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RATIONAL POINTS ON EVEN DIMENSIONAL FERMAT CUBICS

ALEX MASSARENTI

ABSTRACT. We show that even dimensional Fermat cubic hypersurfaces are rational over any field of charac-
teristic different from three by producing explicit rational parametrizations given by polynomials of low degree.
As a byproduct of our rationality constructions we get estimates on the number of their rational points over a
number field, and a class of quadro-cubic Cremona correspondences of even dimensional projective spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The rationality of smooth hypersurfaces is one of the oldest and most challenging problems in algebraic
geometry. Recall that an n-dimensional variety X over a field k is rational if it is birational to P}, X is
unirational if there is a dominant rational map P} --+ X, and X is stably rational if X x P™ is rational for
some m > 0. Hence, a rational variety is stably rational, and a stably rational variety is unirational. In purely
algebraic terms, X is rational over k if the function field k(X)) of X is isomorphic to the field of rational functions
k(x1,...,25), and X is unirational if there is a finite extension of k(X) which is a purely transcendental field
extension of k.

The first examples of stably rational non-rational varieties had been given in [BCTSSD85|, where the authors,
using Chatelet surfaces, constructed a complex non-rational conic bundle T such that T x P? is rational.

Several results, mostly concerning the non rationality of Fano hypersurfaces, appeared in the last decades and
also in recent years [Kol95|, [Voil5], [CTP16], [Tot16], [HKTT6], [AOIS|, [BvBIS], [HPTIS], [Schifal, [Schidb],
[HPTT19]. In [CTPI6, Theorem 1.17] J. L. Colliot-Thélene and A. Pirutka proved that a very general smooth
complex quartic 3-fold is not stably rational. In [Sch19bl Corollary 1.4] S. Schreieder gave the first examples of
unirational non stably rational smooth hypersurfaces.

Concerning the rationality of quadric hypersurface there is not much to say: a quadric X~ c PN+! is rational
if and only if it has a smooth rational point p € XV, and this can be seen by projection from p. Hence, the first
interesting case, which turns out to be very difficult, is that of cubics. Thank to the work of B. Segre over the
rationals and of J . Kolldr [Kol02] over an arbitrary field we know that a smooth cubic hypersurface is
unirational if and only if it has a rational point. Unfortunately, our understanding of the rationality of cubics is
much more clouded. Smooth cubic curves are non rational while cubic surfaces over an algebraically close field
are rational being blow-ups of the projective plane, and smooth cubic 3-folds are non rational as proved by C.
Clemens and P. Griffiths [CGT72].

Now, let us briefly discuss the 4-dimensional case. B. Hassett introduced subvarieties Cy4 inside the moduli
space of smooth cubic 4-folds C as loci parametrizing isomorphism classes of cubic 4-folds X C P® such that
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H?2(X,7) contains a sublattice K C H?2(X,Z) whose discriminant is equal to d € Z, and proved that these
loci are either empty or divisors in C [Has99], [Has00]. We refer to Section [Z0for all the needed details on these
objects. Kuznetsov’s conjecture predicts that a smooth cubic 4-fold X C P is rational if and only if its class
[X] € C belongs to a divisor C4 such that d > 6 is not divisible by 4,9 or any odd prime number congruent to
2 modulo 3. To be precise B. Hassett asked whether for a cubic 4-fold to lie in a divisor Cq with d admissible
was equivalent to rationality. Later on, A. Kuznetsov conjectured that a cubic 4-fold is rational if and only if it
has an associated K3 surface in a suitable derived categorical sense [Kuzl0]. The equivalence of Hassett’s and
Kuznetsov’s conditions has been proved by N. Addington and R. Thomas [AT14l Theorem 1.1].

Certain divisors C4 admits a neat geometric description. For instance Cg parametrizes cubic 4-folds containing
a plane, C15 cubic 4-folds containing a cubic scroll, C14 cubic 4-folds containing a quintic del Pezzo surface or
equivalently a quartic scroll, Coo cubic 4-folds containing a Veronese surface. The rationality of a general cubic
4-fold in C14 has been proved by U. Morin in [Mor40] and by G. Fano in [Fan43]. This fact has then been
extended to any smooth cubic 4-fold in C14 by M. Bolognesi, F. Russo and G. Stagliano [BRS19], and by M.
Kontsevich and Y. Tschinkel who proved that rationality specializes in smooth families [KT19]. Furthermore,
thank to the work of F. Russo and G. Stagliand we know that any cubic 4-fold in Cas and Csg is rational [RS19],
and that this holds also for any cubic 4-fold in C42 [RS23]. We will be particularly interested in the divisors Cs
and Cy4 since the Fermat cubic 4-fold lies in their intersection.

Despite this great amount of efforts the rationality problem for cubic hypersurfaces is still widely open
and many natural questions remain unanswered. For instance, the general cubic 4-fold is expected to be non
rational but we do not have a proof yet, and not a single example of a smooth odd dimensional rational cubic
hypersurface is known. On the other hand, in all even dimensions there are smooth and rational cubics. The
simplest example is that of cubics X?” C P?**+! containing two skew n-plane defined over the base field. By
taking two general points, one on each n-plane, and associating to them the third intersection point of X2" with
the line they generate one gets a rationality construction for X2”. Even dimensional Fermat cubics contain
many n-planes but any two of those defined over the base field intersect. However, X2 contains several pairs
of skew m-planes which are defined over a quadratic extension of the base field and Galois conjugate. This
observation will be the key of our rationality constructions.

Recall that the Brauer group Br(X) of a projective variety X is the torsion subgroup of the étale cohomology
group H%(X,G,,), and the Brauer group Br(k) of a field k is the abelian group of similarity classes of finite
central simple k-algebras, where two finite central simple k-algebras A, B are similar if the k-algebras of a x a
matrices with entries in A and of b X b matrices with entries in B are isomorphic for some a,b > 0. For smooth
projective varieties over a field, the Brauer group is a birational invariant, and the Brauer group of a projective
space over a field k is isomorphic to Br(k). Our main results in Sections 21 and [ can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let k be a field of characteristic char(k) # 3. For any n > 1 the Fermat cubic hypersurface
X ={ay+ 423, =0} C P!

is rational over k, that is the function field k(X>") is isomorphic to the function field k(x1,...,72,). In
particular, Br(X?") is isomorphic to Br(k).

More precisely, for all n > 2 there exists a birational parametrization P2 --» X" given by homogeneous
polynomials of degree four, and for n = 1 there is a birational parametrization P? --» X2 given by homogeneous
polynomials of degree three.

Note that when char(k) = 3 we have that X" = {(zo+---+22n41)> = 0} C P?*"T1. The rationality of cubic
surfaces X2" C P?"*! containing a pair of skew and conjugate n-planes was already known [CTSSD87, Remark
2.4.1(b)]. The main novelty of our approach consists in the construction of explicit rational parametrizations
given by polynomials of low degree. A parameterization of X2 with quartic polynomials was given in [HWOS|
Chapter XIII, Section 13.7].

We will give two rationality constructions for X 2" and we will make both of them very explicit in terms of
linear systems. The one in Section [B]relies on Grassmannians of line and is more geometric in nature while that
in Section [ is algebraic and uses restriction of scalars. We will describe this second construction in detail, and
we will see that the corresponding birational maps P?" --» X2" and X2" --s P?" are given by linear systems
of quartics and quadrics respectively, although an extra care on the base locus of the linear system of quartics
needs to be taken in characteristic two, we will deal with this in Section Bl Furthermore, it will be clear that
both these rationality construction work more generally for even dimensional cubic hypersurfaces containing a
pair of skew half dimensional Galois conjugate linear spaces.

Moreover, investigating the relation between these two rationality constructions in Section [6l we describe a
new class of quadro-cubic Cremona transformations.
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Theorem 1.2. Let k be a field of characteristic zero. Consider the following subschemes

v = {t3+tot1 +t1 =t =0}
T, = {to=t1 =0}
T3 = {t0:t2i+1:0} fO?“’L'ZO,...,n—l;
Ty = {to=taitzj11 —toi_1t2jro =0} fori=1,....n—1;i<j<n—1;
m P%tno tan)? and the following subschemes
U1 = {U1 = Uy = 0};
and
uo = 0
Uy = u3; g +3u3; = 0 fori=0,...,n;
U2i4+1U25+1 + 3U2i+2U2j+2 =0 f07“ 1=0,....n—2;1<j<n—1;
U2 U241 — U2i—1 U241 = 0 fori=1,....n—-1i<j<n—1;
mn ]P’%;’O tzn)” If n > 2 then the linear system of quadric hypersurfaces containing Uy, Us and the linear system

.....

quadro-cubic Cremona correspondence between P27 and P2" .
(ug,...su2n) (to,-.-stan)

Next, we focus on the 4-dimensional case. Let X* C P5 be a general cubic 4-fold containing a del Pezzo
surface S C P° of degree five. Fano’s rationality construction for X4 amounts to take the restriction to X* of the
map induced by the linear system of quadrics containing S. The following result is aimed to show that Fano’s
construction specializes to our rationality construction for the Fermat cubic 4-fold and that such specialization
can be carried out entirely over the base field.

Theorem 1.3. Consider the following family of cubic 4-folds
X} ={Gi=ad +ad+ad+ a3 +al+ a2 +tA+?B =0} C P},
parametrized by t € A}, where k has characteristic zero and
A= xlxi — Tox4axs5 + 3ToT4T5 + xgxg - 2:1:31:%, B = :ngg, — XoX2x5 + T1X2X5 + (E%l‘5 + Tox3T5 — L2X3T5.

Then there exists a family p; : P* —-» X' of rational maps such that

(i) @1 : P* -+ X! is a birational parametrization over k of X} for t € k general;
(ii) @o : P* --» X§ is a birational parametrization of the Fermat cubic 4-fold.

Furthermore, let S} be the family of surfaces given by the base loci of the p:, and St the family of surfaces given
by the base loci of inverses of the ¢;. Then

(iii) S} is a smooth surface of degree nine for t € k general and S| is a surface of degree mine which is
singular along two skew lines;

(iv) St is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree five for t € k general and S| is the union of two conjugate
planes and a Fermat cubic surface;

(v) there exists a family of surfaces Ky C P8 such that K; is a smooth K3 surface of degree deg(K;) = 12
and S} is the projection of K from a 5-secant 3-plane for t € k general and the same holds also for
t=0.

In particular, the Fermat cubic 4-fold X lies in Cs N Ci4.

In Section [7 we describe another similar family of cubic 4-folds. These 4-folds have the advantage of being
simpler that those in Theorem but on the other hand the surfaces in the corresponding family K; are more
complicated. Still this family is quite interesting since it also specializes to the Fermat cubic 4-fold and the
general surface in the family S is a surface of degree nine and singular in four distinct points. Concerning the
last statement of Theorem we mention that by [YY23| Theorem 1.2] the Fermat cubic 4-fold is contained
in all Hassett’s divisors.

As an application of our rationality construction in Section [[4 we get bounds on the number of rational
points of bounded height of X?". Let k = Q and p € P" a point. The reduced representative ¢ € P" of p is the
point ¢ = [qo : -+ : ¢qn], with ¢; € Z, such that p = Ag for some non zero A € Q and ged(qo,...,qn) = 1. The
height of p is defined as

ht(p) = max{|qol,- - -, |gnl}-
This notion of height can be generalized to any number field, we refer to [BGO6, Definition 1.5.4] for details.
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Theorem 1.4. Let k be a number field, and denote by X3 (k) the set of rational points of the Fermat cubic
surface X2 C P?"*1 whose height is bounded by B € N:

X' (k) = {p € X*"(k) | it(p) < B}.
Then asymptotically for B — oo we have that

B2n4+1 < ﬂX%"(k;) < B4"+2
for all n > 1. Furthermore, when n = 2 these bounds hold for the general cubic 4-fold of the family X} in
Theorem [L3, and when n =1 the lower bound can be improved to $X%(k) > B.

