We apply Zorn’s Lemma to the poset (I(R),⊂). Let
C be a totally ordered chain of proper ideals in I(R). We define J =

⋃
I∈C I. It is straightforward

to verify that J is an ideal. Furthermore, J is proper: if 1 ∈ J , then 1 ∈ I for some I ∈ C, which
would imply I = R, contradicting that the chain consists of proper ideals. Thus J ∈ I(R), and J
provides an upper bound for the chain C. By Zorn’s Lemma, I(R) contains a maximal element.

Maximal ideals have a beautiful characterization in terms of their quotient rings.

Lemma (Characterization of Maximal Ideals). Let I ⊂ R be a proper ideal. Then I is
a maximal ideal if and only if the quotient ring R/I is a field.

Proof (Characterization of Maximal Ideals). There is a one-to-one inclusion-preserving cor-
respondence between the ideals of the quotient ring R/I and the ideals of R that contain I.
Specifically, an ideal J such that I ⊂ J ⊂ R corresponds perfectly to the ideal J/I ⊂ R/I.
The ideal I is maximal if and only if there are no intermediate proper ideals strictly containing I.
This is equivalent to saying that the quotient ring R/I has exactly two ideals: the zero ideal {0}
and the entire ring R/I. A commutative ring has exactly two ideals if and only if every non-zero
element is invertible, which is the definition of a field.

For example, in a Principal Ideal Domain (P.I.D.) R, any ideal is generated by a single element,
say I = (x). The ideal (x) is maximal if and only if x is an irreducible element of R.
We can relax the condition that the quotient be a field to the condition that the quotient merely
be an integral domain.

Definition (Prime Ideal). An ideal p ⊂ R is said to be prime if it is a proper ideal (p ̸= R) and
the quotient ring R/p is an integral domain.
Equivalently, p is a prime ideal if for all x, y ∈ R, the condition x · y ∈ p implies that either x ∈ p
or y ∈ p.
Since every field is an integral domain, it immediately follows that every maximal ideal is a prime

ideal. However, the converse is not true in general.
Consider the polynomial ring k[X,Y ] over a field k. We have a chain of prime ideals:

0 ⊊ (X) ⊊ (X,Y ) ⊂ k[X,Y ].

The ideal (X,Y ) is maximal, as the quotient k[X,Y ]/(X,Y ) ∼= k is a field. The ideal (X) is prime,
but not maximal, because the quotient k[X,Y ]/(X) ∼= k[Y ] is an integral domain but not a field.
(Outlook: The length of chains of prime ideals will be deeply related to dimension theory later in
the course).

7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

7.1 Noetherian Rings and Finitely Generated Ideals

Definition (Finitely Generated Ideal). An ideal I ⊂ R is said to be finitely generated (or of
finite type) if there exists a finite family of elements (x1, . . . , xr) ∈ Ir such that every element
x ∈ I can be written as an R-linear combination of the xi:

x =
r∑
i=1

λixi for some (λ1, . . . , λr) ∈ Rr.

In a P.I.D., every ideal is generated by a single element, meaning every ideal is trivially finitely
generated. We generalize this property to define a highly important class of rings.

Definition (Noetherian Ring). A commutative ring R is said to be Noetherian if every ideal
I ⊂ R is finitely generated.
By definition, any P.I.D. (such as Z or K[X]) is a Noetherian ring. A fundamental result, known
as the Hilbert Basis Theorem (which we will prove later), states that if R is Noetherian, then the
polynomial ring R[X] is also Noetherian.
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

7.2 The Prime Spectrum and the Zariski Topology

7.2.1 The Prime Spectrum

Definition (The Spectrum). Let R be a commutative ring. We denote by Spec(R) the set of
all prime ideals of R. We occasionally use the notation Spm(R) or Max(R) to denote the subset
of Spec(R) consisting only of maximal ideals.
If p ∈ Spec(R), we know that the quotient R/p is an integral domain. We can therefore form its
field of fractions, which we denote by κ(p) = Frac(R/p). This field κ(p) is called the residue field

at p.
For example, let R = Z. If p ∈ Spec(Z) is generated by a prime number p ̸= 0, the quotient
Z/(p) = Fp is already a field, so κ(p) = Fp. For the zero ideal 0 ∈ Spec(Z), the quotient is
Z/0 ∼= Z, and its residue field is κ(0) = Q.
A ring homomorphism induces a natural map on spectra, flowing in the opposite direction.

Lemma (Induced Map on Spectra). Let φ : A → B be a ring homomorphism. If q ∈
Spec(B) is a prime ideal, then its preimage φ−1(q) is a prime ideal in A, i.e., φ−1(q) ∈ Spec(A).
This naturally defines an induced map Spec(φ) : Spec(B)→ Spec(A).

Proof (Induced Map on Spectra). The homomorphism φ induces an injective ring homomor-
phism from the quotient A/φ−1(q) to B/q. Since q is prime in B, B/q is an integral domain.
A subring of an integral domain (in this case, the image of A/φ−1(q)) must also be an integral
domain. Therefore, A/φ−1(q) is an integral domain, which proves that φ−1(q) is a prime ideal.

7.2.2 The Zariski Topology

In modern algebraic geometry, an element f ∈ R is viewed conceptually as a “regular function”
defined on the topological space Spec(R). The “value” of the function f at a point p ∈ Spec(R) is
precisely its image under the composition R↠ R/p ↪→ κ(p).
We endow Spec(R) with a natural topology.

Definition (The Zariski Topology). Let A be a commutative ring. For any element f ∈ A, we
define the set:

V (f) = {p ∈ Spec(A) | f ∈ p}.

We declare the sets V (f) to be the fundamental closed sets of Spec(A). Intersections of these sets
form the closed sets of the Zariski topology.
Taking the complement, we define the standard open sets:

D(f) = Spec(A) \ V (f) = {p ∈ Spec(A) | f /∈ p}.

A subset U ⊂ Spec(A) is open in the Zariski topology if and only if it can be written as a union
of sets of the form D(fα). In other words, the family {D(f)}f∈A forms a basis for the Zariski
topology on Spec(A).

End of Lec
05.

7.2.3 Properties, Closures, and Specializations

We recall and expand upon the properties of the Zariski topology introduced previously. Let R
be a commutative ring. For any element f ∈ R, we defined the set V (f) = {p ∈ Spec(R) |
f = 0 in R/p}, which constitutes a closed set in Spec(R). The complement of this set, D(f) =
Spec(R) \ V (f) = {p ∈ Spec(R) | f /∈ p}, is an open set.
The collection of open sets {D(f)}f∈R forms a basis for the Zariski topology. Consequently, any
open set Ω ⊂ Spec(R) can be written as a union Ω =

⋃
iD(fi) for some family of elements fi ∈ R.

The entire space and the empty set are given by Spec(R) = D(1) and ∅ = D(0), respectively.

Fact (Closed Sets and Ideals). Let (fi)i∈I be a family of elements in R, and let J be the
ideal generated by this family. The intersection of the corresponding closed sets yields a closed
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

set defined by the ideal:⋂
i∈I

V (fi) = {p ∈ Spec(R) | ∀i, fi ∈ p} = V (J).

Therefore, for any ideal J ⊂ R, V (J) is a closed subset of Spec(R).

As a brief outlook, we note that the natural projection map R↠ R/J induces an injective contin-
uous map on the spectra, Spec(R/J) ↪→ Spec(R), whose image is precisely the closed set V (J).
We now examine the closure of points within the Zariski topology, which reveals the non-Hausdorff
nature of the space.

Lemma (Closure of a Point). Let p ∈ Spec(R) be a prime ideal, viewed as a point in the
topological space. Its topological closure is given by the closed set it defines:

{p} = V (p).

Proof (Closure of a Point). By definition, p ∈ V (p), and V (p) is a closed set. To show it is
the closure, we must demonstrate it is the smallest closed set containing p. Let V (I) be any closed
subset containing p, where I is an ideal of R. Since p ∈ V (I), it follows that I ⊂ p.
Now, take any other point q ∈ V (p). This means p ⊂ q. By transitivity of inclusion, I ⊂ p ⊂ q,
which implies q ∈ V (I). Hence, V (p) ⊂ V (I), confirming that V (p) is indeed the closure of {p}.

Definition (Specialization and Generic Points). Let p, q ∈ Spec(R) be prime ideals. If
p ∈ {q}, which is equivalent to p ∈ V (q) or q ⊂ p, we say that p is a specialization of q.
If R is an integral domain, the zero ideal (0) is a prime ideal, so (0) ∈ Spec(R). The closure of this
point is {(0)} = V ((0)) = Spec(R). A point whose closure is the entire space is called a generic

point.
An immediate consequence of the closure lemma pertains to maximal ideals. If m ⊂ R is a maximal
ideal, then for any p ∈ Spec(R), the condition p ∈ {m} means m ⊂ p. Because m is maximal and
p is a proper ideal, this forces p = m. Thus, points corresponding to maximal ideals are closed
points in the Zariski topology.

Example (Spec(Z)). Let R = Z. The spectrum is Spec(Z) = {0} ∪ {(p) | p is prime}. The zero
ideal is the generic point. For any non-zero element f ∈ Z, the closed set V (f) consists of the
prime ideals generated by the prime factors of f . Thus, V (f) = {(p1), . . . , (ps)}, which is a finite
set of closed points. Consequently, any open set in Spec(Z) is the complement of a finite set of
non-zero prime ideals (or is the empty set).

7.3 Local Rings and Localization

Definition (Local Ring and Residue Field). A commutative ring R is said to be a local ring

if it possesses exactly one maximal ideal, m ∈ Spec(R).
The quotient ring κ = R/m is necessarily a field and is called the residue field of R.

Examples.

1. Any commutative field K is a local ring. Its unique maximal ideal is the zero ideal (0), and
its spectrum consists of a single point, Spec(K) = {0}.

2. Let p be a prime number. Consider the subring of the rational numbers defined by Z(p) =
{ab | a ∈ Z, b ∈ Z \ {0}, gcd(p, b) = 1}. This is a local ring. Its unique maximal ideal is
generated by p, specifically mp = p · Z(p) = {ab | a ∈ Z, p | a, b ∈ Z \ {0}, gcd(p, b) = 1}. The
only other prime ideal in this ring is the zero ideal.

7.3.1 Characterization of Local Rings

Local rings can be completely characterized by the behavior of their non-invertible elements.
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

Lemma (Characterization of Local Rings). Let R be a commutative ring and let m ⊂ R
be a proper ideal. Then R is a local ring with maximal ideal m if and only if R \ R× = m,
where R× denotes the group of invertible elements in R.

Proof (Characterization of Local Rings). Forward Implication ( =⇒ ): Assume R\R× =
m. Equivalently, the units are precisely the elements outside the ideal, R× = R \m. We first verify
that m is a maximal ideal. Let I be an ideal such that m ⊂ I ⊂ R. If I ̸= m, there exists an
element x ∈ I \m. Because x /∈ m, it must be that x ∈ R×. Since the ideal I contains an invertible
element, it must be the entire ring, I = R. Thus, m is maximal. It is the unique maximal ideal
because any other proper ideal must consist entirely of non-invertible elements, and therefore must
be contained within m.

Reverse Implication ( ⇐= ): Assume R is a local ring with a unique maximal ideal m. Let
f ∈ R \ m. Consider the principal ideal (f) generated by f . If (f) ̸= R, then it is a proper ideal,
and by Zorn’s Lemma, it must be contained in some maximal ideal. However, R has only one
maximal ideal, m, which implies (f) ⊂ m. This leads to f ∈ m, a direct contradiction to our choice
of f . Thus, we must have (f) = R, which means f is invertible. Therefore, every element outside
m is a unit, yielding R \R× = m.

7.3.2 Construction and Universal Property

We now detail the formal construction of localization, an algebraic procedure that forces a specified
set of elements in a ring to become invertible, thereby generalizing the construction of the field of
fractions for an integral domain.

Definition (Multiplicative Subset). Let R be a commutative ring. A subset S ⊂ R is called a
multiplicative subset if it satisfies two properties:

1. The multiplicative identity is in the set: 1 ∈ S.

2. The set is closed under multiplication: for all s, t ∈ S, the product s · t ∈ S.
In other words, S is a submonoid of the multiplicative monoid (R,×).
For an integral domain R, the set of non-zero elements R \ {0} naturally forms a multiplicative
subset. Another pervasive example arises from prime ideals: if p ∈ Spec(R), the complement
Sp := R \ p is a multiplicative subset precisely because p is prime (if s, t /∈ p, then s · t /∈ p).
Let S ⊂ R be a multiplicative subset. We consider the Cartesian product S × R. We define a
relation on this set, declaring (s, x) ∼ (t, y) if there exists an element u ∈ S such that

u(tx− sy) = 0 ⇐⇒ utx = usy.

If R is an integral domain and 0 /∈ S, the relation simplifies to the familiar tx = sy.

Lemma (Equivalence Relation). The relation ∼ is an equivalence relation on S ×R.

Proof (Equivalence Relation for Localization). Reflexivity ((s, x) ∼ (s, x) via u = 1) and
symmetry ((s, x) ∼ (t, y) =⇒ (t, y) ∼ (s, x)) are straightforward. We verify transitivity in detail.
Suppose (s1, x1) ∼ (s2, x2) and (s2, x2) ∼ (s3, x3). By definition, there exist u, v ∈ S such that:

us2x1 = us1x2

vs3x2 = vs2x3

To relate (s1, x1) to (s3, x3), we multiply the first equation by vs3 and the second by us1:

uvs2s3x1 = uvs1s3x2

uvs1s3x2 = uvs1s2x3

Equating the two expressions yields uvs2s3x1 = uvs1s2x3, which can be factored as:

(uvs2)s3x1 = (uvs2)s1x3

Let w = uvs2. Because S is closed under multiplication, w ∈ S. The equation ws3x1 = ws1x3

perfectly satisfies the definition of the relation, proving (s1, x1) ∼ (s3, x3).
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

We denote the equivalence class of (s, x) as a formal fraction x
s . The set of all equivalence classes

is denoted S−1R. This set inherits a unique ring structure where addition and multiplication are
defined by the standard arithmetic of fractions:

x

s
+ y

u
= xu+ ys

su
x

s
· y
u

= xy

su

The zero element is 0
1

(or equivalently 0
s for any s ∈ S), and the identity element is 1

1
. There is a

canonical ring homomorphism φR,S : R→ S−1R given by x 7→ x
1
.

The localization S−1R satisfies a definitive universal property, acting as the “most general” ring
where elements of S become invertible.

Proposition (Universal Property of Localization). Let S ⊂ R be a multiplicative subset,
and let φ : R→ S−1R be the canonical homomorphism. Let A be any commutative ring, and
let ψ : R→ A be a ring homomorphism such that ψ(S) ⊂ A× (meaning ψ maps every element
of S to a unit in A).
Then there exists a unique ring homomorphism Θ : S−1R→ A such that Θ ◦ φ = ψ.

R S−1R

A

φ

ψ
Θ

Proof (Universal Property of Localization). Uniqueness: Suppose such a homomorphism
Θ exists. For any fraction x

s ∈ S
−1R, we can write x

s = x
1
· ( s

1
)−1 = φ(x) · φ(s)−1. Applying Θ

yields:

Θ
(x
s

)
= Θ(φ(x)) ·Θ(φ(s))−1 = ψ(x) · ψ(s)−1.

This forces Θ to be completely determined by ψ, ensuring uniqueness.
Existence: We use the forced formula to define Θ. Let Θ(s, x) := ψ(s)−1 · ψ(x) ∈ A. We must
verify this is well-defined on equivalence classes. Suppose (s, x) ∼ (t, y). Then there exists u ∈ S
such that usy = utx. Applying ψ to both sides gives:

ψ(u)ψ(s)ψ(y) = ψ(u)ψ(t)ψ(x).

Because u ∈ S, the assumption ensures ψ(u) ∈ A×. Multiplying by ψ(u)−1 cancels it out:

ψ(s)ψ(y) = ψ(t)ψ(x).

Similarly, since s, t ∈ S, ψ(s) and ψ(t) are invertible. Multiplying by ψ(s)−1ψ(t)−1 yields:

ψ(t)−1ψ(y) = ψ(s)−1ψ(x).

This confirms that Θ(t, y) = Θ(s, x), so the map is well-defined. It routinely follows that Θ is a
ring homomorphism satisfying the required diagram.

Remarks and Examples.

1. If 0 ∈ S, then for any x
s ∈ S

−1R, the relation 0 · (1 · x− s · 0) = 0 implies (s, x) ∼ (1, 0), so
every element is equivalent to zero. Thus, S−1R is the trivial ring 0.

2. If R is an integral domain and S ⊂ R\{0}, then the canonical map φ : R→ S−1R is injective,
and S−1R can be canonically identified with a subring of the fraction field, S−1R ⊂ Frac(R).
However, in an arbitrary ring, φ is not generally injective. For instance, if S contains zero
divisors or nilpotents, non-zero elements of R may map to zero in S−1R.

3. Let f ∈ R, and let the multiplicative set be the powers of f : Sf = {fn}n∈N. The resulting
localization is denoted Rf = S−1

f R, representing “R with f inverted”. There is a canonical
isomorphism Rf ∼= R[X]/(Xf − 1). Notice that if f is a nilpotent element, then 0 ∈ Sf ,
leading back to Rf = 0.

End of Lec
06.
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

7.3.3 Further Examples of Local Rings and Localization

We begin by examining the ring of formal power series over a field to provide another crucial
example of a local ring.

Example (Formal Power Series Ring). Let k be a commutative field, and let R = k[[X]]
be the ring of formal power series with coefficients in k. An element f ∈ k[[X]] is of the form
f =

∑∞
i=0 aiX

i, where ai ∈ k.
The ideal generated by X is given by (X) = {f ∈ k[[X]] | f =

∑∞
i=1 aiX

i}. Consider the evaluation
homomorphism k[[X]] → k defined by mapping a series to its constant term, f 7→ a0. The kernel
of this surjective ring homomorphism is precisely the ideal (X). Therefore, the quotient ring is
isomorphic to the field k (k[[X]]/(X) ∼= k), which implies that (X) is a maximal ideal.
We claim that k[[X]] is a local ring with unique maximal ideal (X).

Proof (Formal Power Series is a Local Ring). By our previous characterization of local rings,
it suffices to show that the set of non-invertible elements is exactly the ideal (X). That is, we must
prove k[[X]] \ (X) = k[[X]]×. Equivalently, an element f =

∑∞
i=0 aiX

i is invertible if and only if
its constant term satisfies a0 ̸= 0. (For instance, the geometric series yields 1

1−X =
∑∞
i=0 X

i).
Let f = a0 + a1X + a2X

2 + . . . with a0 ̸= 0. We seek an inverse g = b0 + b1X + b2X
2 + . . . such

that f · g = 1. This translates to the formal equation:

(a0 + a1X + . . . )(b0 + b1X + . . . ) = 1 + 0X + 0X2 + . . .

Equating coefficients degree by degree yields:

• Degree 0: a0b0 = 1. Since a0 ̸= 0 in the field k, we can uniquely solve for b0 = a−1
0 .

• Degree 1: a0b1 + a1b0 = 0. We can solve this to find b1 = −a1b0
a0

.

Continuing inductively, the coefficient of Xn in the product provides a linear equation for bn in
terms of the previously determined coefficients b0, . . . , bn−1. Because a0 is invertible, we can always
uniquely solve for bn. Thus, the inverse g exists in k[[X]].

Next, we explicitly describe the localization at a single element.

Lemma (Localization at an Element). Let R be a commutative ring and f ∈ R. Consider
the multiplicative subset Sf = {1, f, f2, . . . } ⊂ R. Then there is a canonical ring isomorphism:

Rf := S−1
f R ∼=

R[X]
(fX − 1) .

Proof (Localization at an Element). By the universal property of localization, we construct
a homomorphism into the quotient ring. Consider the canonical map R→ R[X]/(fX− 1). In this
quotient, the class f satisfies f ·X = 1, meaning f is invertible. Because f is a unit, every element
in the image of Sf becomes a unit. The universal property yields a unique ring homomorphism
η : Rf → R[X]/(fX − 1).
Conversely, we define a homomorphism θ : R[X] → Rf . Since Rf is an R-algebra, we map the
indeterminate X to the element 1

f ∈ Rf . This map sends the polynomial fX − 1 to f( 1
f )− 1 = 0.

Thus, it factors through the quotient, yielding a well-defined homomorphism θ : R[X]/(fX−1)→
Rf .
One can routinely check that η ◦ θ = idR[X]/(fX−1) and θ ◦η = idRf

, establishing the isomorphism.

Remark. This structure generalizes elegantly to arbitrary multiplicative subsets. If S ⊂ R is any
multiplicative subset, let R[(Xs)s∈S ] be the polynomial ring with arbitrary variables Xs for each
s ∈ S. Then there is an isomorphism:

R[(Xs)s∈S ]
((sXs − 1)s∈S)

∼= S−1R.

As a consequence, if S as a monoid is generated by finitely many elements (f1, . . . , fr) ∈ Sr, then
the localization is isomorphic to the localization at their product: S−1R ∼= Rf1···fr .
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7 The Prime Spectrum and Localization

Lemma (Vanishing of Localization). Let f ∈ R. The localized ring Rf = 0 if and only if
f is nilpotent.

Proof (Vanishing of Localization). Forward Implication ( =⇒ ): Assume Rf = 0. In this
ring, the identity element is equivalent to zero, meaning 1

1
= 0

1
. By the definition of the equivalence

relation for fractions, there exists an element in Sf , which must be of the form fN for some N ≥ 1,
such that fN (1 · 1− 1 · 0) = 0. This simplifies to fN · 1 = 0, meaning fN = 0. Thus, f is nilpotent.

Reverse Implication ( ⇐= ): Assume f is nilpotent, so there exists n ≥ 1 such that fn = 0.
Since fn ∈ Sf , we necessarily have 0 ∈ Sf . Any localization with respect to a multiplicative subset
containing 0 is the trivial ring, because for any fraction x

s , the relation 0 · (1 · x− s · 0) = 0 forces
(s, x) ∼ (1, 0). Thus, Rf = 0.

7.3.4 Localization at a Prime Ideal

Definition (Localization at a Prime). For any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), the complement
Sp := R \ p naturally forms a multiplicative subset of R. The localization of R with respect to this
subset is denoted Rp, representing the localization of R at p.
Remark. If we take finitely many prime ideals p1, . . . , pr, the complement R\

⋃r
i=1 pi is also a valid

multiplicative subset. The resulting localization yields what is known as a semi-local ring.

Proposition (Spectra of Localized Rings). Let S ⊂ R be a multiplicative subset, and
let φ : R → S−1R be the canonical homomorphism. The induced map on spectra, Spec(φ) :
Spec(S−1R) → Spec(R) defined by q 7→ φ−1(q), is an injection. Its image is precisely the set
of prime ideals in R that do not intersect S:

Im(Spec(φ)) = {p ∈ Spec(R) | p ∩ S = ∅}.

Proof (Spectra of Localized Rings). Let I ⊂ R be an ideal. We construct its extension in the
localized ring, S−1I = {xs ∈ S−1R | x ∈ I, s ∈ S}, which forms an ideal in S−1R. Clearly, we have
I ⊂ φ−1(S−1I).
In particular, if p ∈ Spec(R) satisfies p∩S = ∅, we claim that φ−1(S−1p) = p. Let x ∈ φ−1(S−1p).
Then x

1
∈ S−1p, meaning there exists t ∈ S such that tx ∈ p. Since p is a prime ideal and

t ∈ S =⇒ t /∈ p, it must be that x ∈ p. Thus, φ−1(S−1p) = p.
Next, we establish as a fact that S−1p is a prime ideal in S−1R for any prime ideal p satisfying
S ∩ p = ∅. First, it is a proper ideal: if S−1p = S−1R, then 1

1
= x

s for some x ∈ p and s ∈ S.
This implies there exists t ∈ S such that t(1 · s − 1 · x) = 0, giving ts = tx ∈ p. Since S is
multiplicatively closed, t, s ∈ S =⇒ ts ∈ S, which means S∩p ̸= ∅, contradicting our assumption.
Second, if (xs )(yt ) ∈ S−1p, then xy

st = z
u for some z ∈ p and u ∈ S. There exists v ∈ S such that

vuxy = vstz ∈ p. Since v, u ∈ S, they are not in p. Because p is prime, xy ∈ p, implying x ∈ p or
y ∈ p. Thus, x

s ∈ S
−1p or y

t ∈ S
−1p, confirming primality.

We have established a well-defined mapping from {p ∈ Spec(R) | p ∩ S = ∅} to Spec(S−1R) via
p 7→ S−1p. The composition p 7→ S−1p 7→ φ−1(S−1p) = p is the identity.
Conversely, let q ∈ Spec(S−1R). We want to show q = S−1φ−1(q). Let y ∈ q, and write
y = x

s = x
1
· 1
s . Since 1

s is invertible in S−1R, the ideal q absorbs it, meaning x
1
∈ q. Thus

x ∈ φ−1(q), giving y = x
s ∈ S

−1φ−1(q). This proves that the maps are mutually inverse bijections,
rendering Spec(φ) an injection with the stated image.

