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ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the depth of tensor products of homologically finite complexes over
commutative Noetherian local rings. As an application of our main result, we determine new conditions un-
der which the factors of a nonzero reflexive tensor product of finitely generated modules over hypersurface
rings can be reflexive.

A result of Asgharzadeh shows that nonzero symbolic powers of prime ideals in a local ring cannot
have finite projective dimension, unless the ring in question is a domain. We make use of this fact in the
appendix and consider the reflexivity of tensor products of prime ideals over hypersurface rings.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout, R denotes a commutative Noetherian local ring with unique maximal ideal m and residue
field k, and all R-modules are assumed to be finitely generated.

The results in this paper are motivated by the following beautiful result of Huneke and Wiegand; see
[8, 1.3 and 4.4], [9, 1.1], [16, 2.7], and [17, 1.9].

Theorem 1.1. (Huneke and Wiegand [16, 17]) Let R be a local hypersurface ring, and let M and N be
nonzero finitely generated R-modules. Assume N has rank and M⊗R N is reflexive. Then TorR

i (M,N)= 0
for all i ≥ 1, M is reflexive, N is torsion-free, and pdR(M)< ∞ or pdR(N)< ∞.

It has been an open problem for quite some time whether or not the module N in Theorem 1.1 must
also be reflexive. This problem occurs since M may not have full support; note, on the contrary, N has
full support since it has rank and the tensor product M⊗R N is torsion-free; see [8, 16, 18] for the details.
In 2019 Celikbas and Takahashi [10] constructed examples settling this query; one of their examples is
the following:

Example 1.2. ([10, 2.5]) Let R = C[|x,y,z,w]]/(xy), M = R/(x) and let N be the Auslander transpose
of R/p, where p= (y,z,w) ∈ Spec(R). Then R is a reduced local hypersurface ring and pdR(N)< ∞ (so
that N has rank). Moreover, M and M⊗R N are both reflexive, but N is not reflexive.

In this paper, motivated by Theorem 1.1 and Example 1.2, we study the depth of tensor products
and determine new conditions that force both of the modules considered in Theorem 1.1 to be reflexive.
To faciliate the discussion, let us note, in Example 1.2, the sequence {y,z,w} is M-regular, but it is not
R-regular. We prove, if such sequences do not exist locally in the support of the module M considered
in Theorem 1.1, then both of the modules in question must be reflexive. More precisely, we prove:

Theorem 1.3. Let R be a local hypersurface ring, and let M and N be nonzero R-modules such that
M⊗R N is reflexive. Assume the following conditions hold:

(i) N has rank (e.g., pdR(N)< ∞).
(ii) Each Mp-regular sequence is Rp-regular for all p ∈ SuppR(M).

Then M and N are both reflexive.
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It is worth pointing out that the condition in part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 holds provided that the module
M in question has full support; see Corollary 3.8 (note the module M considered in Example 1.2 does
not have full support). On the other hand, there are examples of modules – without full support – that
satisfy the aforementioned condition of Theorem 1.3; see Examples 4.1 and 4.2.

In Section 3 we establish Theorem 1.3 as a consequence of our main result, namely Theorem 3.1,
which concerns the depth of (derived) tensor products of homologically finite complexes that have finite
complete intersection dimension over local rings. The proof of Theorem 1.3 relies upon a relation
between the condition in part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 and a certain depth inequality, which does not hold for
the module M in Example 1.2; see Corollary 3.4, Example 3.5, and Proposition 3.6.

In Section 4 we compare Theorem 1.3 with the main result of [9], in which the reflexivity of tensor
products of modules under the setting of Theorem 1.1 is also studied. We give examples and highlight
that the condition we consider in part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 is independent of the main tool used in [9];
see the examples and the first paragraph in Section 4.

In the appendix we give an application of Theorem 1.1: we prove that, if the tensor product of two
prime ideals is reflexive over a hypersurface ring that is not a domain, then both of the primes considered
must be minimal. In fact, due to the work of Asgharzadeh [2], we are able to state our result in terms of
the tensor product of symbolic powers of prime ideals; see Remark A.1 and Corollary A.4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We start by recording some definitions and preliminary results that are needed for our arguments.

2.1. Complexes ([11]). Throughout, by an R-complex X , we mean a chain complex of R-modules which
has homological differentials ∂ X

i : Xi → Xi−1, and which is homologically degreewise finite (i.e., Hi(X)
is finitely generated for all i ∈ Z) and homologically bounded below (i.e., Hi(X) = 0 for all i ≪ 0).

We say that an R-complex is bounded if it is homologically bounded (i.e., Hi(X) = 0 for all |i| ≫ 0).
If X is an R-complex, then we set:

supX = sup{i ∈ Z | Hi(X) ̸= 0} and infX = inf{i ∈ Z | Hi(X) ̸= 0}.
Note we have that supX =−∞ if and only if H(X) = 0 if and only if infX = ∞.

2.2. Let X and Y be R-complexes. Then the derived tensor product X ⊗L
R Y of X and Y is an R-complex.

Note, since R is local, it follows that inf(X ⊗L
R Y ) = inf(X)+ inf(Y ); see [11, (A.4.15) and (A.4.16)].

2.3. Annihilator and Support ([11, A.8.4]). Let X be an R-complex. Then the annihilator and support
of X are defined as follows:

AnnR(X) =
∩
i∈Z

AnnR(Hi(X)) and SuppR(X) =
∪
i∈Z

SuppR(Hi(X)).

