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Abstract

The nonsingular Hermitian surface of degree /g + 1 is characterized by
its number of F-points among the surfaces over F, of degree ,/q + 1 in the
projective 3-space without Fy-plane components.
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1 Introduction

Hermitian varieties are known as ones having particular properties over finite fields.
Throughout this paper, except Section 3, ¢ is an even power of a prime number p.
A Hermitian variety over [, is a hypersurface in P" defined by

(XY XYY A X, ..., X,) =0, (1)

where A is a square matrix of order n + 1 whose entries are in [F, with the property
tA = AVD: here AWVD means taking entry-wise the Va-th power, and ‘A is the
transposed matrix of A. We refer this kind of polynomial as a Hermitian polynomial
over F,. For a homogeneous polynomial F' of degree /g + 1 whose coefficients are
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in Fy, the hypersurface given by F' = 0 is Hermitian if and only if there is an
element p € Fy such that pF' is a Hermitian polynomial. The family of Hermitian
polynomials over F, forms an [F /g vector space. It is obvious that the Hermitian
polynomial (I]) defines a nonsingular Hermitian variety if and only if det A # 0. By
the standard argument, a nonsingular Hermitian variety is projectively equivalent
to the variety

Hyop XY™ 4 XY™ 4 xY T =0 (2)

over .
The number Ny(H,,—1) of Fg-points of H,_ is

No(Hp—1) = (V@™ + (—1)")(VG" + (-1)" 1) /(g — 1), (3)

which is due to [I].

This number is remarkable in the following sense. The Weil conjecture [15]
established by Deligne [2] implies that the number N of F,-points of a nonsingular
hypersurface of degree d in P" defined over F, is bounded by

T @ = ) v ()

N<

Furthermore, if equality holds in (@) for a certain nonsingular hypersurface of degree
d, then d < /g + 1.

As for this additional claim, see [12, Corollary 2.2] or [8, Corollary 4.3]. The
number N,(H,_1) achieves the equality in {#) for d = /g + 1.

There is a characterization of the Hermitian curve among the family of plane
curves over I, of degree ,/q+1 without Fy-line components [3]. Note that N,(H;) =

V@ + 1.

Theorem 1.1 (Hirschfeld-Storme-Thas-Voloch) Suppose that q # 4. Let C' be
a plane curve over Fy of degree \/q+1 without Fy-line components. If C' has \/c_]?’ +1
points over Fy, then C is a Hermitian curve.

The purpose of this paper is to show a similar fact for surfaces in P3.

Theorem 1.2 Let S be a surface in P? defined over F, without F4-plane compo-
nents. If the degree of S is \/q+ 1 and Ny(S) = (V@° + 1)(g + 1), then S is a
nonsingular Hermitian surface over IFy.

After Hirschfeld-Storme-Thas-Voloch’s characterization of the Hermitian curve
established, Riick-Stichtenoth gave another characterization of the Hermitian curve
Va(v/a-1)

among the family of nonsingular curves defined over F, of genus ¥—%5— [10]. A
connection of those two characterization will be mentioned in Appendix.

Notation e When X is an algebraic set in P" defined by equations over F,,
the set of Fg-points in X is denoted by X (IF;), and the cardinality of X (FF,)
by Ny (X).



e When coordinates Xy, ..., X, of P" are given, for a homogeneous polynomial
h in those variables, {h = 0} means the hypersurface defined by h = 0.

e Let D and E are curves in P? without common components. For a point
Q € DNE, i(D.E;Q) denotes the local intersection multiplicity of D and E

at @, and (D.E) =3 e prp i(D-E;Q).

e For a plane curve C' C P? and a nonsingular point P € C, Tp(C) denotes the
embedded tangent line to C' at P.

e The multiplicative set IFy \ {0} is denoted by F7.

e For a finite set Y, #Y denotes the number of elements of Y.

2 Plane curves

For a plane curve C' over F,, we proved a simple bound for N,(C) in a series of
papers [3l 6l [7], which had been originally conjectured by Sziklai [13].

Theorem 2.1 (Sziklai bound) Let d be an integer with 2 < d < ¢+ 2, and C a
curve of degree d in P? defined over F, without Fy-linear components. Then

Nog(C) < (d—1)g+1 (5)
except for curves over Fy which are projectively equivalent to the curve defined by
K@ (Xo+ X1+ X))+ (Xo X1 + X1X0 + X2X0)? + XoX1Xa(Xo + X1 + X2) = 0.

