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INTERPOLATION IN WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE SPACES

SHAHRIYAR ROSHAN-ZAMIR

ABSTRACT. Over an algebraically closed field, the double point interpo-
lation problem asks for the vector space dimension of the projective hy-
persurfaces of degree d singular at a given set of points. After being open
for 90 years, a series of papers by J. Alexander and A. Hirschowitz in
1992-1995 settled this question in what is referred to as the Alexander-
Hirschowitz theorem. In this paper we primarily use commutative alge-
bra to lay the groundwork necessary to prove analogous statements in
the weighted projective space, a natural generalization of the projective
space. We prove the Hilbert function of general simple points in any n-
dimensional weighted projective space exhibits the expected behavior.
We also introduce an inductive procedure for weighted projective space,
similar to that originally due to A. Terracini from 1915, to demonstrate
an example of a weighted projective plane where the analogue of the
Alexander-Hirschowitz theorem holds without exceptions and prove our
example is the only such plane. Furthermore, Terracini’s lemma regard-
ing secant varieties is adapted to give an interpolation bound for an
infinite family of weighted projective planes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be an algebraically closed field. Consider the vector space of homo-
geneous polynomials of degree d in n + 1 variables having singularities at r
general points pi,...,p, of the projective space P}'. For a polynomial f to
be a member of this vector space it must satisfy 7(n + 1) linear conditions
on its coeflicients imposed by the vanishing of all partial derivatives of f at
P1,---,Pr. It is natural to inquire whether these conditions are independent.
This problem was considered by A. Hirschowitz and J. E. Alexander in a
series of papers [Hir85, Ale88, AH92a, AH92b, AH95] and finally settled in
the form stated below, where H;(—) denotes the dimension of the vector
subspace of homogeneous forms of degree d of the input.

Theorem 1.1 (Alexander-Hirschowitz). Let n,d be positive integers. Let
X be a general set of r double points in Py and I = Ix be its defining ideal.
Then

Hy(R/I) = min {r(n—l—l), <"Zd>} (1.1)

with exceptions:

ed=2and2<r <n;
ed=3,n=4andr=7; and

Od:4,2§n§4andr:(";2)—1.

We say that a set of double points X has ezpected dimension in degree d if
its ideal I satisfies Equation (1.1). Theorem 1.1 has two equivalent formu-
lations in terms of the dimension of higher secant varieties to the Veronese
embedding of P and the Big Waring Rank problem ([HM21, Appendix Al])
as well as applications in numerical algebraic geometry [DREET23], deep
polynomial neural networks [KTB19], and algebraic statistics [Cerl7, Sec-
tion 6.2]. The original proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on a degeneration tech-
nique called the “la méthode d’Horace différentialle”, or méthode d’Horace
for short, which is based on an earlier degeneration technique by A. Terracini
(Theorem 6.2). Méthode d’Horace was later simplified by K. A. Chan-
dler [Cha0l, Cha02]. Further expositions and surveys on the Alexander-
Hirschowitz theorem and related problems can be found in [BO08, HM21].

Our main goal is to give an analogous statement to Theorem 1.1 in the
weighted projective space denoted P(ayg, ..., a,), where each a; is a positive
integer. This space, surveyed in [Dol82, BR86], arises naturally in contexts
such as toric geometry [RT11], algebraic topology [BFNR13], and K-theory
[Amr94]. When a; = 1 for all ¢, one can use Definition 2.1 to recover the
usual or straight projective space. The author’s main approach has been to
modify existing techniques from the usual projective space to fit this new
setting. Such adaptions require careful, and often non-trivial, considerations
of details. This is best exemplified in Appendix B.

In Section 2 we introduce the weighted projective space, its basic proper-
ties and the defining ideal of points. Proposition 2.8 shows that unlike the



INTERPOLATION IN WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE SPACES 3

projective space, even a general point in the weighted projective plane need
not be generated by a complete intersection ideal; a fact which is critical
to computing I in Theorem 1.1. However, having a weight of 1 forces the
ideals of general points to be complete intersections, Corollary 2.9, hence
allowing for easy calculations of their ideals.

Section 3 concerns an analogue to Theorem 1.1 in the weighted projective
line and shows considering this property passes a litmus test, it holds in
dimension 1. Its main result is Proposition 3.2 which we now state.

Proposition 3.2. A general set of points with mized multiplicity in P(a,b),
where ged(a,b) = 1, has expected dimension in degree d for all d € N.

Here, mixed multiplicity refers to having different orders of singularity at
the points. While for n = 1 Theorem 1.1 does not require the assumption
that the points are general, in contrast, our result excludes the point [0 : 1],
hence the hypothesis of Proposition 3.2 requires general points.

Section 4 is dedicated to proving Theorem 4.1 which concerns simple
point interpolation in P(ag, a1, ...,a,). The precise result is as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let X C P(ag,aq,...,a,) be a set of r general simple points
with defining ideal Ix. Then for all d € N we have

Hd(S/[X) = min{r, Hd(S)}

The proof of Theorem 4.1 in the usual projective space is accessible to
an advanced undergraduate student; see [Huil8]. But a proof in the setting
above is non-trivial and requires tempering with parameter spaces.

In Section 5 we study sets of double points in weighted projective planes
of the form P(1,b,c). The main novelty of this section is taking a different
view point towards the problem: instead of studying interpolation in a fized
space, we start with a fixed size for a set of general double points, say r,
and find examples of spaces in which r general double points have expected
dimension in every degree d. Proposition 5.4 proves a necessary condition
for this to hold.

Proposition 5.4. If r general double points in P(1,b,c) have expected di-
mension in every degree, then ¢ < (r+ 1)b for b # 1 and ¢ < r + 1 when
b=1.

The main result of Section 5 is a partial converse to Proposition 5.4.

Proposition 5.8. Let r € N. If rb < ¢ < (r + 1)b then a set of r general
double points in P(1,b,c) has expected dimension in every degree d.

The entirety of Section 6 is dedicated to proving an Alexander—Hirschowitz
theorem in (1,2, 3).

Theorem 6.1. Let X C P(1,2,3) be a set of r general double points. Then
X has expected dimension in every degree d with no exceptions. Moreover
P(1,2,3) is the only weighted projective space where no exceptions occur.
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The most striking part of Theorem 6.1 is having no ezceptions which is not
the case even in the usual P2. Indeed, Theorem 7.11 shows P(1,2,3) is the
only such plane. The main inductive procedure of the proof, Theorem 6.2, is
the predecessor to méthode d’Horace; a specialization technique due to Ter-
racini from 1915, [Ter15a]. In Theorem 6.2 we observe Terracini’s method
can be generalized to P(1,...,a,). The difference in numerology is key; P}
contains only one hyperplane up to isomorphism. But in P(1,...,a,) there
are n + 1 hyperplanes with different numerical characteristics.

Theorem 1.1 provides a finite list of exceptions in P?; 2 points in degree
2 and 5 points in degree 4. In Example 7.2 we show that general double
points, even in a “nice” space such as P(1,b,¢) can have erratic behavior.
Nonetheless, Theorem 7.7 gives a linear bound, in terms of the weights, on
the degree d, after which a set of points of any size expected dimension.

Theorem 7.7. Let X C P(1,b,c) be set of r general double points. Then X
has expected dimension in degree d if d > 10c or if d > 6¢ and L%CJ > 5.

The case of the projective plane of Theorem 1.1 had been previously elu-
cidated by Terracini in [Ter15b] and by Platini in [Pal03]. Our proof of
Theorem 7.7 mimics Terracini’s approach. However the bound in our re-
sult depends on the weights. This is a case where the numerics of weighted
projective space work to our disadvantage: as the weights increase, one has
more cases to check.

The essential ingredient in proving Theorem 7.7 is the equivalence of dou-
ble point interpolation and computing the dimension of the higher secant
variety to the Veronese embedding of projective space. This is made precise
in Theorem 7.5, the proof of which is relegated to Appendix B. The main
requisite in proving this equivalence is due to Lasker Proposition B.5.

We end the introduction highlighting three major themes of this paper:
the divergence of notions from the usual projective space when they are
considered in the weighted projective space, the difference in numerology
and the importance of a weight of 1. For example, in Definition 7.4, one
observes when a; # 1 for all ¢, the d-th Veronese map is not defined on all
of P(ag,...,an), hence it is not an embedding; a fact crucial to the analy-
sis of its secant variety. Other examples of this divergence are the defining
ideal of a simple point not being complete intersection, addressed earlier,
or stabilization of the Hilbert function at the expected number of inde-
pendent conditions; see Remark 5.2 (2). In all cases, introducing a single
weight of 1 controls this divergence to some extent. All specialization tech-
niques used for the interpolation problem rely heavily on numerical condi-
tions [AH95, Cha01l, BO08, Pos12]. While for a standard graded polynomial
ring the Hilbert function can be computed using a binomial coefficient, no
closed formula exists in the non-standard graded setting beyond 2 variables.
Therefore applying degeneration techniques becomes very tricky. The re-
markable fact that the Hilbert function for the coordinate ring of P(1,2, 3)
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happens to have a closed formula, given in Remark 6.6, allowed us to follow
Terracini’s method in this setting.

Acknowledgments: I would like to thank my advisor, Dr. Alexandra
Seceleanu, for her support and infinite patience in providing detailed com-
mentary on earlier versions of this paper. Her help was especially instru-
mental in the final version of Appendix B and the proof of Lemma 6.9. 1
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proof of Theorem 7.5. T thank Ola Sobieska for introducing me to [BRO7]
and Jack Jeffries for his help fine tuning my lattice point counting skills. T
thank Mahrud Sayrafi for his help with some of my Macaulay2 code. I have
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KC, Claudiu Raicu, Andrew Soto Levins, and Ryan Watson. Finally, I
thank Paolo Mantero and Tai Huy Ha for writing [HM21] and Giorgio Ot-
taviani and Maria Brambilla for writing [BOO08], their papers are the main
inspirations for this work.

2. WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE SPACE AND THE INTERPOLATION PROBLEM
2.1. Weighted projective varieties. Fix integers ag,...,a, € N.