Note, if X is bounded, then it follows that SuppR(X) = V(AnnR(X)). It seems worth mentioning that
this equality may fail if X is not bounded. For example, if x ∈m is an element that is not nilpotent and
X is an R-complex with zero differentials such that Xi = R/xiR for each i ≥ 1 and X j = 0 for each j ≤ 0,
then one can see that X is not bounded, AnnR(X) =

∩
i≥0 xiR = 0, and SuppR(X) = V(x) ̸= V(0).

2.4. Depth of complexes ([11, 19]). Let X be an R-complex, I an ideal of R, x= x1, . . . ,xn is a generating
set of I, and K(x) denotes the Koszul complex on x. Then the I-depth of X is defined as:

depthR(I,X) = n− sup(K(x)⊗L
R X).

This depth definition, which is known to be independent of the choice of generators of I, is from [19,
§2]; see also [11, (A.6.1)] for another definition and [15, 2.1] for the equivalence of these two depth
definitions. Note that it follows −∞ < depthR(I,X)≤ n− supX .

We set depthR(X) = depthR(m,X). Then, by our convention for complexes, depthR(X) is finite
provided that H(X) ̸= 0; see [19, Observation on page 549]. Note also that depthR(0) = ∞.
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The following facts play an important role in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

2.5. Let X be a bounded R-complex and let I be an ideal of R. Then the following hold:

(i) depthRp
(Xp)≥ depthRq

(Xq)−dim(Rq/pRq) for each p,q ∈ Spec(R) with p⊆ q; see [11, (A.6.2)].
(ii) depthR(I,X) = inf{depthRp

(Xp) | p ∈ V(I)}; see [15, 2.10].
(iii) depthR(I,X) = depthR(

√
I,X).

(iv) depthR(I +AnnR(X),X) = depthR(I,X).

Note that, as V(I) = V(
√

I) and V
(
I+AnnR(X)

)
= V(I)∩SuppR(X), part (ii) yields parts (iii) and (iv).

2.6. Serre’s condition for complexes ([8]). Let X be a bounded R-complex and let n ≥ 0 be an integer.
X is said to satisfy Serre’s condition (Sn) if the following inequality holds for each prime ideal p of R:

depthRp
(Xp)+ inf(Xp)≥ min{n,dim(Rp)}.

2.7. Complete intersection dimension of complexes ([4, 24]). The complete intersection dimension of
a bounded R-complex X is defined as:

CI-dimR(X) = inf{pdS(X ⊗L
R R′)−pdS(R

′) : R → R′ ↞ S is a quasi-deformation},

where R → R′ ↞ S is called a quasi-deformation provided that it is a diagram of local ring maps, R → R′

is flat, and the kernel of the surjection R′ ↞ S is generated by a regular sequence on S.

Some facts about the complete intersection dimension are recorded next:

2.8. Let X be a bounded R-complex. Then the following hold:

(i) CI-dimR(X) ∈ {−∞}∪Z∪{∞}; see [24, 3.2.1].
(ii) CI-dimR(X) =−∞ if and only if H(X) = 0; see [24, 3.2.2].

(iii) inf(X)≤ sup(X)≤ CI-dimR(X); see [24, 3.3].
(iv) If CI-dimR(X)< ∞, then CI-dimR(X) = depth(R)−depthR(X); see [24, 3.3].
(v) If R is a complete intersection, then CI-dimR(X)< ∞; see [24, 3.5].

2.9. Derived Depth Formula. Let X and Y be bounded R-complexes. If CI-dimR(X)< ∞ and X ⊗L
R Y

is bounded, then the equality depthR(X)+depthR(Y ) = depth(R)+depthR(X ⊗L
R Y ) holds, i.e., the pair

(X ,Y ) satisfies the derived depth formula; see [12, 4.4] and also [25].

We need a few arguments from the proof of [8, 3.1] to establish our main result. In the following, for
the sake of completeness, we include the arguments we need, along with a few additional details that
are not explicitly stated in [8].

2.10. ([8, see the proof of 3.1]) Let X and Y be bounded R-complexes such that H(X) ̸= 0 ̸= H(Y ).
Assume CI-dimR(X)< ∞. Assume further X ⊗L

R Y is bounded and satisfies (Sn) for some n ≥ 0.
Let p ∈ SuppR(Y ). We proceed and look at depthRp

(Yp)+ inf(Yp). We pick a minimal prime ideal
q of p+AnnR(X) and consider the following three cases separately: dim(Rq) ≤ n, dim(Rq) > n, and
p ∈ SuppR(X). Note that, by the choice, we have that q ∈ SuppR(X ⊗L

R Y ).
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Case 1. Assume dim(Rq)≤ n. Then it follows:

depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yp) = depth(Rq)pRq

(
(Yq)pRq

)
+ inf((Yq)pRq)

≥
[

depthRq
(Yq)−dim(Rq/pRq)

]
+ inf(Yq)

=
[

depthRq
(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq)+depth(Rq)−depthRq

(Xq)
]
−dim(Rq/pRq)+ inf(Yq)

=
[

depthRq
(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq)+CI-dimRq(Xq)

]
−dim(Rq/pRq)+ inf(Yq)

≥
[

depthRq
(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq)+ inf(Xq)

]
−dim(Rq/pRq)+ inf(Yq)(2.10.1)

= depthRq
(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq)+ inf(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq)−dim(Rq/pRq)

≥ min{n,dim(Rq)}−dim(Rq/pRq)

≥ dim(Rq)−dim(Rq/pRq)

≥ dim(Rp)

≥ min{n,dim(Rp)}.
Here, in (2.10.1), the first inequality follows from 2.5(i) and the definition of inf, the second inequality
follows from 2.8(iii), and the third inequaliy is due to the fact that X ⊗L

R Y satisfies (Sn); note that the
other inequalities are standard. For the equalities in (2.10.1), the first one is due to localization, the
second one follows from 2.9, the third one is due to 2.8(iv), and the fourth one can be obtained by 2.2.