For the exceptional curve K above, Ny(K) = 14.

The number N, (H;) attains the equality of the Sziklai bound too.
This bound implies a sufficient condition on a plane curve over I, to be absolutely
irreducible.

Corollary 2.2 Let C be a curve over F, of degree d in P? without Fy-linear com-
ponents. If Ny(C) > (d —2)q + 3, then C is absolutely irreducible.

Proof. First note that the range of d is 2 < d < ¢ + 2 by assumptions.

(Step 1) Suppose C' is decomposed into two curves C and Cy over Fy. For each
1 =1,2, let d; be the degree of C;. If either “q # 4” or “q = 4 and none of the C;’s
is projectively equivalent to K,” then

Ng(C) < No(C1) + No(C2) < ((dr = D)g +1) + ((d2 = 1)g + 1) < (d = 2)g +2.

We consider the exceptional case, namely “q = 4 and one of the C;’s is projec-
tively equivalent to K oner F4.” Applying an F4-linear transformation if necessary,
we may assume that C7 = K. Then d = 6 and do = 2, because 2 < d < 6 and C



has no Fy-linear components. Since Cy is Fy-irreducible of degree 2, Ny(C2) = 5
or 1. When Ny(Cy) = 1, N4(C) < 14+ 1 < (6 —2)4 + 3. If Cy is an absolutely
irreducible conic, then #(Cg NP2(Fy)) < 4, because the maximum length of Fa-arc
is 4. Since K(F4) = P?(Fy) \ P2(Fy) (see [5l §3]), # (K (Fy) N Co(Fy)) > 1. Hence
Ny(C)<144+5-1=(6—-2)4+2.

Therefore C' is irreducible over F,,.

(Step 2) Suppose that the F,-irreducible curve C' is not absolutely irreducible.
Let D be an irreducible component of C. Then D is defined over an extension [
of Fy with ¢ > 2, and C = DUDW U... U DWW where D@, ... D@ are
conjugates of D over F,. Hence C'(F,) C DN DWW and deg D = deg D@ < %l. Hence

N,(C) < (g)z. Since 2 < d < g + 2, we have (g)Q < (d —2)q + 3. Indeed, consider

the quadratic P(d) = (%)2 —(d—2)qg — 3. Then P(2) < 0 and P(q +2) < 0, which
implies P(d) < 0 for any d with 2 < d < g+ 2.

Therefore the curve C' is absolutely irreducible too. a

An important step of the proof of Theorem is to study plane sections of §
and to apply the Hirschfeld-Storme-Thas-Voloch theorem to some of them, but the
exception in the assertion of this theorem harms this step for ¢ = 4. So we take a
detour in this case.

Lemma 2.3 Let C be a plane curve of degree 3 over Fy without Fy-linear compo-
nents. Suppose Ny(C) = 9. Then C is absolutely irreducible and all Fy-points are
nonsingular. In addition, suppose that all F4-points are flezes, i.e., i(T,(C).C; P) =
3 for any P € C(Fy). Then C is a Hermitian curve.

Proof. From (2.2)), C is absolutely irreducible. Let P € C(F4). Assume that P is a
singular point. Then for any Fy-line passing through P, #(I(F4) N C'\ {P}) < 1 be-
cause (I.C) = 3 and i(I.C’; P) > 2. Hence N4(C) < 6 because C(IF4) = U, p(I(Fg) N
('), which contradicts to the assumption Ny(C') = 9. Hence all F4-points are non-
singular.

Next we show the additional statement. Since deg C' = 3 and i(7,,(C).C; P) =3
for any P € C(Fy), a line joining two F4-points of C' meets with C' at the third
Fy4-point. Hence the 9 Fy-points C'(F4) can be divided three triples

{Po1, Poz2, Po3} { P11, Pi2, P13} {Pa1, Pa2, Po3}

such that three points of each triple are collinear. Let [; be the line on which
Pila PZ'Q and Pl'g lie, and ll(F4) == {Pl'l,PiQ,PZg, Qi, Rz} Assume that lo,ll and l2 are
concurrent. We may assume that Qo = 1 = Q2. Hence Tp,, N1y must be R; for
any u = 1,2,3, and also Tp,, Ny = Ry for any v = 1,2,3 because P, (i,a0 = 1,2,3)
are flexes. But, since the number of F4-lines passing through R; is 5 and Tp,, =+ Tp,,
for any pair (P, Pj,), it is impossible.



