THE RESOLUTION PROPERTY HOLDS AWAY FROM CODIMENSION THREE
SIDDHARTH MATHUR AND STEFAN SCHROER

Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to verify a conjecture of Gross under mild hypotheses:
all reduced, separated, and excellent schemes have the resolution property away from a closed
subset of codimension > 3. Our technique uses formal-local descent and the existence of affine
flat neighborhoods to reduce the problem to constructing certain modules over commutative
rings. Once in the category of modules we exhibit enough locally free sheaves directly, thereby
establishing the resolution property for a specific class of algebraic spaces. A crucial step is
showing it suffices to resolve a single coherent sheaf.
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1. Introduction

A scheme is said to have the resolution property if every quasi-coherent sheaf of finite type is
the quotient of a locally free sheaf of finite rank. Although quasi-projective and regular schemes
have enough locally free sheaves, very little is understood in the broader category of separated
schemes or algebraic spaces. Already for surfaces this is a difficult problem (see [32], |7], and [26])
and the case of threefolds seems intractable: it is not even known if a proper threefold always
admits a single nontrivial locally free sheaf. Although interesting progress has been made in the
toric case (see [29] and [30]), a general solution remains elusive even for this simpler question.

In his thesis, Gross conjectured that separated schemes enjoy the resolution property away
from a closed subset of codimension > 3 (see [0, Conj. 2.0.3]). Among other things, this is an
important step for establishing the resolution property for threefolds. In this paper, we verify
this conjecture under mild hypotheses:

Theorem A. Let X denote a scheme which is excellent, reduced and separated.

(1) Every point z € X admits an open neighborhood U C X that contains all points of
codimension < 2 and has the resolution property.

(2) Every coherent sheaf .%# on X is the quotient of a coherent sheaf & which is locally free
at all points of codimension < 2.
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In fact, our arguments yield stronger results, many of which cover algebraic spaces, see Theo-
rem, Theorem and Corollary [6.9] for more precise statements.

The existence of locally free resolutions on schemes is a well studied question and perhaps
the most striking result in this direction is the following result due to Totaro and Gross.

Theorem. (|36, Thm. 1.1] and [8, Thm. 1.1]) A quasi-compact and quasi-separated algebraic
space X has the resolution property if and only if X can be written as the quotient of a free
action of GL,, on a quasi-affine scheme.

As such, the resolution property generalizes the notion of quasi-projectivity: varieties embed-
ded in P always arise as quotients of quasi-affine schemes by a free action of GL;. Moreover, a
defining property of ample line bundles is that they (positively) generate all the coherent sheaves
on a space. Since this property is so commonly used, it is no surprise that the resolution prop-
erty has important and fundamental consequences across different areas of algebraic geometry:
Hilbert’s fourteenth problem over a general base (see |33, Thm. 2] and [35, Thm 3.8]), the moduli
of polarized varieties (see [20, Ques. 43] and |20}, Conj. 42]), the theory of group schemes (|17]),
the Brauer group (J26])), and algebraic K-theory (|36} Sec. 2]). This justifies the importance of the
following question of Totaro. It was originally stated for algebraic stacks but is still tantalizingly
open in the absence of stabilizers:

Totaro’s question (Totaro, [30, Ques. 1]) Let X be a separated scheme (or algebraic space),
does X have the resolution property?

Despite the utility of the resolution property, little progress has been made beyond algebraic
surfaces. Even the case of smooth three dimensional algebraic spaces over a field is completely
wide open and the problem seems to be beyond the reach of current methods. Before describing
our strategy, we recall how to resolve a coherent sheaf .# on a surface X:

(1) First, we realize .# as a quotient of a coherent sheaf which is locally free in codimension
< 1 (see |7, Prop. 1.8]). The crucial idea here is that, using Chow’s lemma, one can find
a quasiprojective open subset containing all height one points. Now we may assume .%#
is locally free away from finitely many points py, ..., p,, and so it suffices to extend local
resolutions at the p; to all of X.

(2) This extension problem is solved by constructing locally free sheaves with certain positiv-
ity properties (see |7, Thm. 4.5]). The idea is to use Chow’s lemma to produce a projective
birational cover and one then descends a positive bundle by modifying a sum of am-
ple line bundles along a 1-dimensional exceptional locus. To conclude, one annihilates
the obstruction to extending these local resolutions by twisting with the aforementioned
locally free sheaves.

The first step automatically fails in our setting because the codimension 2 points need not
admit a quasi-projective open neighborhood. Thus, we have to find a tractable replacement
for such opens. Our solution is to algebraize formal-local neighborhoods of any fixed finite
collection of codimension 2 points, this process yields affine flat neighborhoods (see Definition
and when glued along an affine gpen subset of X, we obtain open subspaces U; C X which
contains this finite collection of codimension 2 points (see Proposition [3.6). Moreover recent
results on flat descent allow us to reduce the problem on the various U; to the following result
involving only modules over commutative rings (see Theorem [4.2).
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Theorem B. Suppose we have ring maps [?; — R;3 which are flat for : = 1, 2 with the property
that the multiplication map Ry» ®p, R12 — Ri2 is bijective. Then every object (M, M, @) €
Mod(R1) X Mod(r,2) Mod(R3), where the two modules A, and M, are finitely generated modules
and ¢ : M1®p, R19 — My®p, R2 is an isomorphism, is the quotient of the triple (R{", RS™, A)
for a suitable n > 0 and A € GL,,(R12).

The second step fails in our context for two reasons: first, we work without properness as-
sumptions so cohomological vanishing arguments need not apply. The second issue, even if we
only consider proper k-schemes, is that we do not know how to descend a desirable locally
free sheaf along a higher dimensional projective birational cover. In particular, recall that it is
not even known how to descend a single non-trivial locally free sheaf for the case of proper
threefolds. We evade these issues entirely by delicately constructing the open subsets U;, then
pushing forward local surjections #; — .%|y, and taking their direct sum. To ensure that the
push-forwards retain the essential information of .7, we also choose the opens U; so they contain
most of the non-Cohen-Maucalay locus of .%#, then depth considerations finish the argument.

Remark 1.1. It is natural to ask to what extent Theorem [A]holds true for algebraic stacks. There
are G,,,-gerbes over normal separated surfaces which do not enjoy the resolution property (see
[36, Thm. 1.1] and [4, Ex. 3.12]), so the result cannot hold for all stacks with affine diagonal.
However, it would be interesting to know if Theorem [A] holds for algebraic stacks with finite
diagonal. Some special cases in this direction are known (see [20] and [22]) but the general case
seems to be out of reach. Interestingly, the existence of affine flat neighborhoods is a crucial
ingredient in the present paper and it has also been used to prove Theorem [A] for 1,-gerbes
(see |25, Cor. 2] and its proof). However, the method we use to construct locally free resolutions

(see Theorem [B) only works for algebraic spaces of a special form (see Corollary [4.4).