Case 2. Assume dim(Rq)> n, and set t = depthRq
(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq)+ inf(Xq⊗L

Rq
Yq). Then it follows:

depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yp)≥ depthRq

(
Yq)+ inf(Yq)−dim(Rq/pRq

)
= depth(Rq)−

(
depthRq

(Xq)+ inf(Xq)
)
+ t −dim(Rq/pRq)

≥ depth(Rq)−
(

depthRq
(Xq)+ inf(Xq)

)
+n−dim(Rq/pRq)(2.10.2)

≥ depth(Rq)− (depthRq
(Xq)+ inf(Xq))+n+dim(Rp)−dim(Rq).

Here, in (2.10.2), the first inequality is due to 2.5(i) (as discussed in Case 1), the second inequality is due
to the fact that X ⊗L

R Y satisfies (Sn) and dim(Rq) > n, and the third inequality is standard. Moreover,
the equality in (2.10.2) follows from 2.2 and 2.9.

Case 3. Assume p ∈ SuppR(X). Then one has q= p. If dim(Rp)≤ n, then it follows by Case 1 that
depthRp

(Yp)+ inf(Yp)≥ min{n,dim(Rp)}. Next assume dim(Rp)> n. Then it follows that:

depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yp)≥ depth(Rp)−

(
depthRp

(Xp)+ inf(Xp)
)
+n+dim(Rp)−dim(Rp)

= CI-dimRp(Xp)− inf(Xp)+n(2.10.3)

≥ n ≥ min{n,dim(Rp)}.
Here, in (2.10.3), the first inequality follows by Case 2, the second inequality is due to 2.8(iii), and the
equality is due to 2.8(iv). So, if p ∈ SuppR(X), we have that depthRp

(Yp)+ infYp ≥ min{n,dim(Rp)}.

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM AND COROLLARIES

We are now ready to prove the main result in this paper, namely Theorem 3.1. The proof of the
theorem is motivated by the results given in 2.10, but the gist of our argument is different: the finishing
touch of the proof of Theorem 3.1 relies upon an application of the properties stated in 2.5.

We set, for q ∈ Spec(R), that U(q) = {p ∈ Spec(R) : p⊆ q where heightR(p)> 0}.

Theorem 3.1. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring, and let X and Y be bounded R-complexes such
that H(X) ̸= 0 ̸= H(Y ). Assume m and n are nonnegative integers and the following conditions hold:

(i) CI-dimR(X)< ∞.
(ii) X ⊗L

R Y is bounded.
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(iii) X ⊗L
R Y satisfies Serre’s condition (Sn).

(iv) If q ∈ SuppR(X ⊗L
R Y ), then depthRq

(pRq,Xq)+ inf(Xq)≤ depthRq
(pRq,Rq)+m for all p ∈ U(q).

Then Y satisfies Serre’s condition (Sn−m).

Proof. Let p ∈ SuppR(Y ). We want to show that the following inequality holds:

depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yp)≥ min{n−m,dim(Rp)}.(3.1.1)

If dim(Rp) = 0, then (3.1.1) holds trivially. Moreover, if p ∈ SuppR(X), then the inequality (3.1.1)
holds by Case 3 of 2.10. Hence we assume dim(Rp)> 0, p /∈ SuppR(X), and pick a prime ideal q of R
which is minimal over p+AnnR(X). Then it follows that q ∈ SuppR(X ⊗L

R Y ).
If dim(Rq) ≤ n, then (3.1.1) holds by Case 1 of 2.10. Hence, we further assume that dim(Rq) > n.

Therefore, Case 2 of 2.10 yields:

depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yq)≥ depth(Rq)− (depthRq

(Xq)+ inf(Xq))+n+dim(Rp)−dim(Rq)

= n+dim(Rp)− (depthRq
(Xq)+ inf(Xq)).

(3.1.2)

Now we suppose depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yp) < min{n−m,dim(Rp)} and look for a contradiction. Note

that we have n−m > depthRp
(Yp)+ inf(Yp) and so (3.1.2) shows:

dim(Rp)< depthRq
(Xq)+ inf(Xq)−m.(3.1.3)

Note that the following inequalities hold:

(3.1.4)
depthRq

(pRq,Xq)+ inf(Xq)−m ≤ depthRq
(pRq,Rq)

= dim(Rp)
< depthRq

(Xq)+ inf(Xq)−m.

In (3.1.4), the first inequality is due to the hypothesis (iv) since q∈ SuppR(X ⊗L
R Y ) and p∈U(q). More-

over, the equality of (3.1.4) follows from the fact that R is Cohen-Macaulay, and the second inequality
is due to (3.1.3). Hence (3.1.4) gives:

(3.1.5) depthRq
(pRq,Xq)< depthRq

(Xq).