Therefore {lo, 11,12} forms a frame of P2, that is, we may assume that [; = {X; =
0}, where Xo, X1, X5 are coordinates of P2. Let C = {F(Xg, X1, X2) = 0}. Since

F(X0,X1,0) = co(Xg + X3) (o €TFY)
F(X0,0,X2) = (X3 + X3) (c; €F})
F(0,X1,X2) = (X3 + X3) (co €F}),

we have F(XO,X17X2) = C(Xg + Xig’ + XS) 4+ v X X1 X9 with c € FZ and v € Fy. If
~v # 0, then (1,1, %) is also an F4-point of C, which is not any of the P; ,’s. This is
a contradiction. Hence v = 0, that is, C is Hermitian. a

We close this section with a remark on plane curves that are used in the proof
of the main theorem.

Lemma 2.4 (Segre) Let d be an integer with 1 < d < q+ 1, and C be a curve
of degree d in P? defined over Fy, which may have Fy-linear components. Then
Ny(C) < dq + 1, and equality holds if and only if C is a pencil of d F,-lines.

Proof. See Segre [11], 11, §6 Observation IV | or Homma-Kim [5, Remark 1.2]. O

3 An elementary bound

In this section, ¢ is simply a power of p, that is, it need not be an even power of p.

In [8], we established an upper bound for Ny(X) of a hypersurface X over F,
without [F-linear components, particularly a surface in P3 without [F4-plane compo-
nents.

Theorem 3.1 Let S be a surface of degree d in P3 defined over F, without Fy-plane
components. Then

N,(S) < (d—1)¢* +dg + 1. (6)

We refer the bound () as the elementary bound. When d = /g + 1, the Weil-
Deligne bound (@) for n = 3 agrees with the elementary bound. In this section, we
investigate the geometry of a surface in P> whose number of F,-points achieves the
bound ([B). There are at least two examples other than the Hermitian surface each
of which attains the equality in (@) .

From now on, we keep the following setup until the end of this section.

Setup 3.2 Let d be an integer with 2 < d < ¢+ 1. Let S be a surface of degree d
in P? defined over F, without F,-plane components. Furthermore we suppose that
Ny(S) achieves the equality in (@l).

1 After wrote up the first draft of this paper, we proved that these two examples together with
the Hermitian surface are only examples having this property [9], in which we referred this paper.
Recently, Tironi [14] has settled the classification of hypersurfaces in P” that achieve the elementary
bound stated in [§].



Lemma 3.3 The surface S contains an F4-line.

Proof. Suppose S does not contain any F,-lines. Let H be any [F,-plane in P3.
Then SN H is a plane curve of degree d over F, in H = P?, and has no F,-line as a
component. Hence

s < { €7Dt o 240 v

by Lemma 2.1l In a term of [4], defining the s-degree ¢ of S(F,) by
d =max{Ny(SNH) | H is an F -plane},

we have

Ny(S) < (6-1)g+1+ E;—H

by [4, Proposition 2.2]. Hence if (d,q) # (4,4), then

Ny(S) < (d—l)q2+1+{(dq—Tll)qJ

(d—2)(Q+1)+q+2—dJ
g+1

= (d—l)q2+1+{
= (d—=1)(¢*+1);

and if (d, q) = (4,4), then N,(S) < 55. In either case, N,(5) can’t be (d—1)¢>+dq+1.
g

Definition 3.4 Let Iq,...,lg be Fy-lines in P3 with d > 2. The union of those d-
lines Z = Uglzlll- is called a planar F, -pencil of degree d if those d-lines lie on a plane
simultaneously and I; N--- N1z # 0. The Fg-point {vz} =11 N--- Ny is called the
vertex of Z.

Notation 3.5 For an F,-line [ of P3, the set of Fy-planes containing the line [ is
denoted by [(IF,).

Lemma 3.6 Let | be an Fy-line on the surface S.
i) If an F,-plane H contains I, then SN H is a planar F,-pencil of degree d.
q q
(ii) The map I(F,) > H v vsny € I(F,) is bijective.

Proof. (i) Since S has no F,-plane components, SN H is a plane curve of degree d
in H, and Ny(SNH) <dg+ 1 by Lemma 2.4l Counting the cardinality of S(F,) by
the decomposition

S(Fy) = Uneir,) (SN H)(Fg) \ 1(Fy)) Ul(Fq)a



we have

(=1 +dg+1=Ny(S) < (¢+1)(dg+1—(q+1)+(¢+1)
= (d-1)¢" +dg+1.