Structure of the paper: In the Section |2| we establish a necessary refinement of the fact that
any finite collection of codimension < 1 points admits a common affine open neighborhood.
Since this is not adequate for codimension 2 points, we show how to improve this result further
using affine flat neighborhoods in Section (3| Then we show that these new neighborhoods have
the resolution property using an algebraic argument in Section |4 In Section |5, we prove that
on a very general class of algebraic spaces, any coherent sheaf can be written as the quotient
of a locally free sheaf on an open set containing all codimension < 2 points. In Section [6} we
explain why it is often enough to resolve a single coherent sheaf by a locally free sheaf. This is
known for schemes but is nontrivial for algebraic spaces. This yields the main theorem and we
conclude by showing one may remove the reducedness hypothesis when working over a field of
positive characteristic.

Acknowledgments We would like to thank Jarod Alper, Jack Hall, Laurent Moret-Bailly, David
Rydh, and Wilberd van der Kallen for useful discussions and comments. This research was done
in the framework of the research training group GRK 2240: Algebro-geometric Methods in Al-
gebra, Arithmetic and Topology, which is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft. The
first author was also supported by the Swedish Research Council under grant no. 2016-06596
while he was in residence at Institut Mittag-Leffler in Djursholm, Sweden during the Fall of 2021.

Notation and conventions We briefly recall the definition of an algebraic space X and some
associated notions: points, local rings, and the topological space associated to X. A functor
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X : Schy — Set is called an algebraic space if X is a sheaf on the big fppf site Sg,pr, the diag-
onal Ag: X — X xg X is representable by schemes, and there is a surjective étale morphism
U — X where U is a scheme.

A point of X is an equivalence class of morphisms from fields = : Spec K — X where two
morphisms are considered equivalent if there is a third dominating both. The points form a set
| X |. Moreover, there exists a unique topology on the sets of points of algebraic spaces so that
it coincides with the underlying topology of X if X is a scheme, morphisms X — Y induce
continuous morphisms |X| — |Y|, and a étale morphism from a scheme U — X induces
a continuous open map, see [34, Tag 03BT]. If we suppose that X is quasi-separated, then
| X'| naturally corresponds to the set of monomorphisms x : Speck — X and the topology is
well-behaved (see [34, Tags 03IG, 06NI]). For instance, if X is quasi-separated every irreducible
closed subset of | X | has a unique generic point (see [34, Tag 06N]|). Al algebraic spaces considered
in this paper will be quasi-separated.

Following [34] Tag 04KG], every point x € |X| can be represented by a choice of geometric
point Z : Speck — X and taking the colimit over all étale neighborhoods of 7 yields a strictly
henselian local ring Ox; and a morphism ¢z : Spec(Oxz) — X which we call the strict
henselization of x at X. Note that the isomorphism type of Spec(Ox ;) over X does not depend
on the choice of geometric point Z. Lastly, if .# is a quasi-coherent sheaf on an algebraic space
X, and = € |X] is a point, then we define the associated stalk to be (5(.#) = .#; for some
geometric point Z lying in x. We will often write z € X to refer to a point z € | X|.

For an integer n > 0, a quasi-coherent sheaf .# on an algebraic space X satisfies Serre’s
condition .S, if for every z € X, we have

depth, (Fz) > min(n, dim(Supp(Fz)))

and an algebraic space is 5, if Ox is. Lastly, when we write locally free we always mean locally
free of finite rank.

2. Common affine open neighborhoods

The goal of this section is to show that certain finite collections of points admit common
affine open neighborhoods. In |34} Tag OANN] it is shown that this holds true for points with
codimension < 1 but we require a stronger version that allows us to add in a further finite
collections of points which themselves already admit an affine open neighborhood. This was
achieved in the presence of noetherian ground rings in the proof of [/, Thm. 1.5] using a version
of Chow’s lemma. However, since we wish to remove this restriction, we require a new argument.

The following lemma from elementary topology will be used throughout the paper.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a topological space, Uy C X an open set, D = X ~\ U, the complementary
closed set, and D' C D open. Then Uy U D" C X is an open set in X.

Proof. Write D' = DNV for some some open set V' C X. We have to check that X ~ (U; U D")
is closed. The latter equals

(X~ UD)N (X ~D)U(X V)= (DN (X~D)U(DNXV)),

which is the intersection of the closed sets D and X V. [l

Recall that if X is a noetherian scheme then there exists a normalization morphism X’ — X
by [34, Tag 035N] which is integral and that X’ can be viewed as the normalization of the
reduction X,.q by [34, Tag 0350].
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Theorem 2.2. Let X be a scheme that is separated and noetherian, and assume that the nor-
malization map X' — X remains noetherian. Suppose a1, ...,a, € X are points that admit a
common affine open neighborhood, and (i, ..., s € X be points of codimension at most one. Then
aiy...,0r,C1,. .., (s € X admit a common affine open neighborhood.

Before giving the proof, we explain some of the necessary background. The following defini-
tion is due to Ferrand (see |5, Thm. 5.4)).

Definition 2.3. A scheme X is said to have the AF-property if every finite set of points
ai,...,a, € X admits a common affine open neighborhood.

Example 2.4. The AF-property holds if X = Proj(A) is the homogeneous spectrum of a graded
ring, but fails in general, as observed by Nagata [28]. The simplest separated examples seem to
be the normal surfaces X constructed in [31]. These are birational to the product of an elliptic
curve and the projective line and have Sing(X) = {a1,as}. Note that a normal scheme X that
is separated and of finite type over a ground field £ has the AF-property if and only if it admits
an ample sheaf (see |2, Cor. 2]). On the other hand, if X has the AF-property and f : X — YV
is a finite birational morphism, then Y also has the AF-property (see |5, Thm. 5.4] or |8, Thm.
3.3] for a generalization), but often fails to carry an ample sheaf (see e.g. |16, Cor. 1]).

Some preliminary observations are in order: if Uy C X, A € L is a filtered inverse system of
affine open sets in a scheme X, then the inverse limit U, = lim U) exists as a scheme, (see |10,
Sec. 8.2]). It is affine, and the coordinate ring of U, is the direct limit of the coordinate rings
for Uy. Moreover, the formation commutes with passing to the underlying topological space.
The canonical map ¢ : Uy, — X is injective, its set-theoretical image is the intersection () U,
and the Zariski topology on the domain coincides with the subspace topology on the image.
Moreover, for all image points ¢(x) € X the canonical map Oy, — Oy, is bijective. By
abuse of notation, we also write the monomorphism ¢ as an inclusion U,, C X, and call it an
affine pro-open set.

Now let a;,...,a, € X be points admitting a common affine open neighborhood. Let U,
A € L be the ordered set of all such neighborhoods. We call U,, C X the minimal affine pro-
neighborhood of the ay,...,a, € X. It comprises all points € X that specializes to one of
the a;. One may compute it explicitly as follows: Fix an index A € L and write U = U,. Let
R = TI'(U, Ox) be the coordinate ring, and p; C R be the prime ideals corresponding to the
a; € U. With the multiplicative system S = R~ (p; U...Up,) we get a canonical identification
Us = Spec(S™'R). If X is integral one furthermore has

STR=R,N...0R,, =O0xaN...00xq,,

where the intersection takes place in the function field /' = O, of our scheme (|3, Ch. 2, Sec.
3, No. 5 Prop. 17)).

