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EULER-SYMMETRIC COMPLETE INTERSECTIONS IN

PROJECTIVE SPACE

ZHIJUN LUO

Abstract. Euler-symmetric projective varieties, introduced by Baohua Fu
and Jun-Muk Hwang in 2020, are nondegenerate projective varieties admitting
many C×-actions of Euler type. They are quasi-homogeneous and uniquely
determined by their fundamental forms at a general point. In this paper, we
study complete intersections in projective spaces which are Euler-symmetric.
It is proven that such varieties are complete intersections of hyperquadrics and
the base locus of the second fundamental form at a general point is again a
complete intersection.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, we work over the field of complex numbers C. In [9], the
following notion is introduced as a quasi-homogeneous generalization of Hermitian
symmetric spaces.

Definition 1.1. Let Z ⊂ PV be a projective variety. For a nonsingular point
x ∈ Z, a C×-action on Z coming from a multiplicative subgroup of GL(V ) is said
to be of Euler type at x, if x is an isolated fixed point of the induced action on Z
and the isotropic action on the tangent space TxZ is by scalar multiplication (i.e.,
the induced action on PTxZ is trivial). We say that Z ⊂ PV is Euler-symmetric if
for a general point x ∈ Z, there exists a C×-action on Z of Euler type at x.

In [9, Proposition 2.7], it is shown that any Euler-symmetric projective variety
is uniquely determined by their fundamental forms (See Definition 2.8) at general
points. Conversely, given a symbol system F ⊂ Sym(W ∗) of rank r (roughly, a
symbol system is a vector subspace of a polynomial ring with higher order less than
rank satisfying the prolongation property. See Definition 2.6, 2.10), there exists a
unique Euler-symmetric projective variety (denoted by M(F)), whose fundamental
forms at general points are isomorphic to F ( [9, Theorem 3.7]). It is a challenging
problem to relate geometrical properties of M(F) to algebraic properties of F.

It turns out that any Euler-symmetric projective variety Z is quasi-homogeneous.
More precisely, it is an equivariant compactification of a vector group ( [9, Theorem
3.7]), namely there exists a Gn

a -action on Z with an open orbit, where n = dimZ.
In this way, we obtain lots of examples of equivariant compactifications of vector
groups, which are in general singular.

In the smooth case, there are several papers dedicated to the study of different
equivariant compactification structures on a given variety.

The first one is the work of Hassett and Tschinkel [10], where they established a
correspondence between equivariant compactification structures on projective space
Pn and commutative associative local algebras with unit of dimension n+ 1. This
result also follows from a more general correspondence between finite-dimensional
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commutative associative unital algebras and open equivariant embeddings of com-
mutative linear algebraic groups into projective space established by Knop and
Lange [14].

Equivariant compactification structures on projective hypersurfaces are studied
in [2], and the case of flag varieties is studied in [1], [6] and [7]. There are also some
works on toric varieties [3], [8].

The purpose of this article is to determine when an Euler-symmetric projective
variety is a complete intersection. According to Theorem 3.1 of [5], a smooth
complete intersection has automorphism group of positive dimension if and only if
it is either a smooth hyperquadric or a smooth cubic plane curve. It follows that
a smooth complete intersection is Euler-symmetric if and only if it is a smooth
hyperquadric. Hence, our main focus is on singular complete intersections, which
are much less studied.

Our first result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let Z ⊂ PV be an Euler-symmetric variety corresponding to a
symbol system F of rank r ≥ 3. Then Z ⊂ PV is not a complete intersection.

It follows that if M(F) ⊂ PVF is an Euler-symmetric complete intersection cor-
responding to a symbol system F, then the rank of F is 2. There are examples
of Euler-symmetric varieties of rank 2 which are not complete intersections (see
Example 3.9).

Now let F be a symbol system of rank 2, namely F 2 is a vector space generated
by quadratic polynomials, Q1, · · · , Qk ∈ Sym2 W ∗, and F j = 0, for all j ≥ 3. The
associated Euler-symmetric variety M(F) is covered by lines. For a general point
x ∈ M(F), let Lx(M(F)) denote the variety of lines (See Definition 2.17) through x.
We denote byBs(F ) ⊂ PW the intersection of hyperquadrics {Q1 = · · · = Qk = 0}.

Theorem 1.3. Let M(F) ⊂ PVF be an Euler-symmetric variety of dimension n
associated to a symbol system F of rank 2 with F 2 = 〈Q1, · · · , Qc〉 of dimension c.
The following statements are equivalent:

(1) M(F) is a complete intersection of codimension c in PVF;
(2) Bs(F ) ⊂ PW is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c;
(3) Lx(M(F)) ⊂ PTxM(F) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimen-

sion c, for a general point x ∈ M(F).
(4) The finite sequence (Q1, · · · , Qc) is a regular sequence in Sym(W ∗).

For the proof, first we show that an Euler-symmetric complete intersection is
a complete intersection of hyperquadrics (Proposition 3.1). When the rank is at
least 3, we then find one more homogeneous polynomial that, after several com-
putations, does not lie in the ideal generated by hyperquadrics defined in Section
3, which proves Theorem 1.2. For Theorem 1.3, we use the relation of regular
sequence (See Definition 2.3) of homogeneous polynomials with set-theoretic com-
plete intersection to get a numerical criterion for Y to be a set-theoretic complete
intersection (Proposition 4.3). Finally, we prove equivalent conditions for M(F)
to be a complete intersection in Theorem 4.9, and M(F) = Y is a set-theoretic
complete intersection of hyperquadrics in Theorem 4.7, which allows us to conclude
the proof of Theorem 1.3.

2. Preliminaries

We first recall some definitions from [9].
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Definition 2.1. A subvariety Z of dimension n in Pn+c is a complete intersection
if its vanishing ideal I(Z) can be generated by c elements.

Definition 2.2. A subvariety Z of dimension n in Pn+c is a set-theoretic complete
intersection if Z can be written as the intersection of c hypersurfaces or equivalently
there are c homogeneous polynomials g1, · · · , gc such that

I(Z) = rad((g1, · · · , gc)) ⊂ C[w0, w1, · · · , wn+c].