Hence Ny(SNH) =dg+1. So SN H is a planar F-pencil of degree d by the latter
part of Lemma 2.4]

(i) Let Z(Fq) = {Hy,Hs,...,Hg1}. Since S N H; is a planar Fy-pencil and has
the line [ as a component, we may set notations as

SﬂHi:lUliJU---Uli,d_l

and
Vi = VUSNH;-
It is obvious that v; € I(F,). Since I(F,) and I(F,) have the same cardinality, it is
enough to show that the map I(F,) > H; +— v; € I(F,) is surjective.
Contrary, suppose this map is not surjective. Pick a point @ € [(Fg)\{v1,...,v4+1},
and choose an Fg-plane K such that K > @) and K 2 [. Then we face two conse-
quences:

(o) SN K does not contain any [Fy-line;
(8) Ny(SNK) > (d—1)q+d,

as we verify them below. Since S N K is a plane curve of degree d in K, those two
conditions are incompatible each other by Lemma [2.1]

The wverification of (a). If S N K contains an Fy-line, then it must be a planar
[F,-pencil by (i). Since @ is a point of S, there is an F,-line m passing through @
among d lines of S N K. Hence | and m spans an F,-plane which is one of the H;’s,
say H;. Then v; € IlN'm = {Q}, which contradicts to the choice of Q.

The verification of (3). Let @Q;; be the intersection point of I; ; with K. Then
the plane containing [ and (); ; is H; and the line containing v; and @); ; is l; ;. Hence

Qij = Qi j implies (i,7) = (¢, 5'). Since
(SO K)(F) > (Quy[1<i<g+11<j<d—1}U{Q).
we have Ny(SNK) > (d—1)(¢g+1)+1. O

Lemma 3.7 Let H be an F,-plane such that S N H is a planar Fy-pencil of degree
d. If an Fy-line | C S passes through vsnm, then l is a component of SN H.

Proof. Since d > 2, there are two distinct components [; and Is of SN H. Suppose
that [ is not contained in H. Then [ and [; span an F, -plane, say H;. Hence SN H;
is also a planar [Fy-pencil of degree d by Lemma (). By the construction of H;
and Hs,

vsnm, =101 =vgna = 1Nl = vsnmy,
which contradicts (ii) of Lemma Hence [ is contained in H, and hence it is a
component of SN H. a



Corollary 3.8 For any Fy-point P of S, there is a unique Fy-plane H such that
SN H is a planar Fy-pencil of degree d with vsng = P.

Proof. From Lemma [3.3] and Lemma (i), there is a line [ on S containing P.
Indeed the existence of an F-line I’ on S is guaranteed by Lemma B3} if the point
P in question lies on I, there is nothing to do; when P ¢ I’, consider the Fy-plane
H' containing ! and P, then SN H' is a planar F -pencil by Lemma (i), which
contains P; hence there is a line [ on S containing P. Hence, by (ii) of Lemma
there is a desired Fg-plane, and such a plane is uniquely determined by P. O

4 A characterization of Hermitian surfaces

In this section, g is assumed to be an even power of a prime number p again, and
S is a surface in P3 of degree v/q + 1 defined over [F, without F,-plane components
such that Ny(S) = (y/g° + 1)(g + 1). Note that this number N,(S) achieves both
the Weil-Deligne bound (@) for n = 3 and the elementary bound ({@).

Proposition 4.1 With the above situation, let H be an F-plane of P3. Then either
(1) SN H is a planar Fq-pencil of degree \/q+ 1, or
(2) SN H is a nonsingular Hermitian curve of degree \/q+ 1 over Fy.

Furthermore, let vy denote the number of Fy-planes having the property (1) above,
and vy the property (2). Then

(2 MOy
v o= @@+ 1D(/g-1).

Proof. Let P3(Fq) denote the set of Fy-planes of P3, and P; the set of F,-planes
having the property (1). The map P; 3 H — vsng € S(F,) is bijective by Corol-
lary B8 Hence v; = N,(S). Let Py = P3(F,)\ P;. Note that if H € Py, then SN H
has no Fy-liner components by Lemma (i). Consider the correspondence

A={(P,H)| PeH}cCS(F,) xP*F,)

with two projections m; : A — S(F,) and 73 : A — P3(F,). Counting the cardinality
of A by m1, we have

FA=Ny(S) - (¢ +a+1).
If H € Py, then #ny'(H) = Ny(SNH) = /¢ +q+1, and if H € Py, then
#ry L(H) = Ny(SNH) < \/(_]3 + 1 by (21). Hence, counting the cardinality of A by
Ty, We have

4 _
NS (VA + a1+ (L - NS)) (7 )

= Ny(5)- (¢® +q+1).