As for Theorem [[T]it will be clear that Theorem [[.4] holds more generally for any smooth cubic containing
two skew and conjugate half dimensional linear spaces.

In the same notation as above we recall that the anti-canonical height of a point p € X C P?"*! where X
is a Fano hypersurface of degree d, is defined as ht_k(p) = (g3 + -+ + ¢2) 25724 Manin’s conjecture predicts
the existence of a non empty Zarisky open subset &/ C X such that the number of points of U of anti-canonical
height at most B grows as cB(log B)?*X)~1 where c is the Peyre’s constant [Pey95] and p(X) is the Picard rank

of X, for B — oo [FMTR9]. As a consequence of Theorem [[L4 we get that the number of points of anti-canonical

height at most B of X 27 Jies in between B3 and B2. This fits into Manin’s conjecture since when n > 2 we have
p(X?") = 1 and the above formula becomes cB(log B)?X)~1 = ¢B. In the case n = 1 a better lower bound
for the number of points of bounded height of X?, and more generally of del Pezzo surfaces, can be found in
[FLS18, Theorem 1.1].

Finally, we will exhibit some applications to the number of points on finite fields of the singular complete
intersections and K 3 surfaces appearing in our rationality constructions, and discuss how these fit in the general
framework initiated by P. Deligne in [Del74] and extended to the singular case by C. Hooley in [Hoo91].

Conventions on the base field and terminology. Let X be a variety over a field k. When we say that X
is rational, without specifying over which field, we will always mean that X is rational over the base field k.
Similarly, we will say that X has a point or contains a variety with certain properties meaning that X has a
k-rational point or contains a variety defined over k with the required properties.

Acknowledgments. This paper originated from a question posed by Stefan Schreieder during the conference
“Real and complez birational geometry” held at the University of Milan from May 15 to May 17, 2023. I want
to thank Stefan and the organizers of the conference Elisabetta Colombo, Paolo Stellari and Luca Tasin. 1
want to point out that Stefan had thought independently and more or less simultaneously about the argument
in Section [ T also thank Brendan Hassett for sharing with me insights on the (uni)rationality problem for
low degree hypersurfaces, Jean-Louis Colliot-Théléne for pointing me out known results on the rationality
of cubics, Francesco Russo for explaining me the geometry behind Proposition [[.3] Giovanni Stagliano for
helpful discussions on Cremona transformations, Federico Caucci for helpful comments, and Gianluca Grassi
for carefully proofreading a preliminary version of the paper.

2. CUBIC SURFACES AND 4-FOLDS

In this section we recall the state of the art on the rationality problem for cubic 4-folds and prove some
preliminary results for the Fermat cubic surface over an arbitrary field.

2.0. Cubic 4-folds. Smooth cubic 4-folds are parametrized by an open subset U of P?® = P(k[xo, ..., z5]3).
The complementary set A = P°® \ U, parametrizing singular cubic hypersurfaces, is a hypersurface in P°® of
degree deg(A) = 192. The group PGL(6) acts on U simply by

PGLO)xU — U
(o, X) — a(X)

and the moduli space of smooth cubic 4-folds is the quotient C = [U/PGL(6)]. It is an irreducible quasi-
projective variety of dimension dim(C) = 20.

Let X C P® be a smooth cubic 4-fold and consider H*?(X,Z) = H*(X,Z) N H*(X,0Q%). C. Voisin proved
that if [X] € C is very general then H??(X,Z) = Z[h?] where h is the class of a hyperplane section of X [Voi86].
Assume that X contains a 2-dimensional integral effective cycle S such K = (h,S) C H??(X,Z) has rank two.
On the sublattice K C H??(X,7Z) we have an intersection form given by the matrix

(%) (s ")
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where S2 is the self-intersection of S in X. The discriminant of K is defined as
ht h?.S
S - h? 52

B. Hassett defined the Noether-Lefschetz loci as

|K| = det ( > =35% — deg(9)%.

Cq = {[X] € C| there exists K C H**(X,Z), rank(K) =2, h? € K, |K| = d}

where d € Z. The loci C4 are either empty or divisors in C. Furthermore, Cq # 0 if and only if d > 6 and
d = 0,2 mod 6, and if [X] € Cq is very general then H??(X,7Z) = <h2, S> for some algebraic surface S C X
[Has99], [Has00]. When S is smooth we have S* = 6h*- S +3h- Kg + K% — xs.

For instance, if S C X is a plane we have S* = 6 — 9+ 9 — 3 = 3. Then |K| = 8 and Cs is the divisor
parametrizing cubic 4-folds containing a plane. Now, let S C P be a degree five del Pezzo surface. Then
S$2 =30—-15+5—7=13, |K| = 14 and hence Cy4 is the divisor parametrizing cubic 4-folds containing a degree
five del Pezzo surface.

An even integer d > 6 is admissible if it is not divisible by 4,9 or any odd prime number congruent to 2
modulo 3. B. Hassett proved that d is admissible if and only if the orthogonal complement of the corresponding
lattice K in H*(X,Z) is Hodge isometric to the primitive Hodge structure H?(S,Z)prim of a polarized K3
surface S [Has99]. Kuznetsov’s conjecture predicts that a smooth cubic 4-fold X C P is rational if and only if
[X] € Cq4 with d admissible.

2.0. Cubic surfaces. We give three different birational parametrization of the Fermat cubic surface X? over
a field of characteristic different from three. Even if at this stage it might seem they come from nowhere we
will see that one of them is deeply related to the geometry of X2 and can be generalized to Fermat cubic
hypersurfaces of arbitrary even dimension, and that the other parametrization can be related to this special one
by quadratic Cremona’s transformations.

Let k(£) be a quadratic extension of k with £2 = —3. In P?

(wo,u1,uz) consider the points

pr+=[:1:0], p1,— =[-£:1:0];
P =[14+&:0:2], pp_=[1-£:0:2];
p3=1[1:0:—1];

the lines Ly 4+ = {uo — uy = 0}, Ly, = {up + {u1 = 0}, and denote by
Chie ClOn()

Py, + -P2,£+,P3

the linear system of plane quartics having multiplicity at least two in p; 4 and L, 4 as a fixed principal tangent
at p1,4, multiplicity at least two in p;,— and L; _ as a fixed principal tangent at p; —, and passing through

P2,+,DP2,—,P3-
In P2 set
(vo,v1,v2)

Q4 =[-26:£:1], Q- =[26: =& 1];
Qo+ =[-14€:2:0], q1,-=[-1-&:2:0];
g3+ =1[0:£: 1], q3,— =[0: =& 1];

and let

‘Cgl,i,qz,i,%,i - |OIP’2(3)|

be the linear system of plane cubics passing through q1 +,¢1,—,¢2,4,91,—, q3,+, ¢3,+-

Lemma 2.1. The quadratic Cremona transformation

2 N 2
(’U.O,’IJ,I,’U.Q) 9 9 2('”07’011712) 9
[up : w1 :ue] —  [ug+ 3ui — uj : upus + uj : ugusl,

Ccr .

induced by the the linear system of conics through p1 +,p1,—, p3, yields a Cremona equivalence between the linear
4 3
systems Ez_{ofﬂf . and L4, | g qss-

Proof. The inverse of cr is given by

er—1. P2 N 2
(22) ' (vo,v1,v2) (uo,u1,u2)
[vo:v1 :wva] = [vov1 + vF — 303, vova + 20109, V3 + 03]
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and it is induced by the linear system of conics through ¢1 +,¢1,— and ¢ =[1: 0: 0]. Let C be a general quartic
in £%,, N and I' its image via cr. Then

2py 17 P2,+,P3
deg(I') = 2deg(C) — multy, , (C) —mult,, (C) — mult,, (C) = 3.

Furthermore, cr contracts the line (p; 4,p3) to g1+, the line (p; _,ps) to ¢1,— and the line (p1,4,p1,—) to q.
Note that mult,, , (C) = 2 and mult,, , (C) = mult,, (C) = 1 yield

multy, , (I') = mult,, (') = 1.

Denote with If"%

— Uo,U1,U2)
]P>2

(vo,v1,v2)
summarize the situation in the following diagram:

the blow-up of P%uo wruz) B0 P14, D1, D3 with exceptional divisors Fq 4, Fq _, F3, with

the blow-up of P%UO i) B QL1 L and with ér,é ! the isomorphisms induced by cr, cr—. We

2 PZ
(uo,u1,uz2) 1 (vo,v1,v2)

Wul cr lﬂ'u

2 2

(wo,u1,uz2) . 1 P(“Oy"lﬂ&)

Since C' has fixed principal tangents Li y,L; _ at pi 4,p1,— its strict transform C intersects Ei 4B~ in
two fixed conjugate points that are mapped to ¢34+, ¢3— by m, o ¢r. Hence, I" belongs to the linear system

o as4.qs. Finally, arguing similarly on ¢r™', and noting that g1 4,¢s,+,¢ lie on the line {v; — vy = 0}
and ¢1,—,¢s3,—,q lie on the line {v1 + {vo = 0}, we get that it maps sections of Egl PP
L2,

L1+ :
2py {7 P2,+,P3

to sections of
O

In P3

consider the lines
(z0,71,T2,73)

LJr = {2:60 — (1 +§)1‘1 = 2:62 — (1 +§)1’3 = 0},
Lo ={2x0— (1 -8z =225 — (1 —&)zs =0}

the point s = [1 : —1: 0 : 0], and let £2 C |Op3(2)] be the linear system of quadric surfaces containing

Li,s
L+, Lf, S.
Proposition 2.3. The linear system £4_,L1 . yields a birational parametrization of the Fermat cubic
2py 17 P2,+,P3
surface
p: P? --» X2 cp3
[up :ug tug] = [po:--:s]
where
Yo = fué — 6u%u% — 9u‘11 - uoug — 3u1u§;
p1 = ug + 6udu? 4+ 9ut + wous — 3uiud;
2 = —udus + 3uduius — 3uouius + uSus — us;
p3 = uqu + 3ugu1uz + 3u0u%uz + QU?UQ + u%.

Furthermore, the linear system K%i induces the birational inverse of .

sS

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that the image of ¢ is contained in X?2. Moreover, the quadrics

2 2
2xT0T2 — T1T2 — ToT3 + 2x1T3, T5 — TaT3 + T3, T1T2 — ToT3

form a basis of the space of sections of £% . s> and yield the birational inverse of . O
In IP’? ) consider the points
0,T1,T2,T3
ri4+=[1+£:2:0:0], m_=[1+£:2:0:0];
ro4+ =[0:0:&:1], ro,— =[0:0: =& 1];
rg=[1:-1:0:0], rg=1[2:1:-2:-1], rs=[1:1:-1:-1];
and let E%l’ih’i’m“” C |Ops3(2)| be the linear system of quadrics through r1 4,72 1+, 73,74, 75.
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Proposition 2.4. The linear system Ei,rqz,i,qs,i yields a birational parametrization of the Fermat cubic
surface
X : P2 --» X2cp3
[vg:v1:va] = [xo:--:Xx3]

where

Xo = vs 4 20¢v1 + 20007 + v3 + 3vivs + 6uovs + 3v1v2 + 9vs;

X1 = fvg — 21)31;1 — 2v0v% — v% + 31)%1;2 — 6v0v§ — 31)11)% + 91)%;

X2 = vivi 4+ vov? 4+ 0§ — 3vdve — 6vgvive — 3vPve — 3uv3 + 3v1v3 — 9vd;

X3 = —Uav1 — vV — U3 — 3vdvs — Bupvive — 3vive + 3uevs — 3v1vs — s,

2

Tt T TS induces the birational inverse of x.