Corollary 1 (The Local Ring Rp). For any p ∈ Spec(R), the localized ring Rp is a local
ring. Its unique maximal ideal is given by mp := S−1

p p = {xs ∈ Rp | x ∈ p}.

Proof (The Local Ring Rp). By the preceding proposition, there is an order-preserving bijection
between Spec(Rp) and the set {p′ ∈ Spec(R) | p′∩Sp = ∅}. Recall that Sp = R\p, so the condition
p′ ∩ (R \ p) = ∅ is equivalent to p′ ⊂ p. Under this inclusion ordering, p is the unique maximal
element in the target set. Consequently, its image under the bijection, S−1

p p, must be the unique
maximal ideal in Spec(Rp), proving that Rp is a local ring.

25



8 Dimension Theory

Corollary 2 (Characterization of the Nilradical). Let R be a commutative ring, and let
Nil(R) = {f ∈ R | ∃n ≥ 1 s.t. fn = 0} denote the Nilradical of R. Then the Nilradical is
exactly the intersection of all prime ideals of R:

Nil(R) =
⋂

p∈Spec(R)

p.

Remark. Analogously, the intersection of all maximal ideals,
⋂

m∈Spm(R) m, is called the Jacobson

radical of R.

Proof (Characterization of the Nilradical). Let f ∈ Nil(R). Then there exists n ≥ 1 such
that fn = 0. For any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), since 0 ∈ p, we have fn ∈ p. By the definition of
primality, this forces f ∈ p. Since this holds for all p, we have Nil(R) ⊂

⋂
p p.

Conversely, let f /∈ Nil(R). We must show there exists some prime ideal p such that f /∈ p. Since
f is not nilpotent, our previous lemma ensures that the localized ring Rf is non-trivial (Rf ̸= 0).
Because Rf is a non-zero ring, it possesses at least one maximal ideal; let us call it m ∈ Spec(Rf ).
Let φ : R → Rf be the canonical map, and define p = φ−1(m) ∈ Spec(R). The element f maps
to f

1
, which is invertible in Rf . A proper ideal m cannot contain an invertible element, so f

1
/∈ m.

This directly means f /∈ φ−1(m) = p. We have found a prime ideal not containing f , proving the
reverse inclusion.

Remark. Let A and B be rings, and let ψ : A → B be a ring homomorphism such that ker(ψ) ⊂
Nil(A). Under these conditions, the induced map Spec(ψ) : Spec(B)→ Spec(A) is a bijection.

Definition (Residue Field). The quotient of the local ring Rp by its maximal ideal mp is a field,
called the residue field of R at p, denoted κ(p):

κ(p) := Rp

mp
.

We have a natural commutative diagram relating these structures. The composition of the canon-
ical maps R→ Rp ↠ Rp/mp has a kernel exactly equal to φ−1(mp) = p. Furthermore, the integral
domain R/p naturally embeds into κ(p), and κ(p) can be canonically identified with the field of
fractions of R/p.

R Rp

R/p Rp/mp
∼= κ(p)

φ

7.4 Stability Properties of Noetherian Rings

We conclude the lecture by stating two crucial stability properties of Noetherian rings. Recall that
a commutative ring R is Noetherian if every ideal is finitely generated. This condition is equivalent
to the Ascending Chain Condition (ACC): for any increasing sequence of ideals I0 ⊂ I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ . . . ,
there exists an integer N ≫ 0 such that IN = IN+1 = IN+2 = . . . .

Theorem (Stability of Noetherianity). Let R be a Noetherian ring.

1. For any multiplicative subset S ⊂ R, the localized ring S−1R is Noetherian.

2. Hilbert’s Basis Theorem: The polynomial ring R[X] is Noetherian.

We will discuss Krull dimension and geometric examples in the next lecture.
End of Lec
07.

8 Dimension Theory

8.1 Krull Dimension and Height

Let R be a commutative ring. We study the topological dimensions of Spec(R) by looking at the
lengths of chains of prime ideals.
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8 Dimension Theory

Definition (Krull Dimension). An ascending chain of prime ideals in R of length r ≥ 0 is a
strictly increasing sequence of prime ideals:

p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pr ⊂ R,

where pi ∈ Spec(R) for all i.
The Krull dimension of R, denoted dimKrull(R) or simply dim(R), is the supremum of all r ≥ 0
for which there exists an ascending chain of prime ideals of length r. Thus, dim(R) ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

Examples and Remarks on Krull Dimension.

1. Fields. Let R = K be a field. The only proper ideal is the zero ideal, so Spec(K) =
{(0)}. The maximal length of an ascending chain is 0, hence dim(K) = 0.

2. Principal Ideal Domains (P.I.D.s). Let R be a P.I.D. which is not a field. There
exists at least one irreducible element π ∈ R \ {0} ∪R×. The ideal (π) is maximal (and
thus prime). We have a chain of length 1:

(0) ⊊ (π).

For any other non-zero prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), if we have a chain (0) ⊊ (π1) ⊂ (π2)
where π1 is irreducible, the primality implies (π1) = (π2). Thus, the length cannot
exceed 1. Consequently, dim(R) = 1. For instance, a Discrete Valuation Ring (D.V.R.)
has dimension 1. For any maximal ideal p ∈ Spec(R), its closure is {p} = V (p) = {p}.
E.g., for the P.I.D. k[X], localizing at the prime ideal (X) yields k[X](X), which is a
D.V.R. and naturally has dimension 1.

3. Polynomial Rings in Two Variables. Let R = k[X,Y ]. We can easily construct a
chain of length 2:

(0) ⊊ (X) ⊊ (X,Y ).

Hence, dim(k[X,Y ]) ≥ 2. Geometrically, this corresponds to the regular functions on the
affine plane A2

k, tracking the sequence of subvarieties: the whole plane, a line, and the
origin (0, 0).

4. Localization. If S ⊂ R is a multiplicative subset, the dimension of the localized ring
satisfies dim(S−1R) ≤ dim(R). This follows from the order-preserving correspondence of
prime ideals: if q0 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qr is an ascending chain in Spec(S−1R), its preimage yields a
strict ascending chain π−1(q0) ⊊ · · · ⊊ π−1(qr) in Spec(R).

V (0) = A2 V (X)

V (X,Y )

⊊
V (0) V (X)

⊊
V (X,Y )

Definition (Height). Let p ∈ Spec(R) be a prime ideal. The height of p, denoted ht(p), is the
supremum over all lengths r of ascending chains of prime ideals that terminate exactly at p:

p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pr = p.

Fact (Height and Localization). For any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), the height of p is exactly
the Krull dimension of the localization of R at p:

ht(p) = dim(Rp).
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8 Dimension Theory

This holds because the prime ideals of Rp are in inclusion-preserving bijection with the prime
ideals of R contained in p (i.e., {q ∈ Spec(R) | q ∩ Sp = ∅} = {q ∈ Spec(R) | q ⊂ p}).

We will encounter two major examples of finite-dimensional rings in this course:

1. Finite type commutative k-algebras. If R is an integral domain and a finite type k-algebra,
its Krull dimension equals the transcendence degree of its fraction field over k: dim(R) =
tr. degk(Frac(R)). (For example, dim(k[X1, . . . , Xn]) = n).

2. Noetherian local rings. Any Noetherian local ring R has finite Krull dimension, dim(R) <∞.

Regarding the first example, for any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), the quotient R/p is a finite k-algebra
and an integral domain, and we have the fundamental dimension formula: ht(p) + dim(R/p) =
dim(R).

8.2 Dimension of Polynomial Rings

We now analyze how the dimension changes when passing from a ring R to the polynomial ring
R[X].

Lemma (Contraction of Prime Ideals from R[X] to R). Let R be a commutative ring.
Let q ⊊ q′ be a strict inclusion of two prime ideals in R[X], so q, q′ ∈ Spec(R[X]). Then they
cannot contract to the same prime ideal in R. That is, we cannot have:

q ∩R = q′ ∩R = p.

As a consequence, if two prime ideals in R[X] contract to p, the smaller ideal must precisely
be p[X].

Spec(R)p

Spec(R[X])A1
κ(p)

q

q′

π

Proof (Contraction of Prime Ideals). Suppose for the sake of contradiction that we have
q ⊊ q′ with q ∩R = q′ ∩R = p. First, we can pass to the quotient R→ R/p. Since p[X] ⊂ q ⊊ q′,
these ideals correspond to distinct prime ideals in the quotient (R/p)[X] ∼= R[X]/p[X]. By doing
so, we reduce to the case where R is an integral domain and the contraction is the zero ideal:
p = q ∩R = q′ ∩R = (0).
Let S = R \ {0} be the multiplicative subset of non-zero elements of R. Then the localization
S−1(R[X]) is isomorphic to (S−1R)[X] = K[X], where K = Frac(R) is the fraction field of R. By
our assumption, both q and q′ intersect R trivially, meaning q∩ S = ∅ and q′ ∩ S = ∅. Thus, they
perfectly extend to prime ideals in the localized ring K[X], maintaining the strict inclusion:

S−1q ⊊ S−1q′ ⊂ K[X].

However, K[X] is a Principal Ideal Domain, meaning dim(K[X]) = 1. The longest possible strict
chain of prime ideals is of length 1 (from the zero ideal to a maximal ideal). Therefore, the strictly
smaller prime ideal S−1q must be the zero ideal. Since S−1q = (0) and q avoids S, the natural map
implies q = (0). But if q = (0), then q is just p[X] (which is (0) in our reduced case). This proves
that the lower ideal is entirely determined by its contraction, preventing two distinct non-trivial
prime ideals from sharing the same contraction.
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9 Module Theory and Algebras

Corollary (Dimension of R[X]). Let R be a commutative ring of finite Krull dimension.
Then:

dim(R) + 1 ≤ dim(R[X]) ≤ 2 dim(R) + 1.

All intermediate values in this range are realizable. In particular, dim(R[X]) < ∞. Further-
more, if R is a Noetherian ring, the lower bound is achieved: dim(R[X]) = dim(R) + 1.

Proof (Dimension of R[X). ]Dimension of R[X] We first prove the lower bound, dim(R[X]) ≥
dim(R) + 1. Let r = dim(R), and let p0 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pr be an ascending chain of prime ideals in R.
We define qi = pi[X] for 0 ≤ i ≤ r. This yields an ascending chain q0 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qr in R[X]. Observe
that we can extend this chain strictly by adding the ideal generated by qr and the indeterminate
X, yielding qr + (X). This ideal is prime because the quotient R[X]/(pr[X] + (X)) ∼= R/pr is an
integral domain. Thus, we obtain a chain of length r + 1:

q0 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qr ⊊ qr + (X).

This confirms dim(R[X]) ≥ dim(R) + 1.
Next, we prove the upper bound. Let q0 ⊊ q1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qs be an ascending chain of prime ideals in
R[X]. Consider their contractions to R: pi = qi ∩R. This produces a sequence of prime ideals in
R:

p0 ⊆ p1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ ps.

By the preceding Lemma, we cannot have three consecutive equal contractions (i.e., pi = pi+1 =
pi+2 is impossible). Therefore, in the sequence of contractions, equality can occur at most in
pairs. Extracting the strictly increasing elements yields a chain in R of length at least s/2 (or
precisely (s− 1)/2 if s is odd). Since this chain in R can have length at most dim(R), we deduce
s ≤ 2 dim(R) + 1.

9 Module Theory and Algebras

9.1 R-Modules, Submodules, and Quotients

Definition (R-Module). Let R be a commutative ring. An R-module M consists of:

1. An abelian group (M,+), possessing a zero element 0, and additive inverses −x.

2. A scalar multiplication map · : R×M →M , mapping (λ, x) 7→ λ · x, satisfying the following
axioms for all x, y ∈M and λ, µ ∈ R:

• Identity: 1 · x = x.
• Associativity: λ · (µ · x) = (λµ) · x.
• Distributivity over module addition: λ · (x+ y) = λ · x+ λ · y.
• Distributivity over ring addition: (λ+ µ) · x = λ · x+ µ · x.

Examples and Remarks on Modules.

1. By standard deductions from the axioms, 0R · x = 0M for all x ∈M .

2. If R = Z, the axioms of a Z-module exactly coincide with those of an abelian group.
Thus, every abelian group is naturally a Z-module.

3. If R = K is a field, an R-module is precisely a K-vector space.

4. If R is merely an associative ring with unit (not necessarily commutative), the above
definition yields the concept of a left R-module. (Right R-modules are defined analogously
using right multiplication).
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9 Module Theory and Algebras

Definition (Morphism of R-Modules). Let M and N be R-modules. A map f : M → N is
called a morphism of R-modules (or an R-linear map) if it is a homomorphism of the underlying
abelian groups and preserves scalar multiplication:

f(x+ y) = f(x) + f(y),
f(λ · x) = λ · f(x),

for all x, y ∈M and λ ∈ R.
If R = Z, these morphisms are exactly group homomorphisms between abelian groups. If R = K,
they are linear transformations between vector spaces.

The Category of R-Modules. For R-modules M and N , we denote the set of all morphisms
from M to N by HomR-mod(M,N). This set carries the structure of an R-module itself, with
point-wise addition and scalar multiplication.
The class of all R-modules together with these Hom sets defines the category of R-modules,
denoted R-Mod.

Definition (Submodule and Associated Constructions).

1. Submodules: A sub-R-module N ⊂ M of an R-module M is an additive subgroup of M
that is stable under scalar multiplication (i.e., ∀λ ∈ R and ∀x ∈ N , λx ∈ N).

2. Kernel and Image: Let f : M → N be a morphism of R-modules. The kernel, ker(f) =
{x ∈ M | f(x) = 0}, is a submodule of M . The image, Im(f) = {f(x) ∈ N | x ∈ M}, is a
submodule of N .

3. Cokernel: Given f : M → N , we construct the quotient module Coker(f) := N/ Im(f).

Any morphism f : M → N canonically factors as the composition of a surjection, an isomorphism,
and an injection:

M N

M/ ker(f) Im(f) Coker(f)

f

π

p

∼

ι

As a final remark, viewing the ring R as a module over itself, an ideal I ⊂ R is exactly a sub-R-
module of R.

End of Lec
08.

9.2 Finitely Generated and Noetherian Algebras

We begin by stating important stability properties of Noetherian rings and modules.

Fact (Stability of Noetherian Modules). Let R be a Noetherian commutative ring. If
M is a finitely generated R-module (i.e., a module of finite type), then M is a Noetherian
R-module.

Recall Hilbert’s Basis Theorem, which asserts that if R is a Noetherian ring, then the polynomial
ring R[X] is also Noetherian. This extends directly to finitely generated algebras.

Corollary (Noetherian Algebras). Let R be a Noetherian ring. If A is a finite type R-
algebra, then A is a Noetherian ring.

Proof (Noetherian Algebras). By definition, a finite type R-algebra A is generated by a finite
set of elements x1, . . . , xn over R. This means there exists a surjective ring homomorphism from
the polynomial ring R[X1, . . . , Xn] onto A, given by evaluation at the generators. Thus, by the
first isomorphism theorem, A ∼= R[X1, . . . , Xn]/I for some ideal I. By Hilbert’s Basis Theorem
applied inductively, R[X1, . . . , Xn] is a Noetherian ring. Since any quotient of a Noetherian ring
is Noetherian, A is necessarily a Noetherian ring.
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10 Homological Algebra

10 Homological Algebra

10.1 Exact Sequences and Cochain Complexes

Definition (Exact Sequence). Let R be a commutative ring and let M1,M2,M3 be R-modules.
A sequence of R-module morphisms

M1
f−→M2

g−→M3

is said to be exact (at M2) if g ◦ f = 0 and ker(g) = Im(f).
A sequence of arbitrary length · · · → Mi

δi−→ Mi+1
δi+1−−−→ Mi+2 → . . . is called exact if it is exact

at every intermediate module Mi+1 (i.e., ker(δi+1) = Im(δi) for all i).
A Short Exact Sequence (SES) is an exact sequence of the form:

0 −→M1
f−→M2

g−→M3 −→ 0.

Exactness at each node translates to the following conditions:

1. Exactness at M1: ker(f) = 0, meaning f is injective.

2. Exactness at M2: ker(g) = Im(f).

3. Exactness at M3: Im(g) = M3, meaning g is surjective (equivalently, Coker(g) = 0).

If we relax the exactness condition to only require g ◦ f = 0, we obtain the notion of a complex.

Definition (Cochain Complex and Cohomology). A cochain complex (M∗, δ∗) is a sequence
of R-modules and morphisms (differentials):

· · · −→Mn
δn−→Mn+1

δn+1−−−→Mn+2 −→ . . .

such that for all n ∈ Z, the composition is zero: δn+1 ◦ δn = 0. This is equivalent to the inclusion
Im(δn) ⊂ ker(δn+1).
The n-th cohomology group of the complex is defined as the quotient:

Hn(M∗, δ∗) := ker(δn+1)
Im(δn) .

Elements of ker(δn+1) are called n-cocycles (often denoted Zn), and elements of Im(δn) are called
n-coboundaries (often denoted Bn).
A cochain complex is an exact sequence if and only if Hn(M∗, δ∗) = 0 for all n ∈ Z.

Examples of Complexes.

1. De Rham Complex: LetM be a C∞ differentiable manifold and let T ∗
M denote its cotangent

bundle. The spaces of differential k-forms Ωk(M) along with the exterior derivative d form
a complex:

0 −→ Ω0(M) d0

−→ Ω1(M) d1

−→ . . .
dn−1

−−−→ ΩdimM (M) −→ 0

Here, Ω0(M) = C∞(M,R). The differential d0(f) = df maps functions to 1-forms. The
resulting cohomology groups Hn(Ω∗(M), d) are the De Rham cohomology groups of M ,
denoted Hn

dR(M).

2. Kähler Differentials: Let A be an R-algebra. The module of Kähler differentials
Ω1
A/R provides an algebraic analogue to differential forms, defined equipped with a universal

derivation d : A→ Ω1
A/R.
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10.2 Free Modules and Presentations

Let (Mα)α∈I be a family of R-modules. We distinguish between their direct product and direct
sum.

Definition (Direct Product and Direct Sum). The direct product
∏
α∈IMα is the Cartesian

product of the underlying sets, equipped with component-wise addition and scalar multiplication.
The direct sum

⊕
α∈IMα is the submodule of the direct product consisting of sequences (mα)α∈I

such that mα = 0 for all but finitely many indices α ∈ I.
For any R-module N , the sets of homomorphisms distribute over these constructions as follows:

HomR

(
N,
∏
α∈I

Mα

)
∼=
∏
α∈I

HomR(N,Mα)

HomR

(⊕
α∈I

Mα, N

)
∼=
∏
α∈I

HomR(Mα, N)

Definition (Free Module). An R-module L is called a free module if there exists a subset S ⊂ L
such that the canonical map: ⊕

s∈S
R −→ L

(λs)s∈S 7−→
∑
s∈S

λss

is an R-module isomorphism. The set S is called a basis of L.
This construction generalizes the concept of a basis from linear algebra over fields to arbitrary
rings.

Lemma (Rank of a Free Module). If R ̸= 0 and L is a free R-module, the cardinality of
the basis S depends only on L and not on the choice of basis. This cardinality is called the
rank of L.

Proof (Well-definedness of Rank). Suppose L admits two bases, S and S′, yielding isomor-
phisms L ∼=

⊕
s∈S R

∼=
⊕

s′∈S′ R. Because R ̸= 0, it contains at least one maximal ideal m.
We can tensor the entire isomorphism with the quotient field R/m. Algebraically, this corresponds
to quotienting the module by mL. The isomorphism reduces to an isomorphism of vector spaces
over the field R/m: ⊕

s∈S
R/m ∼= L/mL ∼=

⊕
s′∈S′

R/m.

From standard linear algebra, the dimensions of isomorphic vector spaces are equal, dictating that
|S| = |S′|.

If |S| = n <∞, we write L ∼= Rn, and L is a free module of finite rank.

Definition (Presentation of a Module). A presentation of an R-module M is an exact sequence
of the form:

L1 −→ L0 −→M −→ 0

where both L0 and L1 are free R-modules. This implies M ∼= L0/ Im(L1), meaning M is defined
by a set of generators (basis of L0) and a set of relations (image of the basis of L1).
Every R-module M admits at least one presentation. We can trivially choose L0 =

⊕
m∈M R and

define the surjection (λm) 7→
∑
λmm. The kernel of this map is another R-module, which in turn

admits a surjection from a free module L1, yielding the sequence.

Definition (Finite Type and Finite Presentation). An R-module M is said to be:

1. Of finite type (finitely generated) if there exists an exact sequence L0 →M → 0 where L0 is
a free R-module of finite rank.
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2. Of finite presentation if there exists a full presentation L1 → L0 → M → 0 where both L0

and L1 are free R-modules of finite rank.

If R is a Noetherian ring, an R-module M is of finite type if and only if it is of finite presentation.
This follows because the kernel of L0 →M is a submodule of a Noetherian module, hence is finitely
generated and admits a surjection from a finite free module L1.

10.3 Extensions of Modules

Definition (Module Extension). Let M,N be R-modules. An extension of M by N is a short
exact sequence of the form:

E : 0 −→ N
i−→ E

π−→M −→ 0.

Two extensions E and E ′ (with central modules E and E′) are isomorphic if there exists an R-
module morphism φ : E → E′ such that the following diagram commutes:

0 N E M 0

0 N E′ M 0

i

IdN

π

φ IdM

i′ π′

By the Five Lemma, any such morphism φ is automatically an isomorphism. We define ExtR(M,N)
(more specifically Ext1

R(M,N)) as the set of isomorphism classes of extensions of M by N .

10.3.1 Pull-back and Push-forward

Extensions can be manipulated via morphisms on the base module M or the sub-module N .

Definition (Pull-back of an Extension). Let E : 0→ N
i−→ E

π−→ M → 0 be an extension,
and let f : M ′ →M be a morphism. The pull-back extension f∗(E) is constructed via the fiber
product.
We define E′ ⊂ E ×M ′ as the submodule:

E′ = {(e,m′) ∈ E ×M ′ | π(e) = f(m′)}.

The projection (e,m′) 7→ m′ is surjective, and the kernel is naturally isomorphic to N via
n 7→ (i(n), 0). This yields the pulled-back exact sequence:

f∗(E) : 0 −→ N −→ E′ −→M ′ −→ 0.

This construction provides a map f∗ : ExtR(M,N)→ ExtR(M ′, N).

Definition (Push-forward of an Extension). Let E : 0 → N
i−→ E

π−→ M → 0 be an
extension, and let g : N → N ′ be a morphism. The push-forward extension g∗(E) is constructed
via the pushout.
We define E′ as the quotient of the direct sum N ′ ⊕ E:

E′ = N ′ ⊕ E
{(−g(n), i(n)) | n ∈ N} .

The natural map E′ → M given by (n′, e) 7→ π(e) is well-defined and surjective, with kernel
isomorphic to N ′. This yields the pushed-forward exact sequence:

g∗(E) : 0 −→ N ′ −→ E′ −→M −→ 0.

This construction provides a map g∗ : ExtR(M,N)→ ExtR(M,N ′).
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10.3.2 The Baer Sum and Monoid Structure

The set ExtR(M,N) can be equipped with an algebraic structure using the Baer sum.

Definition (Baer Sum). Let E1 and E2 be two extensions of M by N :

E1 : 0 −→ N −→ E1 −→M −→ 0
E2 : 0 −→ N −→ E2 −→M −→ 0

Taking their direct sum produces an extension of M ⊕M by N ⊕N :

E1 ⊕ E2 : 0 −→ N ⊕N −→ E1 ⊕ E2 −→M ⊕M −→ 0.

We define the diagonal map ∆M : M → M ⊕ M by m 7→ (m,m), and the codiagonal map
∇N : N ⊕N → N by (n1, n2) 7→ n1 + n2.
The Baer sum of the two extensions is defined by pulling back along ∆M and pushing forward
along ∇N :

E1 + E2 := ∇N∗∆∗
M (E1 ⊕ E2) ∈ ExtR(M,N).

Theorem (Group Structure of Ext). Under the Baer sum, the set ExtR(M,N) forms an
abelian group.

• The addition is associative and commutative.

• The neutral element 0 ∈ ExtR(M,N) is the equivalence class of the split (trivial) exten-
sion:

0 −→ N −→ N ⊕M −→M −→ 0.

• The additive inverse of an extension E is obtained by scaling the inclusion map by −1,
i.e., −E = (−1N )∗(E) = (−1M )∗(E).

As a concrete example, consider R = Z and M = N = Z/pZ for a prime p. The group is
ExtZ(Z/p,Z/p) ∼= Z/p. The zero element is the trivial split extension Z/p ⊕ Z/p. A generator of
the group corresponds to the non-trivial extension:

0 −→ Z/p
×p−−→ Z/p2 −→ Z/p −→ 0.

End of Lec
09.