Definition 2.3. For a commutative ring R, a regular sequence is a sequence
a1, . . . , ad in R such that ai is not a zero-divisor on R/(a1, . . . , ai−1) for i = 1, . . . , d.

Definition 2.4. Let W be a vector space. For w ∈ W , define

ιw : Symk+1 W ∗ → Symk W ∗, ιwϕ(w1, · · · , wk) = ϕ(w,w1, · · · , wk),

for any w1, · · · , wk ∈ W . By convention, we define ιw(Sym
0 W ∗) = 0. For a

subspace F k ⊂ Symk W ∗ of symmetric k-linear forms on W , define its prolongation
prolong(F k) ⊂ Symk+1 W ∗ by the following

prolong(F k) :=
⋂

w∈W

ι−1
w (F k).

Remark 2.5. By Lemma 3.5 of [9], the restriction of ιkw to F k determines an element
in (F k)∗, which is just the map φ 7→ φ(w, · · · , w). By abuse of notation, we just
denote it by ιkw ∈ (F k)∗.

Definition 2.6. Let W be a vector space. Fix a natural number r. A subspace

F = ⊕k≥0F
k ⊂ Sym(W ∗) := ⊕k≥0 Sym

k W ∗

with
F 0 = C = Sym0 W ∗, F 1 = W ∗, F r 6= 0, and F r+i = 0 ∀ i ≥ 1,

is called a symbol system of rank r, if F k+1 ⊂ prolong(F k) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ r.

Remark 2.7. The condition F k+1 ⊂ prolong(F k) informally implies that all partial
derivative of any elements in F k+1 lie in F k. Moreover, it is essential for extending
the natural action of the vector group W on P(C⊕W ) to an action of W on PVF.
For convenience, we often equate Sym(W ∗) with C[x1, . . . , xn], where n = dim(W ).

Definition 2.8. Let x ∈ Z ∈ PV be a nonsingular point of a nondegenerate
projective variety. Let L be the line bundle on Z given by the restriction of the
hyperplane line bundle on PV . For each nonnegative integer k, let mk

x,Z be the

k-th power of the maximal ideal mx,Z . For a section s ∈ H0(Z,L), let jkx(s) be the
k-jet of s at x such that j0x(s) = sx ∈ Lx. We have a descending filtration of the
dual space V ∗ ⊂ H0(Z,L) by

V ∗ ∩Ker(jkx) ⊂ V ∗ ∩Ker(jk−1
x ).

This induced homomorphism

(V ∗ ∩Ker(jk−1
x ))/(V ∗ ∩Ker(jkx)) → Lx ⊗ Symk T ∗

xZ

is injective. For each k ≥ 2, the subspace F k
x ⊂ Symk T ∗

xZ defined by the image of
this homomorphism is called the k-th fundamental form of Z at x. For convenience,
set F 0

x = Sym0 T ∗
xZ = C and F 1

x = Sym1 T ∗
xZ = T ∗

xZ. The collection of the
subspaces

F := ⊕k≥0F
k
x ⊂ Sym(T ∗

xZ)

is called the system of fundamental forms of Z at x.
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Remark 2.9. On can find in [13] a more general definition of fundamental forms.
By Cartan’s theorem (p.68 [15] or Exercise 12.1.10 in [13]), the fundamental forms
at a general point form a symbol system.

Definition 2.10. Given a symbol system F, define a rational map

φF : P(C⊕W ) 99K P(C⊕W ⊕ (F 2)∗ ⊕ · · · ⊕ (F r)∗),

by

[t : w] 7→ [tr : tr−1w : tr−2ι2w : · · · : t ιr−1
w : ιrw].

Write VF := C ⊕ W ⊕ (F 2)∗ ⊕ · · · ⊕ (F r)∗. We will denote the closure of the
image of the rational map φF by M(F) ⊂ PVF. Then φF : P(C ⊕ W ) 99K M(F)
is a birational map and M(F) ⊂ PVF is nondegenerate, i.e. M(F) * H , for any
hyperplane section H of PVF.

We say the projective variety M(F) associated to a symbol system F has rank
r, denoted by rank(M(F)), if the symbol system F has rank r. Set

N = dim(PVF), n = dim(P(C⊕W )) = dim(M(F)).

Remark 2.11. Let r = rank(M(F)), if r = 1, then M(F) = Pn = PN . Hence, we
always assume that r ≥ 2.

Theorem 2.12 (Theorem 3.7 of [9]). Let o = [1 : 0 : · · · : 0] ∈ M(F) be the point
φF([t = 1 : w = 0]). Then:

(1) The natural action of the vector group W on P(C⊕W ) can be extended to
an action of W on PVF preserving M(F) such that the orbit of o is an open
subset biregular to W .

(2) The C×-action on W with weight 1 induces a C×-action on M(F) of Euler
type at o, making M(F) Euler-symmetric.

(3) The system of fundamental forms of M(F) ⊂ PVF at o is isomorphic to the
symbol system F.

Conversely, any Euler-symmetric projective variety is of the form M(F) for some
symbol system F on a vector space W .

Recall that a smooth complete intersection has automorphism group of positive
dimension if and only if it is either a smooth hyperquadric or a smooth cubic plane
curve. This immediately gives the following.

Corollary 2.13. A smooth Euler-symmetric variety is not a complete intersection
unless it is a hyperquadric.

There are lots of Euler-symmetric varieties by Theorem 2.12. The example
below from Example 2.2 [9] shows that there are at least as many nonsingular
Euler-symmetric varieties as nonsingular projective varieties.