Furthermore, the linear system L

Proof. Since x = pocr~!, where cr~! is the Cremona transformation ([2.2), the first part of the claim follows
from Lemma 2] and Proposition For the second part is enough to note that the quadrics

2 2 2 2
T1T2 + T3 + ToT3 — T1X3 — TaT3 + T3, 2ToT2 — T1X2 + 225 — ToT3 + 22173 — 2T223 + 275, T1XT2 — ToT3

2

T+ .ra 1 rararss a0d yield the birational inverse of x. g

form a basis of the space of sections of £

Remark 2.5. The parametrization x of X2 in Proposition 4] induces an isomorphism between P? blown-up
at six points and X2, and hence when the six base points are not defined over the base field y provides a
parametric description of the whole of X (k).

2.6. Next, we develop another rationality construction liked to the existence of a twisted cubic contained in
X2, The image of the morphism

v P! — P3
lao:a1] = [y 78
where ,
Yo = @aoai;
y1 = —3a3ar + 2a0a3 — a3;
v2 = —3a3 + 3a3a1 — 2apa? + a3;
Y3 = 3ad — 3aka; + 2a0a?;

is a twisted cubic C' = ~(PP!) contained in the Fermat cubic surface X2. It comes as the residual intersection of
X? with a general quadric of P? containing the three lines Ly, L_ and {x¢ + x2 = 71 + 23 = 0}.

We need to recall the notion of variety with one apparent double point. Let Z C P¥ be an irreducible and non
degenerate variety, I'2(Z) C Z x Z x G(1, N) the closure of the graph of the rational map a: Z x Z --» G(1, N)
taking two general points to their linear span, = : I's(Z) — G(1, N) the natural projection, and Sy(Z) :=
7(T2(Z)) € G(1, N). Note that Sz(Z) is irreducible of dimension 2 dim(Z). Consider

IZ={(z,A)|z€ A} cPN xG(1,N)
with the projections 7 and 1Z onto the factors. The abstract secant variety is the irreducible variety
Seca(Z) = (¥Z)1(S2(Z)) C T.
The secant variety is defined as
Seco(Z) := & (Seca(Z)) c PV.
Definition 2.7. We say that an irreducible and non degenerate variety Z C P?"+! of dimension n has one
apparent double point if Seca(Z) = P2+ and 7% : Seca(Z) — Seca(Z) is birational.
We recall the following well-known fact.

Proposition 2.8. Let Z C P?"*! be a variety with one apparent double point and X C P?"*! a smooth cubic
hypersurface containing Z. Then X is rational.

Proof. Let H C P?"*! be a general hyperplane. A general line L € Sy(Z) intersects H in a point. Conversely,
if p € H is a general point, since Z has one apparent double point, there is a unique line L, € S3(Z) passing
through p. Hence S2(Z) is rational.

Now, a general line L € S3(Z) intersects X in a third point z;, € X. Fix a general point x;, € X and
consider the fiber F,,, of 7§ over xz. Since X is a divisor F, has dimension zero, and since 7Z is birational
and Secy(Z) = P?"*! is smooth F,, consists of just one point. Therefore, the rational map

SQ(Z) g X
L — Iy,

is birational and hence X is rational. O
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Remark 2.9. The twisted cubic C C X? is a variety with one apparent double point and hence Proposition
28 provides another proof of the rationality of X2. Following the proof of Proposition L8 we can write down
explicitly a birational parametrization which turns out to be induced by a linear system of plane sextics having
points of multiplicity at least three in a pair of conjugate points and in another point defined over the base
field, and passing through three pairs of conjugate points.

This linear system of sextics can be transformed into a linear system of cubics, as the one in Proposition 2.4,
via the quadratic Cremona transformation centered at the three triple points.

When the base field k has characteristic char(k) = 2 the parametrizations of X2 in Propositions 2.3} 2.4] and
in Section degenerate to fibrations onto a line contained in X2. So the maps in Propositions 2.3 [Z4] needs
to be slightly modified in order to obtain birational parametrizations of X2 in characteristic two.

Proposition 2.10. Let X% C P3 be the Fermat cubic hypersurface over a field k of characteristic char(k) = 2.
The map

«: P2 — X2cPp
[ug : w1 tug] — Jag:---:ag)
where
o = ué + ugu% + u‘f + uou% + ulug;
o] = u% + ugu% + u‘f + uou%;
Qg = ugug + u%ulug + UOU%UQ + u%;
a3 = ugug + u:fug + u%;

yields a birational parametrization of X2. Furthermore, the quadratic Cremona transformation
. 2 2
cr: IP("J«017J«17U2) = (vo,v1,v2)
[up :uy s us] +—  [ud 4+ wous + uf + u : uouz + u3 : uyus)

provides the following alternate birational parametrization

B=aocr!: P? -  X2cPp3
[vo:vy:we] +— [Bo:--:Ps]
where . . ) .
Bo = wy+ vy + vgve + vi;
2 2 2
B = vp+ v} +vdve +vive + viv3;
B2 = wav1 + vovi + v + vivy + vovE + v1v3;
B3 = vgvl +vov? + 03 + vgvg + 03,

Proof. The birational inverse of « is given by

a~ b X? — P?
—1 —1
[xo:---ra3] = [o oy ]
where )
ap = xox% + x:;’ + x% + x%xg + xgxg, + x%;
al_l = xgxl + b+ ales + x%;
a;l = 1'31'2 + 1'%1'2 + xgxg + Tox123.
The rest of the statement can be verified by straightforward computations. O

3. FIRST RATIONALITY CONSTRUCTION: (GRASSMANNIANS OF LINES

Let V be a k-vector space of dimension n+ 1 and G(r + 1, V') the Grassmannian of k-vector subspaces of V.

Fix a basis eq,...,e, of V. Let W C V be a k-vector subspace of dimension r 4+ 1, {wo, ..., w,} a basis of W
and write w; = tieg + -+ aye, for e =0,...,r. Consider the matrices
t? e a? angl . a?l
A1: , AQZ and A:(Al,AQ)
... al Qpyq - Gy

On the open subset U = {det(A;) # 0} C G(r + 1, V) we can invert A; and consider the matrix
AflA = (IT+1,T+1aA;1A2)
where I, 11,41 is the (r 4+ 1) x (r + 1) identity matrix. The matrix A;'Ag is an (r + 1) x (n — 7) matrix

with entries in k, and its entries yield an isomorphism between k("t1(=") and Y. Therefore, G(r + 1,V) has
dimension (r 4+ 1)(n — r) and is rational over k.
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We will denote by G(r,n) =2 G(r + 1,V) the Grassmannian parametrizing r-planes, defined over k, of
P =P(V).
Lemma 3.1. Let X and Y be irreducible varieties over a field k of characteristic zero. Assume that X is
rational over k. If there exists a generically injective rational map

f:X---Y

defined over k and dim(X) = dim(Y') then Y is also rational over k.
Proof. Since dim(X) = dim(Y) and char(k) = 0 there exists an open subset V C Y such that fj;-1(y) :
f71(V) — V is finite and étale. Since f is generically injective fjz-1(yy @ f~1(V) — V is an isomorphism.

Finally, since X is rational f~!(V) is rational and hence V and Y are also rational. O

Proposition 3.2. Let X C P?"*! be a smooth cubic hypersurface over a field k of characteristic zero. Assume
that X contains two skew n-planes which are conjugate over k. Then X is rational over k.

Proof. Let Hy, Hy C X be two skew and conjugate n-planes, and A C P?"*! an (n — 1)-plane, defined over k,
such that A N (Hy U Hy) = 0.

A general (n + 1)-plane H C P?"*1  defined over k, containing A intersects H; in a point p; and Hs in a
point ps. Since Hy, Hy are conjugate p1,pa are also conjugate. Hence, the line Ly = (p1, p2) is defined over k
and intersects X in a third point xy € X N Ly which is defined over k as well.

The (n+1)-planes, defined over k, of P?"*! containing A are parametrized by the Grassmannian G(n—1,n+
1) 2 G(1,n+ 1). Hence, we get a rational map

¢: G(l,n+1) --» X

H — TH
which is defined over k. Fix a general point ¢ € ¢(G(1,n + 1)), and assume that ¢ = ¢(H) = ¢(H’). Since
H,y, Hy are skew we have that Ly = Ly,. Now, (Ly,A) C Hy N Hy. Furthermore, since we can assume that
H € G(n—1,n+1) is general we have that Ly N A = () and hence H = H'. Therefore, ¢ is generically injective.

Finally, to conclude it is enough to recall that G(1,n + 1) has dimension 2n and is rational over k, and to
apply Lemma [B11 O

Corollary 3.3. The Fermat cubic hypersurface

X2 ={ag 4t agyy = 0 P
is rational over any field k of characteristic zero for allmn > 1.
Proof. Let k(£) be a quadratic extension of k with £€2 = —3, and set

1+¢ 1-¢
ap = —— and a-=—.

Then
H, ={x; —ayx;41 =0, fori € [0,2n]even} and H_ = {z; —a_x;41 =0, fori € [0,2n] even}
are a pair of skew conjugate n-planes in X2". Hence, the claim follows from Proposition O

4. SECOND RATIONALITY CONSTRUCTION: RESTRICTION OF SCALARS

Let L be a finite extension of a field k and

B L[xl,...,zn]>
X = Spec <7(f1,---,fm)

an affine variety over L. Fix a basis e,...,es of L over k, introduce new variables y; ; for ¢ = 1,...,n,

j=1,...,s, and write
S
Tq = E Yi,j€i
j=1

foralli=1,...,n and
fr(xla oo ,l'n) = Fr,lel + - +Fr,ses
with Fr; € k[Yy1.15---3YLss--+»Yn1y---5Yn,s). Lhe affine variety over k

Resp /1, (X) = Spec <l(€1[*gj:zj)])

is the restriction of scalars of X.
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Proof of Proposition [3.2 via restriction of scalars. Up to a change of variables we may assume that the two
skew and conjugate n-planes are defined by

H, ={x; —ayx;41 =0, fori € [0,2n]even} and H_ = {z; —a_x;41 =0, fori € [0,2n] even}

where
L = 1+¢ and a_ = 1-¢
T -T2
and k(§) is a quadratic extension of k with ¢2 = —3. Consider the affine chart {x2,41 # 0}, and set z; =

Yi1+E&yio for i =0,...,2n, and 29,41 = 1. Then

1 3 1 1

Ti —a4Xir1 = | Yi,1 — SYi+1,1 + ZYit1,2 +¢ Yi2 — ZYi+1,1 — ZYi+1,2 | = 0
2 2 2 2

yields

B fori € [0,2n — 2] even;

1 3 .
Yi,1 = Yi+1,1 — 5Yi+1,2;
Yi2 =  3VYi+1,1 T 5Yit1,2;

and xo, — a4 = 0 yields y2,,1 = %, Yon,2 = % Similarly

1 3 1 1
Ti — A_Ti41 = (yi,l — sYi+1,1 + §yi+1,2) +¢ (yi,Q - §yi+1,1 - §yi+1,2) =0