10.4 The Snake Lemma and Long Exact Sequences

Theorem (The Snake Lemma). Let R be a commutative ring. Consider the following
commutative diagram of R-modules, where the two horizontal lines are exact:

M1 M2 M3 0

0 N1 N2 N3

φ

f1

ψ

f2 f3

φ′ ψ′

Then there exists a canonical exact sequence:

ker(f1) −→ ker(f2) −→ ker(f3) δ−→ Coker(f1) −→ Coker(f2) −→ Coker(f3).

where δ is called the connecting homomorphism.
Furthermore, if φ is an injective morphism, then the induced map ker(f1)→ ker(f2) is injective.
If ψ′ is a surjective morphism, then the induced map Coker(f2)→ Coker(f3) is surjective.

Proof (Construction of the Connecting Homomorphism). We prove exactness at ker(f3)
by explicitly constructing the connecting homomorphism δ.
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Let x ∈ ker(f3). Because the top row is exact at M3, the map ψ : M2 → M3 is surjective.
Therefore, there exists an element y ∈M2 such that ψ(y) = x. By the commutativity of the right
square, we evaluate the image of y in N3:

ψ′(f2(y)) = f3(ψ(y)) = f3(x) = 0.

This implies that f2(y) ∈ ker(ψ′). By the exactness of the bottom row, ker(ψ′) = Im(φ′). Since
the map φ′ : N1 → N2 is injective, there exists a unique element z ∈ N1 such that φ′(z) = f2(y).
We define the connecting homomorphism by evaluating the class of this element in the cokernel:

δ(x) := z ∈ Coker(f1) = N1/ Im(f1).

We must check the independence of δ from the choice of the preimage y. Let y′ ∈ M2 be another
element satisfying ψ(y′) = x. Then ψ(y − y′) = ψ(y) − ψ(y′) = 0, meaning y − y′ ∈ ker(ψ).
By the exactness of the top row, ker(ψ) = Im(φ), so there exists an element p ∈ M1 such that
y′ = y + φ(p).
Applying f2 to this relation yields:

f2(y′) = f2(y) + f2(φ(p)).

By the commutativity of the left square, f2 ◦φ = φ′ ◦f1, so f2(y′) = f2(y)+φ′(f1(p)). Let z′ ∈ N1

be the unique element such that φ′(z′) = f2(y′). Then:

φ′(z′) = φ′(z) + φ′(f1(p)) = φ′(z + f1(p)).

Since φ′ is injective, we conclude z′ = z + f1(p). When passing to the quotient Coker(f1), the
term f1(p) is absorbed, yielding z′ = z. Hence, the map δ is well-defined. It routinely follows via
diagram chasing that δ is a morphism of R-modules and that the resulting six-term sequence is
exact everywhere.

Corollary (Generalization to Chain Complexes). Let 0 → C∗ → D∗ → E∗ → 0 be a
short exact sequence of chain complexes. Specifically, for each degree n, we have a short exact
sequence of R-modules:

0 −→ Cn −→ Dn −→ En −→ 0

compatible with the boundary operators. Then there exists a canonical long exact sequence of
homology groups:

· · · −→ Hn(C∗) −→ Hn(D∗) −→ Hn(E∗) δ−→ Hn−1(C∗) −→ . . .

Proof (Long Exact Sequence). The exact sequence is constructed by applying the Snake
Lemma iteratively. For a specific degree n, one considers the commutative diagram formed by
the boundary operators acting on the modules. The boundary maps induce morphisms between
the respective cycles and boundaries, and taking the cokernel of the boundaries alongside the ker-
nel of the differentials produces the homology groups. The connecting homomorphism δ directly
descends from the application of the Snake Lemma on these factored spaces. The full proof of
exactness everywhere is completed by a standard diagram chase.

10.5 Projective and Injective Modules

Definition (Projective and Injective Modules). Let R be a commutative ring.

1. An R-module P is said to be projective if for every surjective R-module morphism π : M ↠ N
and every morphism f : P → N , there exists a morphism q : P →M such that π ◦ q = f .

2. Dually, an R-module I is said to be injective if for every injective R-module morphism
ι : N ↪→ M and every morphism f : N → I, there exists a morphism q : M → I such that
q ◦ ι = f .
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Example (Free Modules). Let S be an arbitrary set. The free R-module R[S] =
⊕

s∈S R
is a projective module.

Proof (Projectivity of Free Modules). Recall that by the universal property of free modules,
any map from the basis S to a module N extends uniquely to a module homomorphism. Therefore,
there is a natural isomorphism HomR(R[S], N) ∼= Map(S,N) = NS .
Let π : M → N be a surjective R-module morphism. Because π is surjective on the underlying
sets, the induced mapping between the Cartesian products of sets, MS → NS , is also surjective.
Consequently, the induced homomorphism HomR(R[S],M)→ HomR(R[S], N) is surjective. Thus,
any map f : R[S]→ N lifts to a map q : R[S]→M , satisfying the definition of projectivity.

Lemma (Summands of Free Modules). An R-module P is projective if and only if it is a
direct summand of a free R-module.

Proof (Summands of Free Modules). For any module P , we can construct a free module
generated by the elements of P , denoted R[P ]. The canonical evaluation map R[P ] ↠ P is
surjective. If P is projective, the identity map idP : P → P lifts to a morphism q : P → R[P ]
such that the composition with the evaluation is the identity. This implies that the exact sequence
0 → ker → R[P ] → P → 0 splits, rendering P a direct summand of the free module R[P ]. The
converse holds because a direct summand of a projective module inherits the lifting property, and
free modules are projective.

Excursion: Grothendieck Group. The properties of projective modules allow for the definition of
the Grothendieck group, K0(R). Let P(R) be the set of isomorphism classes of finitely generated
projective R-modules. The group K0(R) is defined as the quotient of the free abelian group Z[P(R)]
by the subgroup generated by elements of the form [P ⊕Q]− [P ]− [Q].

Fact (Divisible Groups as Injective Modules). Over the ring of integers R = Z, the
module of rational numbers Q is an injective module. Consequently, the quotient Q/Z is also
an injective Z-module.

The injectivity of these specific modules corresponds to their property as divisible groups. A
module is divisible if for any non-zero scalar n ∈ Z \ {0} and any element x, the equation ny = x
admits a solution. For example, in Q/Z, an element takes the form of a fraction class x = (a/b),
and division by n trivially yields y = (a/(nb)).
The general proof of injectivity for divisible modules uses Zorn’s Lemma. If one has an injection
N ↪→ M and a map from N to an injective candidate I, one considers the poset of pairs (C,φ)
where N ⊂ C ⊂ M and φ : C → I extends the original map. Zorn’s Lemma guarantees a
maximal element. If this maximal extension does not cover M , one can select an element outside
the domain and extend the map explicitly, contradicting maximality.
For arbitrary R-modules, one can construct injective modules using a “coinduced” construction.
The module HomZ(R,Q/Z) serves as an injective cogenerator for the category of R-modules.

11 Multilinear Algebra

11.1 The Tensor Product

11.1.1 Bilinear Maps and Construction

Definition (Bilinear Map). Let M1,M2, and N be R-modules. A map Φ : M1 ×M2 → N is
called an R-bilinear map if it satisfies the following conditions:

1. For all λ ∈ R and for all (m1,m2) ∈M1 ×M2:

Φ(λm1,m2) = λΦ(m1,m2) = Φ(m1, λm2).

2. The map is additive in each coordinate separately:

Φ(m1 +m′
1,m2) = Φ(m1,m2) + Φ(m′

1,m2),
Φ(m1,m2 +m′

2) = Φ(m1,m2) + Φ(m1,m
′
2).
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The set of all such R-bilinear maps is denoted by BR(M1,M2;N). This set carries the structure
of an R-module.
Standard instances of bilinear maps include:

1. For any module M , let M∗ = HomR(M,R) be its dual. The evaluation map M ×M∗ → R
given by (m, l) 7→ l(m) is a bilinear form.

2. More generally, the evaluation M ×HomR(M,N)→ N is bilinear.

3. Composition of homomorphisms is bilinear: HomR(M,N)×HomR(N,Q)→ HomR(M,Q).

4. If k is a field, a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form Φ : V ×V → k over a k-vector space
V induces an isomorphism V ∼= Homk(V, k) = V ∗.

The definition of a bilinear map can be interpreted as an instance of a right adjoint functor. If
Φ : M1×M2 → N is an R-bilinear map, fixing the first coordinate yields a module homomorphism
Φ(m1,−) : M2 → N ∈ HomR-mod(M2, N). This mapping assigns to each m1 ∈ M1 a homomor-
phism in HomR(M2, N), defining a representable functor that provides the canonical isomorphism:

BR(M1,M2;N) ∼= HomR(M1,HomR(M2, N)).

We construct a specific R-module, denoted M ⊗R N , which universalizes the concept of bilinear
maps. The objective is to achieve the isomorphism BR(M,N ;Q) ∼= HomR(M ⊗R N,Q).

Definition (The Tensor Product). Let M,N ∈ R-mod. We define R[M ×N ] =
⊕

M×N R to
be the free R-module generated by the elements of the Cartesian product M ×N .
Let RM,N ⊂ R[M × N ] be the sub-R-module generated by the following four types of formal
differences for all m,m1,m2 ∈M , n, n1, n2 ∈ N , and λ ∈ R:

1. (λm, n)− λ(m,n)

2. (m,λn)− λ(m,n)

3. (m1 +m2, n)− (m1, n)− (m2, n)

4. (m,n1 + n2)− (m,n1)− (m,n2)

The tensor product of M and N over R is defined as the quotient module:

M ⊗R N := R[M ×N ]
RM,N

.

For any pair (m,n) ∈ M × N , we denote its equivalence class in the quotient module by m ⊗ n.
The canonical projection map mapping the Cartesian product into the tensor product, M ×N →
M ⊗RN defined by (m,n) 7→ m⊗n, satisfies all the linearity relations by definition, making it an
R-bilinear map.

End of Lec
10.

11.1.2 Universal Property and Structural Isomorphisms

Let M and N be R-modules. We recall the construction of the tensor product M ⊗R N =
R[M × N ]/RM,N . For any pair (m,n) ∈ M × N , we denote its equivalence class in the quotient
module by m⊗ n := (m,n).
By construction, the canonical map ΘM,N : M × N → M ⊗R N defined by (m,n) 7→ m ⊗ n is
an R-bilinear map. It directly follows from the relations defining RM,N that the elements m ⊗ n
satisfy the following arithmetic identities for all m,mi ∈M , n, ni ∈ N , and λ ∈ R:

1. λ(m⊗ n) = (λm)⊗ n = m⊗ (λn)

2. (m1 +m2)⊗ n = m1 ⊗ n+m2 ⊗ n

3. m⊗ (n1 + n2) = m⊗ n1 +m⊗ n2

4. 0⊗ n = m⊗ 0 = 0

5. (−m)⊗ n = −(m⊗ n) = m⊗ (−n)
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Theorem (Universal Property of the Tensor Product). Let M,N , and Q be R-modules.
There is a canonical isomorphism of R-modules between the module of bilinear maps and the
module of homomorphisms from the tensor product:

BR(M,N ;Q) ∼−→ HomR-mod(M ⊗R N,Q).

M ×N Q

M ⊗R N

Φ

ΘM,N
Φ̃

Proof (Universal Property of the Tensor Product). Let S be an arbitrary set, and R[S] the
free module generated by S. For any module Q, a homomorphism f ∈ HomR(R[S], Q) is uniquely
determined by its values on the basis S. If we quotient R[S] by a submodule T generated by
elements t =

∑
s λt,ss, a homomorphism from the quotient R[S]/T → Q corresponds precisely to

a map f : S → Q such that
∑
s λt,sf(s) = 0 in Q for all t ∈ T .

We apply this to S = M × N and T = RM,N . A homomorphism φ ∈ HomR(M ⊗R N,Q)
corresponds to a map M ×N → Q that vanishes on the relations RM,N . Evaluating the conditions
for vanishing on the generators of RM,N yields:

φ(λm, n)− λφ(m,n) = 0,
φ(m,λn)− λφ(m,n) = 0,

φ(m1 +m2, n)− φ(m1, n)− φ(m2, n) = 0,
φ(m,n1 + n2)− φ(m,n1)− φ(m,n2) = 0.

These are exactly the axioms defining an R-bilinear map. Thus, every bilinear map uniquely factors
through the tensor product, establishing the isomorphism.

Lemma (Generators of the Tensor Product). Let (mi)i∈I be a generating family for M ,
and let (nj)j∈J be a generating family for N . Then the family of pure tensors (mi ⊗ nj)(i,j)∈I×J
generates the tensor product M ⊗R N .

Proof (Generators of the Tensor Product). Let m⊗n ∈M⊗RN . Since (mi)i∈I and (nj)j∈J
are generating families, there exist scalars λi, µj ∈ R such that m =

∑
i λimi and n =

∑
j µjnj

(where all but finitely many scalars are zero). By applying the bilinearity of the tensor product,
we expand the expression:

m⊗ n =
(∑

i

λimi

)
⊗

∑
j

µjnj


=
∑
i,j

(λiµj)(mi ⊗ nj).

Since elements of the form m ⊗ n generate M ⊗R N by definition, the family (mi ⊗ nj)(i,j)∈I×J
generates the entire module.

As an immediate corollary, if M and N are R-modules of finite type (finitely generated), then their
tensor product M ⊗R N is also a module of finite type.

Fact (Canonical Isomorphisms). The tensor product satisfies the following canonical iso-
morphisms for all R-modules M,N,Q:

1. Identity: R⊗R N ∼= N .

2. Commutativity: M ⊗R N ∼= N ⊗RM .

3. Associativity: (M ⊗R N)⊗R Q ∼= M ⊗R (N ⊗R Q).

4. Distributivity: (
⊕

i∈IMi)⊗R N ∼=
⊕

i∈I(Mi ⊗R N).
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Proof (Structural Isomorphisms). 1. For the identity, the map R × N → N given by
(λ, n) 7→ λn is R-bilinear. By the universal property, it induces a homomorphism φ :
R ⊗R N → N satisfying φ(λ ⊗ n) = λn. This is an epimorphism since 1 ⊗ n 7→ n. The
inverse map is uniquely given by n 7→ 1⊗ n.

2. For commutativity, the map M × N → N ⊗R M given by (m,n) 7→ n ⊗ m is bilinear. It
induces a homomorphism M ⊗R N → N ⊗R M . By symmetry, the reverse map exists and
they are mutually inverse.

3. Associativity follows a similar universal property argument, requiring the definition of multi-
linear maps extending over the three components.

4. For distributivity, the map (
⊕

i∈IMi) × N →
⊕

i∈I(Mi ⊗R N) given by ((mi)i∈I , n) 7→∑
i∈I mi ⊗ n is bilinear and induces the requisite isomorphism.

Further Examples.

1. Ideals: Let I, J ⊂ R be ideals. The tensor product of the quotient rings acts as the sum of
the ideals:

R/I ⊗R R/J ∼= R/(I + J).

2. Coprime Integers: Let p, q be distinct prime numbers. Viewing Z/pZ and Z/qZ as Z-
modules, we have Z/pZ ⊗Z Z/qZ = 0. This holds because p and q are coprime; there exist
integers a, b such that ap+ bq = 1. For any m⊗n, we can write m⊗n = (ap+ bq)(m⊗n) =
a(pm⊗ n) + b(m⊗ qn) = a(0⊗ n) + b(m⊗ 0) = 0. Conversely, Z/pZ⊗Z Z/pZ ∼= Z/pZ.

3. Free Modules: By the distributivity property, the tensor product of free modules generated
by sets S and T yields a free module generated by their Cartesian product: R[S]⊗R R[T ] ∼=
R[S × T ]. In particular, if V and W are vector spaces over a field k of dimensions dimk(V )
and dimk(W ), then dimk(V ⊗k W ) = dimk(V )× dimk(W ).

11.2 Flatness and the Tensor-Hom Adjunction

11.2.1 The Tensor-Hom Adjunction

Theorem (Tensor-Hom Adjunction). Let M,N,Q be R-modules. There exists a canonical
natural isomorphism of R-modules:

HomR(M ⊗R N,Q) ∼= HomR(M,HomR(N,Q)).

BR(M,N ;Q) HomR(M,HomR(N,Q))

Φ Ψ

Φ(m,n) (Ψ(m))(n)

∼

↕ ↕

Proof (Tensor-Hom Adjunction). By the universal property of the tensor product, we have
an isomorphism HomR(M ⊗R N,Q) ∼= BR(M,N ;Q). A bilinear map Φ ∈ BR(M,N ;Q) is fully
determined by its behavior when the first coordinate is fixed. For a fixed m ∈ M , the map
n 7→ Φ(m,n) is an element of HomR(N,Q). Thus, the mapm 7→ Φ(m,−) is a linear homomorphism
from M into HomR(N,Q). The mapping Φ 7→ (m 7→ Φ(m,−)) is an isomorphism of modules
BR(M,N ;Q) ∼−→ HomR(M,HomR(N,Q)).

Remark. The naturality of this isomorphism implies an adjunction between the functors −⊗R N
and HomR(N,−), where the tensor product acts as the left adjoint to the Hom functor.
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11.2.2 Exactness Properties and Flat Modules

Lemma (Contravariant Hom and Exact Sequences). Let M1
f−→ M2

g−→ M3 → 0 be a
sequence of R-modules. This sequence is exact if and only if for every R-module Q, the induced
contravariant sequence:

0 −→ HomR(M3, Q) g∗

−→ HomR(M2, Q) f∗

−→ HomR(M1, Q)

is exact.

Proof (Contravariant Hom Exactness). Forward Implication ( =⇒ ): Assume M1
f−→

M2
g−→M3 → 0 is exact.

1. Exactness at HomR(M3, Q): Let φ ∈ HomR(M3, Q) be in the kernel of g∗, meaning g∗(φ) =
φ ◦ g = 0. Since the original sequence is exact at M3, the map g is surjective. A composition
with a surjective map is zero if and only if the outer map is identically zero. Thus, φ = 0,
proving g∗ is injective.

2. Exactness at HomR(M2, Q): We must show Im(g∗) = ker(f∗). First, since g ◦f = 0, we have
f∗ ◦ g∗ = (g ◦ f)∗ = 0, implying Im(g∗) ⊂ ker(f∗). Conversely, let ψ ∈ ker(f∗), so ψ ◦ f = 0.
This implies Im(f) ⊂ ker(ψ). By the exactness of the original sequence, Im(f) = ker(g), so
ker(g) ⊂ ker(ψ). By the universal property of quotients (since M3

∼= M2/ ker(g)), the map
ψ factors through M3. Thus, there exists a unique φ ∈ HomR(M3, Q) such that ψ = φ ◦ g =
g∗(φ). Therefore, ker(f∗) ⊂ Im(g∗).

The reverse implication follows by strategically testing specific modules Q (e.g., setting Q = M3

and Q = Coker(f)) to force exactness constraints on the underlying modules.

Theorem (Right Exactness of the Tensor Product). Let N be an R-module. If the
sequence M1

f−→M2
g−→M3 −→ 0 is exact, then the tensored sequence:

M1 ⊗R N
f⊗idN−−−−→M2 ⊗R N

g⊗idN−−−−→M3 ⊗R N −→ 0

is also exact.

Proof (Right Exactness of the Tensor Product). By the preceding lemma, the original
sequence is exact if and only if for all R-modules Q, the sequence:

0→ HomR(M3,HomR(N,Q))→ HomR(M2,HomR(N,Q))→ HomR(M1,HomR(N,Q))

is exact. By the Tensor-Hom Adjunction, we can substitute the terms with their canonical isomor-
phisms:

0→ HomR(M3 ⊗R N,Q)→ HomR(M2 ⊗R N,Q)→ HomR(M1 ⊗R N,Q).

Because this Hom sequence is exact for all R-modules Q, we apply the reverse direction of the
lemma to conclude that the underlying sequence of tensor products is exact. This establishes that
−⊗R N is a right exact functor.

Definition (Flat Module). An R-module N is called flat if the functor −⊗R N is exact.
Equivalently, since the tensor product is right exact, N is flat if and only if it preserves injections:
for every injective R-module morphism i : M1 ↪→M2, the induced morphism i⊗ idN : M1⊗RN →
M2 ⊗R N remains injective.

Examples and Counterexamples of Flatness.

1. Every free R-module is flat. By extension, any projective module is flat.

2. Over a Principal Ideal Domain (P.I.D.), an R-module is flat if and only if it is torsion-free.
(Since the tensor product preserves inclusions locally, flat modules over well-behaved domains
correspond geometrically to objects without torsion pathology).
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3. The tensor product is not left exact in general. Consider the short exact sequence of Z-
modules:

0 −→ Z/2Z
×2−−→ Z/4Z −→ Z/2Z −→ 0.

Tensoring this entire sequence with Z/2Z yields:

Z/2Z⊗Z Z/2Z
(×2)⊗id−−−−−→ Z/4Z⊗Z Z/2Z −→ Z/2Z⊗Z Z/2Z −→ 0.

Using the ideal tensor isomorphism (R/I ⊗R R/J ∼= R/(I + J)), this simplifies to:

Z/2Z
×2−−→ Z/2Z −→ Z/2Z −→ 0.

However, the map defined by multiplication by 2 on Z/2Z is the zero map. It possesses a non-
trivial kernel (the entire space Z/2Z), demonstrating that the induced map is not injective.
Consequently, Z/2Z is not a flat Z-module.

End of Lec
11.

11.2.3 Induced Morphisms and the Dual Module

Let R be a commutative ring. The tensor product construction naturally extends to morphisms. If
f ∈ HomR(M,M ′) and g ∈ HomR(N,N ′) are R-module homomorphisms, they induce a canonical
R-module homomorphism between the respective tensor products:

f ⊗ g : M ⊗R N −→M ′ ⊗R N ′

m⊗ n 7−→ f(m)⊗ g(n).

It is straightforward to verify that this map is well-defined by confirming that the assignment
(m,n) 7→ f(m)⊗ g(n) is R-bilinear, which allows it to factor uniquely through the tensor product
M ⊗R N .
Recall that for any R-module M , tensoring with the base ring leaves the module unchanged up to
canonical isomorphism, M ⊗R R ∼= M .

Definition (Dual Module). Let M be an R-module. We define the dual module of M , denoted
M∗, as the module of R-linear forms on M :

M∗ := HomR(M,R).

To illustrate the behavior of the dual module, consider a finitely generated R-module M over
a Principal Ideal Domain (P.I.D.) R. By the structure theorem, M decomposes into a torsion
submodule and a free part, M ∼= Mtor ⊕ Rr. The canonical evaluation map into the double dual,
M → (M∗)∗, exhibits the following exact sequence:

0 −→MtorM −→ (M∗)∗,

where the image of M in (M∗)∗ is exactly the torsion-free quotient M/Mtor
∼= Rr, since linear

forms annihilate all torsion elements.

Fact (The Canonical Map ΘM,N). Let M,N be R-modules. There exists a canonical R-
module homomorphism from the tensor product of the dual module and N to the module of
homomorphisms from M to N :

ΘM,N : M∗ ⊗R N −→ HomR(M,N).

This morphism is constructed via the universal property of the tensor product applied to the
R-bilinear map M∗ ×N → HomR(M,N) defined by:

(l, n) 7−→ (m 7→ l(m) · n) .

Lemma (Isomorphism for Finite Free Modules). If M is a free R-module of finite type,
then the canonical map ΘM,N is an isomorphism for any R-module N .
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Proof. We proceed by analyzing the case of a single generator and then extending via additivity.
First, let M = R. The dual module is R∗ = HomR(R,R) ∼= R, generated by the identity map
IdR. The left-hand side simplifies to R∗ ⊗R N ∼= R ⊗R N ∼= N . The right-hand side simplifies
to HomR(R,N) ∼= N . Under these natural identifications, the map ΘR,N takes 1R∗ ⊗ n to the
homomorphism mapping 1R 7→ n. This corresponds exactly to the identity map on N , meaning
ΘR,N is an isomorphism.
Now, let M be a free R-module of finite rank r, so M ∼=

⊕r
i=1 R. Let (e1, . . . , er) be a basis

for M . The dual module is M∗ ∼=
⊕r

i=1 R
∗, with the corresponding dual basis (e∗

1, . . . , e
∗
r) where

e∗
i (ej) = δij . Because the tensor product distributes over finite direct sums, we have:

M∗ ⊗R N ∼=
(

r⊕
i=1

R∗

)
⊗R N ∼=

r⊕
i=1

(R∗ ⊗R N) .

Similarly, the Hom functor distributes over finite direct sums in the first coordinate:

HomR(M,N) ∼= HomR

(
r⊕
i=1

R,N

)
∼=

r⊕
i=1

HomR(R,N).

Under these direct sum decompositions, the map ΘM,N breaks down entirely into the direct sum
of the components:

ΘM,N =
r⊕
i=1

ΘR,N .

Since each component ΘR,N is an isomorphism, their finite direct sum ΘM,N is necessarily an
isomorphism.