Definition 2.1. The weighted projective space P = P(ao,...,ay) is a quo-
tient of the affine space AZH under the equivalence relation

(Pos -+ Pn) ~ (A%®po, ..., A"py,) for X € k\ {0}. (2.1)
Denoting k* = k\ {0} the multiplicative group of k, and viewing the above
as an action of £* on AZH allows to write concisely

P(ag, - - ., a,) = (AP {0})/k>.

The usual (or straight) projective space P} can be recovered from this
construction as P(1,1,...,1). We reserve the notation P} for straight pro-
jective space and P or P(ay, ..., a,) for weighted projective space.

Let S = k[xo,...,x,] be a polynomial ring with (nonstandard) grad-
ing given by deg(z;) = a;. Observe that endowing S with this grading is
equivalent to giving an action on AZH as in Equation (2.1). Specifically, a
polynomial f € S is homogeneous of degree d if and only if

FA%zg, .. X"x,) = N f(x0,...,2y,) for all X € kX, (2.2)

Therefore the condition f(p) = 0 is well defined on equivalence classes of
~ in Equation (2.1). One can thus alternatively define weighted projec-
tive space as the projective variety P = Proj(S). More generally, if I is a
homogeneous ideal of S, then the projective variety Proj(S/I) is the quo-
tient (V (1) \ {0})/k*. Throughout the paper S always represents the (non-
standard) graded homogenous polynomial ring of P(aq, ..., ay).

Much like the usual projective space, weighted projective space is covered
by the affine charts U; = {p € P | p; # 0}. The coordinate ring of each U is
the ring of invariant polynomials k[zo,...,Z;—1,Zit1,-..,Ty]"*, where the
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group fg, is identified with the subgroup of £* of a;-th roots of 1 and the
group acts as follows: an element § € k with {* = 1 maps x; — { % x;. By
Equation (2.2) a polynomial is invariant under this action if and only if its
degree is divisible by a; leading to a ring isomomorphism

f

a AU —1
k‘[l‘o, ey L1, LTy e 7$n]'u T S[:EZ ]O,f > —dea(N/ar
x; ¢

(2.3)

Thus U; is Spec(k[zo, ..., Ti—1, Tit1,- - -, Tn))/ta; = A"/ lha,
Definition 2.2. The d-th Veronese subring of S is the graded ring

59 = D S (2.4)

>0

Although S is a proper subring of S, Proj(S¥) and Proj(S) are iso-
morphic projective varieties, because any homogeneous ratio in S can be
expressed as a homogeneous ratio in S!%. There are two different conven-
tions in use about degrees in S¥: one can let the elements of the Veronese
subring have the same degree they had in S, or one can divide degrees
through by d. The advantage of the latter approach is that there exists
a Veronese subring SP! which is generated by its elements of the smallest
degree ([Gro60, Lemma 2.1.6]); in this case, after dividing degrees by D, one
can view SIP! as being standard graded. This gives rise to an embedding
P C PY, where N = dimy(Sp) — 1; see Remark B.2.

Another application of this ideal is a reduction to sets of weights that
satisfy certain a simple condition which we now describe.

Definition 2.3. A weighted projective space P(aq, ..., ay) is well formed if
non — 1 of ag,aq,...,a, have a common factor greater than 1.

Remark 2.4. Any weighted projective space is isomorphic to a well formed
weighted projective space. Two weighted projective spaces with the same
weights are isomorphic up to a reordering of the weights. Henceforth the
space P(ag, ..., a,) is assumed to be well-formed with weights in increasing
order ag < -+ < a, and a; # 1 for some 0 < i < n.

2.2. Points in weighted projective space. In this section we describe the
ideal defining one point in the weighted projective space and its properties.

Definition 2.5. Let p € P be a point. The defining ideal of p is the ideal
I, = (f € S| f homogeneous, f(p) = 0).
Lemma 2.6. Fiz a point p € P. Let T = k[t] and consider the graded
k-algebra homomorphism
op: S =T,z — pit™.
Then I, = ker(yp) and S/I, = k[t% | p; # 0]. Moreover, if p,q € P are

points such that for all 0 < i < n, p; = 0 if and only if ¢; = 0, then I, and
I, are isomorphic S-modules.
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Proof. Since ¢, is a degree-preserving homomorphism, ker(y,) is a homo-
geneous ideal. If f € S is homogeneous of degree d then f € ker(yp,) if and
only if f(p;t%) = 0 if and only if tdf( ) =0 if and only if f € I,,.

The map © : S — S,0(x;) = q—xz (where we make the convention 3 = 1)
is an automorphism on S if and only if for all 0 < i <n, p;, =0 < ¢; = 0.
It satisfies ©(I,) = I, thus demonstrating an isomorphism I, = I,. O

In the case p =1 =[1:1:---: 1] the ideal I(1) = ker(¢1) is called
a monomial curve ideal. This class of ideals has been studied in [Her70],
[Bre79] and [GKWO91]. An expository survey of affine monomial curves and
their computational aspects can be found in [Sen20]. The particular case of
affine space curves is best understood. It was studied in [Her70].

Proposition 2.7 ([Her70, Den03]). Consider positive integers (a,b, c) with
ged(a,b,c) = 1. Let vy for i = 1,2,3 be the smallest positive integer such
that the following equations admit a solution in non-negative integers.

ria = kib + gic

rob = koa + gacC (25)

rgc = kga + g3b
Then the kernel of the k-algebra map

@ k[z,u,v] = E[t], z = t% u— 00— €
is the ideal
I=(2"— uklvm,uw _ 2k209270T2 _ stugs)'
Moreover two of the binomials above agree up to sign if and only if 0 €
{kla k27 k37 91792793}'
If in Equation (2.5) k; = 0 or g; = 0 for any i, then we say the weights

(a, b, c) satisfy the Herzog Criteria (HC).

Proposition 2.8. Consider a well formed weighted projective plane P(a, b, ¢)
with coordinate ring S = k[z,u,v]. Then the following hold:

(1) If p; # 0 for 1 <i <3 then
p=1[0:piip] = I,=(z,phu —pi’)
p'=1[po:0:p] = ILy=(up5z°—pgo?)
p'=[po:p1:0] = Ly= (v,p‘fzb —pgu“).
(2) Let p = [po : p1: p2] with p; # 0 for all i. Then

ki.91.r r1. k kzgzr rzk k3 g3 r rgk
Ip—(p11p2 1 pl 1Ugl,p Pyu 2 —p] 2,0927]9 ] v’ — Py SUQS)

where 1, ki and g; are described in Equation (2.5)
Proof. Let p = [0 : p1 : p2]. The polynomial pju® — p§v® is irreducible
because the only homogeneous polynomials in k[u,v] of degree less than be
are monomials. Observe that J = (z,pguC — pfvb) C I, and J is a prime
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ideal of height 2. Since I, is also a prime ideal of height two, it follows that
J = I,,. Other cases of (1) are proven similarly.

Statement (2) follows from Lemma 2.6 and Proposition 2.7. Specifically,
the proof of Lemma 2.6 yields that I, = ©([;) where ©(x;) = x;/p; and I
is described as [ in Proposition 2.7. O

Corollary 2.9. All ideals defining points in the weighted projective plane
P(a,b,c) are complete intersections if and only if a,b,c satisfy (HC).

The next proposition shows that ideals defining points in certain higher
dimensional weighted projective spaces are also complete intersections.

Proposition 2.10. Consider P =P(1,1,...,1,ai41,...,a,) with a; # 1 for
ali+1<j<nandletS = kl[xg,...,x,] be the coordinate ring of P. Let
p=1[po:...:pn] where py #0 for some 0 <t <i. Then

_ ag a0 a a
[p = (pOxt — Py Loy PRy —pt"xn).

Proof. Note that J = (piaf* — p{*x1,...,ppei" — pimxy,) C I, and S/J =
k[x] implies J is a prime ideal. Further height(J) = n because J is a
complete intersection with n generators. Since I, is also a prime ideal of
height n the equality J = I, follows. O

We end this section by noting that finding explicit generators for the
defining ideal of a point in P(ayg,...,a,) for n > 3 is much harder. In fact,
outside of the case of Proposition 2.10 we do not know what the minimal
generators of ideals of points are.

Problem 2.11. Find explicit generators for the defining ideal of a general
point in P(ag,...,a,) for n > 3.

2.3. Hilbert function. Throughout N denotes the natural numbers (not
including zero), Ng = NU {0}, k is a field and S = k[xo, ..., x,] is a polyno-
mial ring in variables xq,...,x, with coefficients in k. We endow S with a
grading given by deg(x;) = a; € N.

A graded S-module is a module that admits a decomposition M = @,., M;,
where M; denotes the k vector space of homogeneous elements of M of de-
gree i. The Hilbert function of M is the function H_(M) : Ny — Ny given

Notation 2.12. Throughout the paper we denote the Hilbert function of the
polynomial ring S by s; = dimy, S;.

The integer sq4 is the number of monomials of degree d in the polynomial
ring S. Computing this number is equivalent to finding the number of non-
negative integer solutions to the Diophantine equation

n
Z a;t; = d, where t; € Ny for all 0 < ¢ < n.
i=0
The case of two variables has explicit formulas which are used repeatedly.
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Ezample 2.13. Let S = k[z,u] with deg(z) = a and deg(y) = b where
ged(a,b) = 1. Let p and g be positive integers such that ag — bp = 1. By
[BRO7, Corollary 1.6] we have
o) — 2 if atd
sq= LZJ ng ifat (2.6)
T -2 +1 ifald

a

In particular for @ = 1 this yields
d

Remark 2.14. For a graded S-module M, where x; is a non-zero divisor of
degree a; on M we have the equation

Hy(M) = Hy_q, (M) + Hy(M/(x; - M)). (2.8)

Equation (2.8) is extensively used in the case of M = S/Ix where Ix defines
a set of points contained in Uj;.

2.4. The interpolation problem. Based on our assumptions on the field,
we can define the symbolic powers of a point as follows.