On the other hand, we have:

(3.1.6)

depthRq
(Xq) = depthRq

(qRq,Xq)

= depthRq

(√
pRq+AnnRq(Xq),Xq

)
= depthRq

(pRq+AnnRq(Xq),Xq)

= depthRq
(pRq,Xq).

In (3.1.6), the first equality follows from the definition of depth, the second one is due to the fact that
pRq+AnnRq(Xq) is qRq-primary, and the last two equalities follow from 2.5(iii) and 2.5(iv), respec-
tively.

Consequently, in view of (3.1.5) and (3.1.6), we obtain a contradiction. This contradiction implies
that the inequality (3.1.1) holds, and hence completes the proof. □

We proceed by recording some consequences of Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring, M and N be finitely generated R-modules, and
let m and n be nonnegative integers. Assume the following hold:

(i) CI-dimR(M)< ∞.
(ii) TorR

i (M,N) = 0 for all i ≥ 1.
(iii) M⊗R N satisfies Serre’s condition (Sn).
(iv) If q ∈ SuppR(M⊗R N), then depthRq

(pRq,Mq)≤ depthRq
(pRq,Rq)+m for all p ∈ U(q).

Then N satisfies Serre’s condition (Sn−m).
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Proof. Note that M⊗L
R N ∼= M⊗R N if and only if TorR

i (M,N) = 0 for all i ≥ 1. Therefore, it follows by
Theorem 3.1 that N satisfies Serre’s condition (Sn−m). □

Remark 3.3. It seems worth mentioning that the depth inequality stated in part (iv) of Corollary 3.2
always holds when m = 1 and R is a hypersurface. More precisely, if R is a hypersurface ring, I is an
ideal of R, and M is a nonzero R-module, then the inequality depth(I,M)≤ depthR(I,R)+1 holds; see
[3, 2.2 and 4.3] and [20, Cor. 1]. In [7] we extend the aforementioned depth inequality for modules with
bounded Betti numbers over local complete intersection rings of codimension at most 2. □

Modules over hypersurface rings are reflexive if and only if they satisfy Serre’s condition (S2); see,
for example, [8, 2.5]. This fact is used in the next corollary of Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.4. Let R be a local hypersurface ring, and let M and N be nonzero R-modules. Assume the
following conditions hold:

(i) N has rank.
(ii) If q ∈ SuppR(M), then depthRq

(pRq,Mq)≤ heightR(p) for all p ∈ U(q).

If M⊗R N is reflexive, then M and N are both reflexive.

Proof. Assume M⊗R N is reflexive. Then it follows from Theorem 1.1 that TorR
i (M,N) = 0 for all i ≥ 1

and M is reflexive. Moreover, since R is Cohen-Macaulay, the equality depthRq
(pRq,Rq) = heightR(p)

holds for each p,q ∈ Spec(R) with p⊆ q. Note also CI-dimR(M)< ∞ as R is a hypersurface; see 2.8(v).
Therefore, setting m = 0 and n = 2, we conclude from Corollary 3.2 that N is reflexive. □

Recall that the module N in Example 1.2 is not reflexive. Hence, it is worth pointing out that the
depth inequality in part (ii) of Corollary 3.4 does not hold for the module M in the example.

Example 3.5. Let R, M, and N be as in Example 1.2, i.e., R = C[|x,y,z,w]]/(xy), M = R/(x) and let
N be the Auslander transpose of R/p, where p = (y,z,w) ∈ Spec(R). Let q = m. Then it follows that
depthRq

(pRq,Mq) = depthR(p,M) = 3 > heightR(p) = 2. □

Now our aim is to establish Theorem 1.3, advertised in the introduction. First we prove the following
general result which seems to be of independent interest.

Proposition 3.6. Let R be a local ring and let M be a nonzero R-module. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) Each M-regular sequence is R-regular.
(ii) depthR(I,M)≤ depthR(I,R) for each ideal I of R.

(iii) depthR(p,M)≤ depthR(p,R) for each p ∈ Spec(R).

Proof. It follows by definition that (i) =⇒ (ii) =⇒ (iii). So we proceed and show (iii) =⇒ (ii) =⇒ (i).
(iii) =⇒ (ii): Write

√
I = p1 ∩ . . .∩pn for some prime ideals pi. Then it follows that

depthR(I,M) = depthR(
√

I,M)

= inf{depthR(p1,M), . . . ,depthR(pn,M)}
≤ inf{depthR(p1,R), . . . ,depthR(pn,R)}(3.6.1)

= depthR(
√

I,R)

= depthR(I,R).

Here in (3.6.1), the first and the fourth equalities are due to [6, 1.2.10(b)] (see also 2.5(ii)), the second
and third equalities are due to [6, 1.2.10(c)], and the inequality follows by assumption.