The finiteness condition on the rank of the free module is strictly required. If M is a free module
of infinite rank, the map ΘM,N fails to be surjective.

Proof (Failure for Infinite Rank). Let M = N =
⊕

i∈I R be a free module where the index
set I is infinite (|I| =∞). We consider the canonical map into the endomorphism ring:

ΘM,M : M∗ ⊗RM −→ HomR(M,M).

Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that ΘM,M is surjective. Then the identity morphism
IdM ∈ HomR(M,M) must lie in the image. Therefore, there exists a finite sum of pure tensors∑n
k=1 lk ⊗mk ∈M∗ ⊗RM such that:

ΘM,M

(
n∑
k=1

lk ⊗mk

)
= IdM .

Evaluating this equality on an arbitrary element x ∈M , we obtain:

x = IdM (x) =
n∑
k=1

lk(x) ·mk.

Because each lk(x) is a scalar in R, this equation states that every element x ∈M can be written
as a linear combination of the finite set of vectors {m1, . . . ,mn}. This implies that the module M
is finitely generated. However, we assumed M is a free module of infinite rank, yielding a direct
contradiction. Thus, IdM cannot be in the image, and ΘM,M is not an isomorphism.

11.3 Extension of Scalars and Algebras

The tensor product provides a natural mechanism for changing the base ring of a module, allowing
us to transport algebraic structures along ring homomorphisms.
Let φ : A→ B be a homomorphism of commutative rings. Through this homomorphism, the ring
B naturally acquires the structure of an A-module, where the scalar multiplication is defined by
a · b := φ(a)b. Furthermore, the internal ring multiplication of B, denoted µB : B ×B → B, is an
A-bilinear map. This induces an A-module morphism out of the tensor product:

µB : B ⊗A B −→ B.
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Now, let M be an arbitrary A-module. We can form the tensor product B ⊗AM , which natively
carries the structure of an A-module. We can upgrade this to a B-module.

Definition (Extension of Scalars). The tensor product B ⊗A M can be endowed with a B-
module structure by defining the scalar action on pure tensors as:

x · (y ⊗m) := (xy)⊗m, for all x, y ∈ B and m ∈M.

To formalize this, consider the map B × (B ⊗A M) → B ⊗A M mapping (x,
∑
yi ⊗ mi) 7→∑

(xyi) ⊗mi. This map satisfies all the axioms of scalar multiplication. The resulting B-module
is called the extension of scalars of M from A to B.

Examples of Extension of Scalars.

1. Quotient Rings: If B = A/I where I ⊂ A is an ideal, the extension of scalars acts as a
quotient operation on the module. There is a canonical A/I-module isomorphism:

A/I ⊗AM ∼= M/IM.

2. Localization: Let S ⊂ A be a multiplicative subset. The localized ring S−1A is an A-
algebra. Extending scalars from A to S−1A is naturally isomorphic to localizing the module
directly:

S−1A⊗AM ∼= S−1M.

As a specific instance, if A is an integral domain and K = Frac(A) is its fraction field, then
K ⊗AM ∼= S−1M where S = A \ {0}.
If we take A = Z, B = Z/pZ for a prime p, and M = Q, we observe the annihilation of
divisible modules upon tensoring with torsion modules:

Z/pZ⊗Z Q = 0.

This holds because p is invertible in Q. For any 1 ⊗ q, we can write 1 ⊗ q = 1 ⊗ (p · qp ) =
p⊗ q

p = 0⊗ q
p = 0.

11.3.1 Multilinear Maps and Adjunction

The concept of bilinear maps extends naturally to an arbitrary number of variables.

Definition (Multilinear Maps). Let M1, . . . ,Mn and N be R-modules. A mapping Φ : M1 ×
· · · ×Mn → N is called an n-multilinear map over R if it is R-linear in each of its n coordinates
when all other coordinates are held constant.
By iteratively applying the universal property of the tensor product, we find that the module of
n-multilinear maps is canonically isomorphic to the module of linear homomorphisms mapping
from the n-fold tensor product:

n-linR(M1 × · · · ×Mn;N) ∼= HomR(M1 ⊗RM2 ⊗R · · · ⊗RMn, N).

If N is a B-module, we can always retrieve an A-module structure by restricting the scalars along
the ring homomorphism φ : A→ B. We denote this induced A-module by Nφ, where the action is
defined as a · n = φ(a)n. This process is known as restriction of scalars. The extension of scalars
acts as the left adjoint to this restriction.

Lemma (Adjunction of Extension and Restriction). Let φ : A → B be a commutative
ring homomorphism. Let M be an A-module and N be a B-module. There is a canonical
isomorphism of A-modules:

HomB-mod(B ⊗AM,N) ∼= HomA-mod(M,Nφ).

Proof. We construct the mutually inverse mappings explicitly.
Let f ∈ HomB-mod(B ⊗AM,N) be a morphism of B-modules. We define a map g : M → Nφ by
evaluating f on the canonical inclusion of M :

g(m) := f(1B ⊗m).
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We must verify that g is an A-module homomorphism. For a ∈ A and m ∈M , we have:

g(a ·m) = f(1B ⊗ (a ·m)) = f((1B · φ(a))⊗m) = f(φ(a)(1B ⊗m)).

Because f is B-linear, we can pull the scalar φ(a) ∈ B outside:

f(φ(a)(1B ⊗m)) = φ(a)f(1B ⊗m) = a · g(m),

where the final equality uses the definition of the A-action on Nφ. Thus, g is A-linear.
Conversely, let g ∈ HomA-mod(M,Nφ) be an A-module homomorphism. We define a mapping
B ×M → N via (b,m) 7→ b · g(m). We check that this mapping is A-bilinear. The linearity in B
is trivial. For the linearity in M , considering the action of a ∈ A:

(b, a ·m) 7−→ b · g(a ·m) = b · (φ(a) · g(m)) = (bφ(a)) · g(m).

This matches the evaluation on (b · φ(a),m), confirming A-bilinearity. By the universal property
of the tensor product, this induces a unique A-linear map g̃ : B ⊗AM → N satisfying g̃(b⊗m) =
b · g(m). Finally, we verify that g̃ is in fact B-linear. Let b′ ∈ B:

g̃(b′ · (b⊗m)) = g̃((b′b)⊗m) = (b′b) · g(m) = b′ · (b · g(m)) = b′ · g̃(b⊗m).

The mappings f 7→ g and g 7→ g̃ are directly inverse to each other, establishing the canonical
bijection.

11.3.2 Tensor Product of Algebras

Let A be a commutative ring. We can take the tensor product of two A-algebras to form a new A-
algebra. While the component algebras need not be commutative initially (provided the structure
map from A lands within their centers), we will primarily focus on the commutative case.
Let B and C be A-algebras. We consider the A-module B ⊗A C. We endow this module with a
ring multiplication by constructing an A-multilinear map:

B × C ×B × C −→ B ⊗A C
(b, c, b′, c′) 7−→ (bb′)⊗ (cc′).

By the universal property of multilinear maps, this induces a well-defined A-bilinear operation on
the tensor product, (B ⊗A C)× (B ⊗A C)→ B ⊗A C, providing the multiplication rule:

(b⊗ c) · (b′ ⊗ c′) := (bb′)⊗ (cc′).

Under this multiplication, B ⊗A C becomes an A-algebra.

Example (Matrix Algebras). Let k be a field. The tensor product of matrix algebras over k is
isomorphic to a larger matrix algebra:

Mn(k)⊗kMm(k) ∼= Mnm(k).

For the remainder of this discussion, we assume that all rings and algebras are strictly commutative.

Proposition (Pushout in Commutative Algebras). Let A,B, and C be commutative
rings. Let A → B and A → C be ring homomorphisms, making B and C into commutative
A-algebras. Then the tensor product B ⊗A C is a commutative A-algebra, and it satisfies the
universal property of the pushout (or coproduct) in the category of commutative A-algebras.
Specifically, for any commutative A-algebra D, there is a canonical bijection:

HomA-alg(B ⊗A C,D) ∼= HomA-alg(B,D)×HomA-alg(C,D).
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A C

B B ⊗A C

D

ψC

ψB

∃!Φ

Geometrically, the Spec functor is contravariant and converts colimits in the category of rings into
limits in the category of schemes. Therefore, the algebraic tensor product corresponds precisely to
the geometric fiber product of the respective spectra:

Spec(B ⊗A C) Spec(C)

Spec(B) Spec(A)

⌟

yielding the topological identity:

Spec(B ⊗A C) ∼= Spec(B)×Spec(A) Spec(C).

End of Lec
12.

11.3.3 Endomorphism Algebras and Splitting Fields

Recall that if B and C are A-algebras over a commutative ring A, their tensor product B ⊗A C is
naturally an A-algebra. The multiplication is given by (b⊗c) ·(b′⊗c′) = (bb′)⊗(cc′). Furthermore,
if both B and C are commutative, then B ⊗A C is a commutative A-algebra.

Example (Endomorphism Algebras). Let M and N be A-modules. The set of module en-
domorphisms EndA(M) forms an A-algebra under composition. There is a canonical A-algebra
morphism:

EndA(M)⊗A EndA(N) −→ EndA(M ⊗A N)
f ⊗ g 7−→ (m⊗ n 7→ f(m)⊗ g(n)) .

If M and N are free A-modules of finite rank, this canonical morphism is an isomorphism. As a
direct consequence, applying this to M = An and N = Am, we obtain the isomorphism of matrix
algebras:

Mn(A)⊗AMm(A) ∼= Mnm(A).

This behavior of matrix algebras motivates an important definition in the theory of central simple
algebras. If A is a field, an A-algebra B is said to split over a field extension L|A if there is an
isomorphism of L-algebras:

B ⊗A L ∼= Md(L).

The study of such splitting fields eventually leads to the construction of the Brauer group, often
related to étale cohomology H2

ét(A,Gm).

11.3.4 Proof of the Coproduct Universal Property

We now provide the proof for the universal property of the pushout (or coproduct) in the category
of commutative A-algebras, which was stated at the end of the previous section.

Proof (Universal Property of the Pushout). Let B,C, and D be commutative A-algebras.
We want to establish the natural bijection:

HomA-alg(B ⊗A C,D) ∼= HomA-alg(B,D)×HomA-alg(C,D).

Let gB : B → B⊗AC mapping b 7→ b⊗1 and gC : C → B⊗AC mapping c 7→ 1⊗c be the canonical
structural maps. For any A-algebra homomorphism θ : B ⊗A C → D, we define its components
φ = θ ◦ gB and ψ = θ ◦ gC .
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Conversely, suppose we are given a pair of A-algebra homomorphisms (φ,ψ) ∈ HomA-alg(B,D)×
HomA-alg(C,D). We define a mapping τ(φ,ψ) : B ⊗A C → D on pure tensors by:

τ(φ,ψ)(b⊗ c) := φ(b) · ψ(c).

This map is well-defined because the assignment (b, c) 7→ φ(b) · ψ(c) is A-bilinear. It is a homo-
morphism of A-algebras specifically because D is commutative:

τ(φ,ψ)((b1 ⊗ c1)(b2 ⊗ c2)) = τ(φ,ψ)(b1b2 ⊗ c1c2)
= φ(b1b2)ψ(c1c2)
= φ(b1)φ(b2)ψ(c1)ψ(c2)
= (φ(b1)ψ(c1))(φ(b2)ψ(c2))
= τ(φ,ψ)(b1 ⊗ c1) · τ(φ,ψ)(b2 ⊗ c2).

One can verify that the compositions of these associations yield the identity. For instance, given
θ : B ⊗A C → D, the reconstructed map evaluates as τ(θ ◦ gB , θ ◦ gC)(b⊗ c) = θ(b⊗ 1)θ(1⊗ c) =
θ(b⊗ c). Thus, the bijection is complete.

Remark. The condition that D is commutative is not merely a convenience; it is strictly required.
The multiplication map µD : D⊗AD → D given by x⊗ y 7→ xy is a homomorphism of A-algebras
if and only if D is commutative. This is analogous to the fact that for a group G, the multiplication
map µ : G×G→ G is a group homomorphism if and only if G is an abelian group. In the general
category of (not necessarily commutative) A-algebras, the coproduct is not the tensor product
B ⊗A C, but rather the free product of algebras B

∐
C, similar to how the free product of groups

Z[G]
∐

Z[H] = Z[G ∗H] forms the coproduct in the category of groups.

11.4 Tensor, Symmetric, and Exterior Algebras

11.4.1 Tensor Powers and the Tensor Algebra

Tensor Powers Let R be a commutative ring and let M be an R-module. For any integer
n > 0, we define the n-th tensor power of M , denoted M⊗Rn or simply M⊗n, as the repeated
tensor product of M with itself n times:

M⊗Rn := M ⊗R · · · ⊗RM︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

.

For the base cases, we set:

1. M⊗R1 = M .

2. M⊗R0 = R.

The convention M⊗0 = R aligns with the behavior of homomorphisms from the zero-th power.
For any R-module N , the space of linear maps from M⊗0 should correspond to 0-multilinear maps
from M to N , which are simply constants in N . Indeed, HomR-mod(R,N) ∼= N .

The Tensor Algebra We assemble the individual tensor powers to form a single graded algebra.

Definition (The Tensor Algebra). Let M be an R-module. The tensor algebra of M , denoted
TensR(M), is defined as the direct sum of all tensor powers of M :

TensR(M) :=
⊕
n≥0

M⊗Rn = R⊕M ⊕M⊗R2 ⊕ . . .

This R-module possesses a canonical R-algebra structure. The multiplication is defined on pure
tensors by simple concatenation:

(m1 ⊗ · · · ⊗mn) · (n1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ nk) := m1 ⊗ · · · ⊗mn ⊗ n1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ nk ∈M⊗R(n+k).

This operation is extended bilinearly to the entire direct sum. The unit element is 1R ∈M⊗R0 =
R.
In general, the tensor algebra TensR(M) is an associative R-algebra with unit, but it is not com-
mutative.
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Lemma (Universal Property of the Tensor Algebra). Let M be an R-module and A
be an R-algebra (not necessarily commutative). Any R-module homomorphism f : M → A
extends uniquely to an R-algebra homomorphism f̃ : TensR(M)→ A. This yields a canonical
bijection:

HomR-alg(TensR(M), A) ∼−→ HomR-mod(M,A).

M A

TensR(M)

f

ι
f̃

Proof (Universal Property of the Tensor Algebra). We construct the inverse mapping.
Let f ∈ HomR-mod(M,A). Because A is an R-algebra, it admits a canonical multiplication map
µ

(n)
A : A ⊗R · · · ⊗R A → A extending over n terms. For each degree n ≥ 1, we define a map
fn : M⊗Rn → A by applying f to each factor and multiplying the results within A:

fn(m1 ⊗ · · · ⊗mn) := f(m1) · f(m2) · · · f(mn).

For n = 0, we define f0 : R → A as the structural map of the algebra A, mapping 1R 7→ 1A.
Summing these maps over all degrees yields a well-defined R-module homomorphism:

f̃ =
⊕
n≥0

fn : TensR(M) −→ A.

By construction, f̃ preserves the grading-wise multiplication (concatenation) in TensR(M), so it
is a valid R-algebra homomorphism. Its restriction to the degree-one component M⊗R1 = M
recovers f , verifying the bijection.

Remarks and Examples on the Tensor Algebra.

1. The universal property demonstrates that TensR(M) acts as the free R-algebra generated by
the module M .

2. Let M and N be R-modules. Following the categorical equivalence (via Yoneda’s lemma),
the tensor algebra converts direct sums of modules into the free product (coproduct) of
R-algebras:

TensR(M ⊕N) ∼= TensR(M)
∐

TensR(N).

3. Let M = Rn be a free module of finite rank with basis {e1, . . . , en}. The tensor algebra
TensR(Rn) is canonically isomorphic to the free non-commutative polynomial ring in n vari-
ables over R:

TensR(Rn) ∼= R⟨X1, . . . , Xn⟩.

4. Let S be an arbitrary set, and let M(S) =
∐
n≥0 S

n denote the free monoid generated by S.
We can form the monoid ring Z[M(S)]. Alternatively, we can form the free Z-module Z[S]
and construct its tensor algebra. These two constructions are isomorphic:

Z[M(S)] ∼= TensZ(Z[S]).

This holds since Z[S]⊗n ∼= Z[Sn] by the distributivity of the tensor product over direct sums.
Summing over all n ≥ 0 yields the result.

End of Lec
13.
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Further Remarks and Examples on the Tensor Algebra.

1. Augmentation Ideal and Completions: For the tensor algebra TensR(M), the natu-
ral projection onto its degree-zero component R defines an R-algebra homomorphism ϵ :
TensR(M) → R, called the augmentation map. Its kernel is the augmentation ideal I =⊕

n≥1 M
⊗Rn. We can define the completion of the tensor algebra with respect to this ideal

as the projective limit:

T̂ensR(M) := lim←−
n

TensR(M)
In

.

Similarly, for the group ring Z[F (S)] of the free group F (S), the augmentation map ϵ :
Z[F (S)]→ Z has a kernel J generated by elements of the form [g]−[e] for g ∈ F (S)\{e}. The
corresponding completion is analogously defined as lim←−n Z[F (S)]/Jn. In such completions,
one can often formally invert elements that are congruent to the identity modulo the ideal,
such as evaluating (1− x)−1 =

∑
n≥0 x

n.

11.4.2 Symmetric Powers and the Symmetric Algebra

Group Operations on Modules We define the action of a group on an R-module to isolate
its invariant and coinvariant sub-structures.

Definition (Group Operation and Invariants). Let R be a commutative ring, G be a group,
and M be an R-module. An operation (or action) of G on M by R-module automorphisms is
defined by a group homomorphism:

ρ : G −→ AutR-Mod(M).

This is structurally equivalent to endowing M with the structure of a left module over the group
ring R[G].
Given such an operation, we define two fundamental sub-structures:

1. Invariants: The G-invariant submodule of M , denoted MG, is the maximal sub-R-module
on which G acts trivially:

MG := {x ∈M | ∀g ∈ G, g · x = x} ⊂M.

2. Coinvariants: The coinvariant quotient of M , denoted MG, is the largest quotient R-
module of M on which G acts trivially. It is defined as the quotient of M by the sub-R-module
generated by the displacements of the action:

MG := M

R · {g · x− x | g ∈ G, x ∈M}
.

Remark. Let ϵ : R[G] → R be the standard augmentation map defined by linearly extending
g 7→ 1R. The kernel of this map is the augmentation ideal IG = ker(ϵ). The sub-R-module
generated by the displacements is exactly the action of this ideal on M , meaning IG ·M = R · {g ·
x − x | g ∈ G, x ∈ M}. Thus, the coinvariant module can be written as MG = M/IGM . Note
that the underlying set of the coinvariant module MG is an algebraic quotient module, not merely
a set-theoretic quotient space.

Lemma (Adjunction of Invariants and Coinvariants). Let M be an R-module equipped
with an operation of G, and let N be an R-module endowed with the trivial action of G.

1. There is a canonical R-module isomorphism:
HomR-Mod(N,MG) ∼= HomR[G]-Mod(N,M).

This demonstrates that taking invariants (−)G acts as a right-adjoint functor to the
trivial module inclusion functor.

2. There is a canonical R-module isomorphism:
HomR-Mod(MG, N) ∼= HomR[G]-Mod(M,N).

This demonstrates that taking coinvariants (−)G acts as a left-adjoint functor to the
trivial module inclusion functor.

48



11 Multilinear Algebra

Remark. As an immediate consequence of the coinvariant adjunction, evaluating it with the dual-
izing module N = R, we find that the dual of the coinvariant module is canonically isomorphic to
the invariant submodule of the dual:

(MG)∗ ∼= (M∗)G.

Symmetric Powers We apply the formalism of group operations to the symmetric group acting
on tensor powers of a module. Let M be an R-module. We consider the n-th tensor power M⊗Rn

and endow it with a canonical operation of the symmetric group Sn. For any permutation σ ∈ Sn,
the action is defined on pure tensors by permuting the factors:

σ(x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) := xσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n).

Definition (Symmetric Power). The n-th symmetric power of anR-moduleM , denoted Symn
R(M),

is defined as the module of coinvariants of M⊗Rn under the action of the symmetric group Sn:

Symn
R(M) :=

(
M⊗Rn

)
Sn
.

Remarks.
1. Explicitly, Symn

R(M) is the quotient of M⊗Rn by the sub-R-module generated by elements
of the form:

(x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn)− (xσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n)) for all σ ∈ Sn.

2. For any R-module N , the left-adjunction property of coinvariants implies a canonical iso-
morphism:

HomR-Mod(Symn
R(M), N) ∼= HomR[Sn]-Mod(M⊗Rn, N).

Because module homomorphisms from the tensor power correspond to multilinear maps, the
Sn-invariance dictates that these correspond exactly to the symmetric n-multilinear maps

from M×n → N . The canonical projection map M×n → Symn
R(M) operates as the universal

symmetric multilinear map.

The Symmetric Algebra We combine the symmetric powers across all degrees to form the free
commutative algebra over a module.

Definition (The Symmetric Algebra). The symmetric R-algebra on a module M , denoted
Sym∗

R(M), is defined as the direct sum of all its symmetric powers:

Sym∗
R(M) :=

⊕
n≥0

Symn
R(M) = R⊕M ⊕ Sym2

R(M)⊕ . . .

Lemma (Algebra Structure on Sym∗
R(M)). There exists a unique R-algebra structure on

Sym∗
R(M) such that the canonical quotient map from the tensor algebra:

TensR(M) ↠ Sym∗
R(M)

is a surjective morphism of R-algebras.

Proof. The multiplication in the tensor algebra maps (M⊗Rn) ⊗R (M⊗Rm) → M⊗R(n+m) via
simple concatenation. To show this descends to the symmetric powers, we must verify that the
relations defining the coinvariants form an ideal that is stable under this multiplication.
The natural embedding of groups Sn × Sm ↪→ Sn+m ensures that permuting the first n elements
and the last m elements independently is a valid permutation in Sn+m. Because the quotient
space Symn+m

R (M) is invariant under the full symmetric group Sn+m, it is a fortiori invariant
under the subgroup Sn × Sm. Thus, the multiplication descends to a well-defined bilinear map on
the quotients:

Symn
R(M)⊗R Symm

R (M) −→ Symn+m
R (M).

Summing these components over all degrees equips Sym∗
R(M) with a well-defined R-algebra struc-

ture.
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Properties of the Symmetric Algebra.

1. In Sym∗
R(M), the product of equivalence classes is intuitively represented by the unordered

juxtaposition of elements. For (x1, . . . , xn) ∈Mn and (y1, . . . , ym) ∈Mm, we have:

x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn · y1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ym = x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn ⊗ y1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ym ∈ Symn+m
R (M).

2. Because the equivalence class in Symn+m
R (M) is invariant under any permutation in Sn+m,

the multiplication is commutative:

x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn+m = xσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ(n+m) ∀σ ∈ Sn+m.

3. Corollary. Sym∗
R(M) is a commutative ring.

4. Sym∗
R(M) acts as the free commutative R-algebra generated by the module M . It satisfies

the universal property that for any commutative R-algebra A, there is a canonical bijection:

HomR-Alg(Sym∗
R(M), A) ∼= HomR-Mod(M,A).

M A

TensR(M)

Sym∗
R(M)

f

f̃

∃!

Example (Symmetric Algebra of a Free Module). If M = Rn is a free module of finite
rank, the symmetric algebra naturally reconstructs the standard ring of polynomials in n
variables:

Sym∗
R(Rn) ∼= R[X1, . . . , Xn] =

⊕
d≥0

R[X1, . . . , Xn]d,

where R[X1, . . . , Xn]d denotes the sub-R-module of homogeneous polynomials of degree d.

This isomorphism is verified by the universal property. For any commutative R-algebra A, ho-
momorphisms from a polynomial ring are entirely determined by where the indeterminates are
mapped:

HomR-Alg(R[X1, . . . , Xn], A) ∼= An

φ 7−→ (φ(X1), . . . , φ(Xn)).

Since HomR-Mod(Rn, A) ∼= An as well, the universal properties align perfectly.
Furthermore, looking at a specific graded component, for all d ≥ 0:

Symd
R(Rn) ∼= R[X1, . . . , Xn]d.

If {e1, . . . , en} is a basis for Rn, the symmetric power Symd
R(Rn) is a free R-module with a canonical

basis formed by the unordered products of d basis elements. These correspond exactly to the
monomials ed1

1 . . . edn
n such that

∑n
i=1 di = d.

Alternative Combinatorial Verification: We can explicitly compute this dimension via sets. A free
module Rn can be viewed as the free module over a discrete set of n elements, Rn = R[{1, . . . , n}].
The d-th tensor power is then the free module generated by length-d sequences from this set:

(Rn)⊗Rd ∼= R[{1, . . . , n}d] = R[Map({1, . . . , d}, {1, . . . , n})].