Definition 2.15. Let p € P be a point. The ideal defining the multiple
point mp (also termed a fat point ideal or a symbolic power ideal) is

- 8m_1f
[Z() ):{f65|axu—(p):0vvhere Zut:m—l}.

0. .. 8'17“‘”
0 n
Note when the defining ideal of a simple point is a complete intersection the

equality I;,(,m) = 1" holds for all m € N. Moreover, for a set X = {m;p;}]_,
of multiple points the defining ideal is

Ix =I5
i=1

The ideal above contains the equations of hypersurfaces vanishing to order
at least m; at each point p;. This interpretation leads to the following.

Problem 2.16. (Interpolation Problem) Find the dimension of the vector
space of hypersurfaces of a degree d vanishing to order at least m; at each
points p; in a given finite set. Equivalently, find the Hilbert function the
coordinate ring of a set X = {m;p;};_, of multiple points.

Using Definition 2.15 for a set X = {m;p;};_; of points with mixed mul-
tiplicity we notice the quantity >, ("+?_1) is the number of conditions
imposed on degree d hypersurfaces by the vanishing of all partial deriva-
tives of appropriate order. It is natural to inquire if these conditions are
linearly independent. Clearly, the vanishing conditions can not be linearly
independent if their number exceeds sg4, the dimension of the space of all hy-
persurfaces of degree d. This brings about the next definition which signifies

the expected number of linearly independent conditions imposed by X.
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Definition 2.17 (AH, (d) property). Let X = {m;p;}|_; C P(ao,...,an)
be a set of r points with defining ideal Ix C S. For d € N, we say X has
property AH,(d) or X is AH,(d) if

Hy(R/Ix) = min {sd, Z <" + 72 N 1> } .
i=1

Proposition 2.19 states a well-known equivalent formulations of interpo-
lation in terms of the evaluation map which is now introduced.

Definition 2.18 (Evaluation Map). Let X = {m;p;}_; C P(ao,...,a,)
be a set of r double points with m = >, ("+?_1). For any d € N, the
evaluation map on X in degree d is the map

evx : (S)g — k™

f oy 0 1
 \ Gamo g ) =01 2w =mi -

Proposition 2.19. For X C P(ag,aq,...,a,) as defined in Definition 2.18
and any d € Ny the following are equivalent:

(1) X is AH,(d),

(2) evx : (S)a — k™ has full rank.

T

=1

Remark 2.20. Since Iy is the kernel of the evaluation map and S/Ix is its
image, it is clear that

Hy(S/Ix) < min{sq, m}.
Therefore if Hy(S/Ix) is equal to sq or m then that value is automatically
the minimum of the two.

3. MIXED POINT INTERPOLATION IN THE WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE LINE

This subsection focuses on interpolation in P(a,b), where ged(a,b) = 1
and coordinate ring S = k[z, u] where deg(z) = a and deg(u) = b.

Proposition 3.1. Let I be the defining ideal of a point p = [pg : p1]. Then

(p§z® — plu®)  if po,p1 #0
I, =1 (2) if po =0 and p; # 0
(u) if po # 0 and p; = 0.

Proof. Note I, is an unmixed height 1 prime ideal, which implies I, is prin-
cipal. Therefore it suffices to find an element of smallest degree in [,. If
po = 0 or p; = 0 this element is evidently z and u, respectively. Assum-
ing pg,p1 # 0 implies no pure power of z or u belongs to Ix. Because
ged(a,b) = 1 and (p¢z® — pju?) C Ix, the least degree homogenous element
in Iy is p¢z® — phuc. U
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Proposition 3.2. A set of general points with mized multiplicity, X =
{ripi}?—1 C P(a,b), is AHy(d) for all d € N, that is

Hy(S/Ix) = min{sd,in}. (3.1)

i=1
Proof. Tt suffices to demonstrate one such set. (See Remark 5.1.) Let X =

{rip1,...,rpn} where p; = [pgo pl(l)] and [0 : p1] € X. Recall that
sq = Hy(k[z,u]) is the number of solutions to

ax + by = d where z,y € Ny. (3.2)

We wish to interpret Hy(S/Ix) in terms of Equation (3.2). For any i,
(0))bzb — (( (1)

Proposition 3.1 implies I,, = ((p; p; ' )%u®) is a principal prime

ideal and thus
ﬁ( S ((p (1))a a)(m))

- (-
=1 =1
* (H<<p§°’>"zb - <<p§”>aua>n> .

i=1
Identity * follows since each ideal is a complete intersection. Replacing Ix
by its initial ideal (u®"), where r = > | ;, we notice that
S/Ix = span{z"u¥ |0 <y <ar—1, 0 <z} = klz] @ klu] /(u™).
k—vector space
Hence Hy(S/Ix) is the number of solutions to Equation (3.2) with the
restriction that 0 < y < ar — 1. We will show

N o

Suppose d < b(ar —1). Then 0 < y < ar — 2 regardless of whether we are
computing sq or Hy(S/Ix), which implies that Hy(S/Ix) = sq holds in this
case. Let d > b(ar —1). Then y = ar —i for 1 < i < ar. It suffices to count
how many values of i yield a solution. From Equation (3.2) we get

ax+blar —i)=d=bi+d=0 (moda)= (-b)"'d=i (mod a)

Hence [i], = [(—b)~'d], and 1 < i < ar. Therefore Hy(S/Ix) is equal to the
number of distinct coset representatives of [(—b)~!(d)], in the interval [1, ar];
of which there are r. Hence H;(S/Ix) = r for d > b(ar — 1). Combining
Remark 2.20 and Equation (3.3) implies Equation (3.1) O

4. SIMPLE POINT INTERPOLATION IN THE WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE SPACE

The objective of this section is to establish simple point interpolation
in P(ag,...,a,). Theorem 4.1 is implicitly used in subsequent proofs of
Proposition 5.7, Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 7.7. Our proof is inspired by
the one in [Huilg].
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Theorem 4.1. LetP = P(ag, a1, ...,a,) and X = {p;}/_, be a set of general
simple points. X is AH,(d) for all d, that is

Hy(S/Ix) = min{sg,r} (4.1)

Proof. Let k be an algebraically closed field. We use induction on r, the
number of points in X. Let r = 1 and choose p = [p(o) D p(")] such
that pU) # 0 for all j. By Lemma 2.6, S/I, = k[t% | 0 < j < n]. The
observations below implies Equation (4.1) for X = {p} where A = {a;}]_,
and N(A) denotes the numerical semigroup generated A.

1 ifdeN(4) {21 if d € N(A)
y Sd =

0 else 0 else

Hy(S/Ix) = {

Let X’ be a set of size r — 1 for which Equation (4.1) holds for all d.
We claim for any fixed D and some choice of a point p, there exists a set
X = X' U{p} such that Equation (4.1) holds for Hp(S/Ix). If sp <r—1,
choose p ¢ X’. Then

(IX)D - (IX’)D =0 :>HD(S/IX) =sp<r.

If r — 1 < sp then there exists f € (Ix/)p such that f # 0. Choose p € P
such that p ¢ X’ UV (f). Such choice is possible because X UV (f) # P by
the Nullstellensatz. In particular, f(p) # 0. Observe that (Ix)p = {g €
(Ix/)p | g(p) = 0} is the kernel of the map

(Ix/)p — k where g — g(p),
which is surjective since f(p) # 0. Hence Hp(Ix) = Hp(Ix/) — 1 and
HD(S/I)() = HD(S)—HD(IX) = HD(S)—HD(IX/)—I—l = HD(S/IX/)—I—l =7,

where r = min{sp,r} by choice of D. This proves the claim.

Because the construction of the set X depended on the degree D, the
claim above shows for a fized D there exists a set of size r that satisfies
Equation (4.1). Equivalently, there exists a non-empty open set in the pa-
rameter space P(ag, ..., a,)", denoted Cp, whose points satisfy Equation (4.1).
Next we show the existence of a single set Y of size r, independent of D,
that satisfies Equation (4.1) for all degrees d.

We argue to obtain an integer ¢ such that r < s4 for all d > ¢t — a,,. The
well-formedness of a;’s, Remark 2.4, implies ged(ag, a1, .. .,a,) = 1. Since r
is fixed and the Hilbert function of S for d > 0 is given by a quasi-polynomial

Hy(S) = P(d) ford=14 (mod lem(ag,...,a,))

where each P; is a polynomial of degree n > 1 such that P;(d) > 0 for
d > 0, it follows that each sequence {P;(d)}, is eventually increasing. Thus
the existence of the desired ¢ is established. Moreover choose the smallest
such integer ¢t. Consider

C= (] Con(Pa,...,an)"\Z),

0<D<t+-an
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where Z represents the closed set of r-tuples of points in P(ay, . . ., a,) where
each coordinate hyperplane V' (z;) contains at least one of the points or where
any two or more of the points coincide.

By construction C is a non-empty open set since it is the intersection of
finitely many non-empty open sets and points of C' satisfy Equation (4.1)
for all 0 < D < t+ a,. We finish the proof by showing this implies points
of C satisfy Equation (4.1) for all d. Fix an r-tuple of C' which corresponds
to a set Y C IP of r points. Notice some variable x; is a non-zero divisor on
S/Iy and Equation (2.8) is now applicable. Next we show

Hqg(S/(Iy +z;)) =0fort <d <t+ap. (4.2)

Let d = t+~ where 0 <~y < a,. Note t —a, <t—aj and Hy(S/ly) = r for
all t —a, < d <t+ ay, by choice of t. Plugging d in Equation (2.8) gives

Hiiy(S/Iy) = Hisy—a,;(S/1y) + Hey (S/(Iy + ;).