Proof. In light of [12, Cor. 4.5.9], it suffices to treat the case that X is reduced. We proceed by
induction on s > 0. The case s = 0 is trivial. Suppose now that s > 1, and that the assertion is
true for s — 1. Setting a,,; = (; for 1 < 7 < s — 1 and replacing by r + s — 1, we are reduced
to the case s = 1. To simplify notation put { = (;.

We first treat the case that the scheme X is integral and normal. The assertion is immediate
if ¢ € X is the generic point. Suppose now that the local ring Ox . has dimension one. Choose
affine open sets U,V C X that contain the ay,...,a, and (, respectively. We are done if
belongs to U, so assume that ( ¢ U. Without restriction, we may assume X = U U V. Write
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U = Spec(R), let p; C R be the prime ideals corresponding to the a; € U, and consider the
minimal affine pro-neighborhood U,, = Spec(S™'R) as above. This lies in U, and thus does
not contain (.

Let F' = Frac(R) = Ox, be the function field of the integral scheme X. Each point z € X
yields a subring O, C F. Recall that x € {y} if and only if Ox, C Ox,, according to [12|
Cor. 8.5.7]. We now check that similar facts hold for semi-local rings instead of local rings.
Seeking a contradiction, assume S™'R C Oy . The fiber product Spec(S™R) X x Spec(Ox )
is affine, and its coordinate ring C' is generated by S™'R and Oy, because X is separated.
Moreover, the projections turn Spec(C') into pro-affine sets inside the factors Spec(S~'R) and
Spec(Ox ), and we may regard Spec(C') C X as a pro-affine set. It comprises the points z € X
that specialize to one of the a;, and also to (. In particular ¢ does not belong to Spec(C'). Using
that C' is contained in F, and is generated inside F' by the subrings S™'R and & x,¢, we infer
C = Ox, and conclude ¢ € Spec(C), contradiction. Summing up, S™'R ¢ Ox . Choose an
element f € S™'R that does not belong to O ;. After shrinking the affine open set U, we may
assume that f € R, and regard it as a local section f € I'(U, Ox).

Recall that we are assuming that X is normal. By the Serre Criterion, the local ring Ox . is
a discrete valuation ring. Let val : F’* — Z be the corresponding valuation. Then val(f) < 0,
thus f~! € F* belongs to the maximal ideal m.. After shrinking the affine open set V, we may
assume f~! € ['(V, Ox). All irreducible components of D = X \ U have codimension one ([,
Cor. 21.12.7]). Choose an open set Dy C D that contains ( € D but no other generic point of D.
Then UU D, C X is an open set, according to Lemma Shrinking V' further, we may assume
that D = {T} In turn, the effective Cartier-divisor V(f~!) C V coincides with the complement
D = X N\ U as closed sets.

By construction we have f, f~' € T'(U NV, Ox). In turn, this gives a cocycle f~! € T'(U N
V, 0%) and thus an invertible sheaf .Z on X. It has .Z|y = Oy and .Z|y = Oy, and the global
sections are pairs s = (sy, sy) satisfying f~'sy = sy on the overlap U N V. In particular, we
have the global sections

so=(L,f7) and s =(f1).

Consequently, .Z is globally generated, and thus defines a morphism 7 : X — P(X,.%),
taking values in the homogeneous spectrum P = P(X,.Z) of the graded ring R(X,.%) =
B,-o H'(X, Z£%"). The quasi-coherent sheaf &p(1) is invertible on the union of all D, (s) C P,
s € I'(X,.%). The morphism h : X — P factors over this union, and we have .Z = h*(0p(1)).
Note that the points h(ay), ..., h(a,), h(¢) all land in an open subscheme Y C P over which
Op(1) is an ample invertible sheaf. Thus, there is an affine open subscheme W C P which
contains these points and where &p(1)|yy is a trivial line bundle. So by replacing P with W and
X with h=1(W) we may suppose that .& is a trivial line bundle. We will show that it is ample
after perhaps further shrinking X.

By construction, the non-zero locus X, = U is affine. Choose a local section ¢ € I'(U, .Z)
that vanishes on the closed set U ~\. V, but not at the generic point 7 € U. For some n > 0, the
local section ¢ - s5""|U extends to some global section sy € ['(X, #®1*"). The corresponding
effective Cartier divisor H C X is of the form H = mD + H’, for some multiplicity m > 0 and
D ¢ H'. Likewise, our section sy € I'(X,.%) yields an effective Cartier divisor Hy = dD for
some d > 1. Thus s = 557 ® s§™™ € T'(X, £ 4™) vanishes on X \ V but not at ¢. Thus
the non-zero locus X contains (, lies in V, and there takes the form V' = D(s|y), whence is
affine. It follows that £ = O’y is ample. Therefore X is quasi-affine by |34, Tag 01QE]| and so it
must have the AF-property.
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This settles the case that X is integral and normal. It remains to treat the general case
where X is reduced. Let v : X’ — X be the normalization map, which is integral with set-
theoretically finite fibers by [I8, Prop. 4.8.2], in particular closed and affine. The fiber v ()
consists of finitely many codimension-one points, and v~ ({ay, ..., a,}) is a finite set contained
in some affine open set. We saw above that there is an affine open set U’ C X’ containing v~*(¢)
and the 7! (a;). Consider the complementary closed set Z' = X’ \ U’. The image v(Z') C X
is closed and disjoint from ay, ..., a, and (. Thus

v X Nv(Z)=X'\vwZ) c X'\NZ =U

is quasiaffine. Replacing X by the complement of v(Z’), we thus may assume that Z’ is empty
and X’ is quasiaffine. In particular, X’ has the AF-property and by |7, Thm. 3.3] the scheme X
has the AF-property. In particular, the points a;,...,a,,( € X admit a common affine open

neighborhood. O

The preceding result on schemes can be improved using the fact that codimension < 1 points
on algebraic spaces are schematic.

Corollary 2.5. Let X denote a separated noetherian algebraic space whose normalization X' remains
noetherian. Suppose (1, ..., Gy, a1, ..., ar € X are as in the statement of Theorem[2.2 Then there is an
open affine subscheme U C X which contains all of ay, .., a,, (1, ..., G-

Proof- By |34, Tag 0ADD], there is an open subscheme U C X containing all points x € |X|
whose strictly local rings have dimﬁg?’x < 1. Thus, all the points in the statement belong to the
largest open subscheme W C X. Thus, we may suppose that X is a scheme and to conclude

we apply Theorem O

Remark 2.6. The previous results are sharp in the sense that there exists a smooth proper k-
scheme X and two points z,( € X where x is closed and ( is codimension 2 for which there
is no quasiprojective open subset U C X containing both = and (. As an example consider
Hironaka’s well-known construction of a smooth non-projective threefold which has two rational
curves C; D C X whose union is algebraically equivalent to 0. In this situation, let z € C' and (
be the generic point of D. If U C X was a quasi-projective open subset containing both points,
then there would be an affine open subset I/ C U containing both points. However, the divisor
H = X \ 'V would intersect C'U D nontrivially, contradicting the fact that this reducible curve
is algebraically trivial. Later we will show that we may find a desirable open neighborhood of
two such points U C X if we relax the quasi-projectivity requirement (see Proposition [3.6).