2
yields
{ zz; i %yg;;jéyg;ﬁ}, fori € [0,2n — 2] even;
and @2q —a— = 0 yields y2n,1 = 3, y2n,2 = —3. Hence, we get two points o+ € Hy, 2~ € H- with coordinates
ar 1 3 1 1
T = ¥kl = Jlit12 +¢& (§yi+1,1 + §yi+1,2)
fori =0,...,2n — 2 even,

it =y 4 Yo
forj=1,...,2n—1 odd, and =3} = 1 + 1¢;

a1 3 1 1
Ti T ALl + o 7it1,2 +¢ <§Z¢+1,1 + §Zi+1,2>

fori=0,...,2n — 2 even,

z?i =2zj1+E&252
forj=1,...,2n—1 odd, and 75, = % — %5, where we denoted by y; ; the coordinates of a point in H; and by
z;,; the coordinates of a point in H_. Then z*+ and z®- are conjugate if and only if

i+1,1 — Zi+1,1 = 0;
(41) { 5;1,2 + 2;1,2 = 0
for i =0,...,2n — 2 even. Therefore, in the affine space H, x H_ = A*" the pair of conjugate points form an

affine subspace H = A?" cut out by the equations in (@I]). Now, set

Yil = Ui, Yi,2 = Uit1-
Then (T) yields z;1 = w4, zi2 = —u;y1 and a point v = (uy,...,us,) € H = A?ﬁhm,u%) determines the pair
of points (z*(u),z* (u)) € Hy x H_ with

1 3 1 1
2% (u); = Fuigr — Guive + <§ui+1 + W)

fori=0,...,2n — 2 even,
2t (u); = uj + §ujp
for j=1,...,2n—1 odd, and =3} = + + 1¢;

o 1 3 1 1
" (u); = o Wit = 5Wit2 +¢ TUit1 T Uit

fori=0,...,2n — 2 even,

2 (u)j = uj — Eujp
for j=1,...,2n —1 odd, and 2% (u)2, = 5 — 3¢.

(SIS
(SIS
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Since % (u), %~ (u) are conjugate the line {2+ (u), *~ (u)) intersects X in a third point (XN (x®* (u), 2%~ (u)))\
{z*+ (u), 2% (u)} defined over k.

Finally, arguing as in the last part of the proof of Proposition B2l we get that the rational map
A% s X

(‘01
(42) w e (XN (% (), 2 )\ (e (), 20 ().

is birational. |

Next, we work out the birational parametrization ¢ : A?" --» X?" in [@2) when X = X?2" is the Fermat
cubic. Set

L= (" (u), " (u))
and write parametrically
L; = 2% (u); + Ma® (u); — 2% (u);)
with A€ k,:=0,...,2n. Then

Uip1 — SUita + E(Uit1 + Uit2)

L; =
2

— A§(Uwig1 + Uig2)

fori=0,...,2n — 2 even,
Lj = Uy + §Uj+1 - 2/\§uj+1
forj=1,...,2n—1 odd, and Lo, = #—)\f. Now, set

_ n—1, 3 2 2 3 .
A= i o (usipq + 3uz; quzite + 3ugip1us; o + 9us; o) + 1

(4.3) =
B = Z?:o (U%Hl - U%z‘+1u2i+2 + 3U2i+1U%z‘+2 - 3“%i+2) + 1L

Substituting z; = L; for i = 0,...,2nin F =23 +--- + 23, + 1 we get the polynomial
9 3
Fu(\) = 3¢AN? — €A+ B)\* + 5 (EA+3B)A

Therefore, L C X2 if and only if A = B = 0. Now, assume that A # 0. Then the polynomial F,()\) has the
following three roots:

A—¢B
24
Finally, substituting A = A3 in the L; we get the following coordinates for the point (X2 N (z%+ (u), 2%~ (u))) \

{o (w), 2"~ (w)}:

M=0X =1\ =

- (uiJrl — 3ui+2)A — 3(Ui+1 + UiJrQ)B
pi = oA

fori=0,...,2n — 2 even,
’U,jA*g’U,jJrlB
T

forj=1,...,2n—1 odd, andtpgn:A;BB.

We now extend the map ¢ : A2” ——» X2" to a map @ : P?* --» X?" C P?"*+! by introducing a new variable
ug and homogeneizing the polynomials A, B in (£3):

3 n—1_3 2 2 3 .
Up + Zizol Un;ipq + 3Ug Uit + 3U2ip1Us; o + UG, o
3 n—1_3 2 , , 2 9.3
ug + Ei:o U1 — U1 U2i42 + U241US 40 — SUG;4 0.

(4.4) %

4.5. Homogeneizing the ¢; we get

(i1 = 3tiyo) A — 3(wip1 +uit2) B

SDZ 2

fori=0,...,2n — 2 even,
wj = ’U,jz - 3Uj+1§

uo(A—3B) — _
o( - ) A

forj=1,...,2n—1o0dd, 9,, = s Popa1 = Uo

Lemma 4.6. If n > 2 then the complete intersection Y?"~2 = {A = B = 0} C P?" defined by the polynomials
in [{4) is irreducible.
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Proof. Let 7 : IP’(UO uan) " IP’?:O, ! van_,) D€ the projection from [0:---:0:1]. Consider the polynomials
4 = ﬁTiB = Uo + Zz 0 U21+1 + 3U21+1U21+2,
B =42 = Zl 0 Udiy1U2ita + 3ud; o
Then A = 0 yields ug + > i, (UQZH + Bugi41u3; o) + U3, 1 = —3uz,—1u3, and hence
47 2 Uo + 2o (U2z+1 + Bugip1U3;40) + U, L
( . ) Uy = 3
U2n—1
From B = 0 we get
n—2
Z U§i+1u2i+2 + 3Ugi+2 = Uy, Uzn + U3,
i=0

and hence
n—2 2
2 3 4 2 2 4 6
(Z Ugi41U2i42 + 3u2i+2> = Uy g Uy, + 6Us,, Uy, + YUy,
i=0
Substituting the expression for 3, in (&) in this last equation we get

n—2 2
3 2 3 _ .6 3 2 3
3uy,_4 E U1 U2it2 + 3Usiqo | = —ug, P +2uy, P°—P
i=0

where P = ud + u3,_; + Z?:_OQ 3ugit1u3; 1o + u3;,o. Therefore the projection Z?"~? = m(Y?"?) is the
hypersurface

2
n—2
_ =3 —2 —
Z22 =P — 23 P 4wvS, | P+3vs,_, <Z vgivaHg + 30§i+2> =0, C ]P’i’}m 1 )
i=0
where P = P(vg,...,v2,—1). Since Z?"~2 is irreducible to conclude it is enough to note that Tly2n—2 : y’n—2
Z?7=2 ig birational. O

Remark 4.8. When n = 1 then Y has the following three irreducible components:
= {up = u + 3ul =0}, Y3 = {us = ud — uous +ui =0}, Yy = {uz = ug +uy = 0}.

Note that Y? and Y3 consists of two pairs of points defined over a quadratic extension of the base field, while
Yy is a point defined over the base field.

Lemma 4.9. Consider the scheme Z"~* C P?" defined by the following equations:

Uug = 0

2 2 _
=1 _ Ui +3ug40 =0;
Uget1U243 + BU2sy2U2trs = 0;
U254-2U2t 43 — U2s4+1U2t+4 = 0;

fori=0,....,.n—1;5t=0,...,n—2 witht >s. Then Z" ! is smooth,
dim(Z" ) =n -1, deg(Z" 1) =2
and Z"~' splits as the disjoint union of two conjugate (n — 1)-planes if and only if —3 is a square in k.
Furthermore,
Sing(YQn*Q) — anl
and if char(k) = 0 then Y2"=2 has multiplicity two in a general point of any of the geometric components of
VA
Proof. First, note that over the quadratic extension k(&) with €2 = —3 of the base field the scheme Z"~! splits
as the disjoint union of the following linear spaces:
Zi_l = {UO = U2i+1 + §U2i+2 = O, 1= O, oon = 1}, Zz_l = {UQ = U2i4+1 — £U2i+2 = 0, 1= 0, oo = 1}.
Hence, dim(Z"~1) = n — 1, deg(Z"~!) = 2, and Z"~! is smooth. The partial derivatives of A are given by

9A
Ougit1
A

= 3(u2it1 + uita)?;

Duzirs 3(u3i41 + 2uzipruzive + 93, 0);



RATIONAL POINTS ON EVEN DIMENSIONAL FERMAT CUBICS 13

for i =0,...,n — 1, and the partial derivatives of B are given by g—B = 3ud,
uo
9B 9,2 2 .
s 3ug;y g — 2u2ip1ugita + 33Uy o;
9B _ 2.
T = —(u2ip1 — 3u2ip2)’;
for i = 0,...,n — 1. Therefore, the scheme JY ™2, cut out by the 2 x 2 minors of the corresponding Jacobian
matrix, is defined by the following equations:
2 .
UGU+1U25+2 =Y%
20,2 2 —_0n
U02(u2i+1 + 2u2i+22) =0;
(U2i+1 + 3U2i+2) =0;
(U2s+1u2t+4 - U2s+2u2t+3)(u2s+2u2t+3 - u2s+2u2t+4) = 0;
(U2s+1u2t+4 - U2s+2u2t+3)(u2s+2u2t+3 - 9u2s+2u2t+4) = 0;
w2, u? +9u2_, u2 —4u U U U + w2 u? +9u2_, ,u2 =0;
254142143 254112044 25+1U2542U2¢4+-3U2t 44 25422143 2s+2U0t4a T
Upsp1Udpts T Udgy1Upyy — AU2s+1ULsH2U24+3U2t44 + UG oUGy 3 + UG oUG Ly =05

fori=0,...,n—1;8t=0,...,n—2with t > 5. To get the equality Sing(Y?"~2) = Z"~! is it enough to note
that the reduced subscheme of JY "2 is exactly Z"~!.

Now, consider the point p_ =[0:€&:1:£:1:0:---:0] € Z" !, and let TC,_Y?"~2 be the tangent cone of
Y?"=2 in p_. Note that
TC, Y 2N {us = -+ = ugn = 0} = {ur — Eua + uz — Eug = u3 — 2€uzug — 3uj = 0}.
Hence mult, Y?"~2 =2, and the same holds for the conjugate point p € Zifl. O

Remark 4.10. The complete intersection Y27 =2 has points of multiplicity bigger than two. For instance, when
n = 2 the tangent cone of Y2 at ¢ =[0:0:0:&: 1] is

TC, Y? = {uz — Euy = uj +u3 — Euug + 3uul — 3¢us = 0}
and hence mult, Y? = 3.
Proposition 4.11. Let Fa,, be the linear subsystem of |Opzn (4)| spanned by the quartic polynomials B, in [{-3)):

Fon = <¢0a e a¢2n+1> C |Op2n (4)],
and |Ty2n-2 5 7n-1(4)| C |Opzn (4)| the linear subsystem of |Opz2n (4)| of quartics containing Y*"~% and vanishing
with multiplicity two on Z™~'. Then
Fon = |Ly2n-2 57n-1(4)|
and hO(IP2n,IY2n72,2ZTL71 (4)) =2n+42.

Proof. Clearly the polynomials %, in (5] vanish on Y22 = {A = B = 0} C P?". We will prove that the %,
vanish with multiplicity at least two on Z"~!. We have

Qo 2 0Pgig1 _ 2 .

Tt = S3ug(uzigr + 3uzite), —gat = 3ug(u2itr — 3ugiy2);
fort=0,...,n—1, and

o . 3 n—1 2 2 .

au20 = —dug+ Y7 (—uzipr + 3uzip2)(ud; g + 3ud; )

0%, 41 3 n—1 2 2

gt = dug+ D00 (Uit + Bugiga)(ugiqg + 3uzy ).
Set

2 2
Qij = U1+ 3Us 40, Bij = U2j41U2it+1 + 3UgjpoUita, Vi = U2j4+2U2i+1 — U2j+1U2i42

and

i =u3. , + 3u? 8 =ud , + 3u?