Which implies Equation (4.2). Finally, S/(Iy + x,) is a graded cyclic S-
module and since [S/(Iy + zn)la € [S/(Iy + @n)]|d—a,S for all d > ay,
Equation (4.2) yields

Hy(S/(Iy + x])) =0 for t+a, <d.
For an arbitrary choice of Y we have shown

>t — *
POAETTO s s} forall d.(43)
Sd d < t - aTL

Hy(S/Iy) = {

Where * follows from Remark 2.20. Thus a set of r general simple points
satisfies Equation (4.1). O

5. DOUBLE POINT INTERPOLATION IN THE WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE PLANE

This section focuses on interpolation in weighted projective planes of the
form P(1,b,c), with coordinate ring k[z,u,v] with deg(z) = 1, deg(u) = b
and deg(v) = c¢. We work with the evaluation map to show general double
points have the AHs(d) property for all d, which recall is to show

Hd(S/Ix) = min{sd,S . ‘X’}

Remark 5.1. It is well-known that in order to prove a general set of points
has the AH,(d) property, it suffices to demonstrate one such set. One can
further limit the size of this set to at most two values. For a fixed n and
d, it suffices to prove the property AH, (d) for one set of double points X,

where | X| =rand r = Ln%rlsdJ and/or r = LLLHSCJ; see [HM21, Corrollary
D.4-D.5]. We employ this in the weighted projective plane where n = 2.

Remark 5.2. The existence of a weight of 1 ensures the following:

(1) The defining ideal of a point is a complete intersection. (Corollary 2.9.)
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(2) We can choose Uy = P(1,b,¢) \ V(z) as our locus of interpolation. Note
Uy is a non-empty open dense set in the parameter space, in this case
P(1,b,c¢). Hence our notion of general refers to sets of points that are
contained in Uy and is made more precise in different results. The
advantage is if X C Uy is a set of points and Hy(S/Ix) = (n+ 1)r for
some d, then Definition 2.18 and Equation (2.8) imply Hy(S/Ix) =
(n+ 1)r for all d’ > d.

(3) The coordinate ring of P(1,b, ¢), S=k[z, u, v], has non-decreasing Hilbert
function. Since z is a degree 1 non-zero divisor, Equation (2.8) yields
Hy(S)>Hg—;(S) for all i hence {s;} forms a non-decreasing sequence.

Proposition 5.4 shows to find a space in which r general double points are
AHy(d) for all d, it is necessary for ¢ to not be too large compared to b and
r. Lemma 5.3 provides a numerical observation towards this end.

Lemma 5.3. Fiz positive integers b,c and r such that rb < ¢ < (r + 1)b.
For the coordinate ring S of P(1,b,¢), the smallest d such that sq = 3r is
d=(r—1)b+c.

Proof. For d = (r — 1)b + ¢, observe that deg(v?) > d and we get
k‘[z,u,v]d = k[zvu]d®v'k[zvu]d—c- (51)
This implies by Equation (2.7) the claimed identity

d d—c
Sd = \‘EJ—l-l—l-\‘TJ-i-l—?ﬂ’.

To see the minimality of d, note for d’ < d, an analogous decomposition to
Equation (5.1) implies

b d —
sd/:bJHJﬁ ch—l—1<3r. O

Proposition 5.4. Ifr general double points are AHy(d) for alld inP(1,b,c¢),
then

(r+1) forb=1
(r+1)b forb#1

Proof. Let X = {2p;}}_, be a set of points such that p; # [0: 1 : 0] Assume
for contradiction that ¢ > (r + 1)b. It suffices to show sg,.; < 3r. This claim
implies (Ix )25 = 0. But by Proposition 2.8, the square of the ideal of each
point, Iz%w contains a generator, f;, of degree 2b. Clearly F = [[;_, fi € Ix
and deg(F') = 2rb. This contradicts X being AHy(2rb).

To verify so,4 < 3r, observe deg(v?) = 2¢ > 2rb and Equation (5.1) yields

c <
c <

2rb 2rh —
Sm:{%JJAJ{ rb CJ+1§27‘—|—1—|—(7"—2)—|—1§37‘. O
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5.1. Small number of points in P(1,b,¢). Remark 5.5 explains our proof
strategy for the rest of Section 5.

Remark 5.5. Let My denote the matrix of evy : (S)g — k3. We wish to
demonstrate one set of double points X, of size r, that is AHy(d) for all d.
If there is a degree d such that s; = 3r, then it suffices to check the rank
of My is maximal for smallest such d. By Remark 5.2 and Proposition 2.19,
it follows that X is AHy(d') for all d’ > d. Moreover, for d” < d having a
weight of 1 implies
(IX)d =0= (IX)d” = 0.

Combining this with Remark 5.2 — part 3 implies X is AHo(d”) for d” < d.
For certain numbers r the degree where s; = 3r is identified in Lemma 5.3.

We show M, has full rank by exhibiting a set of points at which det(Mj),
a polynomial in 2r variables corresponding to the coordinates of r points,
is not zero. Thus det(My) is not the zero polynomial. Hence the notion of
general will refer to points whose first coordinate is nonzero and last two
coordinates are outside of V (det(My)) C P?.

In Proposition 5.6 and Proposition 5.7 we give necessary and sufficient
condition for 1 point and 2 points to be AHs(d) for all d.

Proposition 5.6. One general double point in P(1,b,c) is AHa(d) for all d
if and only if

(1) ¢ =2 when b=1,

(2) b < c<2bwhenb#1.

Proof. (=) This is a direct consequence of Remark 2.4 and Proposition 5.4.
(<) Let X = {2p} with p € V(z). When b = 1 and ¢ = 2 observe that
Hy(S/Ix) =3 because sa =4 and Ha(Ix) = 1. Further H;(S/Ix) = 1. By
a similar reasoning to Remark 5.5 X is AHs(d) for all d. Suppose b < ¢ < 2b.
By Lemma 5.3 and Remark 5.5, it suffices to check AHsy(d) for X in degree
d = c. By Proposition 2.8, the smallest degree of a generator in Ix is 2b > c.
Hence H.(S/Ix) = 3 = min{s., 3}. O

Our results so far have been characteristic free. In Proposition 5.7 to
ensure certain determinants are non-zero we make assumptions on char(k).

Proposition 5.7. Let k be an infinite field with char(k) & {2,3,b,b + c}.
Two general double points in P(1,b,c), where (1,b,¢) # (1,2,3), are AHy(d)
for all d if and only if

(1) b=1and c =2 or c =3,

(2) 2b < ¢ < 3b, or

(3) 3b<c<2b

Proof. (<) If b =1, ¢ = 3 and X is a set of two double points, one can
use the defining equations of the points to show Hs(S/Ix) = 5 = s3 and
H,(S/Ix) = 6. By a similar reasoning to Remark 5.5, X is AHs(d) for all d.
Next let 2b < ¢ < 3b or b=1 and ¢c=2. Lemma 5.3 and direct computations



16

S. ROSHAN-ZAMIR

imply sp4. = 6 and this is the smallest degree in which S has 6 monomials:

c—b,,2

Zte u?, 2

c—2bu3 b

C
, 2%U, 2 , 2

v, uv. The evaluation matrix with respect to this

basis for points with coordinates [1 : p; : po] and [1: q1 : go] is

b+c epr (c—b)(p1)? (c—2b)(p1)® bpa O]

0 1 21 3()* 0 p

Mes - b+ec cqi (c—b)(q)? (c—2b)(q1)® bga O
A 2q) (@) 0 g

0 0 0 0 1 m
0 0 0 0 1 q

with determinant det(Mp,.) = (—1)(p1 — q1)°(b + ¢)? # 0.
Finally suppose %b < ¢ < 2b. Adapting the proof of Lemma 5.3, one can
show d = 3b is the first degree where s; = 6. The evaluation matrix with

respect to the basis 23, 22w, 2Pu?, u?, 220~Cuv, 23~y and the points fixed
before is
[3b 2bp1 b(p1)? (p1)® (2b—c)pip2 (3b—c)ps]
0 1 2p1 3(p)? P2 0
M 0 0 0 0 P1 1
PTBD 2bqr b(@)? (@) (2b—c)qiqe (3b—¢)g
0 1 21 3(q1) 2 0
0 0 0 0 Q1 1 |

where det(Mszp) = 3b(p1 — q1)3 [31) (p1—q1)?—2pF —2p1q1 — 2 q%]

(=) Suppose a set of two general points, X, is AHy(d). General in this
context refers to X not containing any of the points [0:1: 0] or [1:0: 0].
When b is 1 the result is immediate from Proposition 5.4 so suppose b # 1
Proposition 5.4 results in ¢ < 3b and if 2b < ¢ < 3b we are done. Suppose
b < ¢ < 2b. We wish to show %b < ¢. The equality 3b = 2c¢ is impossible
by well-formedness and the hypothesis which excludes the possibility b =
2,¢ = 3. Therefore one may assume for contradiction that 2¢ < 3b. Direct
calculations show so. = 6. By assumption

HQC(S/I)() = min{ﬁ, Sgc} = 6.

This implies (Ix)2. = 0. We arrive at a contradiction by constructing a
non-zero curve in (Ix)g.. Since b < ¢ < 2b it follows s, = 3 and thus there
is a degree ¢ curve with defining equation F' passing through the two points.
Since F? € [Ix]o. we have reached the desired contradiction. O

5.2. A sufficient condition for r points. The main goal of this subsection
is to give a sufficient condition for the weights so that r general double
points in P(1,b,¢) are AHy(d) for all d. The proof of Proposition 5.8 is a
generalization of case 1 in Proposition 5.7.

Proposition 5.8. Let r € N. If rb < ¢ < (r + 1)b then a set of r general
double points in P(1,b,¢) is AHy(d) for all d.
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Proof. Let X = {2p;}, where the points p; = [1 : pgl) : pl(-2)] forl1 <i<r
satisfy the following conditions:

(1) pz(.l) # 0 and pz(.z) # 0 for all i,

(2) pl(-l) # pl(-,l) for all ¢ #4'.
Let c=rb+jand d = (r — 1)b+ ¢ = (2r — 1)b + j which, by Lemma 5.3,
is the smallest degree d where s; = 3r. By Remark 5.5 it suffices to show
Hd(S/Ix) = 3r.

We order the monomials of degree d as follows

z((%_l)_s)bﬂu‘g, A==yt where 0 < s < 2r — 1, 0<t<r—1.