3. Flat neighborhoods

In general, algebraic spaces are not covered by affine open subschemes. However, given any
finite collection of codimension < 2 points (1, ..., (,, we will construct an open neighborhood
around the (; which satisfies the resolution property. We begin with some definitions.

Definition 3.1. Let C' C X be a closed subspace of an algebraic space, a flat neighborhood
of C is a flat morphism U — X with the following property: for any test scheme 7" and any
morphism 7" — X with T'x x (X \.C) = &, the first projection 7' x x U — T is an isomorphism.

Remark 3.2. Suppose C' C X is a closed subspace defined by the ideal sheaf .# and C; the
closed subspace defined by féﬂ for 7+ > 1, then for any flat neighborhood U — X of C,
the first projection C; xx U — C; is an isomorphism. In fact, if X is locally noetherian the
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converse holds: if U — X is a flat morphism and for every ¢ > 1 the map C; xx U — Cj is an
isomorphism, then U — X is a flat neighborhood of C' (see [14, Lem 3.2, Lem. 3.3]).

We will study fpqc coverings of the form (U; — X);—; 2 where U; — X is a quasi-compact
open immersion and U; — X is a flat neighborhood of the closed subspace C' = X \ U;
endowed with the reduced structure. Using the notation of [14], the resulting cartesian squares
are called flat Mayer -Vietoris squares:

U1 XxU2—>U2

| |

U1—>X

Now we explain how to construct affine flat neighborhoods. Let X be a noetherian algebraic
space with affine diagonal, and Z C X be an affine closed subspace, corresponding to some
coherent sheaf of ideals .# C Ox. Then the powers .#"! define infinitesimal neighborhoods
7@ < X, which form a direct system of closed subspaces. One may regard the ind-scheme as
a formal neighborhood of Z C X.

According to [34, Tag 05YU] the infinitesimal neighborhoods are affine as well, and the
direct system Z(® corresponds to an inverse system of noetherian rings A; with surjective
transition maps. Form the inverse limit A = l'glAi and write U = Spec(A) for its spectrum.
The induced projections A — A; are surjective, so the canonical morphisms Z @) — U are
closed embeddings.

Proposition 3.3. In the above situation, there is a unique morphism f : U — X making the

diagrams
U
A
Z0 —— X

commutative. Moreover, the morphism [ is a flat neighborhood of Z, and the set-theoretic image
f(U) C X consists of all points ( € X whose closure {(} intersects Z.

Proof. The existence of a map f : U — X forming a flat neighborhood of Z is proven in |26,
Thm. 34] and uniqueness follows from [13, Cor. 1.5].

Note that Z lies in the image of f and so if the closure of a point ( € X intersects Z, ( is a
generization of a point in f(U). Since the image of a flat morphism is stable under generization
f(U) must contain all such ¢. On the other hand, if the closure of a point ( € X misses Z then
there is an open neighborhood W C X of Z that is disjoint from {C}. However, the argument
showing the existence of f : U — X shows that it factors through W C X since each Z( does
as well. This shows f(U) consists of those points ( € X whose closure intersects Z. U

Now suppose that .#’ C .7 is another sheaf of ideals with the same radical. This gives
another inverse limit A" = @Ag, together with a flat neighborhood U’ = Spec(A’) — X of
Z' =V (#") C X.Moreover, we have a homomorphism A" — A of ringsand amap g : U — U’
which is a morphism of X -schemes by the uniqueness in Proposition
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Proposition 3.4. The natural morphism g : U — U’ is an isomorphism.

Proof. There are positive integers n and m with " C 4’ C .# and "™ C ™ C .9'. Thus,
if U,, and U], denote the flat neighborhoods of Z (") and Z'™), we obtain maps

U—-U —-U,

U —U,—U,
and if we show both compositions are isomorphisms, it will follow that U — U’ is an isomor-
phism. Thus, it suffices to assume that .#' = .#" by symmetry. Now, the result follows from the

fact that the natural map @n(B /1) — lglm(B /I™) is an isomorphism for any commutative
ring B and any ideal / C B. U

It follows that the flat neighborhood f : U = Spec A — X only depends on the closed set
|Z| C | X], or equivalently on the complementary open subspace X \ Z, and not on the chosen
scheme structure of Z. To conclude, we show that there are plenty of open neighborhoods
U C X which appear in a flat Mayer-Vietoris square with affine schemes.

Corollary 3.5. Let X be a noetherian algebraic space with affine diagonal, if V = Spec A C X
is an affine open subset such that the reduced closed subset C' = (X \ V),eqa = Spec B C X is an
affine scheme, then X appears in a flat Mayer-Vietoris square with affine schemes:

CxxV —— U= SpecB

! L

V =SpecA ——— X

Proof. Proposition applied to the closed immersion C' — X yields an affine flat neigh-
borhood U — X of C. Thus, by taking the fiber product of U and V over X yields a flat
Mayer-Vietoris with affine schemes, as desired. U

We conclude this section by using flat neighborhoods to improve Corollary

Proposition 3.6. Let X denote a separated noetherian algebraic space whose normalization re-
mains noetherian and suppose that z,...,z, € X all have codimension < 2 and that x1,...,z,
all admit a common affine open neighborhood. Then there is an open neighborhood U C X of the
21y eeey Zny X1, ..., Ty that appears in a flat Mayer-Vietoris square with affine schemes.

Proof. We will assume that the set {21, ...,2,} contains all the generic points of X. Suppose
21y eey Zm € {21, ..., 2n} denotes the points with codimension < 1. Then, by Corollary [2.5| there
is an affine open subscheme Spec A C X containing the 21, ..., 2, 1, .., 2. If D denotes X ~\
Spec A with the reduced structure, the points 2,1, ..., 2, which are not already in Spec A now
have strictly local rings ﬁ%‘yzl_ of dimension < 1 because Spec A C X is dense. By Proposition
again, there is an affine open Spec B C D containing the 2,41, ..., 2, which are not already in
Spec A. Consider the open set W = Spec BUSpec A C X and note that it satisfies |W|N|D| =
| Spec B|. Then the open neighborhood W appears in a flat Mayer-Vietoris square with affine
schemes. U

Remark 3.7. The reason the above argument works is that codimension < 1 points admit affine
neighborhoods on algebraic spaces. So even if a codimension 2 point of X isn’t scheme-like, it
becomes so after viewing the point on the complement of the dense affine open neighborhood
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Spec A C X. The same argument above would work for non-schematic points x € X if we
could find a desirable dense open Spec A C X so that x € X \ A admits an affine open
neighborhood.

We do not know if this holds for algebraic spaces in general, however there is one interest-
ing case where we can say something: separated and finite type algebraic spaces over F, of
dimension three. Indeed, if X is such an algebraic space and Spec A C X is any dense open
subset, then the reduced complement Y is a scheme because the normalization Y — Y yields
a quasi-projective scheme Y by [I, Cor. 2.11] and by |7, Thm. 3.3] Y is an AF-scheme.