(ii) =⇒ (i): Let x = x1, . . . ,xn ⊆ m be an M-regular sequence. We will show that this sequence is
R-regular by induction on n.
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If n = 1, then we have 1 ≤ depthR((x1),M) ≤ depthR((x1),R), which implies that x1 is a non zero-
divisor on R. Hence we assume n≥ 2. Then, by the induction hypothesis, it follows that x′ = x1, . . . ,xn−1
is R-regular. Thus, we have:

depthR((xn),M/(x′)M)+(n−1) = depthR((x),M)

≤ depthR((x),R)(3.6.2)

= depthR((xn),R/(x′))+(n−1)

Here in (3.6.2), the equalities are due to [6, 1.2.10(d)], while the inequality follows by assumption.
Therefore, we have

1 ≤ depthR((xn),M/(x′)M)≤ depthR((xn),R/(x′)R),

which implies that xn is a non zero-divisor on R/(x′)R, as required. □

Remark 3.7. The equivalent conditions in Proposition 3.6 hold if and only if, whenever x = x1, . . . ,xn
is a sequence of elements in m with TorR

1 (M,R/xR) = 0, it follows TorR
2 (M,R/xR) = 0; see [5, 2.2]. □

The following result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.6:

Corollary 3.8. Let R be a local ring and let M be a nonzero R-module such that SuppR(M) = Spec(R).
If depthRp

(Mp)≤ depth(Rp) for all p∈ Spec(R) (e.g., R is Cohen-Macaulay, or CI-dimR(M)< ∞), then
each Mp-regular sequence is Rp-regular for all p ∈ Spec(R).

Proof. Let p ∈ Spec(R) and let J be an ideal of Rp. Then it follows that:

depthRp
(J,Mp) = inf{depthRq

(Mq) | qRp ∈ V(J)} ≤ inf{depth(Rq) | qRp ∈ V(J)}= depth(J,Rp).

Here both equalities follow due to 2.5(ii). Hence the result follows from Proposition 3.6. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3. Let us first note a fact proved in [16, 2.6]: if the module M
in Theorem 1.3 has full support, then M and N have full support so that a quick application of the depth
formula shows that both M and N satisfy (S2), i.e., both M and N are reflexive; see also 2.9, and [8, 1.3]
for the details. Therefore, the gist of Theorem 1.3 is the case where SuppR(M) ̸= Spec(R).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let q ∈ SuppR(M). Then, since each Mq-regular sequence is Rq-regular by as-
sumption, it follows from Proposition 3.6 that depthRq

(pRq,Mq)≤ heightR(p) for all p ∈ Spec(R) with
p ⊆ q. Therefore, we have that depthRq

(pRq,Mq) ≤ heightR(p) for all p ∈ U(q). Consequently, Corol-
lary 3.4 implies that both M and N are reflexive. □

It is interesting to note that Theorem 1.3 (and also Theorem 1.1) can fail over rings that are not
hypersurfaces. For example, if R = k[[t3, t4, t5]] and N = (t3, t4), the canonical module of R, Huneke
and Wiegand [16, 4.8] constructs an R-module M such that M⊗R N is reflexive, but neither M nor N is
reflexive; note that the hypotheses in parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.3 hold for these modules M and N.
In [13, 2.1] one can find a similar example over a Gorenstein ring that is not a hypersurface.

4. FURTHER REMARKS ON THEOREM 1.3

Recall that an R-module M is called Tor-rigid provided that the following condition holds: for each
R-module N satisfying TorR

1 (M,N) = 0, one has that TorR
2 (M,N) = 0. Examples of Tor-rigid modules

are abundant in the literature. For example, if R is hypersurface, that is quotient of an unramified regular
local ring, and M is an R-module such that lengthR(M) < ∞ or pdR(M) < ∞, then M is Tor-rigid; see
[16, 2.4] and [20, Theorem 3], respectively. Tor-rigidity condition can impose certain restrictions on the
ring in question. For example, Auslander [3, 4.3] proved that, if M is a nonzero Tor-rigid module over
a local ring R, then each M-regular sequence is an R-regular sequence. Note, this fact implies that the
depth of a nonzero Tor-rigid module is always bounded by the depth of the ring considered.
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Celikbas, Matsui, and Sadeghi [9] examined the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 and studied the reflexiv-
ity of tensor products of modules over local hypersurface rings in terms of the Tor-rigidity. Their main
result establishes the same conclusion of Theorem 1.3 for Tor-rigid modules. More precisely, the main
result of [9] shows that, if M and N are nonzero modules over a local hypersurface ring R such that
M ⊗R N is reflexive, M is Tor-rigid, and N has rank, then M and N are both reflexive; see Theorem
1.1 and [9, 3.1]. Therefore, we next give examples and highlight that the Tor-rigidity condition and the
condition we study in this paper, namely the condition in part (ii) of Theorem 1.3, are independent of
each other, in general.

Example 4.1. Let R = k[[x,y,z]]/(xy) and let M = R/(x2). Then it follows that SuppR(M) ̸= Spec(R),
M is not Tor-rigid, and each Mp-regular sequence is Rp-regular for all p ∈ SuppR(M). We justify these
properties as follows:

(i) SuppR(M) ̸= Spec(R): this is clear since (y) /∈ SuppR(M). In fact, since {(x),(x,y)} is the set of
all associated primes of M, it follows that SuppR(M) = V

(
(x)

)
∪V

(
(x,y)

)
= V

(
(x)

)
.

(ii) M is not Tor-rigid: setting N = R/(y), one can check that TorR
1 (M,N) = 0 ̸= TorR

2 (M,N).
(iii) Each Mp-regular sequence is Rp-regular for all p ∈ SuppR(M): note, to justify this claim, due to

Proposition 3.6, we proceed to prove the following claim:

(4.1.1) If I is an ideal of R such that I ⊆ p ∈ SuppR(M), then depthRp
(IRp,Mp)≤ heightRp

(IRp).