The rows of the evaluation map correspond to 2|, 2|, and £ |,, and the
columns to monomials as ordered. Based on our ordering of the monomials,
the first 2r monomials do not contain v and the last r do.

The matrix My of the evaluation map with rows indexed by %|pw a%|m

in the first block and 6%\1,1. in the second block becomes

[ (2k— )b+ ((2k —2)b+ )plt) - (p{V)2h-1

k%

2k — Db+ (2k —2b+)pl) - j(pl))2-1

€Y) ( (1))2 o (1))k—1

1pi7 (m;y P
0 ST :
1 1 1 _
I 1p,(€)(p,(€))2...(p,(€))k1_

The 2r x 2r minor in the upper left quadrant corresponds to the evaluation
map in degree d for the points [1 : p(l)] € P(1,b). Assumption (1) allows us

i
to view the points in P(1,b) and this minor is non-zero by Proposition 3.2.
The bottom right block is the r x » Vandermonde minor which is non-zero

by assumption (2). Hence My has full rank which completes the proof. [

6. THE ALEXANDER-HIRSCHOWITZ THEOREM IN PP(1,2,3)
This section is dedicated to the proof of the following result.

Theorem 6.1 (Alexander Hirschowitz theorem in P(1,2,3)). Let k be a
field where char(k) ¢ {2,3,5}. Let X C IP(1,2,3) be a set of r general
double points with defining ideal Ix. Then X is AHy(d) for all d with no
exceptions. That is

Hy(S/Ix) = min{sg,3r} for all d.

Proof. We use strong induction on d. By Remark 5.1, for each d and for each
of the values r = L%SdJ and r = %de it suffices to demonstrate one set of
size r that is AHa(d). Proposition 6.4 proves 6 base cases for the induction,
that is any finite set of general double point is AHy(d) for 0 < d < 5.
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For any d > 6, and either value of r, we satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 6.2
which constructs a set of size r that is AHa(d). This entails showing:

e The numerical condition of Theorem 6.2, Equation (6.1), is satisfied by
Lemma 6.8. Let ¢ denote the positive integer mentioned in this condition.

e Part (1) of Theorem 6.2 is the content of Proposition 3.2 when r; = 2 for
all 4.

e Part (2) of Theorem 6.2 follows because by the induction hypothesis a set
of general double points of any size in P(1,2,3) is AHy(t) for 1 <t < d—1.
In particular, a set of r — ¢ general double points in P(1,2,3) is AHa(d —1)
and AHo(d—2i) for i € {1,2,3}. In Lemma 6.9 we show, using Lemma 6.3
and the previous considerations, that adding g general simple points lying
on a projective line, to the set of r — ¢ general double point preserves
the AHy(d — i) property. This constructs the desired set in part (2) of
Theorem 6.2. U

Theorem 6.2 is the main inductive step used in Theorem 6.1 and in the
standard graded case is proven in [HM21] and [BOO08]. The assumption on
the ambient space in Theorem 6.2 allows us to conclude the defining ideal of
a simple point is a complete intersection (Corollary 2.9, Proposition 2.10),
a fact which is fundamental to the proof presented in [HM21]. In particular
when n > 3 all general points in P are considered in U = Gl ay=1} U; to
ensure simple points are complete intersections.

Theorem 6.2 (Generalized Terracini’s Inductive argument). Consider P =
P(1,...,a,), with coordinate ring S = klxg,...,x,| where deg(x;) = a;.
Assume 1 < q < r and d € Z satisfy one of the following inequalities for
at least one i in the range 0 < i < n,

(n4+1)r — S4—q; <ng <34 or Sa<ng<(n+1)r—sqg_q, (6.1)

where S = S/(x;) is the coordinate ring of the hyperplane L = V(z;) =
]P’(ao, ey gy ,an) and Sqg = dimk(gd). If

(1) a set of q general double points in L is AH,_1(d) and
(2) the union of a set of r — q general double points in P and a set of q
general simple points in L is AH,(d — a;)

then a set of r general double points in P is AH,(d).
Proof. See Appendix A. O

It is notable that Terracini originally came up with Equation (6.1) to
study configurations of points in Pz. For fixed d and r we refer to the
existence of ¢ that satisfies one of the inequalities in Equation (6.1) as “the
numerical condition” of Theorem 6.2. In the straight projective space there
are infinitely many values of r and d where this condition fails. See [BOO0S,
Section 4]. Even in ]P’% this numerical condition fails for d = 2,4 and r = 2, 5,
respectively, which are exactly the exceptions in Theorem 1.1.
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In Lemma 6.8 we show this numerical condition holds for all d in the case
of P(1,2,3) and based on Theorem 7.11 it is the only such space. The main
difference with P? is the different numerics of projective lines in P(1,2, 3).

Part (2) of the hypothesis of Theorem 6.2 is satisfied with the aid of
Lemma 6.3 which is proved in Appendix A. Originally due to K. Chandler
[Cha0l, Lemma 3], this lemma is modified to our setting and shows if a
certain numerical criterion is satisfied, then one can add simple points all
lying on a hyperplane to a set of points that are AH, (d) while preserving
the property. This is made precise in Lemma 6.3.

Lemma 6.3 (Chandler’s Lemma). Let I be a saturated homogeneous ideal
in S = k[xo,...,x,] with deg(x;) = a;, the homogeneous coordinate ring of
P(ag,...,a,). Assume | is regular on S/I. Let S = S/(I) and deg(l) = i.
Fiz d e Z,. Then following are equivalent:

(1) A general set Yy of q reduced points in V(1) satisfies
Hq(S/(INJy,)) = Ha(S/I) +q

(2) Ha(S/I) +q < Hq—i(S/I) + Ha(S).
Next we prove 6 base cases of induction used in proof of Theorem 6.1.

Proposition 6.4. Let k be an algebraically closed field such that char(k) ¢
{2,3,5}. Let X be a set of r double points with Ix as its defining ideal.

Assume no point of X lies on V(z). Further assume for distinct points p;

and p; in X where p; = [pgl) : p§2) : pgg)] and p; = [p§1) : p§-2) : pg-g)],

pl(-z) + p§-2) for alli# j. Then X is AHy(d) for all 0 < d <5.

Proof. By Remark 5.1 it suffices to consider r = L%sdJ and/or r = [%sd].
Note that for d < 5 we have sq < 5 and thus r < 2. Anytime r = 1, the result
follows from Proposition 5.6, whose proof requires the points not to lie on
V(2). For d =4 or d =5 and r = 2, the result follows from Proposition 5.7,
whose proof requires p§2) #* p§-2). O

We address a subtly in our notion of general and the construction in
Theorem 6.2. The condition that no point of X lies on V' (2) in Proposition 6.4
does not obstruct the procedure in Theorem 6.2, which requires specializing
q points to a hyperplane, L. These ¢ points need to be general in L; but
neither condition (1) or (2) requires ¢ general points in P(1,2, 3).

Let d > 6. Assume any finite set of general double points X is AHs(t)
for 0 <t <d-—1. We will use Theorem 6.2, to show for r = L%sdJ and
r= %sﬂ that there exists a set of r double points that are AHy(d). This
inductive procedure for d = 14 is demonstrated in Example 6.7, after which
the rest of this section is dedicated to establishing the numerical condition
in Lemma 6.8 and condition (2) in Lemma 6.9. To study Equation (6.1) in
the context of the P(1,2,3), we introduce the following notation.
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Notation 6.5. Let S = k[z, u, v] denote the coordinate ring of P(1, 2, 3) where
deg(z) = 1, deg(u) = 2 and deg(v) = 3 and recall that s; = dimy(Sy). Let
S = k[u,v], S” = k[z,v] and S" = k[z, u] denote the coordinate rings of the
projective lines L = P(2,3), Ly = P(1,3), and Ls = P(2,3) respectively,
where Ly = V(z),Ly = V(u),Ls = V(v) and denote the Hilbert function

for each of these rings in degree d by s, s%, s/, respectively.

These values can be computed explicitly.

Remark 6.6. For any d € Ny we have

(1) sq = [d*/12 + d/2 + 1| according to [Sta99, Page 547].
(2) s%’ = [d/2] +1 cf. Equat'ion (2.7).
(3) s =d/3] +1 cf. Equation (2.7).
(4)

, {Ld/6j d=1 (mod 6)

4

sl = cf. Equation (2.6).

|d/6] +1 otherwise.
Ezample 6.7. We exhibit Terracini’s technique for d = 14. Since s14 = 24,
by Remark 5.1 it suffices to show 8 double points are AHy(14). Checking
the numerical condition (Equation (6.3) and Equation (6.4)) the inequality
3(8) — s11 = 8 < Y} = 8 is the only one for which ¢ exists; this corresponds
to specializing 4 double points to P(1,2).

2
5 .
° 2
2 °
P(2,3) ° P(1,3)
2 22 2 2
5 .
. 5 g P(1,2)
.
11 1 1 22 2 2
VOOV LY VA AV Vel
P(1,2) P(1,2)

The bottom right part, P(1,2) with 4 double points, is considered intrinsi-
cally in IP(1,2) and is AH;(14) by Proposition 3.2, proving (1) in Theorem 6.2.
To justify (2) in Theorem 6.2, we need the bottom left figure, regarded in
P(1,2,3), to be AHy(11). First we show 4 general double points are AHg(11)
then by Lemma 6.3 their union with 4 simple points on P(1,2) (empty cir-
cles) preserves the AHs(11) property.

Since s11 = 16, to show that any number of points is AHy(11) it suffices
to demonstrate L%SHJ =5 and %slﬂ = 6 points are AH(11). We employ
Theorem 6.2 again and focus on 5 points which implies 4 points are AHo(11).
Checking Equation (6.3) and Equation (6.4), all three inequalities yield a
value q. We choose 15 — sg = 5 < s{] = 6 which is to specialize 3 double
points to P(1,2).
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2
2 [ )
P(2,3) s P(1,3)
2 2 2
, 2 P(1,2)
[ ]
1 1 1 2 2 2
AV . Va0 aVe VAl N NN
P(1,2) P(1,2)

By Proposition 6.4, 2 general double points are AH5(8) in P(1,2,3). By
Lemma 6.9 their union with 3 simple points on P(1,2) keeps the configura-
tion AH2(8). Hence any set of general double points in P(1,2,3) is AHa(14).