In general all we can say is that X admits a stratification of open immersions:

@IU[)CUlCCUn:X
where each U;;; \ U; is an affine scheme. This follows by repeatedly applying Corollary

This motivates the following question

Question 3.8. Let x denote a point on a separated and noetherian algebraic space X which
is not scheme-like. Does there exist a dense affine open set U C X such that x € X \ U
admits an affine open neighborhood? More precisely, what is the least integer p so that there is
a stratification as in Remark where x € U,?

A positive answer would help us to extend Theorem to points which are not scheme-like.

4. Triples

In this section we study a very concrete and simple situation which lies entirely in the realm
of commutative algebra. Suppose that we have a diagram of rings

R12 — R2

(4.0.1) T

R;.
Write Mod(R;) for the abelian categories of R;-modules, and consider the resulting 2-fiber
product
o = MOd(R1> XMod(ng) MOd(RQ)

The objects in this category are triples (M, Ms, @) where M is an R;-module, M, is an Rs-
module, and ¢ : M@ R15 — My® Ry is an isomorphism. The homomorphisms (M7, My, ¢) —
(N1, No, 1)) are pairs (f1, f2) of homomorphisms f; : M; — N; such that ¢ o (f; ® id) =
(f2 ®id) o . Note that (fi, f2) is an isomorphism in &7 if and only if the maps f; and f, are
bijective.

Also note that one may complete the diagram with the ring R = R; xp, Ry to a
cartesian square, and study the resulting functor

Mod(R) — &/, M — (M ®g Ry, M ®p Ry, can).

This was done, under suitable assumptions, by Milnor |27, Sec. 2] or Ferrand |9, Sec. 5]. However,
we shall see below that often one has to replace the fiber product ring 12 by a suitable scheme or
algebraic space X in order to uncover the hidden geometry of the situation. For the time being,
we make a purely algebraic study of the diagram (4.0.1). We start with the following observation:

Proposition 4.1. The category <7 is additive. It is an abelian category provided the homomorphisms
Rl — R12 and R2 — R12 areﬂat.
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Proof. Obviously, addition of the maps f; endows the Hom sets with a group structure for which
composition is bilinear. Moreover (0, 0,id) is an initial object, and

(My, My, ) x (N1, Ny, ) = (M1 @ Ny, My @ Noy o © )

is a product. Thus & is an additive category (see [19, Lem. 8.2.9]). Given a morphism f =
(f1, fo) = (My, My, ) — (Ny, N2, 1) one sets C; = Cokernel(f;) and writes 5 : C1 ® Ry —
Cy ® Rys for the induced map. The latter is bijective, by the Five Lemma, and one can check
that (C4, Cy, B) is a cokernel for (f1, f) in the category <.

To construct kernels we assume that R; — Rj, are flat. Set K; = Ker(f;). Then K; ®pg, Ri2
is the kernel for M; ®pr, R12 = N; g, 12, and we write a : K1 Qp, R12 = Ky ®p, 19 for the
induced map. Again one can check that (K7, K», «) is a kernel for (f1, f2).

Lastly, we need to check that the natural map from the cokernel of (K7, Ky, ) — (M7, Ms, ¢)
to the kernel of (M, My, ) — (C1,Cs, B) is an isomorphism. However, this is true because it
holds on each component. U

In our setting, objects of the form (R}", RS™, A) for some n > 0 and some A € GL,(R;2)
take over the role of locally free sheaves of constant rank which are trivial over Ry and Rs. In
light of this, the following is relevant for the resolution property.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that R, — Ry are flat for i = 1,2 and that the multiplication map
Ris ®p, R12 — Ris is bijective. Then every object (M, My, p) with finitely generated M, and M,
is the quotient of some (RY™, RS", A) for a suitablen > 0 and A € GL,,(Ry2).

Proof. We first check that (M, My, o) is the quotient of some (RP?, Ny, 1)) with some integer
d > 0 and some finitely generated N,. Since M is finitely generated, there is indeed a surjection
RYY — M,. Write h : Ry{ — M, ®p, Ris for the composition of the induced map Ry —
M, ®pr, Ri2 with ¢. The cartesian diagram

h
R?Qd — M, PR, Ris

F — M2

defines some Ry-module /. The lower horizontal arrow is surjective, because this holds for the
upper horizontal arrow. Tensoring this diagram with 7,5 yields another diagram

R%d ®p, 12 —— My Qp, Ri2 @, Ri2

F®pg, Rig —— My ®p, R,
which remains cartesian because R is flat over R;. The vertical arrow on the right is bijective,

because R ®pr, R12 — R is bijective. Hence the vertical arrow to the left is bijective as well.
In a similar way we get an identification

R%d ®p, R12 = R%d QR 12 ®p, Rio = R%d.
Let [\ C F, A € L be the family of finitely generated submodules. For some sufficiently large
index y, the composite map F, — M, is surjective and the inclusion F), ®p, R C RY is

bijective. This can be seen as an isomorphism ) : R%d — F), @Rg, Ri2. Setting Ny = F)\ we
obtain the desired object (RY¢, Ny, 1)).
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To see that (My, My, p) is the quotient of some (RY™, RS", A) it thus suffices to treat the
case M, = R?d. Choose a surjection f, : RY" — M, for some n > 0. Since M, @p, Ry is free
of rank d, the kernel K for the induced surjection REY — My ®g, Rio is locally free of rank
n — d, and in particular n > d. Hence K & R{)" is free, for some integer m > 0. Replacing f,
by the surjection (f2,0) : RY" & RY™ — M, we thus may assume that K is free. Choose an
isomorphism « : R{;""¢ — K. The surjection f, ® id: RY}" — My ®g, R1» admits a section o,
because the range is free. This yields a commutative diagram

d n—d (00p,Q) n

Ry @ R EE— R
(id,o)l lfz@id
R%d T) My ®p, Ri2

with bijective horizontal arrows. Let A € GL, (R;2) be the matrix corresponding to the upper
horizontal arrow, and let f; : RY" — RP® = M, be the projection onto the first d factors. It
follows that (fy, f2) defines the desired surjection from (R{", RS™, A) onto (M, My, ). O

The condition Ry ®r, R12 = Rj in Theorem may seem strange at first glance but, as
the following proposition shows, it is quite natural.

Proposition 4.3. Let ¢ : R — A be a homomorphism of rings. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) There are elements f1, ..., f, € R such that the induced maps on localizations Ry, — Ay, are
bijective for 1 < i <r, and that ) ,_, Af; = A.
(2) The induced morphism v : Spec(A) — Spec(R) is an open immersion.
(3) The R-algebra A is flat, of finite presentation, and the multiplication map A ®p A — A is
bijective.