My = U541 242> i = Ugiq1 242>
€, = U2i4+1U25+1 + 3U2z‘+2U2j+2, Cz’,j = U2i42U2j5+1 — U2i4+1U2;5+2-
First, consider the polynomials @,; with ¢ =1,...,n — 1. We have
55y, .
Sy = —3(uziv1 + Bugiy2)o; + Oug;jeaij + Ougj427i;
Jact= = B(u2ig1 — uziv2)j — Gugjiofi; + 18usji2vi
J+2
for 0 < j < 1,
Py i—1 n—1 3.
BusiiT D imo(—ugj1 4+ Buzjt)n; — duziv1d; — 350 (uzjpr — Bugjp2)n; — up;
0P

_ i—1 n—1 3.
Tusrs = —32j—o(uzjtr +ugita)n; — 12usipabi — 3305 (ugj1 + Uzjaa)nj — 3up;
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and oo
Bucs = —3(ugjpr + ugje2)€i; — 3(3uzjt1 + u2j12)G s
0y, .
Bury = Bluzjr — Bugja)ei; — B(uzjivr + unja)Giys

fori <j<n-—1. For i =n we get

Oan , )2
Dusii —3uo(uzj1 — uzj+2)”;
P2 _ 2 . . 2 .
duy = Buo(ug;y — 2ugjpitzji + gy );
for5=0,...,n—1.
Now, consider the polynomials @,;,; with¢=1,...,n —1. We have
09y,
Gueer = B(uzier — Buisa)ony + OujraBi; — Guzjioviy;
Do
—51;;; = 3(u2it1 + u2it2)0y; + 6ugjpafi; + 18uzji2vi 55
for 0 < j < i,
9Poit1 i—1 n—1 3.
duzipr > j—o(u2jp1 + Bugjro)n; + dusip10; + 350 (21 + 3uajr2)ny + ug;
Poit1 i—1 n—1 3.
Buns = 32 j—o(U2it1 — u2it2)n; + 12u2ip00i — 3305 (Ugj1 — ugje2)ny — 3up;
and
09y,
e B(uzje1 — uzjt2)eij — 3(Buzjr1 + uzit2)Gijs
09y,
Tuey = Blugjr1 + 3uzjra)éi; + 3(uzjn — uj2)Gigs

fori <j<n-—1. Fori=n we get

by, 2
61;],;1 3up(ugjt1 + uzjt2)?;
6¢2n,+1 _ 2 2 .
Tunyre Sug(uzjyq + 2uzjp1uzj2 + Uz, 0);

for5=0,...,n—1.
Therefore, by the definition of Z?~! in Lemma we get that the B; vanish with multiplicity at least two

on Z™ 1. Note that aiz(gﬁ does not vanish along Z"~!, and hence a general element of Fy, has multiplicity
two along Z" 1.

So far we proved that Fa, C |Zy2n-29zn-1(4)]. It is clear from their expression in (£4) that the P, for
i=0,...,2n+1 form a basis of F5,,. Therefore, to conclude it is enough to show that h°(P?", Zy-2n-2 g zn-1(4)) =
2n + 2.

Let F € k[uo, . .., u2,]4 be a homogeneous polynomial of degree four vanishing on Y2"~2. Then
F=I5A+LzB
with
Ly =Y ami, Lg=Y 1" bus
linear forms. In particular, the space H?(P?", Zy2.-2(4)) of quartics containing Y2"~2 has dimension 4n + 2.
Consider the geometric components Zz_l and Z"! of Z"~! in the proof of Lemma @39 On Zz_l we have

up = 0 and wugjy1 = —E&ugiys for ¢ = 0,...,n — 1, while on Z" ! we have vy = 0 and Ugi+1 = Eugiyo for
i=0,...,n—1. Set
-1
L, = 2?201 (Eagira — Ebait1 + 3agit1 + bojyo)ugiye;
Lo = > (Cagiyo — Ebaipr — 3azit1 — baiya)uzita.
Taking the partial derivatives of F' and substituting first ug = 0, ug;y1 = —€ugi+2 and then ug = 0, ugiy1 =
OF _
Eugira we get that Bug | gn-1 = 0, and
OF _ 2 oF _ 2 .
Ougjt1 |Zi—1 = 2(5 - 3)U2j+2L+; Busjia |Zi,1 = *6(5 + 1)U2j+2L+a
OF _ 2 oF _ 2 .
Quajyr|zn=t 28+ 3)uzj4a L, Ouajyz|zn=t —6(& — Duzjipls

forj€0,...,n—1.
Therefore, the subspace of H?(P?", Zy-2n-2(4)) consisting of quartics which are singular along Z"~! is defined
by
&(azita — bois1) + 3agiy1 + baige = 0;
&(azita — bait1) — 3aziy1 — baiyo

|
L2
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for i =0,...,n — 1, that is ba; 11 = @212 and bg;492 = —3ag;41 for i =0,...,n — 1. Finally,
HO(P*" Ty a2 pyn-1(4)) C H°(P?", Ty2n-2(4))
has dimension 4n + 2 — 2n = 2n + 2. O

5. RATIONALITY IN CHARACTERISTIC TWO
So far we proved that the linear system |Zy-2n-2 9zn-1(4)| C |Op2n(4)| of quartics which contains Y2"~2 and

are singular along Z"~! yields a rational parametrization
(5.1) By, : P2 -5 X2 C P2t
of the Fermat cubic hypersurface X2". From the computations in Section € it is clear that B,, can not yield
a birational parametrization in characteristic two. One could try to take the reduction modulo two of the
polynomials defining @,,, but this would lead to a map contracting P?" onto the linear subspace

{:CQ»L' +1'2i+1 = 0, for i = 0, . .,TL} C X2n.

Hence, a different idea is needed. An explicit description of the inverse of p,, will lead us to a birational
parametrization of X" in characteristic two. We will not develop in full detail the computations that are
similar to those in Section @ Set

2n n—1
P = Z ui, Q = Z U3 U2i1 + UgiUZi g + Uiy
i=0 i=0
and
g2i = (u2i +u2it1)P +u2Q;
(5.2) 92ir1 = U 4 ugi1Q;
gon = uz(P+Q);
Jont1 = U P

fort=0,...,n—1.
Lemma 5.3. Consider the subschemes
Y2 ={P=Q=0}
and
u§i+u2iu2i+1+u§i+l = 0 fori=0,...,n—1;
UQiu2j+u2iu2j+1 +UQi+1UQj+1 = 0 fori:(),...,nfl,j:i+1...,n71;
0

n—1 __
7= fori=0,....n—1,7=14,...,n—2;

U2 +1U254+2 + U2U25+3 =
U2n = 0

in P2". Then Y272 is irreducible of dimension 2n —2 and degree nine, Z"~' has degree two and geometrically
it is the union of two conjugate (n — 1)-planes, and Sing(Y?"~2) = Z"~1.

Proof. The statement can be proved by computations analogous to those in the proofs of Lemma and of
Lemma [£9] O

Proposition 5.4. Consider the linear subsystems

C2n = (go, . ,g2n+1> C |O]P>2n (4)|

and |Zy2n-2 5z7n0-1(4)] C |Op2n(4)| of quartics containing Y?"~2 and which are singular along Z"~'. Then
Cop = |IY27L7212ZTL71(4)| C |O]P’2n (4)|

Proof. The statement follows from computations similar to those in the proof of Proposition 111 a

Proposition 5.5. Consider the following subschemes

2 2 _ - .
X5 — T2iT2i+1 + T4 = 0 fori=0,...,m;
HY = x9iwoj12 — T2i%2j43 + T2iy1%2j43 = 0 fori=0,...,n—1,j=14,...,n—1;
L2i—1T25 — L2i—2L25+1 = 0 fori=1,....,n,j=14,...,n;

X2 = X2 n {wgn = Topt+1 = 0}
in P21 The linear system [ Zry x2n-2| C |Op2n+1(2)] induces a rational map P2+l s P27 whose restriction
Qan 1 X2 ——5 P2" to X2" is birational.
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Proof. Note that geometrically H} is the union of two skew conjugate n-planes contained in X2". Hence, the
linear system of quadric hypersurfaces of P?"*1 containing H7 has (n+1)? sections. The containment of X?2"~2
imposes n? — 1 further independent condition on these quadrics and hence |Z. HY, x2n—2| has 2n + 1 sections that
we will now write down explicitly. The polynomials

922' - T2iX2n — L2X2n+1 + T2i4+1T2n+1;

L2it1 = T2i41%2n — T2iTan+1;

2 2 .
Qon = T3y — TonTon+1 + Tapi1;

fori=0,...,n—1 form a basis for the space of sections of |IH$,infz |. Consider the map
Qop @ X C Pl s ]P’%;’wauzn
(SC(),...,ZL'QnJrl) — [QO:"':QQn]-

First, assume that char(k) # 2 and let h : P22 o — P2
by

be the automorphism of P?" given
(u07~~~1u2n)
Uip1 > 2U2; — U241, U242 Fr Uit1

for i =0,...,n — 1, and ug + 2us,. Then by [X) we get that h o 9a, : X2" --» P27

(tto,....usy,) 15 the birational

inverse of Ps,,.
Now, let char(k) = 2. A standard computation shows that the map

Gon P?307~~~,u2n) -—» X2 cp2tl
(uo, .y uzn) = g0+ ganta]
given by the quartics in (5.2) is the birational inverse of 92,. O

Remark 5.6. Summing-up we proved that the rational map 92, : X?® --» P?" is birational over any field
k with char(k) # 3. When char(k) # 2 then the rational map @, : P?" --» X?" given by the restriction of
scalars is, up to the automorphism h : P?" — P27 the birational inverse of 92,,. However, this is not the case in
characteristic two. Indeed, when char(k) = 2 the map $,,, contracts P?" onto a proper subvariety of X" and
we must come up with an alternative rational map. This is the map ga,, : P?® --» X 2" which by Proposition
is the birational inverse of 94, in characteristic two.

6. QUADRO-CUBIC CREMONA TRANSFORMATIONS

We will now work out explicitly the birational parametrization ¢ : G(1,n + 1) --» X?" in the proof of
Proposition 3.2l As in Section [f] for the computations that are analogous to those in Section [l we will be quick.
In the notation of the proof of Proposition set

A:{(El = T9; :0, fori:O,...,n} CP2n+1
and write a general (n + 1)-plane H C P?"*! containing A as
H = {ZL'QZ' + toit121 + t2i42T2n = 0, for 7 € [0, n— 1]} C p2ntl

with f9;41, %242 € k. Note that AN (Hy U H_) = (). Let p®+ be the intersection point of H and H,, and p®-
the intersection point of H and H_. We have

ay (&%
Po = 2(E+2t1+1)°
ay (&t
(6.1) P T A
’ a+ _ (&) (Et2iyat2titaira—2t2i 43t +tiqa) .
Poiys = 206+2t1+1) )
a- __ &(titoipa—toiystottaiya)—titaiyattoitstattoita,
Doz = i+ )i —1 g
fori=0,...,n—2, po’ :%5, and
a— — (E=1D%ts |
Do = 2t -1)’
a— _ (D)t
(6.2) U= T
a— _ (E-1)(Etaita—2t1toita+2t2i43ta—t2i44) .
Driv2 = 2(E—2t—1) ;
a_ _ &(titoiqa—toiyatottoipa)ttitoita—toitato—toita,
DPoiys = E(ti+1)—t1+1 )
fori=0,...,n—2, p;, = % Now, consider the line

L= (p*+,p")
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and write parametrically

Li=p;* +AMp;~ —pi")
with A € k, i = 0,...,2n. Substituting #; = L; in F = 23 +--- + 23, + 1 we get a polynomial F()\) having
three roots:

Nan& + My
A1 =0, Ao =1, Agiy.
D2n
We will now describe the polynomials Ns,,, Ms,, Da,. We have
Dy = 2(tf —2t1t3 +2t5 — 3 4+ 3t2 + 2t; +1);
Dy = 2(t13 — 3t3tatst] + 3t3t3t2ts — t1t5t3 + 26545 — 3t3tatats + 3¢5 + 3t2t3 — Stitatst: — ] + 2413 + 20183 — 263 + 43

+t3 — 32 — 2ty — 1).
Set

Db, = 2(t1t3, — 3tdtos_1tatd, + 3t32,  t3to; — t1td, 13 + 2633, — 3t3to;_1tatd, + 15, 15 + 3t3t3, — Bt1to;_1tatd,
ot + ).