In Lemma 6.8 we establish the numerical condition of Theorem 6.2.
Lemma 6.8. Let r = L%sdj orr = [%sd] and d > 6. Then the following
equalities can not hold simultaneously.

3r — sq_1 = s = positive odd integer,
3r — sq_9 = s = positive odd integer, (6.2)
3r — sq_3 = s = positive odd integer

Hence there always exists an even number, say 2q, such that at least one of
the following inequalities holds.

3r—sq-1 < 2q < sy Sy <2q <3r—sqq

3r—s4.9<2q< sl (6.3) sp<2¢<3r—sq_o (6.4)

3r—s4-3 <2q < sy sy <2¢ <3r—sq-3

Furthermore, one can pick q such that 1 < g <r.

Proof. Assume for the sake of contradiction all equalities in Equation (6.2)
hold. The identity s/, + sq—1 = sq = 3r follows from Equation (2.8). This
implies s4 is divisible by 3 thus r = |1/3s4] = [1/3s4].
Let d = 6k + ¢ where k > 1 since d > 6. Plugging d into the formulas
from Remark 6.6 gives
L sqg=[d*/124+d/2+ 1| =3k*+ 3+ i)k + 1 + |i%/12 +i/2]
II. s =|d/2] +1=3k+ [i/2] +1 = odd
II. sy = |d/3] +1 =2k + [i/3] +1 = odd
, ) Ek+1i/6] d=1 (mod 6)
“7 Vk+[i/6] +1 otherwise

Part IIT implies ¢ # 3,4, 5, otherwise the s/ is not odd. If ¢ = 2 then IV
implies k is even which implies part II, 3k + 2, is even. Hence i # 2. Since
3 divides sg4, I implies i # 0. Finally suppose ¢ = 1. Part IV implies k must
be odd. Hence 3k + 1 is even which implies II can not hold. It follows that

IV. s = odd
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one of the 6 inequalities in Equation (6.3) or Equation (6.4) holds for any
d > 6. This proves the existence of q.

It remains to show one can pick g to satisfy 1 < ¢ < r. For 1 < ¢, it
suffices to show either the lower bound in Equation (6.4) or the upper bound
in Equation (6.3), namely s/, s’} and s/ is at least 2 for d > 6. For all i and
by Equation (2.8)

< sl S <l
and s§ = 3 and s{’ = 4. Therefore 1 < ¢ if either of the bottom two
inequalities in Equation (6.3) or Equation (6.4) holds. If d =6 or d > 8 we
also get s/, > 2. For d = 7, observe that

B — g 0 ifrz[%sﬂ o 1
T3 ifr=[s] T T

For r = L%sﬂ the inequality 3r — sg < s% holds true but we do not have a
choice of g. But we can ignore this and use another inequality because

3r—sq3=3<s)=4

also holds when r = L%sﬂ. Therefore 1 < ¢ for either value of » and d > 6.

To show ¢ < r, it is sufficient that either the lower bound in Equation (6.3)
or the upper bound in Equation (6.4) is less than or equal to 2r; that is
3r —sq—; < 2r for i € {1,2,3}. In Equation (6.3) this is sufficient because
if 2r is less than or equal to the right hand side, we may choose g to be the
smallest number such that 2q is in the given interval. Note that

Ir—5q_; <2rsr < sg_;.
Moreover, considering r = %de and ¢ = 3 is enough because
1 < 1 < < <
=5 =5 Sd—3 < Sq—2 < Sq—
3d > 3d > 9d—-3 > 5d—-2 X 9d—1
Replacing z = z; and M = S in Equation (2.8) for the equivalence (x) yields
1 < 1 1 n 1 n 2 6 5
§8d < Sqg-3 = gsd < S84-3 <j> ng + gsd_g < Sg—3 <= Sg <2-84-3 ( . )
Proposition A.2 finishes the proof by showing Equation (6.5) for d > 6. O

Lemma 6.9 proves when Lemma 6.8 is satisfied a set X of r —¢ double points
and ¢ simple points on L is AHy(d — @) for i € {1,2,3}. By Definition 2.17
this means

Hd_i(S/Ix) = min{sd_i, 3(7‘ — q) + Q}.
By Lemma 6.8 we know only one of the six inequalities above may be sat-
isfied for any given d and specified values of r. Therefore the proof shows
any one of the inequalities implies (2) in Theorem 6.2. The proof makes
repeated use of Lemma 6.3 and the induction hypothesis.

Lemma 6.9. Let d > 6. By Lemma 6.8 at least one of the inequalities
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3r—sq-1 < 2q < sy Sy <2q <3r—sqq

3r—sq_0 < 2q < s s <2< 3r—s4.9 (6.6)

3r—s4-3<2q<sy

is satisfied and 1 < g <.

Let L denote the projective line with defining variable of degree i where
an inequality is satisfied. Assume for any ' < r a general set of v’ double
points in P(1,2,3) is both AHy(d — i) and AHy(d — 2i). Then the union of
a set of r —q general double points inP(1,2,3) and a set of q general simple
points of L is AHy(d —1).

Sy <2¢ <3r—sq-3

Proof. Denote by S the coordinate ring of L where i € {1,2,3} is the corre-

sponding index chosen according to the inequality that holds in Eq. (6.6).
Let Y be a set of r — ¢ general double points in P(1,2,3)\ L with defining

ideal I, and J; C S be the defining ideal of ¢ general simple points of L

perceived in P(1,2,3). The ideal I = I, N J, defines the union of ¥ with ¢

simple points on L.

Case 1: Suppose 3r — sq_; < 2q < 545. We want to show

Hy_;(S/T) = min{sq_;,3(r — q) + ¢} = 3r — 2q,

where the last equality follows from the assumption 3r —sy_; < 2¢. Towards
this end we apply Lemma 6.3. Condition (2) in this lemma combined with
Y being AHy(d — i) and AHs(d — 2i) becomes

Hq_i(S/1) +q < Hq—2,(S/1y) + Hq—i(S)
& 3r —2q < min{sq_2;,3(r — q)} + 54—

If Hy_2,(S/1;) = Sq—2i, then the right hand side is s4_2; + Sq—; = s4—; and
the inequality 3r — 2¢ < s4_; is the assumption of this case. On the other
hand, if Hgq_9;(S/1;) = 3(r — q), we need to show

3r—2q <3(r—q)+3a-i & q <3S
Assumptions of this case imply ¢ < 54/2. Lemma A.3 illustrates
34/2 < Bq—, (6.7)

which establishes the desired inequality ¢ < S4_;.
Since condition (2) of Lemma 6.3 holds, by the equivalent condition (1)
of this result the ideal I = I, N J, satisfies

Hyi(S/T) = Ha-i(S/1,) +a.

By hypothesis Y is AHy(d — i) and further 3(r —¢q) < 3r —2q < s4—;. Hence
the displayed identity leads to the desired conclusion

Hy ;(S/1;) = 3(r — q) = min{sq_;,3(r — q)}.
Case 2: Suppose §q < 2q < 3r — sq_;. We wish to demonstrate
Hy ;(S/I) = min{sq_;,3r — 2q} = sq_;.
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Since Y is AHs(d — i) we have
Hq-i(S/15) = min{sq—;,3(r — q)}.
If Hyi_;(S/1;) = s4—i, we obtain
[Lgla—i = 0= [{]a—i = [Ig)a—i N [Jgla—i = 0= Hy—i(S/I) = s4.

Suppose Hy_;(S/1;) = 3(r — q) < S4—i. Set m = sq_; — 3(r — q) and note
m < g by assumption of this case. Let J,, be the defining ideal of m among
the chosen simple points on L, J;_,, the ideal defining the remaining simple
points, and Fy,, = I; N Jy,. It is enough to show (F;,)q—; = 0. Then

i = gla—i O [Jm)a—i N [Jg—mla—i = [Fin]a—i N [Jg-mld—i =0
implies Hy_;(S/I) = sq4—;. Equivalently we want to show
Hqi(S/Fm) = Hq—i(S/1q) + m = sq—;. (6.8)
By Lemma 6.3, Equation (6.8) is true if and only if
Sa—i < Hq—2;(S/1;) + S4—; = min{sq_2;, 3(r — ¢)} + Sa—s, (6.9)

where the last equality follows from Y being AHo(d—27). It suffices to show
q < 3S4—;. If true, we use the assumption sy_; < 3r — 2q to conclude s4_9; =
Sd—i — S4—i < 3(r — q). Then the right hand side of Equation (6.9) becomes
sd—; and the inequality claimed therein holds as an equality. Therefore we
have established Equation (6.8), which settles the claim as explained above.
To verify the remaining inequality ¢ < S;_;, observe that

1
g<r< de-‘ and sq_3 < sq_2 < 8q_1.
The inequality %sﬂ < s4-3 follows from Eq. (6.5) and Proposition A.2. O

7. EXCEPTIONS

7.1. An interpolation bound for P(1,b,¢). Let k be an algebraically
closed field of characteristic 0. The main goal of this section to give an
interpolation bound for weighted projective planes of the form P(1,b,¢) in
Theorem 7.7. That is to find ¢ € N such that for all d > ¢ we can guarantee
that any set of r general double points X is AHs(d), or not exceptional, i.e.

Hy(S/Ix) = min{sq,3r}.

In general double point interpolation in P(1, b, ¢) is drastically different than
in P(1,2,3) and P? as indicated by Example 7.2.

Definition 7.1. For a set of r general double points X C P(a, b, c¢) we define
deficiency of X in degree d as

D(X,d) :=min{sgq,3r} — Hy(S/Ix)
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By Remark 5.2 when at least one weight is 1 we have D(X,d) > 0. Further
using this terminology, Theorem 1.1 states that D(X,d) = 0 in IP’% with
exceptions when d = 2, r = 2 and d = 4, r = 5 and deficiency is exactly 1
in each case. Computations with Macaulay2 [GS] illustrate even in P(1, b, ¢)
this is not the case.