# A

IN




Therefore, if H € Py, then Ny(SNH) = \/63 + 1. Furthermore, when H € Ps, since
S N H has no Fy-line as a component, S N H is a nonsingular Hermitian curve by
(LI if ¢ # 4.

We need a little more argument if ¢ = 4. We want to apply Lemma 23l If an
[F4-point is not a flex of SN H, i.e., i(Tp(SNH).SNH;P) =2, then Tp(SNH)
meets with S N H at exactly two F4-points, because degS N H = 3. Consider all
Fy-planes {H,} in P? such that Hy D Tp(S N Hy). Let a = #{\ | Hy € P1}.
Then #{\ | Hy € Py} = 5 —a. Since Ny(S N Hy) is either 13 or 9, we have
45 = (13 —=2)a+ (9 —2)(5 — a) + 2. Hence there is an Fy-plane H) such that SN H)y
is a planar Fy-pencil of degree 3, and the line Tp(S N H) lies on Hy. But it is
impossible, because any F4-line on H) meets with the planar pencil at either 1, or
3, or 5 points. O

Last Step of the Proof of Theorem[L2 From Proposition 4.1l there is an F4-plane
H,, C P3 such that SN Hy is a nonsingular Hermitian curve. Choose a system of
homogeneous coordinates X, X1, X2, X3 of P3 such that

(i) Hy is given by Xy = 0; and
(ii) the plane curve S N Hy, in Hy = P? is given by
XY+ XYIX, + XY =0,
where X1, X5, X3 are coordinates on H, induced by X, X, X3 respectively.

Let P, = (0,0,1,0) and P» = (0,1,0,0), both of which are points on S N Hy.
For o = 1,2, the tangent line L, at P, to SN Hy in Hsy = P? is given by X, = 0.
It is easy to see that SN L, = {P,}. Hence for an Fy-plane H D L,

3 . . .-
# _ VE©+1-1 if SN H is Hermitian
(5F) N H La)) { V@ +q+1-1 if SN H is an Fy-pencil.

Counting the number N,(S)—1 by using all [F,-planes containing L, we know that
there is a unique plane H, o D L, such that SN H, o is a planar F-pencil of degree
Va+1; and SN H, y is a nonsingular Hermitian curve for other plane H, y D Lq.
By changing coordinates of type

X1 = Xi+4+aXy
X2 — X2+bX0

if necessary, we may suppose that H, is defined by X, = 0 for « = 1 and 2
respectively. But the situation on H, never change.
Summing up, S is defined by

F(Xo,...,X3) = Xof(Xo,...,X3) + (X1, X2, X3) =0

where

h(X1, Xo, X3) = X1 X7+ XYOX, + Xy



and deg f = /q.
Since SN Hip = SN {X; = 0} is a planar Fy-pencil with the vertex P, =
(0,0,1,0),
F(Xo,0, X2, X3) = Xof(Xo,0, X2, X3) + Xy""

does not contain Xo, because this polynomial must have the form ¢[] j(XO +7;X3),
with ¢ € Fy. Hence, in F(Xy, X1, X2, X3), any monomial containing X also contains
Xi. By the same argument on SN Hyp = SN {X, = 0}, any monomial containing
X1 also contains Xy. Therefore f(Xo, X1, X2, X3) is written as

F(Xo, X1, X2, X3) = g1(Xo, X3) + 92(Xo, . .., X3) X1 X2,

where deg g1 = /q and deg go = \/q — 2.
For the plane H; \ = {Xo = AX1} (A € F}), since SN{Xo = AX1} is a Hermitian

curve,

pF(AX1, X1, X9, X3) =
p (AX1(91(AX1, X3) + g2(A X1, X1, Xo, X3) X1 X9) + h(X1, X2, X3))  (8)

is a Hermitian polynomial for some p € Fy. Since X§/§+1 appears only in h(X1, X2, X3),
the constant p must be an element of Ff/ﬁ' Hence (§]) is a Hermitian polynomial
even if p = 1. Since h itself Hermitian,

Mg (AX1, X3) X1 + Aga (A X1, X1, X, X3) X7 X

must be Hermitian.

Any monomial in go(AX7, X1, X2, X3) X? X5 never appear in g1 (AX1, X3)X;. So
g2(AX1, X1, Xo, X3)) X2 X5 contains the monomials only of types Xi\/aJrl or Xi\/an.
Hence

G2 (AX1, X1, Xo, X3)X2X, = XY X, (1 €F,).