The symmetric power is obtained by taking the coinvariants under the action of the symmetric
group Sd on the domain of these maps:

Symd
R(Rn) ∼= R

[
{1, . . . , n}d

Sd

]
.
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For any map φ : {1, . . . , d} → {1, . . . , n}, its equivalence class under the Sd action is completely
determined by the sizes of its fibers. Let µi = |φ−1(i)|. Then

∑n
i=1 µi = d. This non-negative inte-

ger partition exactly mirrors the exponents of a monomial Xµ1
1 . . . Xµn

n , establishing the bijection
directly at the level of basis elements.

Teaser for the Next Lecture: While the symmetric algebra quotients by permutations to enforce
commutativity, we can alternatively enforce anti-commutativity. This yields the n-th exterior

power ΛnR(M), which governs alternating n-multilinear maps from M×n → N .
End of Lec
14.

11.4.3 Exterior Powers and the Exterior Algebra

Free Algebras and Lie Algebras Let R be a commutative ring and let M be an R-module.
We recall the construction of the free R-algebra on M , denoted TensR(M). Additionally, the
symmetric algebra SymR(M) serves as the free commutative R-algebra generated by M .

Definition (Lie Algebra and Free Lie Algebra). A Lie algebra over R is an R-module g
equipped with an R-bilinear alternating operation [−,−] : g× g→ g, called the Lie bracket, which
satisfies the Jacobi identity for all x, y, z ∈ g:

[[x, y], z] + [[y, z], x] + [[z, x], y] = 0.

The tensor algebra TensR(M) can be naturally viewed as a Lie algebra by defining the commutator
bracket [x, y] = x⊗y−y⊗x. The free Lie R-algebra generated by M , denoted LieR(M), is defined
as the smallest Lie subalgebra of TensR(M) containing M .
The elements of LieR(M) can be classified by considering bases, which often involves constructing
a Hall basis in the case of finite-dimensional free Lie algebras over fields to a certain extent.

Exterior Powers We now introduce the alternating analogue of the symmetric power.

Definition (Exterior Power). Let M be an R-module. For any integer n ≥ 1, the n-th exterior

power of M , denoted ΛnR(M), is defined as the quotient of the n-th tensor power M⊗Rn by the
sub-R-module generated by all pure tensors containing repeated elements:

ΛnR(M) := M⊗Rn

⟨x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn | ∃i ̸= j with xi = xj⟩
.

For any element (x1, . . . , xn) ∈Mn, its equivalence class in the quotient module ΛnR(M) is denoted
using the wedge product notation:

x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xn.

Theorem (The Exterior Algebra). The direct sum of all exterior powers, denoted Λ∗
R(M) =⊕

n≥0 ΛnR(M), admits a unique R-algebra structure such that the canonical projection from
the tensor algebra is a surjective morphism of R-algebras:

TensR(M) ↠ Λ∗
R(M).

Proof. Let I be the two-sided ideal in TensR(M) generated by all elements of the form x⊗ x for
x ∈ M . One verifies that the degree-n component of I coincides precisely with the sub-module
defining the n-th exterior power. Because I is a two-sided ideal, the concatenation product of the
tensor algebra descends to a well-defined product on the quotient Λ∗

R(M). We refer to this induced
operation as the wedge product.

The exterior algebra Λ∗
R(M) is generally not a commutative ring. We reformulate its universal

property in terms of multilinear maps.

Proposition (Reformulations via Multilinear Maps). Let N be an R-module.

1. A multilinear map Φ : M×n → N is called alternating if Φ(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 whenever

51
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xi = xj for some i ̸= j. There is a canonical isomorphism:

HomR-Mod(ΛnR(M), N) ∼= {alternating n-R-linear maps M×n → N}.

2. Correspondingly, for symmetric powers, a multilinear map Ψ is symmetric if it is invariant
under permutations of its arguments. We have:

HomR-Mod(Symn
R(M), N) ∼= {symmetric n-R-linear maps M×n → N}.

The determinant serves as the canonical example of an alternating multilinear form. If M = Rn,
the determinant of a matrix C = (cij) assigns a scalar in R to the n column vectors (c1, . . . , cn),
mapping ΛnR(Rn)→ R. This yields an isomorphism ΛnR(Rn) ∼= R, given by:

det(c1, . . . , cn) =
∑
σ∈Sn

sgn(σ)
n∏
j=1

cσ(j),j .

Lemma (Anti-commutativity of the Wedge Product). In Λ2
R(M), for any x, y ∈M , we

have x ∧ y = −y ∧ x.

Proof. By definition, (x + y) ∧ (x + y) = 0. Using the R-bilinearity of the wedge product, we
expand this expression:

0 = (x+ y) ∧ (x+ y)
= x ∧ x︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

+x ∧ y + y ∧ x+ y ∧ y︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

.

This simplifies to x ∧ y + y ∧ x = 0, yielding x ∧ y = −y ∧ x.

Corollary (Permutation of Factors). For any sequence (x1, . . . , xn) ∈Mn and any permu-
tation σ ∈ Sn, we have:

xσ(1) ∧ · · · ∧ xσ(n) = sgn(σ) · x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xn ∈ ΛnR(M).

Proof. The relation holds for transpositions of adjacent elements by the preceding lemma. Since
any permutation σ ∈ Sn admits a decomposition into a sequence of transpositions, and the sign
function sgn(σ) precisely counts the parity of this composition, the identity holds for all permuta-
tions.

Graded Algebras We generalize the concept of commutativity using the notion of graded struc-
tures.

Definition (Graded Module and Graded Algebra). A grading of an R-module A is a direct
sum decomposition A =

⊕
n∈Z An. An R-algebra A is called a graded algebra if its underlying

module is graded and the multiplication respects the grading:

∀x ∈ An, ∀y ∈ Am : x · y ∈ An+m.

This means the multiplication map is of the form µ :
⊕

n+m=lAn ⊗R Am → Al.
Examples of graded algebras include the tensor algebra Tens∗

R(M), the polynomial ringR[X1, . . . , Xn] =⊕
dR[X1, . . . , Xn]d, and the exterior algebra Λ∗

R(M) =
⊕

n ΛnR(M).

Definition (Graded Commutative Algebra). A graded R-algebra A =
⊕

n∈Z An is called
graded commutative if for all homogeneous elements x ∈ An and y ∈ Am, the multiplication
satisfies:

x · y = (−1)nmy · x.
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Examples of Graded Commutative Algebras.

1. The polynomial ring R[X1, . . . , Xn] is a graded commutative algebra if we assign the variables
an even degree, e.g., |Xi| ≥ 2. Since n ·m is always even, the sign (−1)nm is always positive,
recovering standard commutativity.

2. The exterior algebra Λ∗
R(M) is a graded commutative algebra if we assign the elements of M

a degree of 1.

Proof. Let x = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xn ∈ ΛnR(M) and y = y1 ∧ · · · ∧ ym ∈ ΛmR (M). We want to compute
x ∧ y. Moving a single element y1 past the n elements x1, . . . , xn requires exactly n adjacent
transpositions, generating a sign of (−1)n. Repeating this procedure for each of the m elements
y1, . . . , ym yields a total sign of (−1)nm:

(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xn) ∧ (y1 ∧ · · · ∧ ym) = (−1)nm(y1 ∧ · · · ∧ ym) ∧ (x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xn)
x ∧ y = (−1)nmy ∧ x.

This structural property remains valid over any commutative ring R.

Another example is the polynomial ring k⟨Xi⟩/⟨XiXj +XjXi⟩, which produces a graded commu-
tative algebra over a field k.

Kähler’s Algebraic de Rham Complex We introduce the algebraic analogue of differential
forms.

Definition (Derivation). Let k be a commutative ring, R a commutative k-algebra, and M an
R-module. A k-linear map d : R→M is called a derivation if it satisfies the Leibniz rule:

d(xy) = x · dy + y · dx for all x, y ∈ R,

as well as d(c) = 0 for all scalars c ∈ k. The set of all such derivations is denoted Derk(R,M). It
forms an R-module.

Theorem (Module of Kähler Differentials). There exists an R-module Ω1
R/k, equipped

with a universal derivation d : R→ Ω1
R/k, such that any derivation D ∈ Derk(R,M) uniquely

factors as φ ◦ d for some R-linear map φ : Ω1
R/k →M . This yields an isomorphism:

Derk(R,M) ∼= HomR-Mod(Ω1
R/k,M).

R M

Ω1
R/k

D

d φ

Proof. We construct Ω1
R/k abstractly by taking the free R-module generated by the formal symbols

dx for all x ∈ R, and quotienting by the submodule generated by the relations enforcing k-linearity
and the Leibniz rule:

Ω1
R/k :=

⊕
x∈RR · dx

⟨d(x+ y)− dx− dy, d(xy)− xdy − ydx, dc⟩ .

For example, Ω1
k[X]/k = k[X]dx.

Alternatively, Ω1
R/k admits a coordinate-free geometric interpretation related to the normal bundle

of the diagonal. Consider the multiplication map R⊗k R→ R given by x⊗ y 7→ xy. Let I be the
kernel of this map. Then Ω1

R/k
∼= I/I2. This constructs the algebraic cotangent bundle.

The higher differential forms are constructed using the exterior algebra:

ΩiR/k := ΛiR(Ω1
R/k).

These modules form the components of the algebraic de Rham complex, which can be used to
compute the cohomology of complex differentiable manifolds purely algebraically.
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Structure of Exterior Powers on Free Modules We establish the generating sets for exterior
powers.

Lemma (Generators of the Exterior Power). Let M be an R-module generated by a
family (e1, . . . , en). Then for any d ≥ 1, the d-th exterior power ΛdR(M) is generated as an
R-module by the pure wedge products of strictly ascending length d:

{ei1 ∧ ei2 ∧ · · · ∧ eid | 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < id ≤ n}.

Proof. By the multilinearity of the tensor product, any element in ΛdR(M) can be expanded into
a linear combination of wedge products ek1 ∧ · · · ∧ ekd

. If any two indices in a term are equal, the
alternating property forces the term to zero. For the remaining terms with distinct indices, we
can repeatedly apply adjacent transpositions (incurring a sign change at each step) to reorder the
factors such that the indices are strictly ascending. Thus, the restricted set of ordered combinations
spans the module.

If M ∼= Rn is a free module of finite rank, these ordered generators form an exact basis. Conse-
quently, ΛdR(Rn) is a free module of rank

(
n
d

)
.

A homomorphism f : Rn → Rd can be represented by a d×n matrix C = (cij). The induced map
on the maximal exterior power of the codomain, ΛdR(Rn) → ΛdR(Rd) ∼= R, operates by extracting
the determinants of all d× d sub-matrices (minors) formed by selecting d columns from C. For a
specific index subset J = {j1 < · · · < jd}, the mapping extracts the corresponding d × d matrix
determinant, effectively allowing one to extract rows or columns from the matrix C.
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Part III

Introduction to Affine Algebraic

Geometry1

12 Localization of Modules

We now turn to the geometric aspects of commutative algebra, starting with a review and expansion
of localization.

12.1 Construction and Support

12.1.1 Localization of R-Modules

Definition (Localization of Modules). Let R be a commutative ring and M an R-module. Let
S ⊂ R be a multiplicative subset. We define the localization of M at S, denoted S−1M , via the
tensor product:

S−1M := S−1R⊗RM.

Equivalently, S−1M can be constructed algebraically as the set of equivalence classes of formal
fractions (S×M)/ ∼, where (s,m) ∼ (t, n) if there exists an element u ∈ S such that u(t·m−s·n) =
0 in M .
In the geometric context, if p ∈ Spec(R) is a prime ideal, we define the localization of M at the
prime ideal p as:

Mp := Rp ⊗RM.

If R is an integral domain with fraction field K = Frac(R), we have the canonical extension of
scalars:

K ⊗RM ∼= S−1M, where S = R \ {0}.

Outlook: In the upcoming lectures, we will deploy these structures to study the geometric algebra
of schemes. The sequence of topics will include:

• Associated Primes and the Support of R-Modules.

• Dimension Theory (Again).

• Integral Extensions and Integral Closure.

• Noether’s Normalization Lemma.

• Regular Local Rings.
End of Lec
15.

Let R be a commutative ring, S ⊂ R a multiplicative subset, and M an R-module. We define the
localization of M at S, denoted S−1M , analogously to the localization of a ring.

Definition (Localized Module). The localized module S−1M is defined as the set of equivalence
classes of formal fractions S ×M/ ∼, where the equivalence relation is given by (s, x) ∼ (t, y) if
and only if there exists u ∈ S such that u(tx− sy) = 0 in M .
The set S−1M canonically inherits the structure of an S−1R-module. There is a canonical R-linear
map M → S−1M mapping x 7→ x

1
. Furthermore, there is a natural S−1R-module isomorphism

establishing that localization is equivalent to the extension of scalars via the tensor product:

S−1M ∼= S−1R⊗RM.

For a prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), we denote the localization at the multiplicative subset S = R \ p
by Mp = Rp ⊗RM .

1In the live lecture, Prof. Morel titled this part “Geometric Algebra” to distinguish it from classical algebraic

geometry over a field. It has been renamed here to avoid confusion with the study of Clifford algebras.
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12.1.2 The Support of a Module

Definition (Support of a Module). The support of an R-module M is defined as the set of
prime ideals in R for which the localized module is non-zero:

Supp(M) := {p ∈ Spec(R) |Mp ̸= 0}.

Geometric motivation arises from the evaluation of fibers; for example, MK evaluates the generic
part of M .

Lemma (Support of a Finitely Generated Module). If M is an R-module of finite type,
then its support is exactly the vanishing locus of its annihilator ideal:

Supp(M) = V (Ann(M)).

In particular, Supp(M) is a closed subset of Spec(R) in the Zariski topology.

Proof. Recall that the annihilator is the ideal Ann(M) = {x ∈ R | xM = 0}. If p /∈ V (Ann(M)),
then there exists an element s ∈ Ann(M) such that s /∈ p. Because s /∈ p, the element s acts as a
unit in the localized ring Rp. However, since s ∈ Ann(M), it annihilates M , meaning s · (x/1) = 0
for all x ∈ M . Multiplying by the inverse 1/s in Rp yields x/1 = 0, forcing Mp = 0. Thus,
p /∈ Supp(M).
The converse holds because M is finitely generated; if Mp = 0, each of the finitely many generators
is annihilated by some element in R \ p. The product of these annihilators resides in Ann(M) \ p,
proving p /∈ V (Ann(M)).

12.2 Local Properties and Exactness

12.2.1 Local Properties

In algebraic geometry, a property of an R-module is said to hold locally if it holds on an open
covering of the space Spec(R).

Definition (Local Property). An R-module M satisfies a property P locally if there exists a
finite family of elements f1, . . . , fn ∈ R generating the unit ideal, (f1, . . . , fn) = R, such that the
localized modules Mfi

satisfy P for all i = 1, . . . , n. The condition (f1, . . . , fn) = R corresponds
to the basic open sets D(fi) forming an open covering of Spec(R).

Lemma (Vanishing is a Local Property). An R-module M is the zero module (M = 0) if
and only if it is locally the zero module.

Proof. The forward direction is trivial. We assumeM is locally zero. Thus, there exist f1, . . . , fn ∈
R such that (f1, . . . , fn) = R and Mfi

= 0 for all i.
Let x ∈ M . We want to prove x = 0. Consider the annihilator ideal of the element x, Ann(x) =
{λ ∈ R | λx = 0}. For each i, because Mfi = 0, the fraction x

1
= 0

1
in Mfi . By the definition of

localization, there exists an integer ni such that fni
i · x = 0 in M . Therefore, fni

i ∈ Ann(x) for all
i.
Because the elements fi generate the unit ideal, raising the ideal sum to a high power N >

∑
ni

also yields the unit ideal. We can express 1 = 1N ∈ (
∑

(fi))N . The binomial expansion ensures
that every term contains at least one factor of fni

i . Since fni
i ∈ Ann(x), the entire sum resides in

Ann(x). This implies 1 ∈ Ann(x), yielding 1 · x = 0, so x = 0. Since this holds for all x ∈ M , we
conclude M = 0.

12.2.2 Exactness of Localization

Theorem (Exactness of Localization). Let S ⊂ R be a multiplicative subset. The local-
ization functor S−1(−) is exact. In other words, S−1R is a flat R-module.
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Proof. Let 0→ L
i−→M → N → 0 be a short exact sequence of R-modules. Tensoring with S−1R

yields the sequence 0→ S−1L
S−1i−−−→ S−1M → S−1N → 0.

0 L M N 0

0 S−1L S−1M S−1N 0

i

S−1i

Because the tensor product is right exact, we only need to verify injectivity at the first step.
Suppose x

s ∈ S
−1L maps to zero in S−1M . This means i(x)

s = 0 in S−1M . By definition, there
exists t ∈ S such that t · i(x) = 0 in M . Since i is an R-module homomorphism, i(tx) = 0. Because
i is injective, this forces tx = 0 in L. Since t ∈ S, this relation implies that x

s = 0 in S−1L. Thus,
the localization is exact.

Corollary (Local Properties of Morphisms). Let φ : M → N be a morphism of R-
modules. We construct the exact sequence:

0 −→ ker(φ) −→M
φ−→ N −→ Coker(φ) −→ 0.

Because localization is exact, we deduce that φ is a monomorphism, epimorphism, or isomor-
phism if and only if it is locally so. For instance, φ is injective if and only if ker(φ) = 0, which
holds if and only if ker(φ) is locally zero.

13 Finiteness Conditions and Locally Free Modules

13.1 Finite Presentation and Homomorphisms

13.1.1 Local Nature of Finite Presentation

Lemma (Local Finite Type and Presentation).

1. Let M be locally of finite type. Then M is globally of finite type.

2. Let M be locally of finite presentation. Then M is globally of finite presentation.

Proof. Assume M is locally of finite type. There exist f1, . . . , fn ∈ R generating the unit ideal
such that each Mfi is a finitely generated Rfi -module. For each i, let (xi,j)j be a finite family of
generators for Mfi . We can choose representatives for these generators in M . The union of all
these representatives across all i forms a finite set of elements in M . We construct the free module
RN generated by this finite set and consider the evaluation map RN → M → C → 0, where C is
the cokernel.
Upon localizing at fi, the map (RN )fi

→Mfi
is surjective by construction, implying Cfi

= 0 for all
i. Since C is locally zero, it is globally zero, rendering the global map surjective. Therefore, M is
of finite type. The proof for finite presentation follows an identical structure by further evaluating
the kernel.

13.1.2 Localization of the Hom Functor

Theorem (Homomorphisms and Localization). Let M be an R-module of finite presen-
tation, and let N be any R-module. For any element f ∈ R, there is a canonical isomorphism:

(HomR(M,N))f ∼= HomRf
(Mf , Nf ).

(Note that this does not generally hold for arbitrary modules lacking finite presentation con-
straints).
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13 Finiteness Conditions and Locally Free Modules

Proof. Because M is of finite presentation, there exists an exact sequence Rm → Rn → M → 0.
Applying the contravariant, left-exact Hom functor yields the exact sequence:

0 −→ HomR(M,N) −→ HomR(Rn, N) −→ HomR(Rm, N).
Since localization is an exact functor, localizing this entire sequence preserves exactness. For a finite
free module, homomorphisms distribute over direct sums, meaning (HomR(Rn, N))f ∼= (

⊕
N)f ∼=⊕

Nf ∼= HomRf
(Rnf , Nf ).

Alternatively, localizing the initial presentation sequence Rm → Rn → M → 0 provides Rmf →
Rnf → Mf → 0. Applying the Hom functor over Rf yields a parallel exact sequence evaluating
HomRf

(Mf , Nf ). The result follows by comparing the exact sequences.

13.2 Locally Free Modules and Schanuel’s Lemma

13.2.1 Locally Free Modules

Definition (Locally Free Module). An R-module M is called locally free of finite rank if there
exist elements f1, . . . , fm ∈ R generating the unit ideal, (f1, . . . , fm) = R, such that for every i,
the localized module Mfi is a free Rfi -module of finite type.
Because free modules of finite rank are of finite presentation, and finite presentation is a local
property, any locally free module of finite rank is globally of finite presentation. Furthermore,
passing to the dual module M∗ = HomR(M,R) preserves this structure. Using the prior theorem
on the localization of the Hom functor, we find (M∗)f ∼= (Mf )∗, which establishes that M∗ is also
locally free of finite type.

End of Lec
16.

13.2.2 Finite Presentation and Schanuel’s Lemma

We continue by examining the relationship between finite presentation and locally free modules.

Lemma (Schanuel’s Lemma). Let M be an R-module. Consider two short exact sequences:

0 −→ K0 −→ F0 −→M −→ 0
0 −→ K −→ F −→M −→ 0

Suppose that F0 and F are free R-modules of finite type, and that K0 is of finite type. Then
K is also of finite type. Moreover, there is an isomorphism:

K0 ⊕ F ∼= K ⊕ F0.

Proof. We construct the pull-back of the two exact sequences by introducing the fiber product of
F and F0 over M . Let π0 : F0 → M and π : F → M be the respective surjective morphisms. We
define the fiber product module X as:

X = {(x, y) ∈ F × F0 | π(x) = π0(y)}.

X F0

F M

⌟
π0

π

This construction naturally yields two new short exact sequences involving X. Projecting onto the
first component yields 0→ K0 → X → F → 0, where the kernel is exactly the elements mapping
to zero in F , meaning π0(y) = 0, so y ∈ K0. By symmetry, projecting onto the second component
yields 0→ K → X → F0 → 0.
Because F and F0 are free R-modules, both of these exact sequences split. The splitting implies
that the central module X decomposes as a direct sum in two ways:

X ∼= K0 ⊕ F ∼= K ⊕ F0.

Since K0 and F are of finite type, their direct sum X is of finite type. Because K is a quotient of
X, it follows that K must also be of finite type.
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13 Finiteness Conditions and Locally Free Modules

13.3 Projective Modules and the Grothendieck Group

13.3.1 Homomorphisms and Localization

Lemma (Localization of Homomorphisms). Let M be an R-module of finite presentation,
let N be an arbitrary R-module, and let f ∈ R. The canonical R-linear map into the localized
module of homomorphisms is an isomorphism:

HomR(M,N)f
∼−→ HomRf

(Mf , Nf ).

Proof. 2 Because M is finitely presented, there exists an exact sequence Rm → Rn → M → 0.
Applying the contravariant left-exact functor HomR(−, N) yields the exact sequence:

0 −→ HomR(M,N) −→ HomR(Rn, N) −→ HomR(Rm, N).

Because localization is an exact functor, localizing this sequence at f preserves exactness:

0 −→ HomR(M,N)f −→ HomR(Rn, N)f −→ HomR(Rm, N)f .

Alternatively, localizing the initial presentation yields the exact sequence Rmf → Rnf → Mf → 0.
Applying HomRf

(−, Nf ) provides another left-exact sequence:

0 −→ HomRf
(Mf , Nf ) −→ HomRf

(Rnf , Nf ) −→ HomRf
(Rmf , Nf ).

For finite free modules, homomorphisms distribute over finite direct sums, meaning HomR(Rk, N)f ∼=
(Nk)f ∼= (Nf )k ∼= HomRf

(Rkf , Nf ). This establishes isomorphisms on the two rightmost terms of
the exact sequences. By diagram chasing (via the Five Lemma), the leftmost terms must also be
isomorphic.
Note that if M were an infinite direct sum M =

⊕
αR, the map would involve localizing an infinite

product (
∏
αN)f →

∏
αNf , which is generally not an isomorphism. Thus, the finite presentation

condition is essential.

13.3.2 Locally Free and Projective Modules

We can now establish a connection between locally free modules and projective modules.

Corollary (Locally Free Modules are Projective). Let P be a locally free R-module of
finite type. Then P is a projective R-module of finite type.

Proof. Because P is locally free of finite type, there exist elements f1, . . . , fn ∈ R generating the
unit ideal, (f1, . . . , fn) = R, such that each localized module Pfi

is a free Rfi
-module of finite type.

This local property implies that P is globally of finite presentation.
To prove P is projective, we must show that for any surjective R-module morphism π : M ↠ N ,
the induced map HomR(P,M) → HomR(P,N) is surjective. By the previous lemma, localizing
this map at fi yields the morphism:

HomRfi
(Pfi

,Mfi
) −→ HomRfi

(Pfi
, Nfi

).

Because Pfi
is free, it is projective, meaning this localized map is surjective for all i. A morphism

of R-modules is surjective if and only if it is locally surjective. Consequently, the global map is
surjective, confirming that P is projective.

For any locally free module P of finite type, the isomorphism Pfi
∼= Rri

fi
holds on the basic open

sets D(fi). For any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), we can define the local rank rk(Pp). The map defined
by p 7→ rk(Pp) from Spec(R) into N is locally constant.

2This proof was presented a second time during this lecture. It is retained here for chronological accuracy. See

Section 13.1.2 for the initial presentation.
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14 Local Rings and Modules

13.3.3 The Grothendieck Group K0(R)

The structural classification of projective modules motivates the definition of the Grothendieck

group.

Definition (The Grothendieck Group). Let P(R) denote the set of isomorphism classes of
locally free R-modules of finite type (equivalently, finitely generated projective modules). Under
the direct sum operation ⊕, P(R) forms a commutative monoid. The Grothendieck group K0(R) is
defined as the group completion of this monoid. (This is the algebraic analogue of the topological
K-theory of vector bundles).