Ezample 7.2. We demonstrate some examples of exceptional cases in P(1,b, ¢).

Weighted P? | # of general points | Deficiency

P(1,5,9) 3 D(X,d)=1for 20 < d <22

P(1,5,26) 2 D(X,d) =2 for d =25
D(X,d) =1 for d =20 — 24,26 — 30

P(1,4,57) 4 D(X,d) =1 for d = 32— 35,65 — 68
D(X,d) =2 for d =36 — 39,61 — 64
D(X,d) =3 for d = 40 — 43,57 — 60
D(X,d) =4 for d =44 — 56

TABLE 1. Exceptional Cases in P(1,b,¢)

Example 7.2 shows that even when the ideal of points in a weighted pro-
jective plane are defined by complete intersections, their behavior can be
different than points in the usual ]P’i. Our Macaulay2 experimentation sug-
gests by increasing the difference between the two largest weights one can
arbitrarily increase D(X,d) for a suitable number of general double points.

Problem 7.3. If d € N is allowed to vary, is D(X,d) bounded in any
weighted projective plane?

Proof of Theorem 7.7 mimics Terracini’s proof of Theorem 1.1 for n = 2;
[Terl1]. It relies on two two prelimenary results, Theorem 7.5 and Lemma 7.6.
We introduce the necessary terminology to state these results.

Definition 7.4. Let S = k[xy, ..., z,] be the coordinate ring of P(ay, . . . , a,),
N =s4—1, mg,...,my enumerate the monomials in S; and I be the kernel
of the k-algebra homomorphism

0 : k[yo,...,yn] — k[zo,...,z,]

The projective variety

V% = Proj(klyo, . - -, yn]/I) C PY

is called the d-th Veronese variety of P(aq, ..., a,). Geometrically 6 induces
a map of projective varieties
1/} : ]P(CL(), cee 7an) - Vd7 w(p) = [mO(p) coecd mN(p)]

defined on U = {p € Proj(S) | 0((yo,---,yn)) € p}.
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Note that unlike the straight projective space, the Veronese map is only
partially defined on P(ay,...,ay,). Henceforth the notion of a set of general
points X includes X C U.

By 0,.(V9) we denote the r-th secant variety to the image of the Veronese
map. For a point p € V%, we let Tde denote the tangent space of V% at p.
For a precise definition of each see Definition B.7 and Definition B.3.

Theorem 7.5. For a fired d > a, and a set of r general double points
X CP(1,aq,...,ay), the following are equivalent:

(1) Hy(S/Ix) = min{sq,7(n + 1)}

(2) dimy (0, (V%) = min{sq — 1,7(n 4+ 1) — 1}.

Proof. See Appendix B. O

Lemma 7.6. (Second Terracini lemma) Let U be as in Definition 7.4.
Let X = {2p;};_; CU C P(ag,...,an) be a set of double points with defining
ideal Ix and fix d > a,. We identify the reduced points p; with their images
on V¢ according to the Veronese map.

Assume that Hy(S/Ix) < min{sq,7(n + 1)}. Then there is a positive
dimensional variety C C V@ through pi,...p, such that if p € C then
Tde C< Tprd,...,TpTVd >. In particular, by Proposition B.5, every
hypersurface of degree d which is singular at p; is also singular along C.

Proof. See [BO08, Lemma, 2.3] O

We note the proof of Lemma 7.6 in [BOO08] is completely independent of
weights and holds in the setting of weighted projective space.

Theorem 7.7. A set of r general double points X C P(1,b,c) is AHy(d),
Hy(S/Ix) = min{sq,3r}, (7.1)
for all d > 10c. Additionally, FEquation (7.1) holds if d > 6¢ and L%CJ > 5.
Proof. Let X be a set of r general double that does not satisfy Equation (7.1)
for some degree d > ¢. There exists F' € (Ix)q where F' # 0. By Lemma 7.6,
there is a positive dimensional variety C' C V¢ through the image of the
points in V4. By abuse of notation we now identify C' with its preimage
under the Veronese map. By the last part of Lemma 7.6, F' is singular along

C. Hence F contains a double component through X, namely F = C2H.
Let deg(C') = [. Since one of the weights is 1, Remark 5.2 (3) implies

d

2

21§d=>l§\‘gJ:>Sl§S£ J (7.2)

By Lemma 7.6, C' vanishes on the reduced set {p;}!_;. From Theorem 4.1
and Remark 5.1 we get

1
{gsdJ <r<s—1. (7.3)



INTERPOLATION IN WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE SPACES 27

Putting Equation (7.2) and Equation (7.3) together we acquire
1
= < — 1. .
\JgsdJ _SL%J 1 (74)

Hence for values of d where Equation (7.4) does not hold, any set X satisfies
Equation (7.1). In Lemma 7.8 we show that the inequalities involving d
given in the hypothesis force Equation (7.4) to fail. This completes the
proof. O

Lemma 7.8. If either of the following is true then L%SdJ > S|d] holds.
2

(1) d > 10c
(2) d > 6¢ and L%J >5

Proof. We employ an interpretation of the Hilbert function of a nonstandard
graded polynomial ring as lattice point counting.

Observe s4 is the number of lattice points on and inside the triangle
T with vertices (0,0), (O, %l) ) (%,0). Recall sg4 is the number solutions to
ro + bry + cro = d where r; € Ng. Which are in bijection with lattice points
(r1,72) where bry + cro < d, 71 > 0 and r9 > 0. The latter is the number of
lattice points on and inside of T" which we now divide into smaller triangles.

ol

T3

14] 4
RN

T,

Ty m 15

1] 4] 4]

o

>
o
+
—
gl
[N

o141, (14,0

conditions on b and ¢ so that T}, T5 and T3 have small intersections and T4
contains enough lattice points to imply the desired inequality. By #71 we
refer to the number of lattice points on and inside the triangle T'. Note that

© #h =54
e 15 and T3 are translates of 17 by integer vectors hence
#h =#1Ts =#11 =54
We make the following observations
() 1inTe = {(l5].0)}-

Triangle 77 has vertices at (0, 0), < . Our goal is to impose
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d d

(2) 0 Ts = { (|5, [5])}

(3) TiNTs C{(t 5

(4) Ty ﬂTQﬂTg = @
Item (4) follows from (2) once we check the point (L%J , LQ%J) is not in 77.
The slope of the hypotenuse of T} is _Tb, so the point is in 77 if and only if
L%J < IE’ < 1. But this can’t happen since d > 2c¢ implies Lz%J > 1.

Using (1) — (4) above and denoting by #f 4 the number of lattice points
in the interior of T4, we obtain

sq=#T
> 11+ #T0 + #Ts - #(1 N To) — #(Te N Ty) — (11N Ty) + #1
>3s54) ~ 3 EJ +#Ty. (7.5)
We now estimate #1011. Let (p,q) be the point of intersection between the

hypotenuse of 77 and the line x = L%J. Using the figure above one can

show

~

d 4] ic d o
j — d22 - — <t — ) .
q<z<{2cJ and = S <{2bJ < (t,i) €Ty (7.6)
For a fixed i, we obtain L%J — 1> 17— 1 lattice points in #ﬁ. Let d > 10c.

From L%J > 5 and Equation (7.6) we get i < 4. Since t5 is similar to T’

d
and L—iJ — L%J <1 we get ¢ < 1, hence 1 < i. Plugging 1 < i < 4 in

Equation (7.6) one gets
47, > EJ +5.
Plugging this into Equation (7.5) yields the following and proves (1).

sd23sL4J — {EJ —3+L2J+5:38|~gJ+Q.

2
Suppose d > 6¢ and LQ—bCJ > 5. By L%J > 3 and Equation (7.6) we get
o c 2c
hiz |7 -1+ |7 -1
#1123 + { b
By Lz—ch > 5 and Equation (7.5) we arrive at the desired conclusion

2c
J_1+_?J_1238L3J‘ O

2 3nyg) =[] -3+

Cc

b

7.2. Exceptions in P(1,b,¢). So far we have shown exceptional sets of
points in P(1,b, ¢) only happen when d < 10c. As a porism of Theorem 7.7
we get Corollary 7.10 which fully classifies exceptional cases of P(1,b,¢) in
degrees d where s4 is divisible by 3. Proposition 7.9 gives a sufficient condi-
tion for a set of points to fail Equation (7.1).
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Proposition 7.9. Fizd € N. Let X C P(1,a4,...,ay) be a set of r general

simple points. Let Jx and Ix be the defining ideal of X and 2X respectively;

with 2X denoting the set of double points supported on X. If r < S|d| and
2

(n+1)r > sq then X is not AH,(d).

Proof. Let e = L%J By Theorem 4.1 and the assumption r < s., there
exists F' € (Jx). where F' # 0. The proof follows from the following simple
observation.

F2e (J%)2 C (Ix)ae

2 )26
However the expected dimension of (Ix)s. = 0 because

(n+1)-7>845> S,

where (x) follows since ag = 1 (Remark 5.2 (3)). Thus X is not AH,(d). O

Corollary 7.10. Let d € N be such that sq = 3r. Then a set X CP(1,b,c¢)
of r general double points is not AHs(d) if and only if r < S|4]-
2

Proof. Let X be as defined in the hypothesis. Using Proposition 7.9 for (=)
and Equation (7.4) for (<), which is a consequence of not being AHs(d) as
shown in the proof of Theorem 7.7, we get

1
= — < —
Tt Sy TSl

<= X does does not impose independent conditions in degree d. [

Using Corollary 7.10 one can prove P(1,2,3) is the only space of the form
P(1,b, c) with no exceptional sets of general double points.

Theorem 7.11. Let X C P(1,b,¢) be a finite set of general double points.
Then X is AHs(d) for all d € N if and only if b=2 and ¢ = 3.