Then Do, is given recursively by the formula

/
(6.3) Dyi = Dy; + Dai—1)
for 3 < i < n. Furthermore
Ny = —tt—2t3+4¢3 32 -2t; — 1;
My =t —2t1t3 +2t3 — ¢34 3t7 + 2t1 + 1;
Ny = 3t§3—2 th 4;2;1 - t§ ;-Zti’ - Stz - 2t§§§t4 + 2ot + t1tots — dt1t3t2ts — 3t33t2ts + 5t3tatst? + Stitatst? + 3titatst?
+313 — ¢33 — 2633 — 3243 — 20143 + 1;
My = —titgth —t] +2t1t3 — 23 + 43 — 3t2 — 2ty + 55 + 2653 + 1343 + 3t2¢3 + 2t1t5 — 3tTtatst + 3t3t3t2ty — 3t3tatst?
—3titatsts +t3 — 1.
Set
Nbo = 315, —2t3e3, — i3, — 2013, — 3133, — 3, + 61133, | + 2tato;1t3, — 233, to; + 3tdtato; 112, + 5ttaty; 13,
+5t1tota—1t3, — 3t3t3t3, to; — At1t3t2, tos;
My, = 3, — 3titato;_1t3, + 3t3t2t2, to; — t1t3td, | — 3thtata; 113, — Stitata; 113, +tits, + 26543, + 3¢5,

243 3
+3t343, + 26183,
Then Ns, and Ms,, are given recursively as follows

Nai = Ny; + Nogi—1y;

6.4
(64) Ma; = My, + Magi);
for 3 <i < n.

Proposition 6.5. Let 5% (P20 s X227 C P27 be the map induced by the parametrization

¢ : A2 - X2 c p2ntl
(t1y. . tan) [50:---:52,,“]
where
¢ =it + 7]\72”%;%" (pi~ —pi")

fori=0,...,2n, and gony1 = 1. Denote by Ly = G, Ox2n (1)| C |Op2n (d)| the linear system associated to
Gon- Then ¢y, is birational, and d = 4 when n = 1 while for n > 2 we have d = 8.

Proof. The affine space A?" with coordinates (ti,...,t2,) is nothing but an affine chart of the Grassmannian
G(1,n+ 1), and also a chart of the projective space P?" with homogeneous coordinates [to : - - - : ta,]. By the
construction in the first part of Section [6l we have the following commutative diagram

A L G(l,n+1)

j ¢ 6

and hence the birationality of ¢,,, follows from that of ¢ which in turn comes from Proposition
First consider the case n > 2. Note that by (61), (62), ([6.3), ([6.4) the polynomial t? +t; + 1 is a factor

of both the numerator and the denominator of ¢; for ¢ = 0,...,2n — 1. Hence, after clearing this common
factor we have ¢; = 3+ where deg(a1) = deg(f1) = deg(a1) = deg(B1) = 7, deg(;) = 8 and deg(j;) = 7 for
j=2,...,2n— 1. Furthermore, deg(a,) = deg(B2,) = 7 and 3; = £2= for i = 0,...,2n. To get the expression
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of EQH we multiply the vector ((Eg, ceey q~32n, 1) by DQZ"' and homogeneize, using the new variable ¢y, the vector so
obtained in order to get a vector whose entries are homogeneous polynomials of degree eight.

For n =1 we have that deg(«;) = deg(B;) =4 for i =0, 1,2, and hence ¢, is induced by a linear system of
quartics. O

The geometric construction in Section [] and the algebraic construction in Section [ are strongly related.
After all both of them boil down to taking a line through a pair of points lying in disjoint conjugate linear
subspaces. We will now make this statement precise by introducing special Cremona transformations of P2".

Consider the following subschemes

Ty = {t;+toth +13 =ty =0};
T, = {to=t1 =0}
Tg = {t0:t2i+1:0} fOI"L'ZO,...,TL—l;
Ty = {to=talojr1 —tai—1tejr2 =0} fori=1,....n—1;i<j<n-—1
in P?g) .. tan)» and the following subschemes
Uy = {ug=u2=0}
and
Uo = 0,
U, — U3 + 3u3;i o = 0 fori=0,....m; o
U2i41U25 41 + ugipouzjye = 0 fori=0,....,n—-2;i<j<n—1;
U2;U2541 — U25—1U254+1 = 0 forizl,...,n—l; ’L'Sjgn—l;
in IP’%ZO —..uny)- Furthermore, set
ag = =23 — 22t — 2tot3;
(6 6) (5] = 2t3t2 + totltg;
' Qio; = total2i-1;
Qojy1 = —totatajy1 — 2titoteji1 + 2t3ta o + 230510 + 2totitaj1o;

fori=1,...,n,j=1,...,n—1 and

Bo = —UoU1 + UoU2;
6.7) Briq1 = *22u0u2i2+2;
B2 = uj + 3us;
Bojra = ULULj43 — U2U2j43 + U1U2j4+4 + SU2U2j44;

fori=0,...,n—1;j=0,...,n—2.
Proposition 6.8. Let n > 2 and set

75" = <a0, ceey 042n> C |OP2TL

(tg,- s ton)

(3)| and Us, = <ﬂo, Ce ;ﬂ2n> C |OP?;LU (2)|

Then

Ton = |IT17T272T37T4 (3)| - |OIP?t" (3)|
Oseees ton)

is the linear system of cubic hypersurfaces of ]P’%Z[’) tan) containing Ty, Ty, Ty and vanishing with multiplicity two

Stan
on T3, and

Usn = |Zv,,v2(2)] € |Opzn.

is the linear system of quadric hypersurfaces containing Uy, Us.
Furthermore, the rational map

. 2 2
Q2n P(gv“'vt?n) - (30,...,1},271,)
(to,...,tgn) — [0402"'2042»”]
1s birational and the rational map
. 2 2
ﬁQn ’ P(ﬁo,...,uzn) -7 ]P)(tno,.,.,tgn)

(’U,(),...,’LLQn) > [ﬂoi"'iﬂQn]

is the inverse of aay,.

Proof. The first part of the statement follows from computations analogous to those in the proof of Proposition
[A1T] and the fact that Sa, is the inverse of ag, follows from (G.6) and (6.7). O
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Remark 6.9. When n = 1 the linear system 75 has the line {¢; = 0} as a base components and it can then be
reduced to the linear system of conics

(—2t§ — 2toty — 2t7, 2tota + tita, tita)

inducing a standard Cremona transformation centered in the two conjugate points [—12+£ :1:0], [_12_5 :1:0]
and in [0: 0 : 1]. Its inverse is the standard Cremona induced by the linear system

<7u0u1 + uge, —2ugus, u? + 3u§>
of conics passing through the two conjugate points [0: £ :1],[0: —=£ : 1] and [1:0:0].
Theorem 6.10. The following diagram of rational maps

]P)2n

(to,---st2n)

s commutative.

Proof. The map @,, associates to the points p®+,p?~ in (6.1), (6.2) the third intersection point of the line
(p+,p2-) and X?", while the map B,, associates to the points x%+, 2%~ in Section H the third intersection
point of the line (z%+,z%-) and X?". We will now work out the relation between these two third intersections
points. The equalities %+ = p®*+, % = p®~ correspond to the following linear system in wy, ..., Ugy,:

U1 —3u2 U tu2 (§+1)2t2
SRS R N Ty
(E+1)t2
uy + Sug + 42t +1 =
Ui43—3U2i44 +§u2i+3+u2i+4 + (E+1)(Etoirat2titaipa—2t2i13ta+t2iqra)
2 2 2(e+2t1+1)
€(trtoipa—taipatabtaiss)—titossatloipatatin
Ugits + §u2i+4 + (t1t2iga—t2its Qg(tiliig+tifi+ 2it+3ta+taita _

w1 —3us _ §U1+uz _ (5_1)2t2
2 2 2(€—2t1—1)
— Eup + (§=1)to _
u1 U2 T e 255, —1 =
U2i4+3—3U2i44 §u2i+3+u2i+4 _ (E=1)(Etoita—2t1taipa+2toip3ta—toita)
2 2 2(E—2t1—1) =
fu . + E(titoira—taiystottoira)ttitoira—toirsto—toita
2it+4 E(t1+1)—t1+1

coooooe e

U2i+3 —
for i =0,...,n — 2. Solving this system with respect to uy, ..., us, we get

_ (24+t1)t2 .

2(t2+t1+1)°

__tatai1

2(t2+t1+1)°
. 2(titoj+2—titotojr1+titajpottoit2)—totoitr .
2(t24+t1+1) ’

31

W24 =

U254+1 =

fori=1,...,n,j=1,...,n — 1, which yield exactly the cubics in (G.6). Hence @,,, o aa,, = @,,, and then the
commutativity of the diagram in the statement follows from Proposition 6.8 O

7. DEGENERATING DEGREE FIVE DEL PEZZO AND PROJECTED K3 SURFACES

In this section we investigate how Fano’s rationality construction for cubic 4-folds containing a del Pezzo
surface of degree five behaves in families and in particular how it specializes to our rationality construction
for the Fermat cubic 4-fold in Section Bl Most computations in this section can not be carried out by hand, a
Magma library containing all the needed scripts can be downloaded at the following link:

https://github.com/msslxa/Fermat-Cubics

which contains also several functions to compute the birational parametrizations and their inverses described
in the previous sections.


https://github.com/msslxa/Fermat-Cubics
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Let k(t) be the function field in one variable of the base field k£ and Pi ) the projective plane with homogeneous
coordinates wug, u1, ug over k(t). Set

oo = —udui —ui — 3udus — 6uiul — us;

o1 = udul +ut — 3udus + 6udud + 9us;

o2 = —up —uoui + 3uouius — Suouiud + Yuous;

o3 = ué + uou? + 3uou§u2 + 3uou1u§ + 9uou§;

or = t(up —ul — 6utul — 9ul);

o5 = t(udur +ul + 6uiul + 9u3);

o6 = t(udui —ul + 3udul — 6uiui — u3);

or = t(uoud + ui + Juourul + 6uiud + 9us);

os = tujus;

o9 = t(UOU%UQ + 3uoug);
and consider the map

. 2 __ 9
o: Pk(t) > ]P’k( £
[up :uy :u2) +—  [og:---:og).
Note that oy, ..., 03 are exactly the sections of the linear system £, L1 inducing the birational para-
2p; 47 ,p2,+,P3
matrization of the Fermat cubic surface X2 in Proposition The polynomials oy, ...,09 are sections of the
linear system £, L,  Which yields a map P? —-» P? whose image closure is a smooth del Pezzo surface of
2p; 4 b3
degree five.
Now, fix homogeneous coordinates zy, ..., z9 on ]P’z(t), zg,..., x5 ON ]P’Z(t), consider the linear projection
. 9 __ 5
pr: ]P’k( £ > Pk(t)
[z0: - :129] = [z0:22:21:23:24: 26)

and set Sy = (proo)(P},)) C P} ;- Furthermore, set

2 2 2
F; = t(z1x + x2xaxs — T2 + x228) + xg + x? + z% + zg + zi + zg

and
QO,t = %t(—x% + 2x0x1 + Tox2 — ToT3 — T1XT2 — x% — $2$3) + ToT4 — T1T5;
Qe = §t(—$(2) + xox2 + x% —x1T3 — x% + x%) + o5 + x1XT4 — T1T5;
Q4 = 3t(xF+ T0T1 — ToT2 + ToT3 + T1T2 + T3 — 2T2T3) + T2T4 — T3T5;
Q. = %t(ac?) — zox2 — 2% + 2123 + X5 — x%) + ToTs + T3T4 — T3T5;
Qi = H@ima — 2125 + T2w5) + T3 — TaT5 + 5

and consider the smooth cubic 4-fold
Then
(7.1) Si={u = =% =F =0} C X} CP,

is a smooth degree five del Pezzo surface over k(t). The equation of X} is not necessary to define S;. Indeed,
in order to define S; scheme theoretically 9o, ..., 94+ are sufficient.