Example 2.14. Let S ⊂ Pn−1 ⊂ Pn be a nonsingular algebraic subset in a hyper-
plane of Pn. For each point x ∈ Pn\Pn−1, the scalar multiplication on the affine
space Pn\Pn−1 regarded as a vector space with the origin at x can be extended to
a C×-action

Ax : C× × Pn → Pn,

which fixes every point of the hyperplane Pn−1. Let β : BlS(Pn) → Pn be the
blowup of Pn along S and let E the exceptional divisor. For suitable positive
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integers a and b, the line bundle L := O(−aE) ⊗ β∗OPn(b) on BlS(Pn) is very
ample. The action Ax induces an action on the image

Z ⊂ PH0(BlS(P
n), L)∗

of the projective embedding induced by line bundle L, which is of Euler type at
x ∈ Z. Thus, Z is an Euler-symmetric projective variety.

Example 2.15. Example 3.14 of [9] shows that a nondegenerate hypersurface is
Euler-symmetric if and only if it is a nondegenerate hyperquadric.

Definition 2.16. For a symbol system F = ⊕k≥0F
k of rank r, define the projective

algebraic subset Bs(F k) ⊂ PW by the affine cone in W

{w ∈ W | φ(w, · · · , w) = 0, ∀φ ∈ F k}

By the definition of a symbol system, we have the inclusion Bs(F k) ⊂ Bs(F k+1)
for each k ∈ N. The base loci of F is the nonempty projective algebraic subset

Bs(F) =
⋂

Bs(Fk) 6=∅,k≤r+1

Bs(F k).

Definition 2.17. Let Z ⊂ PN be a connected equidimensional nondegenerate
projective variety of dimension n ≥ 1, x ∈ Z a general smooth point, the variety

Lx(Z) = {[l] | x ∈ l ⊂ Z, l is line in PN}

is called the variety of lines through x. Note that Lx(Z) is naturally embedded in
Pn−1 which is the space of tangent directions at x. For more details about variety
of lines, we refer readers to Section 2.2 of [19].

3. Euler-symmetric varieties of rank ≥ 3

Let W be a vector space of dimension n, and let F = ⊕r
k=0F

k ⊂ Sym(W ∗) be a

symbol system of rank r ≥ 3, where F k =
〈

Q
(k)
1 , · · · , Q

(k)
sk

〉

is the vector subspace

of Symk W ∗ generated by Q
(k)
1 , · · · , Q

(k)
sk , for r ≥ k ≥ 2 and F 1 = W ∗. Write the

coordinates of PVF as [z0 : z1 : · · · : zn : w
(2)
1 : · · · : w

(2)
s2 : · · · : w

(r)
1 : · · · : w

(r)
sr ], and

let
I = I(M(F)) ⊂ C[z0, z1, · · · , zn, w

(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w

(r)
1 , · · · , w(r)

sr
]

be the defining ideal of M(F). By definition 2.10, the codimension of M(F) in PVF

is m = N − n =
∑r

i=2 dim(F i) =
∑r

i=2 si.
By the prolongation property of Definition 2.6, the following m polynomials of

degree 2 lie in I:

f
(2)
1 = z0w

(2)
1 −Q

(2)
1 (z1, · · · , zn);

...

f (2)
s2

= z0w
(2)
s2

−Q(2)
s2

(z1, · · · , zn);

...

f
(j)
i = z0w

(j)
i −

sj−1
∑

l=1

g
(j−1)
l (z1, · · · , zn)w

(j−1)
l ;
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where 2 < j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ sj and g
(j−1)
l are linear polynomials satisfying the

following Euler identity:

Q
(j)
i =

sj−1
∑

l=1

g
(j−1)
l Q

(j−1)
l .

Proposition 3.1. An Euler-symmetric complete intersection is a complete inter-
section of hyperquadrics defined as above.

Proof. Let M(F) ⊂ PVF be an Euler-symmetric complete intersection correspond-
ing to the symbol system F. Since M(F) ⊂ PVF is nondegenerate, all polynomi-
als g ∈ I have deg(g) ≥ 2. Since M(F) is a complete intersection, there exist
m = codimPVF

(M(F)) homogeneous polynomials gi ∈ I such that

I = (g1, · · · , gm).

Therefore, we have the inclusion
〈

f
(j)
i | 2 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ sj

〉

⊂ 〈g1 · · · , gm〉 ,

where 〈S〉 is the vector space generated by elements in S. By dimension reason,

the inclusion is an equality, i.e., I = (f
(j)
i | 2 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ sj)). �

Let J1 be the ideal generated by f
(j)
i , 2 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ sj , J = rad(J1) ⊂ I.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a nonzero homogeneous polynomial in

C[z1, · · · , zn, w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

sr−1
, w

(r)
1 ]

such that G = G0 + w
(r)
1 G1 and 0 6= G0 ∈ C[w(r−1)

1 , · · · , w
(r−1)
sr−1

]. If G ∈ I and
sr = 1, then G /∈ J .

Proof. Define degt(w
(j)
i ) = r − j, degt(zi) = r − 1, degt(z0) = r. If G ∈ J ,

then there exists a positive integer k such that F = Gk = F0 + w
(r)
1 F1 ∈ J1,

where 0 6= F0 ∈ C[w(r−1)
1 , · · · , w

(r−1)
sr−1 ]. Let deg(F0) = s, then degt(F0) = s and

degt(f
(j)
i ) = 2r − j. Therefore, there exist m homogeneous polynomials h

(j)
i of

degree s − 2 in C[z0, z1, · · · , zn, w
(2)
1 , · · · , w

(2)
s2 , · · · , w

(r−1)
1 , · · · , w

(r−1)
sr−1

, w
(r)
1 ] such

that
F =

∑

i,j

h
(j)
i f

(j)
i .

Let f
(j)
i = z0w

(j)
i + f

(j)
i , h

(j)
i = h

(j)
i + z0e

(j)
i , where

h
(j)
i ∈ C[z1, · · · , zn, w

(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w

(r)
1 ].

Then we have

F =
∑

i,j

h
(j)
i f

(j)
i

=
∑

i,j

h
(j)
i · f

(j)
i + z0

∑

i,j

(z0e
(j)
i w

(j)
i + h

(j)
i w

(j)
i + f

(j)
i e

(j)
i ).