Proof. The equivalence (1) < (2) is |24, Prop. 2]. The statement (2) = (3) is straightforward so
we omit it. We will show that (3) = (2), i.e. that if u is a fppf morphism such that A®r A — A
is a bijection, then u is an open immersion. Since the multiplication map is bijective, it induces
a section of the map pr, : Spec(A ®p A) — Spec(A) which is an isomorphism. Since the
set-theoretic image u(Spec A) = U is open in Spec(R) (see [34, Tag 01UA]), it suffices to show
that u|,-1(y) is an open immersion but this is an open immersion fppf-locally and the result
now follows from [34, Tag 02L3]. U

Corollary 4.4. Let X denote a quasi-compact and quasi-separated algebraic space which appears in
a flat Mayer-Vietoris square of the following form:

A ~

SpecD —— Z = Spec(C
| b
U=SpecA ——— X

where i is an open immersion and | is a flat neighborhood of X \ U. Then X satisfies the resolution
property.
Proof- By [14, Thm. B (1)], the natural functor

Qcoh(X) — Qcoh(Spec A) X gcon(spec D) Qcoh(Spec C’)
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is an equivalence of categories. Moreover, the ring maps D — C and D — A are both flat, the
top horizontal arrow satisfies the equivalent properties of Proposition 4.3|and so we may apply
Theorem In particular, this shows that every quasi-coherent sheaf of finite type in X is the
quotient of a locally free sheaf on X which is trivial when restricted to U and Z. U

5. Locally free resolutions

In this section, we show that given a coherent sheaf .7 on a separated algebraic space X, it
can be resolved by a locally free sheaf away from a closed subset of codimension > 3, as long
as X satisfies some mild conditions. Crucially, this closed subset depends on the sheaf .. We
begin by recording some of these technical conditions.

Assumption 5.1. Let X be a noetherian algebraic space satisfying the following conditions.

(1) Every integral closed subscheme C' C X of codimension < 0 contains a dense open regular
subset, and .
(2) the normalization X of X is a noetherian algebraic space.

These conditions are satisfied if, for example, X is a quasi-excellent algebraic space (see [13,
Remark 7.2]).

Next, we record a few lemmas showing that we may replace a given coherent sheaf .7 with one
that enjoys better properties. We say a sheaf .7 on X is supported everywhere if Supp(.#) = X.

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a noetherian algebraic space with affine diagonal which is Sy. Then any
coherent sheaf 7 is the quotient of a coherent sheaf .7 which is S, and is supported everywhere.

Proof. Since X is noetherian and has affine diagonal, there is a faithfully flat affine morphism
f : U — X where U is an affine scheme. Now |8 Lem. 2.14] implies .# is the quotient of a
quasi-coherent subsheaf .7 C f, ﬁ’,(f) for some index set I. Since 77 is of finite type, f. ﬁ(UI ) is
the union of its coherent subsheaves and is supported everywhere, we may choose .% to be of
finite type and supported everywhere as well.

To see that .# is S it suffices to show that at any geometric point p € X, there is an element
of the associated strictly local ring ﬁj?’ﬁ which is a nonzero divisor of .; = .7 ®4, ﬁj?’ﬁ. Note
that because 0% ; is Sy, it admits a non-zero divisor 7 € 0} ; and because f is faithfully flat, r

is not a zero divisor for f, ﬁ((f) Ry ﬁj?ﬁ either. Since .%; is a subsheaf of f, ﬁg) Rox ﬁ;?,p it
follows that 7 is not a zero divisor for 7.

Another lemma we will require is the following.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a noetherian and separated algebraic space which is reduced and satisfies the
assumptions in (5.1 If F is a Sy coherent sheaf on X which is supported everywhere, then the set

Us, (Z) = {z € X|Z, is S5}

is open in X and contains all codimension < 1 points of X. In particular, the locus where X is Sy is
open and contains all codimension < 1 points.

Proof. The question is étale local so we may and do assume that X is a scheme. By [9, Cor.
6.11.7] it suffices to show that every generic point of X which belongs to Ug,(.:#) admits an
open neighborhood lying entirely in Ug, (.%). Indeed, this will show Ug,(.%) is open and since
F is 51, the set Ug, (%) contains all codimension < 1 points.
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Thus, by reducedness and the assumptions we may replace X with a dense open regular
subset. However, since .# is supported everywhere we may shrink X further and assume .% is
locally free. Thus it suffices to show that Ox is S on X, but since the local rings of X are
regular, this follows. O

Theorem 5.4. Let X be a noetherian algebraic space which is separated, reduced and which satisfies
the assumptions in[5.1 Suppose F is a coherent sheaf on X. If x1, ..., x, € X is a finite set of points
in X which admits a common affine open neighborhood, then there is an open subset U C X with the
Jollowing properties:

(1) U contains x1, ..., x,,

(2) U contains all points of codimension < 2 in X,
(3) U admits a locally free sheaf V', and

(4) a surjection ¥V — F |y — 0.

Proof. : By Lemma we may assume that .% is S; and supported everywhere. Since .# is S,
the set Ug,(.#) is open and contains all codimension < 1 points of X by Lemma This
implies the set of codimension 2 points p € X where depth(.#,) < 2 is finite, denote them by
P15 Pn-

Take Spec A C X to be a dense affine open subset which contains all the singular codimension
1 points of X as well as x4, ..., x,. Indeed, since X satisfies the conditions in 5.1} and is reduced,
this is a finite set and we may apply Corollary [2.5to produce such an open affine subset. Let D

denote the reduced complement of Spec A and consider the points in the intersection

({p1, .- pn} U [Sing(X)|) N[ D

which have codimension < 2 in X, call it Z. Since Spec A contains all singular codimension 1
points, Z must be a finite set Z = {21, ..., 2, }.

If yo € D is any point which has codimension < 2 viewed as a point in X, then by Corollary
2.5 there is a dense affine open Spec By C D which contains Z U {y}. Observe that the open
subset in X defined as Uy = Spec A U Spec By satisfies the following properties:

(1) Uy contains 1, ..., Z,, Yo,

(2) Uy contains all codimension < 1 points of X,

(3) Uy contains all singular codimension < 2 points of X, and

(4) Uy contains all codimension 2 points p of X where depth(.%,) < 2.

Note that U, satisfies the hypothesis of Corollary by Corollary and so Uj has the
resolution property. In particular, there is a locally free sheaf, 7/, on Uj and a surjection
7 = Flu,
If we push this morphism along the immersion ¢y : Uy — X we obtain a map
Yo = (i0) V5 — (i0)F |u,
Some observations are in order.

(1) The sheaf %) = (ip).?{ is coherent in a neighborhood of every codimension < 2 point
by a result of Kollar (see [34, Tag 0BK3| or |21]). Indeed, 7§ is coherent on U;, because
it is locally free there, hence near every codimension < 1 point and every singular
codimension 2 point so it suffices to show this near regular codimension 2 points. Thus
we may assume X is the spectrum of a regular local ring R of dimension 2 and U
is the punctured spectrum. Now % is locally free so only has the generic point as
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an associated point, hence the aforementioned lemma applies because R is regular of
dimension 2 as well (see [34, Tags 07NV, 07NY]). It follows that after possibly removing
a closed codimension > 3 subset of X disjoint from Uy, 7} is a coherent sheaf.