But the monomial X 1X2\/a+1 can’t appear in
g (AX1, X3) X1 + go(AX1, X1, Xo, X3) X2 X,

Hence go(AX1, X1, X9, X3) = 0, that is, Xg — AX is a factor of go(Xo, X1, X2, X3)
for any A € F;. But deggs = /g — 2(< g — 1), it is impossible. Therefore
92(Xo, X1, X9, X3) = 0 and Ag;(AX1, X3)X; is Hermitian.
Let
va .
gl(Xo,Xg) = Z az‘XéXg/a_Z.
=0
Then
va A
Agt(AX1, X3) X1 = Y aAHXT Xy
=0

10



which is Hermitian. Hence a; = 0 for ¢ # 0, \/q — 1, \/g; and also a(‘]/a =a,/5-1 and
aq €F g, that is,

91(Xo, X3) = aOX?:/a + aa/aXa/a_ng + a\/aXa/a with a 4 € F z.
Hence
F(Xo,-.., X3) = a0Xo Xy " + a1 Xy X5 + a g X7 + (X1, X, X3),

which is Hermitian. If a 4 = 0, then the surface is a cone of a nonsingular Hermitian
curve with vertex (1,0,0,0), and then Ny(S) = (/g° + 1)g + 1, which is not the
given number. So a g € FT/E’ and hence S is a nonsingular Hermitian surface. O

Appendix

In this appendix, we consider a possibility of generalizing Riick-Stichtenoth’s
characterization of the Hermitian curve to the Hermitian surface.

Theorem A.1 (Riick-Stichtenoth) Let C' be a nonsingular curve of genus g =
2/a(\/a— 1) defined over Fy. If Ny(C) = \/g° + 1, then the function field Fy(C) of

C coincides with that of the Hermitian curve over F,.

Remark A.2 If one considers only nonsingular plane curves, Riick-Stichtenoth’s
characterization implies Hirschfeld et al.’s, because the linear system gf/a 41 Is unique
if g = %\/6(\/6 —1) > 1. When ¢ = 4, the genus in question is 1. As was mentioned
in [3], the plane curve {Xg + wXj + w?Xs = 0} over Fy is not Hermitian, but has 9
F4-points, where Fy = {0, 1,w,w?}. However the function field of this curve over Fy
coincides with that of the Hermitian curve over 4.

As has been remarked above, the Riick-Stichtenoth theorem gives a characteri-
zation of the Hermitian curve in wider family than the plane curves if one considers
only nonsingular curves, namely among the family of nonsingular curves with the
same “topological” invariant as the Hermitian curve. Since the number \/c_]?’ +1
achieves the Weil bound for g = %\/(_1(\/6 — 1), the zeta function of the nonsingular

curve C' in (Al is %. So Theorem A[l] can be interpreted as:

Theorem A.3 (Riick-Stichtenoth) Let C' be a nonsingular curve of genus g =
2¢

%\/(_1(\/5 —1) > 1 defined over F, whose zeta function is ((11:;)(%. Then C is the

Hermitian curve.

On the other hand, the number of [F,-points of the Hermitian surface attains the
Weil-Deligne bound, and its zeta function is:

1
(1—t)(1 —qt)P2(1 — ¢?t)

(be =qva—q+a+1). (9)
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It is natural to ask whether a nonsingular surface over F, with the zeta function
@) is Hermitian or not. The example below shows the answer of this question is
negative.

From now on, when X is a nonsingular surface over F,, Zx(t) denotes the zeta
function of X.

Lemma A.4 Let X be a blowing-up of a nonsingular surface X over Fy with center

an Fy-point of X. Then Z;(t) = ZX(t)ﬁ.

Ny, (X) denote the number of Fym-points of X and X re-

Proof. Let Np,(X) a ( e
Ny (X) + ¢™. Hence

nd
spectively. Then N, (X)

Example A.5 Let X; = P2 over F,. It is obvious that Zx, (t) = (1_t)(1_;t)(1_q2t).
Define a nonsingular surface X,, over [F, by a blowing-up of X,,_; with center an F,-
point, successively. Then the zeta function of X}, is the same as Hermitian surface’s.
However, if \/q+1 > 4, the Hermitian surface of degree ,/g+1 is not rational. So, if
g > 22, then the function field of Xp, does not coincides with that of the Hermitian
surface over F,,.
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