Examples.

1. Principal Ideal Domains: If R is a P.I.D., every finitely generated projective module is
free. The isomorphism class is completely determined by its rank. Thus, K0(R) ∼= Z.

2. Dedekind Domains: For a Dedekind domain (which is locally a P.I.D.), the classification
incorporates the Picard group, Pic(R), which consists of isomorphism classes of locally free
modules of rank 1. In this case, K0(R) ∼= Z⊕ Pic(R).

14 Local Rings and Modules

14.1 Nakayama’s Lemma

We introduce a pervasive tool in local algebra, known as Nakayama’s Lemma.

Theorem (Nakayama’s Lemma). Let R be a local commutative ring with unique maximal
ideal m, and let κ = R/m be its residue field. Let M be a finitely generated R-module. If the
tensor product vanishes, M ⊗R κ = 0, then M = 0. (Equivalently, if M = mM , then M = 0).

Proof. We proceed by induction on n, the minimal number of generators for M .

Base Case (n = 1): If M is generated by a single element, there exists an ideal I ⊂ R such that
M ∼= R/I. The condition M ⊗R κ = 0 implies that (R/I) ⊗R (R/m) ∼= R/(I + m) = 0. This
requires I + m = R. Because R is a local ring and m is its unique maximal ideal, no proper ideal
can sum with m to generate the whole ring. This forces I = R, which gives M = R/R = 0.

Inductive Step: Suppose the lemma holds for modules generated by n− 1 elements. Let M be
generated by the set {x1, . . . , xn}. Let N be the submodule generated by the first n− 1 elements,
and consider the cokernel C = M/N . The sequence N → M → C → 0 induces the right-exact
sequence:

N ⊗R κ −→M ⊗R κ −→ C ⊗R κ −→ 0.

Because M ⊗R κ = 0, it immediately follows that C ⊗R κ = 0. Since C is generated by a single
element (the class of xn), the base case implies C = 0. Therefore, N = M , meaning M is generated
by only n− 1 elements. By the inductive hypothesis, M = 0.

Corollary (Lifting Bases). Let R be local, and M a finite type R-module. Let x1, . . . , xn ∈
M be a family of elements. If their images x1, . . . , xn generate the κ-vector space M ⊗R κ,
then x1, . . . , xn generate M over R.

We apply this to finalize the characterization of finitely generated projective modules.

Theorem (Characterization of Projective Modules). Let R be a commutative ring. An
R-module P is a finitely generated projective module if and only if P is locally free of finite
type.

Proof. We previously established that locally free implies projective. We now prove the converse.
Assume P is a finitely generated projective R-module.
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14 Local Rings and Modules

Let p ∈ Spec(R). The localization Pp is a finitely generated projective Rp-module. The local
ring Rp has residue field κ(p). We consider the finite-dimensional vector space Pp ⊗Rp

κ(p). Let
r = dimκ(p)(Pp ⊗Rp

κ(p)).
We choose elements e1, . . . , er ∈ P such that their images form a basis of this vector space. This
defines a canonical morphism Rrp → Pp. By the corollary to Nakayama’s Lemma, this map is
surjective. Let Qp be its kernel:

0 Qp Rrp Pp 0
π

σ

Because Pp is a projective Rp-module, this sequence splits, yielding Rrp ∼= Pp ⊕Qp. Tensoring this
isomorphism with the residue field κ(p) yields:

κ(p)r ∼=
(
Pp ⊗Rp

κ(p)
)
⊕
(
Qp ⊗Rp

κ(p)
)
.

By our choice of r, the dimension of Pp ⊗Rp
κ(p) is exactly r. Comparing dimensions forces

Qp ⊗Rp
κ(p) = 0. Since Qp is a direct summand of Rrp, it is finitely generated. By Nakayama’s

Lemma, Qp = 0. Thus, Pp
∼= Rrp, meaning P is free at p.

To complete the proof, we must show P is free on an open neighborhood D(f). The map Rr → P
has kernel Q and cokernel C. Since Cp = 0 and C is finitely generated, there exists s /∈ p such
that Cs = 0. Similarly, because P is finitely presented (as it is a finitely generated projective
module), the kernel Q is finitely generated. Since Qp = 0, there exists t /∈ p such that Qt = 0.
Letting f = st, we have Cf = 0 and Qf = 0. Therefore, the map Rrf → Pf is an isomorphism,
demonstrating that P is locally free.

14.2 Annihilators and Support

We outline some critical notation for future exercises.

Definition (Support and Annihilator). Let M be an R-module.

1. The support of M is the set of prime ideals where the localization is non-zero:

Supp(M) := {p ∈ Spec(R) |Mp ̸= 0}.

2. The annihilator of M is the ideal of elements in R that annihilate the entire module:

Ann(M) := {f ∈ R | f ·M = 0}.

For any element x ∈ M , we analogously define its annihilator as Ann(x) = {f ∈ R | f · x = 0},
yielding an isomorphism R/Ann(x) ∼= R · x. If M is an R-module of finite type, there is a
fundamental relation between the support and the annihilator:

Supp(M) = V (Ann(M)).

As a consequence for local rings, if R is a local ring and M,N are finitely generated R-modules,
then their tensor product vanishes (M ⊗R N = 0) if and only if M = 0 or N = 0.

End of Lec
17.

14.2.1 Annihilators and Localization

We expand on the relation between annihilators and localization, beginning with an identity for
finitely generated modules.

Lemma (Localization of the Annihilator). Let R be a commutative ring, S ⊂ R a mul-
tiplicative subset, and M an R-module of finite type. Then the annihilator commutes with
localization:

S−1 Ann(M) = AnnS−1R(S−1M).
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15 Length of Modules and Composition Series

Proof. Let M be generated by a finite family (x1, . . . , xn). It is immediate from the definition
that the annihilator of the module is the intersection of the annihilators of its generators:

Ann(M) =
n⋂
i=1

Ann(xi).

The inclusion S−1 Ann(M) ⊆ AnnS−1R(S−1M) is clear. For the reverse inclusion, let λ
s ∈

AnnS−1R(S−1M). By definition, this element annihilates every generator in the localized module,
meaning λxi

s = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
For each i, there exists an element ti ∈ S such that tiλxi = 0 in M . Because the generating set is
finite, we can define the product t =

∏n
i=1 ti, which belongs to S since S is multiplicatively closed.

It follows that tλxi = 0 for all i, meaning tλ annihilates the entire module M . Thus, tλ ∈ Ann(M).
We can then write λ

s = tλ
ts , which manifestly belongs to S−1 Ann(M).

Proposition (Properties of the Support). Let R be a commutative ring and M an R-
module. The support Supp(M) = {p ∈ Spec(R) |Mp ̸= 0} satisfies the following properties:

1. M ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ Supp(M) ̸= ∅ ⇐⇒ Ann(M) ̸= R.

2. For any short exact sequence of R-modules 0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0, we have
Supp(M) = Supp(M ′) ∪ Supp(M ′′).

3. If M =
∑
αMα is a sum of submodules, then Supp(M) =

⋃
α Supp(Mα).

4. If M is of finite type, then Supp(M) = V (Ann(M)), making it a closed set in the Zariski
topology.

5. If M and N are R-modules of finite type, then Supp(M ⊗R N) = Supp(M) ∩ Supp(N).

Proof. 1. The equivalence Ann(M) ̸= R ⇐⇒ M ̸= 0 is trivial. If M ̸= 0, choose x ∈M \{0}.
The ideal Ann(x) is a proper ideal, so by Zorn’s Lemma, it is contained in some maximal
ideal m ∈ Spec(R). In the localization Mm, the fraction x

1
cannot be zero. If it were, there

would exist t /∈ m such that tx = 0, implying t ∈ Ann(x) ⊆ m, a contradiction. Thus Mm ̸= 0,
yielding m ∈ Supp(M).

2. Because localization is an exact functor, the sequence 0 → M ′
p → Mp → M ′′

p → 0 remains
exact for any prime ideal p. The central module Mp is non-zero if and only if at least one of
the outer modules M ′

p or M ′′
p is non-zero.

3. Localization commutes with arbitrary sums, so Mp =
∑
α(Mα)p. The sum is non-zero if and

only if at least one component is non-zero.

4. This follows from previous results: p /∈ Supp(M) ⇐⇒ Mp = 0 ⇐⇒ Ann(M) ∩ (R \ p) ̸=
∅ ⇐⇒ Ann(M) ̸⊆ p. Taking the negation yields p ∈ Supp(M) ⇐⇒ Ann(M) ⊆ p ⇐⇒
p ∈ V (Ann(M)).

5. Let p ∈ Spec(R). The localization (M ⊗R N)p is canonically isomorphic to Mp ⊗Rp
Np.

Since Rp is a local ring with maximal ideal pRp and residue field κ(p), we apply Nakayama’s
Lemma. For finitely generated modules over a local ring, their tensor product is zero if and
only if one of the modules is zero. This holds because (Mp ⊗Rp

Np) ⊗Rp
κ(p) ∼= (Mp ⊗Rp

κ(p)) ⊗κ(p) (Np ⊗Rp
κ(p)). A tensor product of vector spaces vanishes if and only if one of

the spaces is zero, which by Nakayama’s Lemma implies the localized module itself is zero.
Therefore, (M ⊗R N)p ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ Mp ̸= 0 and Np ̸= 0.

15 Length of Modules and Composition Series

15.1 Definition and Basic Properties

We now introduce a finiteness condition for modules that is more restrictive than being finitely
generated. It abstracts the notion of dimension from vector spaces to general modules over arbitrary
rings.
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Definition (Length of a Module). Let R be a commutative ring and M an R-module. A proper
ascending chain of submodules of length n is a sequence of proper inclusions:

0 = M0 ⊊M1 ⊊M2 ⊊ · · · ⊊Mn = M.

The length of M , denoted ℓR(M), is the supremum of the lengths of all such proper ascending
chains of submodules. If no finite supremum exists, we write ℓR(M) =∞.
Notice that this concept is distinct from the Krull dimension, which measures chains of prime
ideals in a ring. Length is concerned with chains of arbitrary submodules. For example, over a
field k, an R-module M is a vector space, and its length coincides exactly with its vector space
dimension, ℓk(M) = dimk(M).

Lemma (Additivity of Length). Let 0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0 be a short exact sequence
of R-modules. Then the length is additive:

ℓR(M) = ℓR(M ′) + ℓR(M ′′).

In particular, M has finite length if and only if both M ′ and M ′′ have finite length.

Proof. Let π : M →M ′′ be the surjective morphism in the sequence. Any proper ascending chain
of submodules in M ′ corresponds to a proper ascending chain in M via the injective morphism.
Similarly, pulling back a proper ascending chain from M ′′ via π−1 yields a proper ascending chain
in M containing M ′. Concatenating these chains proves ℓR(M) ≥ ℓR(M ′) + ℓR(M ′′).
Conversely, given any chain 0 = M0 ⊊ M1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ Mn = M in M , we can project it to M ′′ via
π(Mi) and intersect it with M ′ via Mi ∩M ′. The number of proper inclusions in the combined
projected and intersected chains precisely matches the length n, guaranteeing ℓR(M) ≤ ℓR(M ′) +
ℓR(M ′′).

15.2 Simple Modules and Composition Series

Definition (Simple Module). An R-module M is called simple if M ̸= 0 and its only submodules
are 0 and M .

Lemma (Characterization of Simple Modules). Let M be an R-module. The following
conditions are equivalent:

1. M is a simple module.

2. ℓR(M) = 1.

3. There exists a maximal ideal m ∈ Spec(R) such that M ∼= R/m.

Proof. The equivalence of (1) and (2) follows directly from the definition of length, as ℓR(M) = 1
means the only possible chain is 0 ⊊M .
If M ∼= R/m for a maximal ideal m, the submodules of M are in inclusion-preserving bijection
with the ideals of R containing m. Because m is maximal, there are no intermediate ideals, making
M simple. This proves (3) implies (1).
Assume (1) holds. Because M ̸= 0, there exists an element x ∈ M \ {0}. The map R → M
defined by r 7→ rx is an R-module homomorphism with image Rx ⊆ M . Since x ̸= 0, the image
is non-zero, and since M is simple, we must have Rx = M . The kernel of this map is the ideal
Ann(x). Thus, M ∼= R/Ann(x). For this quotient to have no non-trivial submodules, the ideal
Ann(x) must be maximal. Setting m = Ann(x) yields (3).

We can now structurally decompose modules of finite length.

Proposition (Composition Series). Let M be an R-module of finite length. Any proper
ascending chain of submodules can be refined to a maximal chain, called a composition series:

0 = M0 ⊊M1 ⊊M2 ⊊ · · · ⊊Mn = M

where every successive quotient Mi/Mi−1 is a simple module. For any such series:
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1. The length of the series is exactly n = ℓR(M).

2. Each quotient satisfies Mi/Mi−1
∼= R/mi for some maximal ideal mi ∈ Spec(R).

3. For any maximal ideal m ∈ Spec(R), the number of times the quotient R/m appears in
the composition series (up to isomorphism) is exactly equal to the length of the localized
module Mm over the local ring Rm, denoted ℓRm

(Mm).

4. The support of the module is precisely the set of these maximal ideals:

Supp(M) = {m1, . . . ,mn}.

In particular, an R-module of finite length is supported on a finite set of maximal ideals.

Proof. The existence of the composition series and the equality n = ℓR(M) follow immediately
from the fact that the length is finite; any chain that is not maximal can be refined by inserting
an intermediate submodule, which increases the length of the chain. This process must terminate
at n = ℓR(M). The simplicity of the quotients Mi/Mi−1 follows, as any proper submodule would
allow further refinement. The isomorphism to R/mi stems from the prior lemma.
For the third and fourth points, we localize the entire composition series at a prime ideal p.
Because localization is exact, we obtain a chain of submodules in Mp with successive quotients
(Mi/Mi−1)p ∼= (R/mi)p.
We evaluate these localized quotients. If p ̸= mi, then mi ̸⊆ p, meaning there exists s ∈ mi \ p.
In the localization at p, the element s becomes a unit. However, s annihilates R/mi, forcing the
localized quotient to be zero. Conversely, if p = mi, the localization (R/mi)mi remains isomorphic
to the field R/mi.
Thus, upon localization at a maximal ideal m, the only terms in the chain that do not collapse
are those where mi = m. The number of non-collapsing steps is precisely the length of Mm over
Rm, confirming property (3). Finally, Mp ̸= 0 if and only if at least one quotient survives the
localization, which happens if and only if p is one of the maximal ideals mi, proving property (4).

End of Lec
18.

15.3 Modules of Finite Length over Local Rings

We recall a central result from the end of the previous lecture: if an R-module M has finite length,
it admits a composition series 0 = M0 ⊊ M1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ Mn = M where the successive quotients
are simple modules, isomorphic to R/mi for maximal ideals mi. The support of M is precisely the
finite set of these maximal ideals: Supp(M) = {m1, . . . ,mn}.

Corollary (Artinian Rings). If R is of finite length as a module over itself (i.e., R is an
Artinian ring), then R is a Noetherian ring and its spectrum Spec(R) consists of a finite set of
maximal ideals.

We now characterize modules of finite length over a local ring.

Theorem (Finite Length over a Local Ring). Let R be a Noetherian local ring with
unique maximal ideal m ⊂ R. Let κ = R/m be its residue field. Let M be a finitely generated
R-module. The following conditions are equivalent:

1. M is of finite length.

2. There exists a filtration of submodules 0 = M0 ⊊ M1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ Mn = M such that every
successive quotient satisfies Mi/Mi−1

∼= κ.

3. Supp(M) ⊆ {m}. (If M ̸= 0, this is Supp(M) = {m}).

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2): Since M is of finite length, it possesses a composition series 0 = M0 ⊊M1 ⊊
· · · ⊊ Mn = M . The successive quotients must be simple modules, meaning Mi/Mi−1

∼= R/mi
for some maximal ideals mi. Because R is a local ring, it possesses exactly one maximal ideal, m.
Therefore, mi = m for all i, and Mi/Mi−1

∼= R/m = κ.
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(2) =⇒ (3): We proceed by induction on the length n of the filtration. If n = 1, then M ∼= κ.
Since Ann(κ) = m, we have Supp(κ) = V (m) = {m}. For n > 1, we consider the short exact
sequence:

0 −→Mn−1 −→M −→M/Mn−1 −→ 0.

By the inductive hypothesis, Supp(Mn−1) ⊆ {m}. From condition (2), M/Mn−1
∼= κ, so Supp(M/Mn−1) =

{m}. Because the support of a module is the union of the supports of a submodule and its quotient,
we obtain:

Supp(M) = Supp(Mn−1) ∪ Supp(M/Mn−1) ⊆ {m} ∪ {m} = {m}.

(3) =⇒ (1): We proceed by induction on the number of generators of M .

Base Case (1 generator): Suppose M is generated by a single element x ∈ M , so M ∼=
R/Ann(x). The hypothesis Supp(M) ⊆ {m} implies that V (Ann(x)) ⊆ {m}. In a Noetherian
ring, this means the radical of Ann(x) is exactly m. Thus, there exists an integer N ≥ 1 such
that mN ⊆ Ann(x), which implies mNM = 0. We consider the natural filtration by powers of the
maximal ideal:

M ⊃ mM ⊃ m2M ⊃ · · · ⊃ mNM = 0.

For each i, the successive quotient miM/mi+1M is annihilated by m, rendering it a vector space over
the residue field κ = R/m. Since M is generated by one element, each miM is finitely generated,
making the quotients finite-dimensional vector spaces. These finite-dimensional spaces inherently
have finite length. The additivity of length over the filtration implies M has finite length.

Inductive Step: Assume the result holds for any module generated by n − 1 elements. Let M
be generated by n elements, (x1, . . . , xn) ∈Mn. Let N = Rxn be the submodule generated by the
final element. We construct the short exact sequence:

0 −→ N −→M −→M/N −→ 0.

Since Supp(N) ⊆ Supp(M) and Supp(M/N) ⊆ Supp(M), both the submodule N and the quotient
M/N have support contained in {m}. The submodule N is generated by a single element, so by
the base case, it has finite length. The quotient M/N is generated by the images of the remaining
n− 1 elements x1, . . . , xn−1. By the inductive hypothesis, M/N has finite length. The additivity
of length over short exact sequences guarantees that M has finite length, completing the proof.

16 Associated Primes and Prime Filtrations

We now introduce associated primes, a tool that localizes the study of zero divisors and annihilators,
acting as the foundation for primary decomposition.

16.1 Definition and Existence

Definition (Associated Prime). Let R be a commutative ring and M an R-module. A prime
ideal p ∈ Spec(R) is called an associated prime of M if there exists a non-zero element x ∈M such
that p is precisely the annihilator of x:

p = Ann(x) = {r ∈ R | rx = 0}.

Equivalently, p is an associated prime if and only if there exists an injective R-module homomor-
phism R/p ↪→M . The set of all associated primes of M is denoted AssR(M) or simply Ass(M).

Theorem (Existence of Associated Primes). Let R be a Noetherian ring and M a non-zero
R-module. Then Ass(M) ̸= ∅.
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Proof. Consider the family of ideals formed by the annihilators of all non-zero elements in M :

F = {Ann(x) | x ∈M,x ̸= 0}.

Because M ̸= 0, the family F is non-empty. Since R is a Noetherian ring, every non-empty family
of ideals possesses at least one maximal element with respect to set inclusion. Let p = Ann(x) be
such a maximal element in F . We claim that p is a prime ideal.
Let a, b ∈ R such that ab ∈ p but b /∈ p. This means abx = 0 while bx ̸= 0. Consider the
annihilator of bx, denoted Ann(bx) = {r ∈ R | rbx = 0}. It is clear that any element annihilating
x also annihilates bx, yielding the inclusion p = Ann(x) ⊆ Ann(bx). Because bx ̸= 0, the ideal
Ann(bx) also belongs to the family F . By the maximality of p, this inclusion cannot be strict,
forcing Ann(bx) = p. Since abx = 0, we have a ∈ Ann(bx), which directly implies a ∈ p. Thus, p
is prime, confirming that Ass(M) is non-empty.

16.2 Filtrations and the Main Theorem

Associated primes are intimately linked to the support of a module. We first establish a lemma
concerning short exact sequences.

Lemma (Associated Primes in Exact Sequences). Let 0 → M ′ → M → M ′′ → 0 be
a short exact sequence of R-modules. Then the associated primes of the central module are
bounded by the associated primes of the outer modules:

Ass(M) ⊆ Ass(M ′) ∪Ass(M ′′).

Proof. Let p ∈ Ass(M). By definition, there exists an injective homomorphism ι : R/p ↪→ M .
Let N = Im(ι) ∼= R/p. Consider the intersection N ∩M ′.

R/p

0 M ′ M M ′′ 0

ι π◦ι

π

If N ∩M ′ ̸= 0, we can choose a non-zero element y ∈ N ∩M ′. Because y ∈ N ∼= R/p, there exists
an element a /∈ p such that y = ax (where x generates N). Since p is a prime ideal, multiplication
by a is injective on R/p, meaning the annihilator of y remains exactly p. Since y ∈ M ′, we have
found an element in M ′ with annihilator p, proving p ∈ Ass(M ′).
If N ∩M ′ = 0, then the canonical projection π : M → M ′′ maps N injectively into M ′′. Conse-
quently, the composition π ◦ ι : R/p ↪→M ′′ is an injection, which proves p ∈ Ass(M ′′).

We are now ready to state the main theorem of this section, which guarantees the existence of a
prime filtration for finitely generated modules over Noetherian rings.

Theorem (Filtration by Prime Ideals). Let R be a Noetherian commutative ring, and let
M be a finitely generated R-module. Then there exists a finite filtration of submodules:

0 = M0 ⊊M1 ⊊ · · · ⊊Mn = M

such that for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the successive quotient is isomorphic to R/pi for some prime
ideal pi ∈ Spec(R):

Mi/Mi−1
∼= R/pi.

Furthermore, for any such filtration, the following properties hold:

1. Ass(M) ⊆ {p1, . . . , pn} ⊆ Supp(M) = V (Ann(M)).

2. Ass(M) is a finite set.

3. The minimal elements of Ass(M) and Supp(M) coincide exactly. In particular, the
minimal primes of M are precisely the minimal elements of Ass(M).
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Proof. Existence of the Filtration: We construct the filtration recursively. Since M is
a finitely generated module over a Noetherian ring, it is a Noetherian module. If M = 0, the
empty filtration suffices. If M ̸= 0, the existence theorem guarantees that Ass(M) ̸= ∅. Choose
p1 ∈ Ass(M). By definition, there exists a submodule M1 ⊆M such that M1

∼= R/p1.
If M1 = M , we are done. If not, we consider the quotient M/M1. Because it is non-zero, it
possesses an associated prime p2, yielding a submodule M2/M1 ⊆ M/M1 isomorphic to R/p2.
Pulling this back provides M2 ⊆ M such that M2/M1

∼= R/p2. We iterate this process to build
an ascending chain M1 ⊊ M2 ⊊ . . . . Because M is a Noetherian module, this strictly increasing
chain of submodules must terminate. It can only terminate if Mn = M for some n, completing the
filtration.

Properties of the Filtration: By applying the preceding lemma iteratively to the short exact
sequences 0→Mi−1 →Mi →Mi/Mi−1 → 0, we deduce:

Ass(M) ⊆
n⋃
i=1

Ass(Mi/Mi−1) =
n⋃
i=1

Ass(R/pi).

The only associated prime of the integral domain R/pi is the zero ideal of the quotient, which
corresponds to pi in R. Thus, Ass(R/pi) = {pi}. This proves Ass(M) ⊆ {p1, . . . , pn}. Since this is
a finite set, Ass(M) is finite, establishing (2).
Next, we evaluate the support. By exactness, the support is additive over extensions: Supp(Mi) =
Supp(Mi−1) ∪ Supp(R/pi). By induction, we find:

Supp(M) =
n⋃
i=1

Supp(R/pi).

Because Supp(R/pi) = V (pi), we have Supp(M) =
⋃n
i=1 V (pi). Since pi ∈ V (pi), it follows directly

that {p1, . . . , pn} ⊆ Supp(M), completing the proof of (1).
Finally, we evaluate the minimal elements. Let p be a minimal element of Supp(M). Because
Supp(M) =

⋃n
i=1 V (pi), p must belong to V (pi) for some i, meaning pi ⊆ p. However, pi ∈

Supp(M). The minimality of p forces p = pi. Thus, every minimal prime in the support is among
the pi. Furthermore, because Ass(M) ⊆ Supp(M), any minimal element of Supp(M) must also be
minimal in Ass(M). Conversely, any minimal element of Ass(M) corresponds to a minimal prime
over Ann(M), aligning the two sets of minimal elements.

End of Lec
19.