Let p ∈ SuppR(M) and let I be an ideal of R such that I ⊆ p. We look at the height of p, i.e., dim(Rp).
Case 1: Assume heightR(p)= 0. Then the claim in (4.1.1) holds as depthRp

(IRp,Mp)≤ dim(Rp)= 0.
Case 2: Assume heightR(p) = 1. We first consider the case where p = (x,y). As p is an associated

prime of M, it follows that depthRp
(IRp,Mp)≤ depthRp

(Mp) = 0, and so the claim in (4.1.1) holds.
Next, we consider the case where p ̸= (x,y). Note, as p∈ SuppR(M), we have that (x)⊆ p. Moreover,

in case I ⊆ r ⫋ p for some r ∈ Spec(R), one can observe that I ⊆ (x). As depthR(x)
(M(x)) = 0, the

aforementioned observation and 2.5(ii) yield:

(4.1.2) depthRp
(IRp,Mp) = inf{depthRq

(Mq) | I ⊆ q⊆ p}=

{
depthRp

(Mp) if I ⊈ (x)
0 if I ⊆ (x)

As the equalities in (4.1.2) also hold when M is replaced with R, the claim in (4.1.1) holds.
Case 3: Assume heightR(p) = 2, i.e., p = m. As depthR(I,M) ≤ depthR(M) = 1, to establish the

claim in (4.1.1), it suffices to assume heightR(I) = 0 and show that depthR(I,M) = 0.
Note that I is contained in a minimal prime ideal of R, namely in (x) or (y). Therefore, I ⊆ (x,y) and

this shows:
depthR(I,M) = inf{depthRr

(Mr) | r ∈ V(I)} ≤ depthR(x,y)
(M(x,y)) = 0.

This completes the proof of Case 3. □
Example 4.2. Let R = k[[x,y,z,u]]/(xy) and let M = N ⊕T , where N = R/(x) and T is an R-module
such that dimR(T ) = 0 and pdR(T ) = ∞ (e.g., T = k). Then it follows that SuppR(M) ̸= Spec(R), M
is Tor-rigid, and there is an Mp-regular sequence which is not Rp-regular for some p ∈ SuppR(M). We
justify these properties as follows:

(i) SuppR(M) ̸= Spec(R): this is clear since (y) /∈ SuppR(M).
(ii) M is Tor-rigid: to see this assume TorR

1 (M,X) = 0 for some R-module X . Then TorR
1 (T,X) = 0,

and since T is Tor-rigid [16, 2.4], we have that TorR
i (T,X) = 0 for all i ≥ 1. This implies X is free and

hence TorR
i (M,X) = 0 for all i ≥ 1; see [16, 2.5] and [17, 1.9]. Therefore, M is Tor-rigid (note also that

N is not Tor-rigid since TorR
1 (N,R/yR) = 0 ̸= R/p= TorR

2 (N,R/yR)).
(iii) There is an Mp-regular sequence which is not Rp-regular for some p ∈ SuppR(M): for this part,

let p = (x,y). Then it follows that p ∈ SuppR(M) and Mp
∼= Np. Hence, y is a non zero-divisor on Mp.

On the other hand, as x ̸= 0, y ̸= 0 and xy = 0 in Rp, we see that y is a zero-divisor on Rp. Thus, {y} is
an Mp-regular sequence which is not Rp-regular. □
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The modules considered in Examples 4.1 and 4.2 do not have full support. Next, in Example 4.3, we
look at a module M that has full support and observe, even for such a module, Tor-rigidity condition is
distinct from the condition stated in part (ii) of Theorem 1.3.

Example 4.3. Let R = k[[x,y,z,u]]/(xu− yz) and consider the ideal M = (x,y) of R. Then each Mp-
regular sequence is Rp-regular since SuppR(M) = Spec(R); see Corollary 3.8. Furthermore, it follows
that TorR

1 (M,M) = 0 ̸= k = TorR
2 (M,M), and hence M is not Tor-rigid. □

One can also construct examples similar to Example 4.3 over rings that are not hypersurfaces.

Example 4.4. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring with canonical module ω such that ω ≇ R; for
example, R = k[[t3, t4, t5]] and ω = (t3, t4). Then ω is not Tor-rigid; see, for example, [26, 4.13(i)]. On
the other hand, each ωp-regular sequence is Rp-regular for all p ∈ Spec(R); see Corollary 3.8. □

It is well-known that the Tor-rigidity property does not localize, in general. For example, if M is
the module considered in Example 4.2, then M is Tor-rigid over R, but Mp is not Tor-rigid over Rp.
Furhermore, the same example also shows that the condition we consider in part (ii) of Theorem 1.3
does not localize in general, too. It seems worth summarizing these observations as a separate remark;
see also Proposition 3.6.

Remark 4.5. Let R be a local ring and let M be a nonzero R-module. Consider the following conditions.
(i) M is Tor-rigid over R.

(ii) Mp is Tor-rigid over Rp for all p ∈ SuppR(M).
(iii) Each M-regular sequence is R-regular.
(iv) Each Mp-regular sequence is Rp-regular for all p ∈ SuppR(M).