Since

F, h
(j)
i , f

(j)
i ∈ C[z1, · · · , zn, w

(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w

(r)
1 ],

then F =
∑

i,j h
(j)
i · f

(j)
i .
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Let h
(j)
i = H

(j)
i + w

(r)
1 l

(j)
i , where

H
(j)
i ∈ C[z1, · · · , zn, w

(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w(r−1)

sr−1
].

Hence,

F =F0 + w
(r)
1 F1

=
∑

i,j

h
(j)
i · f

(j)
i

=
∑

i,j

H
(j)
i f

(j)
i + w

(r)
1

∑

i,j

(l
(j)
i f

(j)
i ).

This implies F0 =
∑

i,j H
(j)
i f

(j)
i .

Let H
(j)
i =

∑

a H
(j)
i,a be the homogeneous decomposition with respect to t, where

H
(j)
i,a is a homogeneous polynomial, and degt(H

(j)
i,a ) = a. Note that H

(j)
i,a are also

homogeneous polynomials of degree s− 2 and

H
(j)
i,a ∈ C[z1, · · · , zn, w

(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w(r−1)

sr−1
].

This implies a = degt(H
(j)
i,a ) ≥ s− 2. Then

F0 =
∑

i,j

H
(j)
i f

(j)
i

=
∑

i,j

∑

a

H
(j)
i,a f

(j)
i ,

where degt(H
(j)
i,a f

(j)
i ) ≥ s−2+2r−j for every i, j. Since r ≥ 3, we have s−2+2r−j ≥

s+ 1 > s. Then

s = degt(F0) = degt(
∑

i,j,a

H
(j)
i,a f

(j)
i ) > s,

which is a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.3. Let F ∈ C[x1, · · · , xn] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree m. If
V = 〈∂x1

F, · · · , ∂xn
F 〉 is a vector space of dimension k ≤ n, then there exist k

linearly independent linear homogeneous polynomials f1, · · · , fk such that :

F ∈ C[f1, · · · , fk]m

where C[f1, · · · , fk]m is the collection of all homogeneous polynomials of degree m
with respect to f1, · · · , fk.

Proof. Write ∂jF = ∂xj
F . We may assume that V = 〈∂1F, · · · , ∂kF 〉. By Euler

identity, we have

mF =

n
∑

i=1

xi∂iF =

k
∑

i=1

xi∂iF +

n
∑

j=k+1

xj∂jF.

Since ∂jF ∈ V , for k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n, then ∂jF =
∑k

i=1 aij∂iF . Therefore, we have

mF =
k

∑

i=1

fi∂iF, fi = xi +
∑

j>k

aijxj ,
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and fi are linearly independent linear polynomials.
We claim

(m− s)∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂isF =

k
∑

j=1

fj∂i1∂i2 · · ·∂is∂jF,

for all s < m, 1 ≤ i1, . . . , is ≤ k.
For s = 1, we have

m∂iF =
k
∑

j=1

(fj∂i(∂jF ) + ∂i(fj)∂jF );

=

k
∑

j=1

(fj∂i(∂jF ) + δij∂jF );

= ∂iF +

k
∑

j=1

fj∂i(∂jF ).

By induction, we have,

(m− s)∂is+1
∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂isF

=
k

∑

j=1

∂is+1
(fj∂i1∂i2 · · ·∂is∂jF );

=

k
∑

j=1

(fj∂is+1
∂i1∂i2 · · ·∂is∂jF + (∂is+1

fj)∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂is∂jF )

=

k
∑

j=1

(fj∂is+1
∂i1∂i2 · · ·∂is∂jF + δjis+1

∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂is∂jF )

=∂i1 · · · ∂is∂is+1
F +

k
∑

j=1

fj∂is+1
∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂is∂jF,

where 1 ≤ is+1 ≤ k, s+ 1 < m. This proves the claim.
As degF = m, ∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂im−1

∂jF are constant for all 1 ≤ i1, . . . , im−1, j ≤ k.
Then by the claim,

∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂im−1
F =

k
∑

j=1

fj∂i1∂i2 · · · ∂is∂jF ∈ C[f1, · · · , fk]1.

Therefore, F ∈ C[f1, · · · , fk]m by induction which concludes the proof. �

Now, we can prove the first main theorem of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume rank(F) = r ≥ 3. Consider the Euler-symmetric
projective variety Z = M(F) and setm = codimPVF

(M(F)). Since Euler-symmetric
projective varieties are nondegenerate, all homogeneous polynomials g ∈ I have
deg(g) ≥ 2. Let S be a finite generating set of I, i.e., I = (S). And let 〈S〉 be the

vector space generated by elements in S, then f
(j)
i ∈ 〈S〉. Thus, dim(〈S〉) ≥ m. If

dim(〈S〉) > m for all finite generating sets S of I, then M(F) is not a complete
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intersection. Thus, if we can find one nonzero homogeneous polynomial G ∈ I\J ,
then dim(〈S〉) > m for all generating sets of I with finite elements.

Moreover, if we can find one nonzero homogeneous polynomial

G ∈ I ∩C[z0, z1, · · · , zn, w
(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w(r−1)

sr−1
, w

(r)
1 ],

and

G /∈ J ∩ C[z0, z1, · · · , zn, w
(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
, · · · , w(r−1)

sr−1
, w

(r)
1 ],

then G /∈ J . Therefore, we can also assume that F r = 〈T 〉, where T ∈ Symr W ∗.
If dim(M(F)) = 1, then F r = 〈xr〉 and M(F) is a rational normal curve in PVF,

namely the closure of {[tr : tr−1x : · · · : txr−1 : xr] ∈ PVF}, which is not a complete
intersection as r ≥ 3.

If dim(M(F)) = n ≥ 2, then we have the following cases:

Case (1) dim(F r−1) = sr−1 > n:

we know that {Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q

(r−1)
sr−1

} are algebraically dependent, hence there
exists a polynomial G ∈ C[y1, · · · , ysr−1

] such that

G(Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q(r−1)

sr−1
) ≡ 0.