However, we want now to consider S; as a family 7 : S — A} of degree five del Pezzo surfaces over k. From
this points of view the cubic polynomial Fy is required in order to cut out the fiber Sy = 7=1(0). We have that

So = X%y Hi
where X? = {z3 + 23 4+ 23 + 23 = x4 = 25 = 0} C P} is the Fermat cubic surface and
x%—xoxl +.T%:(E%—(E2.T3+.T§:.Ti—l'4l'5 +:I:§ = 0
H3 ={ x0x2 — T0T3 + 2123 = 3134 + ToTs — T1T5 = T3T4 + T2T5 — 1375 = 0;
T1Xo — TL3 = ToX4 — T1X5 = ToXy — T3Ts = 0

is a degree two surface which geometrically is the union of two skew planes intersecting X? in two conjugate
lines.

Therefore, S; is a family of degree five del Pezzo surfaces specializing to the reducible surface Sop = X?UH?,
and furthermore X! yields a family of cubic 4-folds containing S; = 7~1(t) and specializing to the Fermat cubic
4-fold X3 D Sp. Note that the map

Q¢ : X;l - ]P)%(t)
[.To!---!.%‘5] — [907,5!"'194,15]
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specializes exactly to the map 92, = 9 : X§ --» P4 in the proof of Proposition We will now analyze the
family of inverse maps. The inverse of 9; has the following form

. 4 4
©t ]P’k(t) --3 X;
[ug -+ :ug] = [twos+ woo:-:tps:+ s
where
4 3 2,2 3 4 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3.
wo,0 = —ug+ 2upur — 3ujui + 2upul — up — Uous — U1Us + 3uoUsU3 — 3uoU2U3 + 2upU3 — ULUZ + 2uoUT — UIUY;
4 3 2 2 3 4 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3,
P10 = ug— 2ugul + ugul — 2uoul + ui + uouz — 2uius + Jurusus — 3uiugus + uous + uruz + uous + Ui uy;
3 2 2 3 4 3 3 3 2 2 3 4 3 3
P20 = —uguz + Juguiuz — 3upuiuz + 2ujus — us — U3z — uju3 + 2usus — 3ususz + 2usu3z — uz + 2u2uy — uUzuy;
3 3 4 3 2 2 3 3 2.2 3 4 3 3.
p3,0 = upu2 + uiuz +us — 2ugus + 3uguiuz — 3uouius + uius — 2ususz + 3usuz — 2usus + uz + uguy + usuy;
3 2 2 3 3 2 2 3 4,
pa0 = —2ugusa + uguius — 3uouiUs + uTus — 2usus + 3ususus — Juuzus + uzus + Uuy;
3 3 3 3 4
©5,0 = —UgU4 — UTU4 — UU4 — UIU4 — Uy,

and hence ¢, specializes to the birational parametrization ¢ = @g : P* --+ X$ in (5I). The base locus of ¢,
yields a family S; of surfaces of degree nine specializing to a surface Sj, where we denote by S} the surface of
the family S; over t € k. The reduced subscheme of S}, is the complete intersection

S0, rea = (g +ui + 3 +uj + ui = ugur — woui + i + ufuz — upui + uj +uj} C P
whose singular locus
SIng(S0 rea) = {ug — uour + ui = ugua — uguz + uruz = urus — upUs = u3 — Usuz + uj = ug = 0} C P
is the union of two skew conjugate lines. Note that S(I),red is the scheme Y?"~2 in Lemma for n = 2. The

variety Ko C P?ZU ...zs) defined by the following equations

z8

2 2
2526 — 2427 — 2228 = 2324 — 2176 + 2227 = 2021 + 23 + 2728 = 2224 — 2125 + 2027 = 2025 + 2327+ 28 = O
2 2 2 3 2 3 4
2023 — 2428 = 2024 + 2326 = 2022 + 2628 = 252426 — 252527 — 242528 + 2528 — 262728 + 2728 + 23 = 0
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
252526 + 252427 — 252527 — ZARER8 — R6RTI8 = X4 — Z4Z5 + 25 — 2028 = 2124 — 2224 + 2225 — 20%6 = 0
2 2
26 — 2627 + 27 — 2328 = 24%6 — 2427 + 527 — R128 = 2325 — 2226 — 2127 + 2227 = 0
2 2 2
21 — 2122 + 25 — 2023 = 2{ + 2123 — 2428 + 2528 = 0
is a smooth K3 surface of degree deg(Ko) = 14 and S ,.., is the projection of K¢ from the 3-plane Hy = {24 =
25 = 26 = 27 = 25 = 0} C P® intersecting Ky in the five points
(7.2) 1:-1:0:1:0:---:0],[0:ax:1:0:---:0], [-14ar:ar:0:1:0:---:0].

Note that the scheme
2 2 2 2 4
2y = {uf — uour + ui = uou2 — UoUsz + UTU3 = UTUL — UU3 = U5 — UgUg + U5 = Ug = 0} C Pty

defined by the same equations of Sing(Sj ,.4), is contained in S;. Let p; : Pi(t) - Pz(t) be the map induced

by the quadrics containing Z; and set K¢ = pi(S;). Let Hy = {24 = 25 = 26 = 27 = 28 = 0} C Pi(t) and
7+ K¢ -+ S} the projection from H;. Then m; is the inverse of pis) S; --» K;. For t € k general K; is a
smooth surface with arithmetic and geometric genus both equal to one and the following Hodge diamond

1
0 0
1 22 1
0 0
1
and H; intersects K; in the geometrically reducible curve
Cr={20+2m+25=2]—2120+25 —2023 =24 =+ =23 =0} C K,
and in the point p = [1: —=1:0:1:0:---:0]. The birational map = : Ky --» S; is not defined in p; and
contracts Cy to the scheme
W — ud + uoug + u3 = uour + uruz — ugugz + uid = ui — uouz + uuz — uguz = 0;
! UgUg — UgU3 + UIU3 = Ul — UU3 = U5 — Uglz + U3 = Us = 0

which is in fact the singular locus of S} and geometrically is the union of four distinct points. The inverse map
Pi|sy - S} --» K, contracts the line {ug + ug = u1 + ug = uqg = 0} to p;.

Summing-up we constructed a family S; C Pi(t), whose general member is a surface of degree nine with
four singular points, specializing to Sj. However, the family IC; can not specialize to K since for instance
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deg(K;) = 20 for t € k general but deg(K() = 14. Indeed the fiber of K; over ¢ = 0 is the union Ky U Ej of two
irreducible surfaces where Ej is given by

z§+2:02:3+z§:zi—2425+z§:zg—z6z7+z$:z%—zlzg—i—zg—zozg = 0
2024 + 2126 — 2226 — 2127 = 2124 — 2125 + 2225 — 2327 = 2325 — 2226 — 2127 + 2227 = 0
2924 — 2125 + 2027 = 2324 — 2126 + 2227 = 2025 + 2126 — 2227 = 2025 + 2126 — 2227 = 0;
2026 — RQR7 — 2327 = Z4R¢ — 2427 + 527 = 2326 + 2027 = 2526 — R427 = 28 = 0.

Note that the projection from Hy contracts Ey to the singular locus of Sj). For a similar construction see [HK07,
Section 5].

Next, we describe a better behaved family of surfaces coming from a slightly more complicated family of
cubic 4-folds. Let us now consider the family

X} ={Gi =aj+ 2} + a3 + a3 + 2 + 2 +tA+ B =0} C P,
where
A= xlzi — ZoT4x5 + 3T2T4T5 + xgzg — 2z3zg, B = 1'3565 — ToT2xs5 + T1T2T5 + 1'3565 + Tox3T5 — T2X3T5.
Note that X; contains the del Pezzo surface S; in (.I)). As usual we consider the map ¢ : X} --» Pi(t) given by

the quadrics containing S; and its inverse ¢ : Pi H "7 X, As before we will denote by S; the base locus of ¢.
In order to continue our analysis we will need the following fact.

Proposition 7.3. Let S C P} be a del Pezzo surface of degree five over a field k, S=285 X Spec(k) kC ]P’% its
algebraic closure, and 9 : IP’% -— IP’% the map induced by the linear system of quadrics containing S. Then

(i) S is contained in five Segre 3-folds T; = P? x P';
(ii) the map @ contracts T; onto a line L; C IP’%.

Furthermore, 9x4 : X4 - P% is birational. Let X* be a general cubic 4-fold containing S, ¢ : P% - X* the
inverse of 9| x4, and Sy the indeterminacy locus of ¢. Then L; C Sg.

Proof. The surface S is P2 blown-up in four points. On S there are five pencils of conics coming from the
lines through each one of the four points and the conics through all of them. Each conic in each one of these
pencils spans a plane and the union of these planes gives rise to a Segre 3-fold. So we get five Segre 3-folds
T; = P2 x P! 5 S. A line in each of the P? in T} intersects S in two points. So ¢ contracts T; = P2 x P! onto
L~Pl

Now, take a general cubic 4-fold X* O S. Since S is a surface with one apparent double point by the proof of
Proposition 2.8 ¢ x4 : X 4 IP’% is birational. Then X* intersects a general plane in T} in a conic contained in
S plus a line R C X*. The line R is contracted to a point by ?x1, and hence the inverse of ¢ x4 is not defined
on L. (|

We conclude this section with the proof of Theorem [L3l

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Proposition [L3] and its proof suggest a way to construct a scheme 2Z; C S; such that

Z, C S; is the union of two skew lines. The linear system E;L 1,4 has base points of multiplicity two at
pl,iY »P3

[0:€:1],[0: —¢: 1], and hence the lines through these two points are mapped to conics in S;. Take two planes
spanned by two general conics in one of these pencils. They are mapped to two points by ¢ and we denote by
L the line through the these two points. Similarly, considering the other pencil of conics, we construct another
line L_. By construction these two lines are conjugate and hence Z; = L U L_ is defined over k(¢). Indeed,
Zy turns out to be defined by the following equations:

tPugug + t(2uiug — 2uiug — usug) — Bugug + 3ui = 0;
t2u3 — tuguy — 4u3 — 4tugug + 10uzuy — uf = 0
t(ugus + uiug — uguy) + 2u§ — dugug + 2u§ = 0
t2u? — t(ugus + uiug) + u3 — ugug + uj = 0
t(up — uy + uz) + 3ug — uy = 0.