Then we have:

(i)
(1) +3

_ (3)

��

(iii)�
(2)

ks

_ (6)

��
(ii)

(4)

KS

(7) +3 (iv)�
(8)

ks

(5)

KS

The implications in the above diagram can be justified as follows:
(1) and (7): see [3, 4.3].
(2) and (8): see the module M in Example 4.3.
(3): see the module M in Example 4.2.
(4) and (5): these follow by definition.
(6): in view of [3, 4.3], see the module M in Example 4.2.

APPENDIX A. AN APPLICATION OF THEOREM 1.1

In this appendix, we give an application of Theorem 1.1, and provide a criterion for tensor products
of prime ideals to be reflexive over hypersurface rings. More precisely, we prove in Corollary A.4 that,
if R be a hypersurface ring that is not a domain, and the tensor product of two prime ideals is reflexive,
then both of the primes considered must be minimal. Our result, which seems to be new, is based on the
following observations of Asgharzadeh [2, 5.1 and 5.5]; see also [21, II.3.3].

Remark A.1. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring, and let p ∈ Spec(R). Assume p(n) ̸= 0 for some
n ≥ 1, where p(n) = pnRp∩R denotes the nth symbolic power of p. Set M = R/p(n).

(i) Assume M is Tor-rigid over R. Then each non zero-divisor on M is a non zero-divisor on R so that
the canonical map R → Rp is injective; see Remark 4.5. Hence, R is a domain if Rp is a domain.

(ii) Assume pdR(M) < ∞. Then each non zero-divisor on M is a non zero-divisor on R so that the
canonical map R → Rp is injective; see [22], [23, 6.2.3]. Also, R is a domain as Rp is regular.
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(iii) Assume idR(M)< ∞. Then it follows that R is Gorenstein [21, II.5.3] so that pdR(M)< ∞. Hence,
part (ii) implies that R is a domain.

Proposition A.2. Let R be a local hypersurface ring which is not a domain, M a nonzero R-module,
and let p ∈ Spec(R) such that heightR(p)≥ 1. Let r ≥ 0 and N denote the rth syzygy of R/p(n) for some
n ≥ 1, i.e., N = Ωr

(
R/p(n)

)
. Assume M⊗R N is reflexive. Then it follows that r ≥ 1, both M and N are

reflexive, and pdR(M)< ∞ = pdR(N). Moreover, if M is not free, then M has rank at least two.

Proof. As M⊗R N is a nonzero torsion-free R-module, we observe that neither M nor N can be torsion.
This implies that r ≥ 1. Note, since p has positive height, it follows that p(n) has positive height.
Therefore, R/p(n) is torsion, i.e., R/p(n) has rank zero. Thus N has rank, and so the conclusions of
Theorem 1.1 hold.

We know, by Theorem 1.1, that pdR(M) < ∞ or pdR(N) < ∞. However, if pdR(N) < ∞, then
pdR(R/p

(n)) < ∞ and this forces R to be a domain; see part (ii) of Remark A.1. Therefore, we have
that pdR(M)< ∞ = pdR(N).

Notice, since both M and N have rank, it follows from Theorem 1.1 that both M and N are reflexive.
Now assume M is not free. Then, since M is reflexive, it follows that M = Ω2(X) for some R-module

X such that 3 ≤ pdR(X) < ∞. Hence, the syzygy theorem of Evans and Griffith [14, 1.1] (see also [6,
9.5.6]) applied to X implies that M has rank at least two.1 □

The positive height assumption on the prime ideal considered in Proposition A.2 cannot be removed.

Example A.3. Let R = k[[x,y]]/(xy), p = (x), M = R/(x2), and let N = Ω(R/p). Then p is a minimal
prime ideal of R, pdR(M) = ∞, but M⊗R N ∼= N is a reflexive R-module.

The next corollary of Proposition A.2 yields the criterion we seek concerning the tensor products of
prime ideals over local hypersurface rings:

Corollary A.4. Let R be a local hypersurface ring that is not a domain, and let p,q ∈ Spec(R). Assume
either p or q is not a minimal prime. Then p(r)⊗R q

(s) is not a reflexive R-module. In particular, p⊗R q
is not a reflexive R-module.

In view of Corollary A.4, it is worth noting that the tensor product of two minimal prime ideals over
a non-domain hypersurface ring may, or may not, be reflexive.

Example A.5. Let R and p be as in Example A.3, and let q= (y). Then q is also a minimal prime ideal
of R. It follows that p∼= R/(y) and p⊗R p∼= p. Therefore, p⊗R p is a reflexive R-module. On the other
hand p⊗R q∼= k so that p⊗R q is not reflexive.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors are grateful to Mohsen Asgharzadeh for his valuable comments on a previous version of
the manuscript, Thomas Polstra for useful and valuable discussions about Remark A.1, Arash Sadeghi
for showing them the rank conclusion in Proposition A.2, and Tirdad Sharif for pointing out the ref-
erence [25]. The authors are also grateful to Greg Piepmeyer for discussions on previous versions of
the manuscript, especially for his help and suggestions about the results stated in 2.5 and 2.10 and their
usage in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

The authors thank the referee for his/her/their valuable comments and suggestions.
Matsui was partly supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows 19J00158.

1Note that, due to Andre’s result [1], the syzygy theorem of Evans and Griffith does not require the ring in question to contain
a field.