Since Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q

(r−1)
sr−1

are all homogeneous polynomials of degree r − 1,
we can assume that G ∈ C[y1, · · · , ysr−1

] is also homogeneous. Hence, from

Lemma 3.2 we have a polynomial G(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w

(r−1)
sr−1

) ∈ I\J .
Case (2) dim(F r−1) = sr−1 = n:

Since {Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q

(r−1)
n , T } is algebraically dependent, then there exists

a polynomial G ∈ C[y1, · · · , yn, y] such that

G(Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q(r−1)

n , T ) ≡ 0.

Rewrite G as

G = amym + · · ·+ a1y + a0,

where aj are polynomials of y1, · · · , yn. Define degx yi = r− 1, degx y = r.
Then degxG makes sense, and we say it is the degree of G w.r.t x1, · · · , xn.

Firstly, we will reduce G to a homogeneous polynomial w.r.t x1, · · · , xn

and aj to homogeneous polynomials. Let aj =
∑

aij be the homogeneous

decomposition in C[y1, · · · , yn]. Since y1, · · · , yn are homogeneous polyno-
mials of degree r−1 w.r.t. x1, · · · , xn, a

i
j are homogeneous w.r.t x1, · · · , xn.

Then we have the following homogeneous decomposition w.r.t x1, · · · , xn:

G(y1, · · · , yn, y)

=
∑

aimym + · · ·+
∑

ai1y +
∑

ai0

=G1 +G2 + · · ·

where Gi = aimm ym + · · · + ai11 y + ai00 are homogeneous polynomials w.r.t

x1, · · ·xn and a
ij
j are homogeneous polynomials

As G(Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q

(r−1)
n , T ) is a zero polynomial, we get

Gi(Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q(r−1)

n , T )

are also zero polynomials. Therefore, we can assume that G is homogeneous
w.r.t x1, · · · , xn and aj are homogeneous polynomials.
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Secondly, without loss of generality, we may assume a0 6= 0, otherwise,

we consider G̃ = amym−1 + · · ·+ a1, then G̃(Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q

(r−1)
n , T ) is also

a zero polynomial.
Finally, let h = degx(G), then (r − 1)|h as a0 6= 0, and h = (r − 1)s,

where s = deg(a0). This gives

h = (r − 1)s = degx(ajy
j) = jr + (r − 1) deg(aj).

Hence, (r − 1)|j, and

G = am(r−1)y
m(r−1) + · · ·+ a2(r−1)y

2(r−1) + ar−1y
r−1 + a0.

Therefore,

h =(r − 1)s = degx(aj(r−1)y
j(r−1))

=j(r − 1)r + (r − 1) deg(aj(r−1)).

Then deg(aj(r−1)) = s − jr ≥ 0, for 0 ≤ j ≤ m. By multiplying yi1
with G, we can assume that s = rp, then h = (r − 1)s = (r − 1)rp and
s− jr = rp− jr = r(p− j) ≥ 0. Note that

aj(r−1)(Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q(r−1)

n )T j(r−1)

=aj(r−1)(
w

(r−1)
1

t
, · · · ,

w
(r−1)
n

t
)(w

(r)
1 )j(r−1)

=
1

tr(p−j)
aj(r−1)(w

(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n )(w
(r)
1 )j(r−1),

which yields that

trpG(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n , w
(r)
1 )

=trmam(r−1)(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n )(w
(r)
1 )m(r−1) + · · ·

+ a0(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n ).

Set

G′ =zm0 am(r−1)(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n )(w
(r)
1 )m(r−1) + · · ·

+ a0(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n ),

G′ is a homogeneous polynomial in C[z0 : z1 : · · · : zn : w
(r−1)
1 : · · · : w

(r)
1 ],

and G′ ∈ I. Then

G′ =am(r−1)(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n )(f
(r)
1 − f

(r)
1 )m(w

(r)
1 )m(r−2)+

...

+ a0(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

n )

=G0 + f
(r)
1 G1 ≡ G0(modJ ),

where G0 = a0 + w
(r)
1 G0 ∈ I ∩ C[z1, · · · , zn, w

(r−1)
1 , · · · , w

(r−1)
n , w

(r)
1 ] is a

nonzero homogeneous polynomial and f
(r)
1 = f

(r)
1 − z0w

(r)
1 .

Since a0(w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w

(r−1)
n ) 6= 0, we have G0 /∈ J by Lemma 3.2.
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Case (3) dim(F r−1) = sr−1 < n:
We have 〈∂x1

T, · · · , ∂xn
T 〉 ⊂ F r−1,

dim(〈∂x1
T, · · · , ∂xn

T 〉) = q ≤ sr−1 < n.

Assume that 〈∂x1
T, · · · , ∂xn

T 〉 =
〈

Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q

(r−1)
q

〉

. By Lemma 3.3 we

can assume that

Q
(r−1)
1 , · · · , Q(r−1)

q , T ∈ C[x1, · · · , xq].

Similarly, by above arguments, there exists a homogeneous polynomial G
such that

G(z1, · · · , zn, w
(r−1)
1 , · · · , w(r−1)

q , w
(r)
1 ) ∈ I\J .

�

Example 3.4. Let F 2 =
〈

x2
1 + x2

2, x1x2

〉

, F 3 =
〈

x3
1 + 3x1x

2
2

〉

, and F = F 0 ⊕
F 1 ⊕ F 2 ⊕ F 3. By a direct calculation, polynomials of degree 2 in I are exactly in
〈

f
(2)
1 , f

(2)
2 , f

(3)
1

〉

, and J = (f
(2)
1 , f

(2)
2 , f

(3)
1 , g), where g = 3z2w

(2)
1 w

(2)
2 −2z1(w

(2)
2 )2−

z22w
(3)
1 , then M(F) is not a complete intersection without finding one more homo-

geneous polynomial in I\J .