By the proof of Proposition the fiber of @ over Z; is the union of two conjugate Segre 3-folds containing S.
In this case S} is a smooth surface of degree nine for ¢t € k general and S) is the base locus of the birational
parametrization of the Fermat cubic 4-fold as in the first part of this section.

The linear system of quadrics containing Z; maps S; to a smooth K3 surface Ky C P® of degree deg(K;) = 14
and Sj is the projection of K; from a 5-secant 3-plane. In this case K is exactly the K3 surface mapping onto
S¢ in the previous construction. O
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8. RATIONAL POINTS OVER FINITE AND NUMBER FIELDS

As an application of the parametrizations in Sections [ and @ we derive results on the rational points of X 2"
and of the complete intersection Y22 in Lemma

8.1. In order to do this we need a deeper understanding of the geometry of the birational correspondence

¢2n

]P;2n

which we now discuss. The small ruled area on the left represents the base locus Y2"~2 of 3,, in Lemma H.6l
The big ruled area on the right, which we will denote by E2"~1, is a divisor in X 2" which is contract to Y272
by 92,,. The fibers of 99, g2n-1 : E?r=1 __5 Y272 are lines, intersecting each one of the two light grey shaded
n-planes H!, H" in Proposition 5.5 and contained in X n,

The light grey shaded areas on the left are two divisors, that we will denote by Dﬁ_”_l, D*~! and which are
conjugate over the base field, and get contracted to H}, H" by 9,,,. Finally, the dark grey shaded area on the
left is the hyperplane H?"~! = {uy, = 0} which gets contracted to the Fermat cubic X?"~2 = X2" N {xy, =
Tony1 = 0} represented by the dark grey shaded area on the right. More specifically, D?"~! = Di"_l u D2t
is given by

D=t = (AP + BQ = 0}
where
P ug + Do (U3 _q + Bud;_yuzi + 3uzi—yus; + 9ud,):;
Q Bud + 307 (3ud;_y — 3ud;_yus; + Bugi—1ud; — 9uiy);

and A, B are the polynomials in Lemma

Proof of Theorem[T.7] The birational parametrization B, : P?" --» X" C P?"*! in Section  is given by
polynomials of degree four. Hence, $,,, maps points of P2 of height at most B T to points of X" of height at
most B. Let V C X2" be the open subset over which %,,, is finite. The number of points of height at most B
of V' grows at least as the number of points of height at most B T of V which in turn grows as the number of

points of height at most B7 of P2" minus the number of points of height at most B7 of a closed subset Z C P2".
Denote by Z; the irreducible components of Z and let a; = deg(Z;). By [Pil95, Theorem B] the number of

points of height at most Bi of Z; grows as prAmZotazte with o < € < 1. Now, to get the lower bound it
is enough to note that by Theorem 2.1] the number of points of height at most B I grows as B S
When n = 1 this lower bound can be improved by using the parametrization in Proposition 2.4l which is given
by polynomials of degree three, instead of p,. Moreover, to get the upper bound we can argue in the same
way on the map 92, : X?® --» P?" in Proposition [5.5] which is given by polynomials of degree two. Finally, in
dimension four it is enough to note that, thanks to the construction in Section [7, our argument for the Fermat

4-fold applies to the general cubic 4-fold of the family X; in Theorem g

Next, we investigate the number of rational points of X 2" over finite fields. We begin with the Fermat cubic
surface X2 C P3.

Lemma 8.2. The polynomial 2> +3 € Fpm [x] has a root in Fym if and only if either m is even or p =1 mod 6
orp € {2,3}.

Proof. Assume that z2 + 3 has a root in F,. Since F,, can be embedded in F,m as its prime subfield 2% + 3 has a
root in F,m as well. Moreover, note that 2 + 3 has a root in F,, if and only if either p =1 mod 6 or p € {2,3}.
Fplz]

(#243)°

Now, assume m to be even. If 2% +3 does not have a root in F,, then it is irreducible in F,,[z] and F 2 2

So x2 + 3 has a root in Fpe. Since m is even Fp2 C Fpm and hence 22 + 3 has a root in Fpm.
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So far we proved that if either m is even or p=1 mod 6 or p € {2,3} then 2 + 3 has a root in F,=. Hence,
to conclude we are left with the case in which m is odd and p =5 mod 6. Let a € F,m be a root of z? + 3.
Then

apm71 _ (73)#"2—1 _ ((73)%—1)2?;61:01..

On the other hand @?"~* = 1. Since p=5 mod 6 we have that (—3)"z" = —1, and since m is odd 37" p' is

m—1

also odd. Hence a?” ~! = (—1)2iZ0 " = —1, a contradiction. O

Corollary 8.3. Let X2 C P? be the Fermat cubic surfaces over a finite field k = Fpm. Then the number of
points of X2 is given by

|X2(IF)|: @P+T7¢+1 ifmisevenorp=1 mod 6;
a @ +q+1  otherwise.

Proof. We will take advantage of the parametrization in Proposition 2.4l which yields an isomorphism between

the blow-up ﬁ’%vo vy Of P%UU v10p) &4 the three pairs of conjugate points qi,+,¢2.+,qs,+ and X2. Denote by
E; 1 the exceptional divisor over ¢; 4 for i = 1,2,3. Recall that k(§) is a quadratic extension of k with £ =-3.

First assume that p ¢ {2,3}. If mis even or p =1 mod 6 then Lemma 82 yields that —3 is a square in Fpm.
So ¢ € Fpm and the blown-up points ¢; + are defined over the base field. Hence, the six exceptional divisors
E; + = P! are defined over the base field as well. Therefore

| X?(Fo)| = (IP*(Fy)| = 6) +6|P'(Fy)| = (¢° +q+1-6) +6(q+1) =¢* +Tg+1.
If mis odd and p # 1 mod 6 then by Lemma [8:2] we have that —3 is not a square in F,m so that the blown-up

points are not defined over F,m. In this case the birational parametrization y : P? --» X2 in Proposition 24
yields a bijection between X?(F,) and P?(F,) so that

| X2(Fg)| = [P*(Fy)l = ¢* +q + 1.
If p = 3 then the reduced subscheme of X? is the plane {zo + z1 + 22 + 23 = 0} and hence
X (Fy)| = P*(Fg)| = ¢* +q+1=3""+3"+1.

Finally, consider the case p = 2. If m is odd then the birational parametrization S in Proposition .10 is not
defined in three pairs of conjugate points and hence |X?(F,)| = ¢®> + ¢ + 1. If m is even then the base scheme
of 3 consists of six points defined over the base field and hence |X2(F,)| = ¢* + 7¢ + 1. O

Remark 8.4. If g =2 mod 3 and X~ C PN*! is a cubic hypersurface of the form
XN = {f(.’Eo,. ..,.’L'N) +‘T§V+1 = 0} C pN+1
the projection X~ — PN ) vields a bijection between XN (F,) and PV (F,) [Ked12, Observation 1.7.2],
TN

(CEO .....
[DLRI7, Remark 4.10]. So tXV(F,) = qN(:l_l. In particular, for the Fermat cubic X~ C PY*! we have that
" 2n+41_q
gX20(Fg) =
By the work of A. Weil when ¢ = 1 mod 3 the number of points of the Fermat cubic hypersurface XV c PN+1

Nt
qg—1

can be computed as the sums of and an additional term involving the Jacobi sum of certain non trivial

characters of F, [Weid9].
Finally, when ¢ =0 mod 3 then 3 + - 4+ 2% = (¥0 + - + 2n)* and hence XV (F,) = 4

N+1_y
q—1

Proposition 8.5. Letk =TF,. If¢g =2 mod 3 and n > 2 then the number of points of the complete intersection
Y2=2 C P?" s given by
q2n71 —1
Y22 () =
q—1
that is 1Y 2" =2(k) = fP?"=2(k).

Proof. We will follow the notation of Bl First, consider the intersection W?2"=3 = Y?=2 0 [f?n=1 Assume

that n > 3. Then the projection 7, from the point p = [0 : --- : 0: 1] € H?*"~! maps W?"=3 to the cubic
hypersurface
n—1
T2n—3 2 3 2n—2
W= {Z V3 _1V2i + vy, = 0} CRB )
i=1
Note that p ¢ W?2m=3. Fix a point ¢ = [qo : -+ : gan_2] € W and let g; be the first non zero homogeneous

coordinate of g. Then the fiber of 7 y2n-3 : W2r=3 5 W2 over q is defined, in the line (p, ¢) by {p3u3, o ,+
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u3,_; = 0}. Hence, such fiber consists of two conjugate points and a point defined over the base field, and
Remark B4 yields that

2n—3 q
k)= ——.

=
Since Di"_l, D*~! are not defined over k all their points must lies in Y2"~2, and since H,H" are also not
defined over k their union H? U H" does not have points. Moreover, the maps ¥y, 92, define a biregular

correspondence outside of these loci. Therefore,
(P (k) — 8Y2" 2 (k) — ¢H" 7 (k) + gW2r T3 (k) = ¢ X2 (k) — g X202 (k) — (8Y" 72 (k) — eWn 3 (k) - 4P (k)

where we took into account that the fibers of E?"~1 over Y27=2\ Z"~1 are lines, and that the singular locus
7" ! of Y?"=2 in Lemma A3 does not have points.

Now, Remark B4l yields that §X?" (k) = #P?" (k) and $X?"~2(k) = §P?"~2(k). Therefore, taking into account
(B8] we get that

(8.6) sWn=3(k) = W

2_1 q2n_q2n—1_q2n—2+1 q2n—2_1
v (L2 1) = 1
: <>(q1 — =
and hence
2n—1_1)
Y2n=2(p :L
i (k)q 1

concluding the proof in the case n > 3. When n = 2 the intersection W has four irreducible components:
three of these are geometrically union of two skew lines and therefore with no points, the fourth one is the cubic
{ud +u? +u3 = ug = uy = 0} which by Remark 84 has §P*(k) points. Hence (8.6)) holds also for the case n = 2
and the proof goes through as for the case n > 3. |

Remark 8.7. In [Hoo91] C. Hooley, generalizing a result of P. Deligne for smooth complete intersections
[Del74], proved that the number of points of an n-dimensional complete intersection over F, whose singular
locus has dimension d is given by

q"+1 -1 ntdt1

— 40 2 ).

1 (g )

Proposition provides a class of (2n — 2)-dimensional singular varieties having the same number of points of
]P)Qn—Q.

Corollary 8.8. Let k =F,. Assume that ¢ =2 mod 3, n > 2 and consider the K3 surface Ko C P® in Section
[@ over k. Then
-1 ¢-1

qg—1 q—1
Proof. Recall that Y2 c P} is the projection of Ky C P® from the 3-plane Hy. Note that by (T.2) the

UQ,eey U
intersection Ky N Hy has jlgsg one4)point p defied over k. The inverse of the projection is given by the quadrics
containing the singular locus Sing(Y?) of Y2 which consists of two skew conjugate lines and does not have any
point. Such inverse contracts just the line L, := {ug + us = u3 + u3 = ug = 0} C Y2 to the point p.
The projection maps a curve of degree four onto Sing(Y?) and contracts five pairs of conjugate lines to five
pairs of conjugate points on Sing(Y?). However, since Sing(Y?) does not have points these curves also do not

have points. Hence

1Ko(k) = +1.

tKo(k) = 4Y2(k) — £Lp + 4{p}

and to conclude the proof it is enough to apply Proposition (|
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