ON THE DEPTH AND REFLEXIVITY OF TENSOR PRODUCTS 11

REFERENCES

[1] Yves André, La conjecture du facteur direct, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 127 (2018), 71–93. 10
[2] Mohsen Asgharzadeh, A note on Cohen-Macaulay descent, preprint, posted at arXiv:2011.04525v3 (2021). 2, 9
[3] Maurice Auslander, Modules over unramified regular local rings, Illinois J. Math. 5 (1961), 631–647. 6, 7, 9
[4] Luchezar L. Avramov, Vesselin N. Gasharov, and Irena V. Peeva, Complete intersection dimension, Inst. Hautes Études Sci.

Publ. Math. (1997), no. 86, 67–114 (1998). 3
[5] Kamal Bahmanpour, Regular sequences and vanishing of the homological functors, J. Algebra Appl. 17 (2018), no. 11,

1850220 1–10. 7
[6] Winfried Bruns and Jürgen Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay rings, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 39, Cam-

bridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993. 6, 7, 10
[7] Olgur Celikbas, Uyen Le, and Hiroki Matsui, An extension of a depth inequality of Auslander, preprint, posted at

arXiv:2108.07991. 6
[8] Olgur Celikbas and Greg Piepmeyer, Syzygies and tensor product of modules, Math. Z. 276 (2014), no. 1-2, 457–468. 1, 3,

6, 7
[9] Olgur Celikbas, Arash Sadeghi, and Hiroki Matsui, On an example concerning the second rigidity theorem, 150 Years with

Roger and Sylvia Wiegand. Commutative algebra–150 years with Roger and Sylvia Wiegand, 1-10, Contemp. Math., 773,
Amer. Math. Soc., [Providence], RI, [2021]. 1, 2, 8

[10] Olgur Celikbas and Ryo Takahashi, On the second rigidity theorem of Huneke and Wiegand, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 147
(2019), no. 7, 2733–2739. 1

[11] Lars Winther Christensen, Gorenstein dimensions, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1747, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000.
2, 3

[12] Lars Winther Christensen and David A. Jorgensen, Vanishing of Tate homology and depth formulas over local rings, J. Pure
Appl. Algebra 219 (2015), no. 3, 464–481. 3

[13] Petra Constapel, Vanishing of Tor and torsion in tensor products, Comm. Algebra 24 (1996), no. 3, 833–846. 7
[14] E. Graham Evans and Phillip Griffith, The syzygy problem., Ann. of Math. 114 (1981), no. 2, 323–333. 10
[15] Hans-Bjørn Foxby and Srikanth Iyengar, Depth and amplitude for unbounded complexes, Contemp. Math. 331 (2003),

119–137. 2, 3
[16] Craig Huneke and Roger Wiegand, Tensor products of modules and the rigidity of Tor, Math. Ann. 299 (1994), no. 3,

449–476. 1, 7, 8
[17] , Tensor products of modules, rigidity and local cohomology, Math. Scand. 81 (1997), no. 2, 161–183. 1, 8
[18] , Correction to “Tensor products of modules and the rigidity of Tor”, Math. Annalen, 299 (1994), 449–476, Mathe-

matische Annalen 338 (2007), no. 2, 291–293. 1
[19] Srikanth Iyengar, Depth for complexes, and intersection theorems, Math. Z. 230 (1999), no. 3, 545–567. 2
[20] Stephen Lichtenbaum, On the vanishing of Tor in regular local rings, Illinois J. Math. 10 (1966), 220–226. 6, 7
[21] Christian Peskine and Lucien Szpiro, Dimension projective finie et cohomologie locale., Applications à la démonstration

de conjectures de M. Auslander, H. Bass et A. Grothendieck. (French) Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1973), no. 42,
47–119. 9, 10

[22] Paul Roberts, Le théorème d’intersection, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 304 (1987), no. 7, 177–180. 9
[23] , Multiplicities and chern classes in local algebra, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 133, Cambridge Univer-

sity Press, Cambridge, 1998. 9
[24] Sean Sather-Wagstaff, Complete intersection dimensions for complexes, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 190 (2004), no. 1-3, 267–290.

3
[25] Parviz Sahandi , Tirdad Sharif and Siamak Yassemi, Depth Formula via Complete Intersection Flat Dimension, Comm.

Algebra 39 (2011), no. 11, 4002–4013. 3
[26] Majid Rahro Zargar, Olgur Celikbas, Mohsen Gheibi, and Arash Sadeghi, Homological dimensions of rigid modules, Kyoto

J. Math. 58 (2018), no. 3, 639–669. 9



12 O. CELIKBAS, U. LE, AND H. MATSUI

OLGUR CELIKBAS, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL AND DATA SCIENCES, WEST VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY, MORGANTOWN,
WV 26506-6310, U.S.A

Email address: olgur.celikbas@math.wvu.edu

UYEN LE, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL AND DATA SCIENCES, WEST VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY, MORGANTOWN, WV
26506-6310, U.S.A

Email address: hle1@mix.wvu.edu

HIROKI MATSUI, GRADUATE SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO, 3-8-1 KOMABA, MEGURO-
KU, TOKYO 153-8914, JAPAN

CURRENT ADDRESS: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, FACULTY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, TOKUSHIMA

UNIVERSITY, 2-1 MINAMIJOSANJIMA-CHO, TOKUSHIMA 770-8506, JAPAN

Email address: hmatsui@tokushima-u.ac.jp