Example 3.5. Consider the homogeneous polynomial P =
∑n

i=1 x
3
i ∈ Sym3W ∗,

the symbol system FP = F 0 ⊕ F 1 ⊕ F 2 ⊕ F 3, where F 2 =
〈

x2
1, . . . , x

2
n

〉

and F 3 =
〈P 〉. The Euler-symmetric projective variety M(FP ) defined in Example 3.10 of [9]
is exactly the projective Legendrian variety studied in Section 4.3 of [16]. The
polynomial G in case (2) of the proof of Theorem 1.2 is hard to construct. However,
there is a nonzero homogeneous polynomial of degree n + 1 in J \J1, which also
shows that M(FP ) is not a complete intersection.

Example 3.6. The twisted cubic curve in P3 is an Euler-symmetric projective
variety of rank 3, hence not a complete intersection, and its vanishing ideal can be
generated by three polynomials of degree 2. The rational normal curve Cr ⊂ Pr

with r ≥ 3 is an Euler-symmetric projective variety of rank r, hence not a complete
intersection. But in 1941 Perron observed that all rational normal curves are set-
theoretic complete intersections. For more details, we refer readers to [4], [20].

Corollary 3.7. Let Z ⊂ PN be an Euler-symmetric variety of dimension n. If

n <
N

2
,

then Z is not a complete intersection.

Proof. If rank(Z) ≥ 3, then by Theorem 1.2, Z is not a complete intersection.
Therefore, we may assume that rank(Z) = 2, then by Theorem 2.12 the correspond-
ing symbol system F = F 0⊕F 1⊕F 2 and s2 = dim(F 2) = codimPN (Z) = N−n > n.
From Case (1) of the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have a homogeneous polynomial

G ∈ C[w(2)
1 , · · · , w(2)

s2
]

such that G ∈ I but G /∈ J , where J = rad((f
(2)
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ s2)). Therefore, Z is

not a complete intersection either. �
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Remark 3.8. The inequality in Corollary 3.7 is optimal, namely, for every n ≥
N
2 , there exists an Euler-symmetric projective variety of dimension n which is a
complete intersection (Example 4.11).

Example 3.9. Let F be a symbol system of rank 2, and let F 2 ⊂ Sym2 W ∗ be
a subspace of dimension k. If k > n = dim(W ), then the corresponding Euler-
symmetric variety M(F) is not a complete intersection by Corollary 3.7.

4. Euler-symmetric varieties of rank 2

Now we restrict ourselves to the case where F is a symbol system of rank 2.
Let F 2 = 〈Q1, · · · , Qc〉 and Bs(F) = V+(Q1, · · · , Qc) ⊂ Pn−1 = PW . Write the
coordinates of PVF as [w0 : w1 : · · · : wn : wn+1 : · · · : wN ] with N = n+ c.

Let

f1 = w0wn+1 −Q1(w1, · · · , wn);

...

fc = w0wN −Qc(w1, · · · , wn);

be c polynomials of degree 2, and let Y be the subvariety of PVF defined by
those polynomials, then dim(Y ) ≥ n. Let I = I(M(F)), J = I(Y ) and b =
codimPW (Bs(F)). Corollary 3.7 suggests that we can assume that c ≤ n, and we
always have b ≤ c.

For c = n, we say Bs(F) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c
if Bs(F) = ∅. Denote codimPn−1(Bs(F)) = n and dim(Bs(F)) = −1 if Bs(F) = ∅.

Definition 4.1. We say an Euler-symmetric projective variety M(F) is quadratic,
if M(F) = Y = V+(f1, · · · , fc) or equivalently I = J .

Lemma 4.2. If the subvariety X = V+(g1, · · · , gc) ⊂ Pn+c is a set-theoretic com-
plete intersection of codimension c, then the sequence (g1, · · · , gc) of homogeneous
polynomials

gi ∈ C[w0, w1, · · · , wn, wn+1, · · · , wN ]

is a regular sequence.

Proof. If the sequence (g1, · · · , gc) is not regular, then there exists 1 ≤ j < c
such that the sequence (g1, · · · , gj) is regular, while the sequence (g1, · · · , gj , gj+1)
is not. Therefore, every irreducible component of V+(g1, · · · , gj) has dimension
n + c − j, and there exists an irreducible component Z1 of V+(g1, · · · , gj , gj+1)
with dimension n + c − j. Then every irreducible component of Z1 ∩ V+(gj+2) ⊂
V+(g1, · · · , gj, gj+1, gj+2) has dimension ≥ n+ c− j − 1. Thus, by induction, X =
V+(g1, · · · , gj, gj+1, · · · , gc) has dimension ≥ n + 1. This leads to a contradiction,
since X is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c. �

Proposition 4.3. The subvariety Y ⊂ PVF is a set-theoretic complete intersection
of codimension c if and only if b ≥ c − 1. Furthermore, if b = c, then M(F) is
quadratic.

Proof. Let H be the hyperplane of PVF defined by w0 = 0, and let U be its com-
plement. Note that H ∩ Y is a cone over Bs(F) ⊂ PW ⊂ PVF, so dim(H ∩ Y ) =
n + c − b − 1 and U ∩ Y ≃ Cn. By Lemma 4.2, the finite sequence (f1, · · · , fc)
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is regular if and only if the subvariety Y ⊂ PVF is a set-theoretic complete in-
tersection of codimension c, which is equivalent to dim(Y ) = n. Thus, we have
dim(H ∩ Y ) = n + c − b − 1 ≤ n, which is equivalent to b ≥ c − 1. If b = c, then
dim(H ∩ Y ) = n − 1, H ∩ Y is a divisor of Y . As U ∩ Y ≃ Cn is irreducible, Y is
irreducible. Therefore, Y = M(F). �

Corollary 4.4. If Bs(F) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c,
then M(F) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, Y = M(F), and Y is a set-theoretic complete intersec-
tion of dimension n. �

Lemma 4.5. The subvariety Y is stable under the action of W on PVF defined in
Theorem 2.12. To be more precise,

gv · w = [w0 : b1 : · · · : bn : bn+1 : · · · : bN ],

for any v = (v1, · · · , vn) ∈ W and w = [w0 : w1 : · · · : wn : wn+1 : · · · : wN ] ∈ PVF,
where

bi = wi + w0vi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

bn+j = wn+j + 2v · Aj · (w1, · · · , wn)
t + w0Qj(v), 1 ≤ j ≤ c,

and Aj is the symmetric matrix corresponding to the quadric polynomial Qj.