(2) The sheaf 7; is locally free of finite rank at every codimension < 2 point. As above,
we only need to check this at regular codimension 2 points so we may assume X is
the spectrum of a regular local ring R? of dimension 2 and U is the complement of the
closed point p. Since 7} is the pushforward of a sheaf on U; and is coherent, we have
H)(X, %) = 0 for i = 0,1, so % has depth 2 by [15, Thm. 3.8]. Thus, % has projective
dimension 0 by the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula (see, for instance, [34, Tag 090V]).
In conclusion, after possibly throwing out a closed subset of codimension > 3 from X
which is disjoint from Uj, we may assume 7} is locally free.

(3) The natural map h : . # — (ig)«Z |y, is an isomorphism at every codimension < 2 point.
Indeed, it is true at every point in Uj and so is true at every codimension < 1 point of
X. Moreover, since Uj contains all codimension 2 points where % is not S5, it remains
to be checked at codimension 2 points p where depth(.#,) = 2. Thus we may assume X
is the spectrum of a local ring of dimension 2 where .# is S; and Uj is the punctured
spectrum. Now the result follows by applying the standard long exact sequence in local
cohomology to .% with respect to the closed point p € X and [15, Thm. 3.8]. Namely, it
shows that

HX, 7)) = H(Uy, F) = H*(X, (i0)+F |1,
which implies h is an isomorphism. It follows that we may identify .# with (io)..7 |,
after perhaps throwing out a closed subset of codimension > 3 which is disjoint from Uj.

To summarize, after throwing out a codimension > 3 subset of X which is disjoint from Uy, we
obtain a map of sheaves

Jo: VW —F
satisfying the following properties.

(1) 75 is a locally free sheaf,
(2) fo is surjective away from the closure of finitely many codimension 2 points of X, and
(3) fo is surjective at x4, ..., z,, Yo.

We are not finished because the cokernel of f, may be supported on codimension 2 points
of X. However, since U, contains all codimension < 1 points, the set of such codimension 2
points is finite and we denote them by ¥, ..., 7, € X. Now, we may repeat the procedure above
but with y; instead of y, to obtain locally free sheaves 7;, and a surjective map

! !
D1z
i=0 i=0
after throwing out a closed subset of codimension > 3 from X which is disjoint from {zy, ..., 2, }.

O

6. Strong tensor generators on algebraic spaces

To establish the resolution property one has to show that every coherent sheaf is the quotient
of a locally free sheaf. The purpose of this section is to reduce to the case of a single coherent
sheaf and thereby verify the conjecture of Gross using the results of the previous section.

Let N[s,?] denote the set of polynomials in s and ¢ which have non-negative integer co-
efficients. Note that if p(s,t) € Nis,t] is a polynomial p(s,t) = X, ,0pm,s"t" and F is a
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quasi-coherent sheaf of finite presentation then then we can form a new quasi-coherent sheaf of
finite presentation
p(F F) = PFm @ (FV)Fm)Fem,

m,n

Definition 6.1. Let X be an algebraic space and suppose .# is a quasi-coherent sheaf of finite
presentation.

(1) We say .# is a strong tensor generator if for every quasi-coherent sheaf of finite type ¢
there is a polynomial p(s,t) € N[s, t] and a surjection p(.%#,.#") — ¥.

(2) We say .7 is a resolving sheaf if for every open subset U such that .7 |; is the quotient of
a locally free sheaf, the open set U has the resolution property.

Remark 6.2. Gross defines strong tensor generators only in the context of locally free sheaves so
our definition generalizes his (see [8, Definition 5.1]). However, he describes the weaker notion
of tensor generators (also confined to the locally free case) and we refer to |8, Def. 5.1] for the
definition.

Proposition 6.3. Let X denote a noetherian algebraic space and suppose that .7 is a strong tensor
generator, then F @© F" is a resolving sheaf.

Proof- Let j : U C X be an open immersion and suppose that there is a locally free sheaf ¥’
on U along with a surjection ¥ — (F @ .7 ")|y. We will show that ¥ is a locally free strong
tensor generator on U. This will imply that the frame bundle of 7 is quasi-affine and hence
that U has the resolution property, as desired (see |8, Thm. 11]).

Let .#;; be a coherent sheaf on U, then by |23, Cor. 15.5], there exists a coherent subsheaf
M C j..My which extends .#;;. Now since .# is a strong tensor generator, there is a polyno-
mial p(s,t) € N[s, t] and a surjection

p(F, FY)— .M —0
and upon restriction to U we obtain a composition of surjections
p(V V) = o(Fly, F' ) =p(F, FNy — My = My — 0
which shows that 7 is a strong tensor generator on U. U

In other words, if X admits a strong tensor generator, then it admits a resolving sheaf. Schréer
and Vezzosi in |32 Prop. 2.2] (see also [8, Ex. 1.3]) proved that any noetherian scheme admits
a coherent strong tensor generator. Unfortunately, the argument relies on the existence of an
affine open covering. In the following, we show that normal algebraic spaces always admits an
Sy resolving sheaf .%. In the absence of the normality hypothesis, we find a coherent tensor
generator after removing a very small subset as long as we are in characteristic 0. We begin
with the following refinement of |34, Tag 0BDI].

Lemma 6.4. Fix a quasi-compact and quasi-separated algebraic space Y . Suppose there is a finite
surjective morphism m : X — Y of algebraic spaces where Y and X are integral, and Y is normal.
Then if X is a quasi-affine scheme, Y must also be quasi-affine.

Proof. Since X is quasi-affine it is an AF-scheme and hence Y is an AF-scheme by [8, Thm. 1.2].
We are thus reduced to the case of schemes and we may conclude by |34, Tags 0BD1, 0BD3]. [

Proposition 6.5. Let X be a separated noetherian algebraic space and suppose x1,...,x, € X isa
collection of points which admits a common affine neighborhood.
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() If X is normal, then there is a coherent Sy resolving sheaf F on X with Supp(F) = X.

(2) If X lies over Q and its normalization remains noetherian, there exists a closed subspace
C C X of codimension > 3 not containing 1, ..., x,, such that the complement U = X \ C
has a strong tensor generator F;.

Proof. If X is normal, then there is a normal scheme Y equipped with an action of a finite
abstract group G and an isomorphism X = Y/G (see [23] Cor. 16.6.2]). In particular, there is
a finite morphism 7 : Y — X. We know that Y admits a strong tensor generator ¢ which
is 93 everywhere and locally free on the regular locus of Y by the proof of [32, Prop. 2.2].
Indeed, there it is shown that every coherent sheaf .#Z is the quotient of a (finite) direct sum
@D, 0 (—t,D;) where D; is a Weil divisor, ¢; € N and {X \ D;} is an affine open cover of Y (see
also |34, Tag 0F89]).

We claim that .% = 71,9 is a S, resolving sheaf. To show it is resolving, assume 7 is a locally
free sheaf on an open subset U C X and we have a surjection ¥ — % |y, then we obtain
another surjection on Yy =Y xx U:

WE% — 7T(*]§|U — g|U

because 7, and hence 7y, is affine. Thus, the frame bundle of 7*7/, call it W, is quasi-affine
because 77 is a strong tensor generator on Y7 (see [8, Thm. 6.4]) and we have the following
diagram all of whose squares are cartesian

W =Fr(n*¥) > Y > Y

| ! |

W/G] ——— Yu/G] —— [Y/G]

| ! |

Fe(¥) . U L Y/G = X

Indeed, the three top vertical arrows are G-torsor maps since the rightmost one is and this
is stable under base change. The bottom three vertical arrows are coarse moduli space maps
since the rightmost one is and this is stable under flat base change. Thus we see that W/G can
be identified with the frame bundle of ¥". Next, observe that W — W/G is a finite surjective
morphism between normal algebraic spaces, since it is proper and quasi-finite. Hence by Corol-
lary the fact that W is quasi-affine implies W/G is. Therefore the frame bundle of ¥ is
quasi-affine. In particular, U has the resolution property by |36, Thm. 11].