16.3 Localization of Associated Primes

Lemma (Localization of Associated Primes). Let R be a Noetherian commutative ring,
S ⊂ R a multiplicative subset, and M a finitely generated R-module. For any prime ideal
p ∈ Spec(R) such that p ∩ S = ∅, we have:

p ∈ AssR(M) ⇐⇒ S−1p ∈ AssS−1R(S−1M).

Proof. 3 Forward Implication ( =⇒ ): Assume p ∈ AssR(M). By definition, there exists an
element x ∈M \ {0} such that:

AnnR(x) = p.

We consider the fraction x
1
∈ S−1M . We must first ensure that this element is non-zero. If we

had x
1

= 0, there would exist an element s ∈ S such that s · x = 0. However, this would mean
s ∈ AnnR(x) = p, which contradicts the hypothesis that p ∩ S = ∅. Therefore, x

1
̸= 0.

Next, we determine the annihilator of x
1

in S−1R. Let a
s ∈ S

−1p with a ∈ p and s ∈ S. Then:

a

s
· x1 = ax

s
= 0,

since a ∈ AnnR(x). This provides the inclusion S−1p ⊆ AnnS−1R

(
x
1

)
.

3Please note that this proof was added retrospectively for completeness, as it was omitted during the live lecture.
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Conversely, suppose b
t ∈ AnnS−1R

(
x
1

)
for some b ∈ R and t ∈ S. This implies bx

t = 0, so there
exists u ∈ S such that:

u · (bx) = 0 in M.

This means ub ∈ AnnR(x) = p. Because p is a prime ideal and u ∈ S (meaning u /∈ p due to
p ∩ S = ∅), we deduce that b ∈ p. Consequently, b

t ∈ S
−1p. This establishes the reverse inclusion,

yielding:

AnnS−1R

(x
1

)
= S−1p.

Thus, S−1p ∈ AssS−1R(S−1M).

Reverse Implication ( ⇐= ): Assume S−1p ∈ AssS−1R(S−1M). By definition, there exists a
non-zero element m

s ∈ S
−1M such that:

AnnS−1R

(m
s

)
= S−1p.

Notice that the annihilator of ms is identical to the annihilator of m
1

since 1
s is an invertible element

in S−1R. Therefore, we can work with m
1

.
Since the theory of associated primes necessitates that R is a Noetherian ring, the prime ideal p is
finitely generated. Let p be generated by a finite set of elements {a1, . . . , an}. For each generator
ai, we have ai

1
∈ S−1p, which means ai

1
· m

1
= 0 in S−1M . By the definition of localization, there

exists an element ti ∈ S such that:

tiaim = 0 in M.

Because the generating set is finite, we can define the product t =
∏n
i=1 ti. Since S is a multiplica-

tive subset, t ∈ S. Multiplying by t ensures that:

taim = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

This implies that the element x = tm ∈ M is annihilated by every generator of p, and thus
p ⊆ AnnR(x). Furthermore, x ̸= 0, because if tm = 0, then m

1
= 0 in S−1M , which contradicts

our initial choice.
It remains to show that AnnR(x) ⊆ p. Let b ∈ AnnR(x), meaning bx = b(tm) = 0. Passing to the
localization, this gives:

b

1 ·
tm

1 = 0 =⇒ b

1 ∈ AnnS−1R

(
tm

1

)
.

Since t
1

is a unit, the annihilator of tm
1

is the same as the annihilator of m
1

, which is S−1p.
Therefore, b

1
∈ S−1p. Because p ∩ S = ∅, the contraction of the localized prime ideal S−1p back

to R is exactly p. This forces b ∈ p. We have established:

AnnR(x) = p,

which proves that p ∈ AssR(M).

17 Integral Extensions

17.1 Definitions and Integral Closure

17.1.1 Integral Elements and Extensions

We shift our focus to the geometric case of ring extensions, which shares similarities with Galois
theory for fields.

Definition (Integral Element and Integral Extension). Let A and B be commutative rings,
and let A ⊂ B be a ring extension (meaning we have an injective ring homomorphism A ↪→ B,
allowing us to identify A with its image in B).

1. An element x ∈ B is said to be integral over A if there exists a monic polynomial P ∈ A[X]
such that P (x) = 0 in B.

2. The ring B is said to be an integral extension of A if every element x ∈ B is integral over A.
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Examples.

1. Any algebraic field extension K ⊂ L is an integral extension.

2. The extension Z ⊂ Q is not an integral extension (e.g., 1/2 ∈ Q is not a root of any monic
polynomial with integer coefficients).

From now on, unless explicitly stated otherwise, A ⊂ B implicitly denotes a ring extension.

Lemma (Finiteness of Adjoining Integral Elements). Let A ⊂ B be a ring extension,
and let x ∈ B be integral over A. Then the subring A[x] ⊂ B is a finitely generated A-module.

Proof. Consider the evaluation homomorphism evx : A[X]→ B defined by P 7→ P (x). Because x
is integral over A, there exists a monic polynomial P ∈ A[X] of some degree n such that P (x) = 0.
Consequently, the evaluation map factors through the quotient ring A[X]/(P ).
Since P is monic, the quotientA[X]/(P ) is a freeA-module of finite rank n (with basis 1, X, . . . ,Xn−1).
The image of the evaluation map is exactly A[x], meaning we have a surjective A-module mor-
phism from a finitely generated A-module onto A[x]. Thus, the image A[x] is of finite type as an
A-module.

Theorem (Characterization of Integral Elements). Let A ⊂ B be a ring extension, and
let x ∈ B. The following conditions are equivalent:

1. x is integral over A.

2. A[x] is a finitely generated A-module.

3. There exists a subring C ⊂ B containing A[x] (so A ⊂ A[x] ⊆ C ⊂ B) such that C is a
finitely generated A-module.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2): This was established in the preceding lemma.

(2) =⇒ (3): We can simply choose C = A[x].

(3) =⇒ (1): Assume there exists a subring C containing x that is finitely generated as an A-
module. Let (e1, . . . , en) be a finite generating family for C over A. Because C is a ring and x ∈ C,
multiplication by x preserves C. Thus, for each generator ei, the product xei can be expressed as
an A-linear combination of the generators:

xei =
n∑
j=1

uijej for some uij ∈ A.

Let U = (uij) ∈ Mn(A) be the matrix of these coefficients, and let E be the column vector
(e1, . . . , en)T . The system of equations can be written in matrix form over C as:

UE = xE =⇒ (x Idn−U)E = 0.

Let V ∈ Mn(C) be the adjugate matrix (comatrix) of (x Idn−U). Multiplying both sides by V
yields:

V (x Idn−U)E = 0 =⇒ det(x Idn−U) IdnE = 0.

Let d = det(x Idn−U) ∈ C. The matrix equation implies that d · ei = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Since the elements ei generate C as an A-module, and C is a ring containing a multiplicative unit
1B , the element 1B can be written as

∑
λiei. Multiplying by d gives d · 1B = 0, meaning d = 0 in

C.
The determinant d = det(x Idn−U) evaluates exactly to a monic polynomial in x with coefficients
in A (specifically, the characteristic polynomial of U). Since d = 0, x is a root of this monic
polynomial, proving x is integral over A.

17.1.2 The Integral Closure
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Corollary and Definition (Integral Closure). Let A ⊂ B be a ring extension. The set of
all elements in B that are integral over A, denoted:

AB := {x ∈ B | x is integral over A}

forms a subring of B. This subring is called the integral closure of A in B.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ AB . We must show that x + y and xy are integral over A. We consider the
subring C = A[x, y] ⊂ B. We can view this as an iterative adjunction: A ⊂ A[x] ⊂ (A[x])[y] = C.
Since x is integral over A, A[x] is a finitely generated A-module. Since y is integral over A, it is
a fortiori integral over A[x]. Thus, C is a finitely generated A[x]-module. By the transitivity of
finite generation for modules, C is a finitely generated A-module. Because C is a subring of B
containing both x + y and xy, the third condition of the characterization theorem is satisfied for
both elements. Therefore, x+ y and xy are integral over A.

Examples and Definitions.

1. The integral closure of Z in Q is exactly Z, i.e., ZQ = Z.

2. Let K be a finite field extension of Q (a number field). The integral closure of Z in K,
denoted OK := ZK , is called the ring of integers of K. For any element x ∈ K, x is integral
over Z if and only if its minimal polynomial over Q has coefficients only in Z.

3. Let A be an integral domain and K = Frac(A) be its field of fractions. The ring A is said to
be integrally closed if AK = A. For example, any Principal Ideal Domain (P.I.D.) or Unique
Factorization Domain (U.F.D.) is integrally closed.

4. Definition: A Dedekind domain is a Noetherian, integrally closed integral domain of Krull
dimension at most 1. (In algebraic geometry, this corresponds to regular curves).

5. Transitivity: If A ⊂ B and B ⊂ C are integral extensions, then A ⊂ C is an integral
extension.

6. Compatibility with quotients and localization: Let A ⊂ B be an integral extension.
If S ⊂ A is a multiplicative subset, the induced extension S−1A ⊂ S−1B is integral. If J ⊂ B
is an ideal, then A/(A ∩ J) ⊂ B/J is an integral extension.

17.2 Integral Extensions and Prime Ideals

17.2.1 Incomparability and Maximality

A central geometric property of integral extensions is that they preserve the Krull dimension
(dim(A) = dim(B)). To establish this, we first require a technical lemma regarding field extensions.

Lemma (Integral Extensions of Fields). Let A ⊂ B be an integral extension where B is
an integral domain (and consequently, A is also an integral domain). Then A is a field if and
only if B is a field.

Proof. Forward Implication ( =⇒ ): Suppose A is a field. Let x ∈ B \ {0}. Since x is
integral over A, the subring A[x] ⊂ B is a finite-dimensional A-vector space (since A is a field).
Furthermore, because B is an integral domain, A[x] is an integral domain. A finite-dimensional
algebra over a field that is an integral domain is necessarily a field. Therefore, A[x] is a field,
meaning x has a multiplicative inverse x−1 ∈ A[x] ⊂ B. Thus, B is a field.

Reverse Implication ( ⇐= ): Suppose B is a field. Let x ∈ A \ {0}. Since B is a field, x has
an inverse x−1 ∈ B. Because B is an integral extension of A, x−1 is integral over A. Thus, there
exist coefficients a0, . . . , an−1 ∈ A such that:

(x−1)n + an−1(x−1)n−1 + · · ·+ a1x
−1 + a0 = 0.

Multiplying the entire equation by xn−1, we obtain:

x−1 + an−1 + an−2x+ · · ·+ a0x
n−1 = 0.
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Rearranging yields x−1 = −(an−1 + an−2x + · · · + a0x
n−1). Since the right-hand side consists

entirely of elements in A and powers of x ∈ A, we conclude x−1 ∈ A. Thus, A is a field.

Notation. Let A ⊂ B be a ring extension. For a prime ideal q ∈ Spec(B), we say that q lies over

a prime ideal p ∈ Spec(A) (written q | p) if q ∩A = p.

Proposition (Incomparability and Maximality). Let A ⊂ B be an integral extension.

1. Incomparability: If q, q′ ∈ Spec(B) such that q ⊆ q′, and they lie over the same prime
ideal in A (i.e., q ∩A = q′ ∩A = p), then q = q′.

2. Maximality: If q ∈ Spec(B) and p = q ∩A, then p is a maximal ideal in A if and only
if q is a maximal ideal in B.

End of Lec
20.

Proof. Proof of (2) Maximality: Let q ∈ Spec(B) and p = q ∩ A. We consider the induced
quotient extension A/p ⊂ B/q. Because A ⊂ B is an integral extension, passing to the quotient by
a prime ideal and its contraction yields an integral extension of integral domains. By the previous
lemma regarding integral extensions of fields, the integral domain A/p is a field if and only if B/q
is a field. A quotient ring by a prime ideal is a field if and only if the ideal is maximal. Thus, p is
maximal in A if and only if q is maximal in B.

Proof of (1) Incomparability: Let q, q′ ∈ Spec(B) be prime ideals such that q ⊆ q′, and
assume they both lie over the same prime ideal p ∈ Spec(A). We localize the entire extension at
the prime ideal p. Let Sp = A \ p. The localization yields an integral extension of rings:

Ap = S−1
p A ⊂ S−1

p B.

Because q ∩ A = p and q′ ∩ A = p, both prime ideals are disjoint from the multiplicative subset
Sp. Consequently, their extensions S−1

p q and S−1
p q′ remain proper prime ideals in S−1

p B, and the
inclusion is preserved: S−1

p q ⊆ S−1
p q′.

The local ring Ap possesses a unique maximal ideal, mp = S−1
p p. By intersecting the extended

ideals with the localized base ring, we find:

S−1
p q ∩Ap = S−1

p q′ ∩Ap = mp.

We now apply the maximality property (2) to the integral extension Ap ⊂ S−1
p B. Since mp is a

maximal ideal in Ap, any prime ideal in S−1
p B lying over it must be maximal. Therefore, both

S−1
p q and S−1

p q′ are maximal ideals in S−1
p B.

Since S−1
p q is a maximal ideal contained in another maximal ideal S−1

p q′, they must be equal:
S−1
p q = S−1

p q′. Because localization establishes an inclusion-preserving bijection for prime ideals
disjoint from the multiplicative set, the original ideals must also be equal, yielding q = q′.

17.2.2 The Going-Up Theorem and Dimension

To relate the dimensions of rings within an integral extension, we must be able to lift chains of
prime ideals from the base ring to the extension. This is guaranteed by the Going-Up theorem.

Theorem (Going-Up). Let A ⊂ B be an integral extension. Let p1 ⊊ p2 be a proper
inclusion of prime ideals in A. If there exists a prime ideal q1 ∈ Spec(B) lying over p1 (meaning
q1 ∩ A = p1), then there exists a prime ideal q2 ∈ Spec(B) such that q1 ⊊ q2 and q2 lies over
p2.
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Spec(A)
p1 p2

Spec(B)
q1

q2

Proof. We pass to the quotient rings by the initial ideals. Consider the extension:

A/p1 ⊂ B/q1.

Because A ⊂ B is integral, this induced extension is also integral. The prime ideal p2 ⊂ A contains
p1, so it descends to a prime ideal p2 = p2/p1 in the quotient A/p1.
We localize this new integral extension at the prime ideal p2, creating an integral extension of a
local ring into a localized algebra. By the general properties of integral extensions, there exists at
least one maximal ideal in the target ring lying over the unique maximal ideal of the base local
ring. Translating this back through the localization correspondence, there exists a prime ideal
q2 ∈ Spec(B/q1) lying over p2.
By the correspondence theorem for quotient rings, q2 corresponds to a prime ideal q2 ∈ Spec(B)
that contains q1. Furthermore, the condition that q2 lies over p2 ensures that q2 ∩ A = p2.
The inclusion q1 ⊂ q2 must be a proper inclusion because their intersections with A are distinct
(p1 ̸= p2).

Corollary (Krull Dimension of Integral Extensions). Let A ⊂ B be an integral extension.
Then the Krull dimensions are equal:

dim(A) = dim(B).

Proof. Part 1: dim(A) ≤ dim(B). Let p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pr be an ascending chain of prime ideals
in A. By the existence of prime ideals in integral extensions, there exists a prime ideal q0 ∈ Spec(B)
lying over p0. Applying the Going-Up theorem iteratively, we can lift the entire chain step-by-step
to obtain a properly ascending chain q0 ⊊ q1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qr in B, such that qi ∩ A = pi. Thus, any
chain of length r in A corresponds to a chain of at least length r in B, proving dim(A) ≤ dim(B).

Part 2: dim(B) ≤ dim(A). Let q0 ⊊ q1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qs be an ascending chain of prime ideals in B.
Intersecting this chain with the base ring A yields a sequence of prime ideals:

p0 ⊆ p1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ ps,

where pi = qi ∩ A. By the incomparability property of integral extensions, no two distinct prime
ideals in a chain in B can lie over the same prime ideal in A. Therefore, all the inclusions in the
contracted chain must be proper: p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ ps. This proves that any chain of length s in B
produces a chain of length s in A, yielding dim(B) ≤ dim(A).

Intermezzo. It is important to note that the equality dim(A) = dim(B) holds even if the dimensions
are infinite. For instance, polynomial rings in infinitely many variables, such as k[Xi | i ∈ N],
possess infinite Krull dimension, and any integral extension over them will also exhibit infinite
dimension.

17.3 Applications to Arithmetic and Geometry

Before proceeding to group actions, we present an observation regarding fraction fields and outline
critical examples of integral closures in number theory and algebraic geometry.
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Lemma (Fraction Fields of Integral Domains). Let A ⊂ B be an integral extension where
B is an integral domain (and thus A is an integral domain). Then the induced extension of their
fields of fractions, Frac(A) ⊂ Frac(B), is an algebraic field extension.

Proof. Let S = A \ {0} be the multiplicative subset of non-zero elements in A. Since localization
preserves integral extensions, the localized extension S−1A ⊂ S−1B is integral. By definition,
S−1A is the fraction field of A, so S−1A = Frac(A). Because S−1B is an integral extension of a
field, and S−1B is an integral domain, it must itself be a field. Since B ⊂ S−1B and S−1B is a
field where every element can be written as a fraction with a denominator in S ⊂ B, we conclude
that S−1B is exactly the fraction field of B, so S−1B = Frac(B). Thus, Frac(A) ⊂ Frac(B) is an
integral extension of fields, which is precisely the definition of an algebraic field extension.

Example 1 (The Ring of Integers in Number Theory). Let K be a finite field extension
of Q (a number field). The integral closure of Z within K is denoted OK , representing the ring of
algebraic integers of K.

Z ⊂ OK ⊂ K.

By construction, OK is integrally closed in its fraction field K. The property of being a Noetherian
ring is preserved during this integral closure; OK is a finitely generated Z-module of rank [K : Q],
OK ∼= Zr, which guarantees its Noetherianity via the non-degeneracy of the trace form TrK/Q.
Because dim(Z) = 1, the dimension of the integral extension must match, dim(OK) = 1. An
integrally closed, Noetherian integral domain of dimension 1 is a Dedekind domain.
Specifically, consider a quadratic extension K = Q(

√
d) where d ∈ Z \ {0, 1} is square-free. The

basis of K over Q is {1,
√
d}.

1. If d ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4), the ring of integers is OK = {a+ b
√
d | a, b ∈ Z} = Z[

√
d].

2. If d ≡ 1 (mod 4), the ring of integers is OK = { 1
2
(a + b

√
d) | a, b ∈ Z, a ≡ b (mod 2)}. The

integral basis is {1, 1
2
(1 +

√
d)}.

Example 2 (Healing Singularities in Algebraic Geometry). Taking the integral closure
(normalization) serves as an algebraic process to resolve geometric singularities. Let k be a field,
and consider the plane curve defined by X2 = Y 3. The coordinate ring is:

A = k[X,Y ]/(X2 − Y 3).

This variety exhibits a cusp singularity at the origin. We define a map to the polynomial ring
B = k[T ] via X 7→ T 3 and Y 7→ T 2. This provides an injective ring homomorphism A ↪→ B.

A ∼= k[T 2, T 3] ⊂ k[T ] = B.

Algebra: k[X,Y ]/(X2 − Y 3) k[T ]

Geometry: V (X2 − Y 3) A1
k

φ

Spec(φ)

A1
k = Spec(k[T ])T = 0

X

Y

X2 = Y 3

(0, 0)

t 7→ (t3, t2)
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The element T ∈ B is a root of the monic polynomial P (Z) = Z2−Y ∈ A[Z], because evaluating it
at Z = T yields T 2− Y = 0 in the overring B. This confirms that T is integral over A. Therefore,
A ⊂ B is an integral extension. The rings A and B share the exact same fraction field, k(T ). The
ring B = k[T ] is a Principal Ideal Domain, hence it is integrally closed and regular. The integral
closure of A within its fraction field yields Ak(T ) = B. Geometrically, this inclusion corresponds
to a continuous map from the smooth affine line A1

k onto the singular curve, effectively separating
the overlapping tangents and “healing” the singularity.

17.4 Group Actions and Integral Extensions

We introduce a fundamental mechanism for producing integral extensions through the action of a
finite group.

Theorem (Invariants under Finite Group Actions). Let B be a commutative ring and
let G ⊂ AutRing(B) be a finite subgroup of automorphisms. Let A = BG be the subring of
invariants:

A = {x ∈ B | g · x = x for all g ∈ G}.

Then the following properties hold:

1. The extension A ⊂ B is an integral extension.

2. For every p ∈ Spec(A), there exists a prime ideal q ∈ Spec(B) lying over p.

3. The group G acts transitively on the fibers: if q, q′ ∈ Spec(B) both lie over p (meaning
q ∩A = q′ ∩A = p), then there exists an element g ∈ G such that g · q = q′.

As a canonical example, the symmetric group Sn acts on the polynomial ring B = k[X1, . . . , Xn]
by permuting the variables. The invariant subring is the algebra of symmetric polynomials, A =
k[Σ1, . . . ,Σn], generated by the elementary symmetric polynomials. The extension is integral,
reflecting the geometric quotient map Cn → Cn/Sn ∼= Cn.

Proof. Proof of (1) Integrality: Let x ∈ B. We construct a polynomial that vanishes at x
by taking the product over the entire orbit of x under the group action:

Px(X) :=
∏
g∈G

(X − g · x) ∈ B[X].

We must verify that the coefficients of Px(X) belong to the invariant subring A. For any automor-
phism h ∈ G, we apply h to the polynomial:

h · Px(X) =
∏
g∈G

(X − h · (g · x)) =
∏
g∈G

(X − (hg) · x).

Because left multiplication by h merely permutes the elements of the finite group G, the factors are
rearranged but the product remains unchanged. Thus, h · Px(X) = Px(X). Since the polynomial
is invariant under all h ∈ G, its coefficients must reside in BG = A. The polynomial Px(X) is
manifestly monic. Furthermore, evaluating it at x yields Px(x) =

∏
g∈G(x − g · x). The identity

element e ∈ G produces the factor (x− e · x) = (x− x) = 0, causing the entire product to vanish.
This proves that every element x ∈ B is integral over A.

Proof of (2) Existence of Primes: Because A ⊂ B has been proven to be an integral
extension, the existence of a prime ideal q ∈ Spec(B) lying over any p ∈ Spec(A) is guaranteed by
the general properties of integral extensions discussed previously.

Proof of (3) Transitivity on Fibers: Let q, q′ ∈ Spec(B) lie over the same prime ideal p in
A. We want to establish the existence of an element g ∈ G such that q′ = g · q.

q q′

p

∩A

g ·

∩A
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17 Integral Extensions

Suppose, to derive a contradiction, that for all g ∈ G, q′ ̸= g · q. Because g · q and q′ both lie over
the same prime ideal p, the incomparability property prevents q′ from being properly contained
within any g ·q. By the Prime Avoidance Lemma, since q′ is not contained in any individual prime
ideal g · q, it cannot be contained in their finite union. Thus, there exists an element x ∈ B such
that:

x ∈ q′ and x /∈
⋃
g∈G

g · q.

We form the norm of x by multiplying across the group orbit:

y =
∏
g∈G

g · x.

Similar to the coefficients of Px, this product is symmetric and therefore invariant under the group
action. Hence, y ∈ BG = A. Because one of the factors is e · x = x, and x ∈ q′, the entire product
y belongs to the ideal q′. Therefore, y ∈ q′ ∩A = p. However, since both ideals lie over p, we must
also have p = q ∩A. Thus, y ∈ q. Since q is a prime ideal and contains the product

∏
g∈G g · x, it

must contain at least one of the factors. This indicates there exists an h ∈ G such that h · x ∈ q.
Applying h−1 to this containment yields x ∈ h−1 · q, which directly contradicts the construction of
x avoiding all conjugates of q. This contradiction confirms that q′ must be equal to g · q for some
g ∈ G.

End of Lec
21.

17.4.1 The Prime Avoidance Lemma

To complete the proof from the previous lecture regarding the transitivity of the group action on
fibers, we must establish the Prime Avoidance Lemma.

Lemma (Prime Avoidance). Let R be a commutative ring. Let I ⊂ R be an ideal, and
let p1, . . . , pn be finitely many ideals, at most two of which are not prime. If the ideal I is
contained in their union:

I ⊆
n⋃
i=1

pi,

then I is contained in at least one of them: I ⊆ pi for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The base case n = 1 is trivial.

Case n = 2: Suppose I ⊆ p1 ∪ p2, but I ̸⊆ p1 and I ̸⊆ p2. Then there exist elements x1 ∈ I \ p1

and x2 ∈ I \ p2. Since both elements belong to I ⊆ p1 ∪ p2, we are forced to conclude that x1 ∈ p2

and x2 ∈ p1. We form the sum x = x1 + x2. Clearly, x ∈ I, so x must belong to either p1 or
p2. If x ∈ p1, then x1 = x − x2 ∈ p1, a contradiction. If x ∈ p2, then x2 = x − x1 ∈ p2, also a
contradiction. Thus, I must be contained entirely in p1 or p2.