Proof. For any w = [w0 : w1 : · · · : wn : wn+1 : · · · : wN ] ∈ Y , w := (w1, · · · , wn),
we have

w0bn+j −Qj(b1, · · · , bn)

=w0wn+j + 2w0(v1, · · · , vn) · Aj · w
t +Qj(w0v1, · · · , w0vn)−Qj(b1, · · · , bn)

=Qj(w1, · · · , wn) + (w0v1, · · · , w0vn) · Aj · w
t + v · Aj · (w0v1, · · · , w0vn)

t

+Qj(w0v1, · · · , w0vn)−Qj(b1, · · · , bn)

=(w1 + w0v1, · · · , wn + w0vn) · Aj · (w1 + w0v1, · · · , wn + w0vn)
t −Qj(b1, · · · , bn)

=0,

for 1 ≤ j ≤ c. This completes the proof. �

Proposition 4.6. For a general smooth point x ∈ M(F), we have

(1) Bs(F) = Lx(Y );
(2) Lx(M(F)) = Lx(Y );

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps:
Step 1, for any y ∈ Ox, we have Ly(Y ) = Lx(Y ), where Ox is the orbit of x in

M(F) under the action of W defined in Lemma 4.5:
We only need to show that gu · l is also a line in Y for all u ∈ W and line l

through v, w ∈ Y ,

l = vw = {[pv0 + qw0 : · · · : pvN + qwN ] | [p : q] ∈ P1} ⊂ Y.

For u = (u1, · · · , un) ∈ W , we have

gu · l = {[pv0 + qw0 : z1 : · · · : zN ] | [p : q] ∈ P1},



14 ZHIJUN LUO

where

zi =p(vi + v0ui) + q(wi + w0ui) = p(gu · v)i + q(gu · w)i, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n;

zn+j =(pvn+j + qwn+j) + 2(u1, · · · , un)Aj(pv1 + qw1, · · · , pvn + qwn)
t

+ (pv0 + qw0)Qj(u)

=p(vn+j + 2(u1, · · · , un)Aj(v0, · · · , vn)
t + v0Qj(u))+

q(wn+j + 2(u1, · · · , un)Aj(w0, · · · , wn)
t + w0Qj(u))

=p(gu · v)n+j + q(gu · w)n+j .

Therefore, gu · l is a line in Y through gu · v and gu · w.
Step 2, we can assume that x = [1 : 0 : · · · : 0] ∈ M(F), v = [v0 : v1 : · · · : vN ] ∈

Y . If the line l = xv ∈ Lx(Y ), we have

(p+ qv0)qvn+j = q2Qj(v1, · · · , vn), [p : q] ∈ P1 ∀1 ≤ j ≤ c;

therefore, vn+j = 0 and [v1 : · · · : vn] ∈ Bs(F). Then the line l is of the form

l = {[p : qv1 : · · · : qvn : 0 : · · · : 0] | [p : q] ∈ P1}.

Therefore, the rational map τx defined in [11]

τx : Lx(Y ) → Bs(F) ⊂ PTxY, [l] 7→ tangent direction at x,

is a regular morphism. We have the inverse morphism

φ : Bs(F) → Lx(Y ), v 7→ [lv],

where lv = {[p : qv1 : · · · : qvn : 0 : · · · : 0] | [p : q] ∈ P1} ⊂ Y . Hence, we have
Bs(F) = Lx(Y ).

Step 3, if Y = M(F), then Lx(M(F)) = Lx(Y ). Assume now M(F) ( Y , write
Y = M(F) ∪ Y ′, M(F) * Y ′. If there exists [l] ∈ Lx(Y ) such that [l] /∈ Lx(M(F)),
l ∩ M(F) is a finite set and x ∈ l ⊂ Y ′. For any u ∈ W , from Lemma 4.5 and
Theorem 2.12 we have

gu · x ∈ gu · l ⊂ Y ′.

According to Theorem 2.12, the orbit of x is an open dense subset of M(F), hence
M(F) ⊂ Y ′, this leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we have Lx(M(F)) = Lx(Y ).

�

Theorem 4.7. Let M(F) ⊂ PVF be an Euler-symmetric projective variety of di-
mension n corresponding to the symbol system F of rank 2 with F 2 = 〈Q1, · · · , Qc〉
of dimension c. Let Bs(F) ⊂ PW be the base loci of the symbol system F, and
b = codimPW (Bs(F)). For a general smooth point x ∈ M(F), the following are
equivalent:

(1) M(F) is quadratic;
(2) Bs(F) ⊂ PW is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c;
(3) Lx(M(F)) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c;
(4) b = c;

Proof. Proposition 4.6 implies that (2) and (3) are equivalent. (2) implies (4) is
obvious. (4) implies (1) by Proposition 4.3.

If M(F) is quadratic, then dim(Y ) = n and irreducible. Let H be the hyperplane
of PVF defined by w0 = 0, and let U be its complement. Since U ∩ Y ≃ Cn, we
have dim(H ∩Y ) = n− 1 = n+ c− b− 1. Therefore, dim(Bs(F)) = n− 1− c. Since
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Bs(F) = V+(Q1, · · · , Qc) ⊂ Pn−1, Bs(F) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of
codimension c. �

Example 4.8. If F 2 =
〈

x2
1, x

2
2, x1x2

〉

⊂ C[x1, x2, x3, x4], then M(F) ( Y and Y is

a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c = 3,Bs(F) = P1 ⊂ PW = P3,
b = c− 1.

Theorem 4.9. Let M(F) ⊂ PVF be an Euler-symmetric projective variety of di-
mension n corresponding to the symbol system F of rank 2 with F 2 = 〈Q1, · · · , Qc〉
of dimension c. Let Bs(F) ⊂ PW be the base loci of the symbol system F. The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) M(F) ⊂ PVF is a complete intersection of codimension c;
(2) Bs(F ) ⊂ PW is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c;
(3) The finite sequence (Q1, · · · , Qc) is a regular sequence in C[x1, · · · , xn].