It remains to see why .# = m,% is S but this follows because ¥ is supported everywhere and
Sy (see |9, Cor. 5.7.11 (ii)]). Lastly, because 7 is dominant, Supp(¥) = Y implies Supp(.-#) = X.

If X lies over Spec@Q, first note that there is a dense open set U C X so that U contains
the x4, ..., z, as well as all codimension < 2 points and where we may write U = U?il U; such
that each U; has the resolution property. To see this, fix a p € X of codimension < 2 and by
Proposition there is a dense open subset W, C X containing x1, ..., z,, p and which satisfies
the hypothesis of Proposition Hence each W, has the resolution property. Thus, we may
take U = |J, W, where p runs through the codimension < 2 points of X. By the noetherian
hypothesis, there are finitely many W, which cover U.

This means that after replacing X with U, we may suppose that X is covered by (finitely
many) dense open subsets U; each of which has the resolution property. For each 1 <7 < m, let
#; denote a coherent extension (to X) of a (locally free) strong tensor generator for U;. Indeed,
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a locally free tensor generator exists on U; by [8, Thm. L1] and in characteristic 0, all tensor
generators are strong tensor generators by [8, Prop. 6.5].
Now, if .#; denotes the ideal sheaf of the reduced complement X \ U; then we claim that

G-Presies
i=1
is a strong tensor generator. Indeed, if .7 is an arbitrary coherent sheaf, we know that there is
a surjection
fi o pi(Filv, Flv,) = Ao,
for some polynomial p;(s,t) € N[s, t]. Using [12, Prop. 6.9.17], there is a n; and a map

i
which extends f; and is therefore surjective on U;. Doing this for every 1 < ¢ < m, we obtain a
surjection

=1 =1

Moreover one can see that there is a surjection
m m
P ©pi(@,9) — P L i Fi F).
i=1 i=1
Thus every coherent sheaf on X is a quotient of a polynomial in ¢ and this implies ¢ is a
strong tensor generator, as desired. 0

Remark 6.6. We do not know if Proposition holds in the absence of the characteristic 0
hypothesis. Indeed, for the proof to go through we need to show that non-normal algebraic
spaces which satisfy the hypothesis of Corollary |3.5{ admit strong locally free tensor generators.
However, we only know that locally free tensor generators exist on such spaces.

We now use this to verify the first part of the conjecture of Gross (see [6, Conj. 2.0.3]) when
X is reduced. In fact, using the machinery developed thus far, we are even able to establish
this in certain non-schematic cases as well. The following result will allow us to remove the
reducedness hypothesis in positive characteristic.

Proposition 6.7. Suppose X is a noetherian algebraic space that lies over IF,,. Then X,cq has the
resolution property if and only if X has the resolution property.

Proof: If X has the resolution property, then the pushforward of any coherent sheaf on X,.q
is the quotient of a locally free sheaf on X. By restricting, we see that X,.4 has the resolution
property.

For the other direction, note that the closed immersion 7 : X,.q — X is defined by a nilpotent
ideal sheaf .# C Ox. Then because there is a n > 0 with .#?" = (0 we obtain a commutative

diagram
X
/ [

Xred — X

where I is the n-fold iterated (absolute) Frobenius. Moreover, the composition f o7 = X,.q —
X — Xieq is also the n-fold iterated (absolute) Frobenius on X,.q.
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Let 7 denote a locally free sheaf on X,.q whose frame bundle is quasi-affine, this exists by
our hypotheses and [8, Thm. 1.1]. To show X has the resolution property it suffices to show that
f*7 also has quasi-affine frame bundle. But since 7 is a nilpotent immersion it suffices to show
that the frame bundle of i* f*(7") = (F% )"/ is quasi-affine. Indeed, if W' — W is a nilpotent
immersion of algebraic spaces where W’ is quasi-affine then by [8, Prop. 3.5] W is a scheme
and |34, Tag OB7L] implies 1V is also quasi-affine.

Thus, we are reduced to checking that if the locally free sheaf 7" has a quasi-affine frame
bundle, then (F} )*7 does as well. But the induced map on frame bundles W’ — W is finite
and since W is quasi-affine, it follows that W’ is quasi-affine as well. This shows that X has the
resolution property. U

Theorem 6.8. Let X be a noetherian and separated algebraic space which satisfies the conditions
in|d.1 and is either reduced or lies over F,,. Let 1, ...,x, € X denote a set of points which admits a
common affine open neighborhood and suppose one of the following holds:

(1) X is a scheme, or

(2) X is a normal algebraic space, or

(3) X lies over Q.
Then there exists an open subset U C X with the resolution property which contains every point of
codimension < 2 in X together with the points x1, ..., x,.

Proof. By Proposition it suffices to assume that X is reduced. By Propositions [6.5|and a
resolving sheaf .% exists on X after perhaps removing a closed codimension > 3 subset which
does not contain any of the x4, .., x,. Then, by Theorem there is an open subset U C X
which contains 21, ..., x,, and every point of codimension < 2, a locally free sheaf 7" on U, and
a surjection
V= Fly =0,

as desired. Since .# is a resolving sheaf, this shows U satisfies the resolution property, as
desired. 0

To conclude, we verify the second part of Gross’ conjecture (see |6, Conj. 2.0.3]) under some

mild hypotheses.

Corollary 6.9. Let X denote a noetherian scheme which satisfies the assumptions of[5.7 and at least
one of the following conditions:

(1) X is reduced, or

(2) X lies over a field of positive characteristic.

If A is a coherent sheaf on X, then there is a surjection F — M where F is coherent and .7 is
locally free away from a closed subset of codimension > 3.

Proof. For each x) € X, Theorem implies there is an open neighborhood U, C X with the
resolution property and with codim(X ~ U,) > 3. Thus, it follows that there is a surjection
fr o F — M|y, — 0 where .Z] is a locally free sheaf on U,. Let .#{ denote a coherent
extension of .%] to all of X. Then, applying [I2| Prop. 6.9.17] to the inclusion i : Uy — X, there
is an integer n) and a morphism
INF\ — M

extending f\, where .#), is the ideal sheaf of Zy = X ~ U,. Thus, for each z), € X, there is
a coherent sheaf .7, = .7, a morphism .#, — .# which is surjective near x,, with .%)
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locally free away from a closed subset of codimension > 3. Since X is noetherian, there are
finitely many such sheaves .%1, ...,.%,, on X so that

n
F =P F -4 —0
i=1
is surjective. Moreover, .# is locally free away from a closed subset of codimension > 3. U
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