Inductive Step: Assume the statement holds for n−1, and that all pi for i ≥ 3 are prime ideals.
Suppose for the sake of contradiction that I ⊆

⋃n
i=1 pi, but that for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the ideal

I is not contained in the union of the remaining n− 1 ideals:

I ̸⊆
⋃
j ̸=i

pj .

Thus, for each i, we can select an element yi ∈ I such that yi /∈
⋃
j ̸=i pj . Because yi ∈ I ⊆

⋃n
k=1 pk,

it necessarily follows that yi ∈ pi.
We construct the element x ∈ I defined by:

x = yn + y1y2 . . . yn−1.

Since I is an ideal and each yi ∈ I, the element x is well-defined within I. Consequently, x ∈ pk
for some k ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
We evaluate the two possibilities for k:
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17 Integral Extensions

1. Assume k = n. Thus, x ∈ pn. Since yn ∈ pn, the difference x− yn = y1y2 . . . yn−1 must also
belong to pn. By hypothesis, pn is a prime ideal (as n ≥ 3), so the product belonging to pn
implies that at least one of the factors yj belongs to pn for some j < n. This contradicts our
choice of yj /∈ pn.

2. Assume k < n. Thus, x ∈ pk. Since yk ∈ pk, the product y1y2 . . . yn−1 ∈ pk. Therefore, the
difference yn = x − y1y2 . . . yn−1 must belong to pk. This directly contradicts our choice of
yn /∈ pk.

The resulting contradiction demonstrates that I cannot avoid all (n − 1)-wise unions. By the
inductive hypothesis, I is contained in a single ideal pi.

17.4.2 Further Examples of Integral Extensions

Example 1 (Symmetric Polynomial Ring). Let R[X1, . . . , Xn] be the polynomial ring in n
variables over a commutative ring R, and let the symmetric group Sn operate on it by permuting
the variables: Sn ↷ R[X1, . . . , Xn]. The invariant subring is the ring of symmetric polynomials,
generated by the elementary symmetric polynomials Σ1, . . . ,Σn:

R[Σ1, . . . ,Σn] ∼= R[X1, . . . , Xn]Sn ⊂ R[X1, . . . , Xn].

By our theorem on finite group actions, this inclusion forms an integral extension.

Geometric interpretation: This algebraically corresponds to the geometric quotient of the
affine space:

AnR/Sn ∼= AnR.

Equivalently, evaluated over the complex numbers, Cn/Sn ∼= Cn. The roots of the generic polyno-
mial P = Xn + an−1X

n−1 + · · ·+ a0 correspond precisely to the variables X1, . . . , Xn. Due to the
transitivity of the action of Sn, this serves as an initial example of an étale extension.

Example 2 (Finiteness of Fibers). If A ⊂ B is an integral extension such that B is a finitely
generated A-module, then the fibers of the induced continuous mapping on the spectra Spec(B)→
Spec(A) are finite sets.
For any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(A), the fiber over p is algebraically identified as:

π−1(p) = Spec(B ⊗A κ(p)),

where κ(p) denotes the residue field of A at p. This topological structure underscores the impor-
tance of the tensor product in isolating fibers in algebraic geometry.

Spec(B ⊗A κ(p)) Spec(B)

Spec(κ(p)) Spec(A)

⌟
π

Example 3 (Dedekind Rings and the Picard Group). Let R be an integral domain and a
Noetherian ring, with a field of fractions K = Frac(R) = R(0). The ring R is defined as a Dedekind

ring if it is integrally closed within its fraction field and its Krull dimension is dim(R) = 1.
Geometrically, this corresponds to regular, smooth curves without singularities. This establishes
a profound connection between the geometric interpretations of algebraic geometry and algebraic
number theory (e.g., rings of integers in number fields).

Computation of the Picard Group: To compute the Picard group, the notion of fractional
ideals of R (when R is a Dedekind domain) is highly beneficial. Each fractional ideal I ⊂ K is a
locally free R-module of rank 1. Recall that the Picard group, Pic(R), is defined as the group of
isomorphism classes of locally free R-modules of rank 1. Thus, fractional ideals map naturally into
the Picard group. The Picard group is an important invariant; within algebraic number theory,
Pic(R) corresponds to the ideal class group.
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18 Noether Normalization Theorem, Hilbert’s Nullstellen-

satz, and Geometric Properties

18.1 Noether Normalization Lemma

Theorem (Noether Normalization Lemma). Let k be a field, and let A be a finitely
generated k-algebra. Suppose A is generated by n elements, meaning A ∼= k[Y1, . . . , Yn]/I for
some ideal I. Then there exist elements x1, . . . , xm ∈ A (with m ≤ n) such that:

1. The natural inclusion map B = k[x1, . . . , xm] ↪→ A is an integral extension.

2. The elements x1, . . . , xm are algebraically independent over k.

Furthermore, we state the strong version: If 0 ⊂ a1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ ar ⊂ A is a chain of proper ideals,
the elements x1, . . . , xm can be chosen such that for each i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, the contraction to the
subring B satisfies:

ai ∩B = (x1, . . . , xh(i))

for some integer sequence 0 ≤ h(1) ≤ · · · ≤ h(r) ≤ m.

Algebra: A k[x1, . . . , xm]

Geometry: Spec(A) Amk

integral

finite surjective

Proof. Because A is a finitely generated k-algebra, there exists a surjective k-algebra homomor-
phism from a polynomial ring:

k[Y1, . . . , Yn] ↠ A.

Let yi denote the image of Yi in A, meaning A = k[y1, . . . , yn]. We proceed by induction on n, the
number of algebra generators.

Base Case (n = 0): If n = 0, then A = k. The empty set of elements is algebraically independent,
and k is trivially an integral extension of k. The result holds.

Inductive Step: Assume the theorem holds for any algebra generated by n − 1 elements. If
the generators y1, . . . , yn are algebraically independent over k, then A ∼= k[Y1, . . . , Yn], which is an
integral extension of itself. We simply choose xi = yi.
If y1, . . . , yn are algebraically dependent, there exists a non-zero polynomial F ∈ k[Y1, . . . , Yn] such
that F (y1, . . . , yn) = 0. We perform a change of variables to force the extension to be integral over
a subring generated by n − 1 elements. We define new variables y′

i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 by shifting
the original generators:

y′
i := yi − yri

n ,

where the integers ri > 0 are to be determined. We substitute yi = y′
i + yri

n into the polynomial
equation F (y1, . . . , yn) = 0, yielding:

F (y′
1 + yr1

n , . . . , y
′
n−1 + yrn−1

n , yn) = 0.

When expanding this polynomial in terms of powers of yn, a monomial term cY a1
1 . . . Y an

n from F

produces a leading term of the form cy
a1r1+···+an−1rn−1+an
n . By choosing the sequence of integers ri

to grow sufficiently fast (e.g., ri = di where d is greater than the maximum degree of any variable
in F ), all these resultant exponents will be distinct. Consequently, the highest power of yn cannot
cancel out.
This procedure transforms the relation F = 0 into a polynomial equation for yn with coefficients
residing in the subring A′ = k[y′

1, . . . , y
′
n−1], where the leading coefficient is a non-zero scalar c ∈ k.

Dividing by c yields a monic polynomial, proving yn is integral over A′. Because yi = y′
i + yri

n , the
elements yi are also integral over A′[yn] = A. Therefore, A is an integral extension of A′.
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By the inductive hypothesis, the subring A′, which is generated by n − 1 elements, contains
algebraically independent elements x1, . . . , xm such that A′ is an integral extension of k[x1, . . . , xm].
Since integral extensions are transitive, A is an integral extension of k[x1, . . . , xm], completing the
proof for the standard lemma. (The strong version follows via a more involved inductive extension
on the ideal chain).

18.2 Dimension Theory for Finitely Generated k-Algebras

We immediately derive the dimension of polynomial rings over a field.

Corollary 1 (Dimension of Polynomial Rings). Let n ≥ 1, and let the base field k be
fixed. Then:

dimKrull(k[X1, . . . , Xn]) = n.

Proof. Choose a maximal chain of proper prime ideals in the polynomial ring:

(0) = p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pr ⊂ k[X1, . . . , Xn].

By the strong Noether Normalization Lemma, there exists a sequence of elements (y1, . . . , ym) ∈
k[X1, . . . , Xn]m such that the subalgebra they generate is isomorphic to a polynomial ring k[Y1, . . . , Ym] ∼=
k[y1, . . . , ym], the inclusion k[y1, . . . , ym] ↪→ k[X1, . . . , Xn] is an integral extension, and the con-
tractions of the prime ideals satisfy:

pi ∩ k[y1, . . . , ym] = (y1, . . . , yh(i))

with 0 ≤ h(0) < h(1) < · · · < h(r) ≤ m. The ascending inequalities are proper due to the
incomparability property of integral extensions. This directly implies r ≤ m.
By localizing at the minimal prime ideal 0, we pass to the fields of fractions. The extension of
fraction fields:

k(y1, . . . , ym) ⊂ Frac(k[X1, . . . , Xn]) = k(X1, . . . , Xn)

is an algebraic field extension. (For any integral extension of integral domains A ⊂ B, taking the
fraction field yields an algebraic extension Frac(A) ⊂ (A \ {0})−1B = Frac(B)).
Because an algebraic field extension preserves the transcendence degree, we must have m = n.
This forces the maximal length of any chain of prime ideals to satisfy r ≤ n.
Conversely, we can explicitly construct a chain of prime ideals of length n:

0 ⊊ (X1) ⊊ (X1, X2) ⊊ · · · ⊊ (X1, . . . , Xn).

This chain demonstrates that the Krull dimension is at least n. Combined with the upper bound
r ≤ n, we conclude dimKrull(k[X1, . . . , Xn]) = n.

We extend this to arbitrary integral domains that are finitely generated k-algebras. Recall a
fundamental fact from field theory: Let K be the field of fractions of A, where A is a finitely
generated k-algebra and an integral domain.

1. There exist elements (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Kn such that k(x1, . . . , xn) ⊂ K is an algebraic field
extension (meaning it is algebraic and finitely generated over k, not necessarily a finite set).

2. The number n = tr. degk(K) is the transcendental degree, and it is independent of the choice
of transcendence basis.

Corollary 2 (Dimension and Transcendence Degree). Let A be a finitely generated
k-algebra and an integral domain, and let K = Frac(A). Then:

dimKrull(A) = tr.degk(K).

Note. This corollary is directly proven by the specific case of the polynomial ring established in
Corollary 1, combined with the algebraic field extension property.

18.3 Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz
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Corollary 3 (Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, Reformulation). Let A be a finitely generated
k-algebra, and let m ⊂ A be a maximal ideal. Then the residue field κ(m) = A/m is a finite
algebraic extension of k.

Proof. The residue field κ(m) = A/m is a finitely generated k-algebra (do not confuse this with
localization Rm). By Corollary 2, because κ(m) is a field, its Krull dimension is zero:

tr. degk(κ(m)) = dimKrull(κ(m)) = 0.

Since the transcendence degree is zero, the inclusion k ⊂ κ(m) represents an algebraic and finite
field extension.

Outlook. This algebraic property leads directly to the definition of the degree of a closed point in
algebraic geometry.

General Version of the Nullstellensatz. There are several versions of the Nullstellensatz. We
state the classical geometric version. Let k = k be an algebraically closed field. Let (P1, . . . , Pr) ⊂
k[X1, . . . , Xn] be an ideal generated by polynomials Pi.
We define the algebraic zero-locus:

Z(P1, . . . , Pr) = {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ kn | Pi(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 ∀i}.

Then the Nullstellensatz states that the locus is non-empty if and only if the ideal is proper:

Z(P1, . . . , Pr) ̸= ∅ ⇐⇒ (P1, . . . , Pr) ̸= k[X1, . . . , Xn].

Proof Sketch. If the ideal is proper, (P1, . . . , Pr) ⊂ m for some maximal ideal m. Since k is
algebraically closed, the finite algebraic extension k ⊆ k[X1, . . . , Xn]/m implies they are equal.
This identifies the maximal ideal precisely with a specific geometric point (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ kn, which
evaluates all the polynomials in the ideal to zero.

End of Lec
22.

18.4 Closedness of Integral Extensions

We return to the geometric properties of integral extensions to establish a topological result re-
garding the induced map on the prime spectra.

Theorem (Closedness of the Induced Map). Let φ : A → B be an integral extension of
commutative rings. Then the induced map on the spectra:

Spec(φ) : Spec(B) −→ Spec(A)
q 7−→ φ−1(q) = q ∩A

is a closed and continuous map. That is, the image of any closed set in Spec(B) is a closed set
in Spec(A).

Proof. The continuity of Spec(φ) holds universally for any ring homomorphism. We must demon-
strate that the map is closed.
Let V (I) ⊆ Spec(B) be a closed subset, where I ⊂ B is an ideal. We claim that the image of this
closed set under Spec(φ) is exactly the closed set defined by the contracted ideal in A:

Spec(φ)(V (I)) = V (I ∩A) ⊆ Spec(A).

First, we show the forward inclusion. Let p ∈ Spec(φ)(V (I)). By definition, there exists a prime
ideal q ∈ V (I) such that q∩A = p. Because q ∈ V (I), we know I ⊆ q. Intersecting both sides with
A yields I ∩A ⊆ q ∩A = p. Therefore, p ∈ V (I ∩A), which proves Spec(φ)(V (I)) ⊆ V (I ∩A).
Conversely, we show the reverse inclusion. Let p ∈ V (I ∩ A), meaning p is a prime ideal in A
such that I ∩A ⊆ p. We can pass to the respective quotient rings. The integral extension A→ B
naturally induces an integral extension of the quotients:

A/(I ∩A)B/I.
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B B/I

A A/(I ∩A)

integral integral

The ideal p contains I∩A, so it descends to a well-defined prime ideal p = p/(I∩A) in the quotient
ring A/(I ∩A).
By the general existence theorem for prime ideals in integral extensions (the Lying-Over Theo-
rem), there exists a prime ideal q in the overring B/I that lies exactly over p. By the standard
correspondence theorem for quotient rings, q lifts to a prime ideal q ∈ Spec(B) that contains I.
The condition that it lies over p implies that q ∩A = p.
Since q contains I, we have q ∈ V (I), and its image under Spec(φ) is precisely p. This proves
V (I ∩A) ⊆ Spec(φ)(V (I)), establishing the equality and confirming that the map is closed.

18.5 Maximal Chains of Prime Ideals

We now use the Noether Normalization Lemma to establish a strong uniformity property for the
dimensions of finitely generated algebras over a field.

Theorem (Catenary Property for Finite Type Algebras). Let k be a field, and let A
be a finitely generated k-algebra that is an integral domain. Then any maximal chain of prime
ideals in A has length exactly equal to dim(A).
Specifically, any chain of prime ideals that starts with the zero ideal (0) and ends with a
maximal ideal m, without admitting any further intermediate prime ideals:

(0) = p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pN = m

necessarily has length N = dim(A).

Proof. Let n = dim(A). We proceed by induction on n.

Base Case (n = 0): If dim(A) = 0, the k-algebra A is a field. The only prime ideal is the zero
ideal (0), which is already maximal. The maximal chain consists solely of (0), which has length 0,
satisfying the claim.

Inductive Step: Assume the theorem holds for all finitely generated k-algebra integral domains
of dimension n−1. Let A be such an algebra of dimension n, and let (0) = p0 ⊊ p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pN = m
be a maximal chain of prime ideals.
Because the chain is maximal, there are no prime ideals strictly contained between (0) and p1.
Therefore, the height of p1 is exactly 1, i.e., ht(p1) = 1. By the Noether Normalization Lemma, A
is an integral extension of a polynomial ring B = k[X1, . . . , Xn].
We evaluate the contraction p′

1 = p1 ∩ B ∈ Spec(B). Since B is a Unique Factorization Domain,
it is an integrally closed domain (a normal ring). Because A is an integral domain, the Going-
Down theorem applies to the integral extension B ↪→ A. This guarantees that the height of the
contracted ideal matches the height of the extended ideal, meaning ht(p′

1) = ht(p1) = 1.
In the polynomial ring B = k[X1, . . . , Xn], any prime ideal of height 1 is a principal ideal generated
by a single irreducible polynomial. Thus, p′

1 = (f) for some irreducible polynomial f ∈ B. The
quotient ring B/p′

1 = k[X1, . . . , Xn]/(f) has Krull dimension n− 1.
The quotient extension B/p′

1 ↪→ A/p1 is an integral extension. Since integral extensions preserve
Krull dimension, we conclude that dim(A/p1) = dim(B/p′

1) = n− 1.

A A/p1

B B/p′
1

integral integral

The remaining segment of our original chain descends to a chain in the quotient ring A/p1:

(0) = p1/p1 ⊊ p2/p1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ pN/p1 = m/p1.
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This constitutes a maximal chain of prime ideals in A/p1. By the induction hypothesis, its length
must be exactly the dimension of the quotient ring, which is n− 1. Counting the steps, the length
of this quotient chain is N−1. Thus, N−1 = n−1, which forces N = n = dim(A). This completes
the induction.

18.6 Geometric Interpretation: Hypersurfaces

Definition (Hypersurface). In algebraic geometry, the notion of a hypersurface corresponds
algebraically to the vanishing locus of a single non-constant polynomial.
Let k be a field. For any non-zero, non-unit polynomial f ∈ k[X1, . . . , Xn] \ {0} \ k×, the closed
set defined by f is given by:

V (f) ⊂ Spec(k[X1, . . . , Xn]).

This algebraic locus is referred to as a hypersurface.
If f is an irreducible polynomial, the ideal (f) is prime, and the quotient ring k[X1, . . . , Xn]/(f)
serves as the coordinate ring of the hypersurface. Based on our preceding dimension analysis, the
Krull dimension evaluates to:

dim(k[X1, . . . , Xn]/(f)) = n− 1.

Therefore, an irreducible hypersurface possesses a geometric codimension of exactly 1. (In linear
algebra, this is analogous to the kernel of a non-zero linear functional, which corresponds to a
codimension-1 subspace).
Furthermore, recalling the geometric consequences of Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz: if the base field k
is algebraically closed, there is a canonical bijection between the maximal ideals of k[X1, . . . , Xn]
and the points in the affine space kn. Any maximal ideal m takes the specific form:

m = (X1 − x1, X2 − x2, . . . , Xn − xn)

for some point (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ kn. This connects the algebraic abstractions of maximal chains and
hypersurfaces to precise spatial coordinates.

End of Lec
23.

19 Outlook: Sheaves, Schemes, and Cohomology

19.1 Geometry and Sheaves of Rings

We now transition from commutative algebra to algebraic geometry, adopting the perspective
formalized by Grothendieck to manage the technical algebraic structures underlying geometric
spaces.

19.1.1 Topological Spaces and Sheaves

Let X be a topological space. We can consider the space of continuous real-valued functions on
X, denoted C0(X,R). This set naturally forms a commutative R-algebra under pointwise addition
and multiplication. Similarly, if X is a differentiable manifold, we can consider the space of smooth
functions C∞(X,R), which also forms a commutative R-algebra.
To localize this concept, we introduce sheaves. Let X be a topological space, and let U ⊂ X be an
open subset. We consider the R-algebra C0(U,R). If we have a nested open subset V ⊂ U , there
is a natural restriction map between the algebras:

C0(U,R) −→ C0(V,R).

F(U) F(V )

F(W )

resU,V

resU,W
resV,W
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A structure providing an algebra for every open set along with compatible restriction maps is called
a presheaf of R-algebras. Note that the elements of F(U) are commonly referred to as the “set of
sections over U”.
This presheaf satisfies a crucial gluing condition: if continuous maps defined on an open covering
agree on all pairwise intersections, they can be uniquely extended to a continuous map on the
entire union. A presheaf satisfying this exact gluing condition is called a sheaf on X.

Definition (Ringed Spaces and Manifolds). This sheaf-theoretic approach can be used to
define geometric spaces natively.

1. A differentiable manifold can be defined as a ringed space (M,OM )—a topological space
equipped with a sheaf of rings—such that for every point x ∈ M , there exists an open
neighborhood U ⊂M where the restricted sheaf OM |U is isomorphic to the sheaf of smooth
functions C∞(−,R)|V on some open subset V ⊂ Rn.

2. Analogously, a complex manifold is a ringed space (M,OM ), where OM is the sheaf of holo-
morphic functions, which is locally isomorphic to an open subset of Cn.

19.1.2 The Structure Sheaf and Stalks

Transitioning from classical geometry to algebraic geometry involves adapting this framework to
commutative rings.

Theorem (The Structure Sheaf of the Spectrum). Let A be a commutative ring. There
exists a unique sheaf of commutative rings OSpec(A) on the prime spectrum Spec(A), known as
the structure sheaf, such that for any principal open set D(f) with f ∈ A, the sections evaluate
to the localized ring:

OSpec(A)(D(f)) = Af .

In particular, evaluating the sheaf on the entire global space recovers the base ring:
OSpec(A)(Spec(A)) = A.

To analyze the local behavior of a sheaf, we define its stalk.

Definition (Stalk of a Sheaf). Let X be a topological space, F a sheaf of sets on X, and
x ∈ X a point. The stalk of the sheaf at the point x, denoted Fx, is the direct limit over all open
neighborhoods U containing x:

Fx = lim−→
x∈U⊂X

F(U) =
∐

x∈U⊂X
F(U)/ ∼,

where two sections are equivalent if they agree on some smaller open neighborhood of x.
For an affine scheme constructed from a commutative ring A, the stalk of the structure sheaf at a
point corresponding to a prime ideal p ∈ Spec(A) is precisely the localization of the ring at that
prime ideal:

OSpec(A),p = Ap.

19.2 Schemes and Morphisms

19.2.1 The Category of Schemes

Definition (Scheme). A scheme X is defined as a ringed space (X,OX) that is locally isomorphic
to an affine scheme (Spec(A),OSpec(A)) for some commutative ring A.
A morphism of ringed spaces from (X,OX) to (Y,OY ) consists of a continuous map of topological
spaces f : X → Y alongside a corresponding morphism of sheaves of rings defined in the opposite
direction (pullback):

f# : OY −→ f∗(OX),

where f∗ denotes the direct image sheaf. In algebraic geometry, we require these to be morphisms
of locally ringed spaces, preserving the unique maximal ideals in the stalks. These objects and
morphisms constitute the category of schemes, denoted Sch.
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An affine scheme is a scheme globally isomorphic to (Spec(A),OSpec(A)). For any schemeX and any
commutative ring A, morphisms into an affine scheme correspond exactly to ring homomorphisms
from A into the global sections of X:

HomSch(X, Spec(A)) ∼= HomRing(A,OX(X)).

19.2.2 Representable Functors and Fiber Products

We identify several important schemes via representable functors.

Fact (Standard Affine Schemes).

1. The affine line is defined as A1 = Spec(Z[T ]). Morphisms into the affine line cleanly
select a global section:

HomSch(X,A1) = OX(X).

2. The multiplicative group scheme is defined as Gm = Spec(Z[T, T−1]). Morphisms into
Gm select an invertible global section:

HomSch(X,Gm) = OX(X)×.

This space functions geometrically as an algebraic group.

The category of schemes Sch admits all fiber products. For affine schemes X = Spec(A), Y =
Spec(B), and Z = Spec(C) equipped with morphisms into X, their fiber product Y ×X Z corre-
sponds geometrically to the tensor product of their respective coordinate rings:

Y ×X Z = Spec(B ⊗A C).

B ⊗A C C Y ×X Z Z

B A Y X

⌟

This universal property illustrates exactly why the tensor product is so central in algebraic geom-
etry.

19.3 Projective Geometry and Cohomology

19.3.1 Projective Space

We construct the projective space of dimension n over the integers, denoted PnZ, as a geometric
quotient:

PnZ = (An+1 \ {0})/Gm.

The natural projection map An+1 \ {0} → Pn operates as a principal Gm-bundle that is locally
trivial in the Zariski topology. The projective space is covered by n + 1 standard affine patches
Ani , each taking the explicit form:

Ani = Spec(Z[T0/Ti, . . . , Tn/Ti]).

Related structures include the general linear group scheme GLn, which admits a determinant
morphism det : GLn → Gm, and the tautological line bundle on projective space, denoted OPn(1),
which admits a natural surjection O⊕n

X → O(1).

19.3.2 Intersection Theory and Cohomology

We conclude with an outlook on intersection theory and cohomology, two major applications of
scheme theory.

Theorem (Bézout’s Theorem). Let C and D be two irreducible closed curves in the pro-
jective plane P2

k over a base field k. The total number of intersection points, properly counted
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with multiplicity and degrees of field extensions, is given by the product of their degrees:

|C ∩D| = deg(C)× deg(D) =
∑

P∈C∩D
µP [κ(P ) : k],

where µP is the local intersection multiplicity at the point P , and κ(P ) is the residue field at
P .

Finally, sheaf cohomology provides a homological dimension to schemes. The global sections of a
sheaf F on X form the zeroth cohomology group:

H0(X,F) = Γ(X,F).

The higher cohomology groups are derived algebraically using the Ext functor in the category of
OX -modules:

Hn(X,F) = ExtnOX -mod(OX ,F).

End of Lec
24.
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