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, (2) is equivalent to (3). Now we prove (1) is equivalent to
(2).

(i) Suppose M(F) is a complete intersection. Let I = I(M(F)) = (g1, · · · , gc).
Since fi ∈ I andM(F) nondegenerate, we have deg(gi) ≥ 2 and 〈f1, · · · , fc〉 ⊂
〈g1, · · · , gc〉. Therefore, M(F) = Y . Then Bs(F) is a set-theoretic complete
intersection of codimension c in PW by Theorem 4.7.

(ii) Suppose Bs(F) is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension c, then
Y = M(F) by Theorem 4.7. If M(F) is not a complete intersection, then
there is a nonzero homogeneous polynomial g(w0, · · · , wN ) ∈ I\(f1, · · · , fc)
of degree k. Since (f1, · · · , fc) ⊂ I, we can assume that

g =

j
∑

i=1

wi
0gi(w1, · · · , wn) + g0(w1, , · · · , wN ).

By the definition of M(F), g ∈ I is equivalent to g0 ∈ I and gi ≡ 0, that is
to say, g = g0 is of degree k. We have a homogeneous decomposition of g as
following

g =
∑

hi,j(w1, · · · , wn, wn+1, · · · , wN ),

where hi,j(w1, · · · , wn, wn+1, · · · , wN ) are homogeneous polynomials of de-
gree i w.r.t. w1, · · · , wn, and are homogeneous polynomials of degree j w.r.t.
wn+1, · · · , wN , respectively. Again g ∈ I is equivalent to hi,j ∈ I. If hi,0 ∈ I,
then hi,0 ≡ 0.

Therefore, we can also assume that

g = hi,j(w1, · · · , wn, wn+1, · · · , wN ) ∈ I\(f1, · · · , fc)

for some j > 0, and wn+i ∤ g, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ c. Thus, we get

g(x1, · · · , xn, Q1, · · · , Qc) ≡ 0.

By reassigning the index of {wn+1, · · · , wn+c} if necessary, we can rewrite g
into the form,

g =

l
∑

t=1

wn+tFt(w1, · · · , wn, wn+t, · · · , wn+c),
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with Ft /∈ (wn+1, · · · , wn+t−1) and l ≥ 2. Therefore,

l
∑

t=1

QtFt(x1, · · · , xn, Qt, · · · , Qc) = 0.

This implies that the image of Ql in C[x1, · · · , xn]/(Q1, · · · , Ql−1) is a zero-
divisor, which contradicts the fact that the sequence (Q1, · · · , Qc) is a regular
sequence.

This concludes the proof. �

Remark 4.10. (1) Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.9.
(2) For a smooth variety which is covered by lines, Theorem 2.4 of [12] proved a
similar result.

Example 4.11. Let F 2 =
〈

x2
1, · · · , x

2
i

〉

, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. F = F 0 ⊕ F 1 ⊕ F 2, then
M(F) is a complete intersection of codimension i.

Example 4.12. LetX be an Euler-symmetric projective surface. IfX is a complete
intersection, then the corresponding symbol system F is of rank 2, and it is exactly
one of the following:

(1) F 2 = 〈Q〉, where Q is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2 in C[x1, x2].
In this case, X is smooth if Q is not a square, and X has only one singular
point if Q is square.

(2) F 2 =
〈

x2
1, px1x2 + qx2

2

〉

, where q ∈ C× and p ∈ C. In this case, X is

non-normal and Sing(X) = P1.

Example 4.13. Let F 2 =
〈
∑n

i=1 x
2
i ,
∑n

i=1 λix
2
i

〉

, λi 6= λj , for i 6= j. According to

Proposition 2.1 in [17], Bs(F) is smooth and of codimension 2 in Pn−1, if n ≥ 3.
By Theorem 1.3, M(F) is a complete intersection, hence not smooth. Proposition
4.4 in [9] says that if M(F) is nonsingular, then the base loci Bs(F) is nonsingular.
This example implies that the converse is false.

Example 4.14. Let F 2 = 〈Q1, · · · , Qc〉, and Bs(F) be a set-theoretic complete
intersection. We can easily see that

Sing(M(F)) ⊇ Pc−1 = {[0 : · · · : 0 : wn+1 : · · · : wn+c] ∈ Pn+c},

if c ≥ 2. This is another way to see that an Euler-symmetric projective variety
which is a complete intersection is not smooth.

Example 4.15. Let F 2 =
〈

x1x5 − x2
2, x1x6 − x2

3, x1x7 − x2x3

〉

, then Bs(F) ⊂ P6

is a set-theoretic complete intersection of codimension 3, and the corresponding
Euler-symmetric variety M(F) ⊂ P10 is a complete intersection of codimension 3.
But I(Bs(F)) = (x1x5 − x2

2, x1x6 − x2
3, x1x7 − x2x3, x3x5 − x2x7, x2x6 − x3x7) and

x3x5 − x2x7 /∈ (x1x5 − x2
2, x1x6 − x2

3, x1x7 − x2x3). This implies that Bs(F) ⊂ P6

is not a complete intersection.

Example 4.16. Let F 2 =
〈

x1x3 − x2
2, x3x5 − x2

4, x1x5 − 2x2x4 + x2
3

〉

, then Bs(F)

is the rational normal quartic curve in P4 by Theorem 1 of [20]. By a direct
calculation, M(F ) ⊂ PVF = P7 is a complete intersection, i.e.,

I = (w0w6 − w1w3 + w2
2 , w0w7 − w3w5 + w2

4 , w0w7 − w1w5 + 2w2w4 − w2
3).

Example 4.17. Let F 2 =
〈

x2
1, x1x2

〉

, then M(F) ⊂ P4 is rational normal scroll of
degree 3. It isn’t a complete intersection by Theorem 4.9, but it is a set-theoretic
complete intersection. For more details, we refer readers to [4] and [18].
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