Proof. (=) The proof is broken into the cases b =1, b = 2 and b > 3 where
r denotes the number of points in X. If b =1, ¢ = 2 and » = 3 then X
is exceptional because s3 = 4 and by Theorem 4.1 there exists a quadratic
form F through the 3 points resulting in F? € [Ix]s. But the fact that
s4 =9 yields

HS/Ix(4) <8<« 9= min{9, 9}

If ¢ > 3 by Proposition 5.4 one general double point is exceptional.

For b = 2 and r = 1, Proposition 5.6 implies ¢ < 4 and further 2 < ¢ by
Remark 2.4, therefore ¢ = 3 and we are done. Let b > 3. We contradict
the hypothesis by proving it can not hold for r = 1,2,3 points and all d
simultaneously. When r = 2, Proposition 5.7, which uses the assumption
b # 2, implies %b < c < 2bor 2b < c < 3b. By Proposition 5.6 the latter
would contradict 1 point being AHs(d) for all d therefore %b < ¢ < 2b. This
criteria on c¢ results in sy = 9 and sg = 4 thus Corollary 7.10 implies 3
points are not AHs(d). Theorem 6.1 yields the backwards direction. (]
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8. OPEN PROBLEMS

We end this paper with a list of open problems, some of which have been
stated through out the paper.

(1) With possible restrictions on the weights, find explicit generators for
the defining ideal of a general point in P(ay,...,a,) for n > 3.

(2) Using the notation introduced in Section 7, is D(X,d) bounded uni-
formly (independently of d) in any weighted projective plane?

(3) Let P(1,a1,...,ay,) and g = lem(ay,...,ay,). One can show if g | d
then the Veronese map in Definition 7.4 becomes an embedding.
Compute the minimal free resolution of the ideal defining the Veronese
variety V¢ for such d.

(4) The well-known SHGH conjecture, see [CHHVT20], states the excep-
tional degrees for a set X C P? where X contains points with mixed
multiplicity. State the analogue of this conjecture for P(1, b, c).

(5) We suspect that méthode d’Horace is applicable in P(1,ay,...,a,)
for d > lem(ay,...,a,). But we could not adapt the details of the
modern proof due to Chandler, in particular the use curvilinear sub-
schemes, in the setting of weighted projective space. We leave it as
a conjecture that méthode d’Horace, or a simple modification of it,
applies in weighted projective space.

APPENDIX A. PROOFS RELATED TO SECTION 6

This section contains proofs for several foundational results used in Section
adapted from [HM21] and [Cha0l] as well as proofs for some numerical in-
equalities we employ in that section. We use Notation 2.12. Our proof of
Theorem 6.2 mimics the one presented in [HM21]; with expansion on two
details that were not clear to us. The proof of Lemma 6.9 gives an accessible
proof of [Cha0l, Lemma 3] when all the weights are 1.

Let m be the homogeneous maximal ideal of a graded ring and let I be
any ideal. The ideal (I : m®™) is called the saturation of I, denoted IS

Lemma A.1 (Generalized Castelnuovo’s Inequality). Let S be a not neces-
sarily standard graded polynomial ring, I a homogeneous ideal and | a form
of degree k in S. Set [ =1:1,8=5/(1) and T= (I + (1))/(1), the ideal of
Iin S. Then B

Hy(S/T) > Ha—x(S/T) + Ha(S/(1)**),

with equality if and only if T is saturated in R.
Proof. See [HM21, Lemma 2.2]. O

We note the assumption on the ambient space in Theorem 6.2 allows us
to conclude the defining ideal of a simple point is a complete intersection
(Corollary 2.9, Proposition 2.10) which is implicitly used through out the
proof. For a set of reduced points X with defining ideal Jx, let 2X denote

the set of double points supported on X where Ix = J)(?); see Definition 2.15.

6
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Theorem 6.2 (Generalized Terracini’s Inductive argument).
Consider P = P(1,aq,...,a,), with the coordinate ring S = klzg, ..., xy)
where deg(z;) = a;. Assume 1 < q < r and d € N satisfy one of the
following inequalities for at least one i in the range 0 < i < n,

(n4+1)r — 84—q;, <ng <34 or Sa<ng<(n+1)r—sqg_q, (A.l)

where S = S/(x;) is the coordinate ring of the hyperplane L = V(x;) =
P(ag,...,d;,...,a,) and 35 = dimy(Sy). If
(1) a set of q general double points in L is AH,_1(d) and

(2) the union of a set of r — q general double points in P and a set of q
general simple points in L is AH,(d — a;)

then a set of r general double points in P is AH,(d).

Proof. If n > 3 all general points in P are considered in U = U U;.

{71 ay=1}
Let Y7 be a set of ¢ general simple points in L, with Jy; C S as its defining
ideal. Note Y; C P has the defining ideal Jy, = (Jy,,;)S. Let Y2 be a
set of r — ¢ general simple points in P\ L with defining ideal Jy, C S. Let
I+ z;

T

. We

I=J2 N2 be the defining ideal of 2V = 2Y; U2Y; and T =

show 2Y has the AHy(d) property.

For any d, the definition of Hilbert function and Definition 2.18 imply
Hy(S/I) < sq and Hg(S/I) < r(n+ 1) hence it suffices to show Hy(S/I) >
min{sg,7(n + 1)}. Since Y7 C L and Ya C P\L we get

2 2 2 2 2
[=(:2)= (I NI a) = (KD ca) N (KD s 2i) = Jy, NI

To justify the final equality we will show (J}(,? ). x;) C Jy,. Observe

q q q
2
s € (J§,1) DX = (ﬂ JISJQ_) Px) = ﬂ(Jgj (X)) => S x; € ﬂ Jgj.
j=1 j=k i=k
We want to show s € J,,; for all j.

Fix a j and note s - x; = 0 in gry,, S, where s € S/J,, and z; € Jpj/Jgj,
but clearly z; ¢ Jgj. Using the generators of .J,, from Corollary 2.9 or
Proposition 2.10, we can show SJpj is a regular ring, hence gr;, S is a

~ J
domain. Therefore s € Jj,; for all j. Note I defines a set of ¢ general simple
points in L and r — ¢ general double points in P.

Claim: (I)** = J_yl(z). Observe that I C Jy,. Since S/Jy, is a one-
dimensional ring, (I)(*2") is the intersection of minimal components of .
These are minimal primes containing I = Jg )N Jg ) and x;. Since no
minimal prime of Jy, contains z;, we get Min{(I, z;)} = Min{.Jy, }. For any
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p € Min{(I,xz;)} we get
sa 2 2 2 2
(L)t = (Lai)y = (K2 O ) = (K2 2y N () 2i)y

= (JZ,2i)p = (I ).

This proves the claim. By Lemma A.1 we get

Ha(S/T) > Hyo,(8/ D)+ Ha(B/T) = minfsa_,, (1) (r—q)+q} +min{s, ng}
(A.2)
where the last equality follows from assumptions (1) and (2).

If (n+1)r—s4_q; < ng <354 holds, the right hand side of Equation (A.2)
becomes (n+1)r. If 55 < ng < (n+1)r — s4_q, holds, the right hand side of
Equation (A.2) is Sq—q, + 354 = sq by Remark 2.14. Note if Hq(S/I) is equal
to (n 4 1)r or s4 then that value is the minimum of the two. O

Lemma 6.3 (Chandler’s Lemma). Let I be a saturated homogeneous ideal
in S = klzo,. ..,z with deg(z;) = a;, the homogeneous coordinate ring of
P(ag,...,a,). Assume | is regular on S/I. Let S = S/(I) and deg(l) = i.
Fiz d e Z,. Then following are equivalent:

(1) A general set Yy of q reduced points in V(1) satisfies
Hy(S/(INJy,))=Hqaq(S/I)+q. (A.3)

(2) Ha(S/I) +q < Hy_i(S/I) + Hy(S).
Proof. (1) = (2) Since 1 -1 € Jy, and [ is regular on S/I we get
Iy, : () =T:D)N Uy = (D)) =T (0)NS=(T: () =1

Using this equality and the restriction sequence

0= S/(INJy, : 1)(=i) 5 S/ N Jyy) = S/(IN Jyg, 1) =0

we get

Hy(S/INJy,) = Hg—i(S/I) + Hq(S/(I N Jy,, 1)) < Hg—i(S/I) + Hy(S).

(2) = (1) Suppose there exists a positive integer ¢ satisfying the inequality
in (2). We proceed by induction on j where

0<j < Ha slS/(1: 1)) + Ha(S) — Ha(S/T)
to construct a set Y'(j) of j reduced points in V(1) that satisfies
Ha(S/(I N Jy ;) = Ha(S/T) + 3. (A.4)

If j =0, let Y(0) = 0. For 0 < j < ¢ suppose there is a set Y (j) C V(I)
that satisfies Equation (A.4). Since j + 1 < g assumption (2) gives

JH+1<q<Hai(S/(I:1)) + Ha(S) — Ha(S/T)
from which it follows

Hy(S/(IN Jy(;)) — Haoi(S/(I : 1) < Hy(S) — 1.
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Recall that (I N Jy ;) :1) = (I :1) hence
Ha(S/(I N Jy;))) = Ha—i(S/(I N Jy () : 1)) < Ha(S) — 1 (A.5)
Using Equation (A.5) and the restriction sequence

Y
0= S/(I N Jygy: (D))(=1) = S/(INJyyy) = S/(INJyg +1) =0
We get
1< Hy(S) — Ha(S/(I 0 Jy ) + 1)) = Ha((I 0V Iy 5y +1)/(1))
Therefore there exists I € [I N Jy ;) +1a\[(1)]g- Let p € V(1) \ V(F). Such
p exists because F' ¢ (I). Further note
Fe((InJyg +0)/1)=V(F)2VINJyy) V() 2Y().
Since p € V(F) we get Y(j + 1) =Y (5) U{p} has j + 1 distinct points. We
obtain
Hd(S/(I N Jy(j+1))) > Hd(S/(I N Jy(j))) +1= Hd(S/I) +5+1,

where the first inequality follows since F' € [I N Jy(jyla \ [I N Jy(j+1)la and
the last equality follows from the induction hypothesis. Finally, the exact
sequence below yields the other inequality.

0 — S/I@S/Jy(]_H) — S/I+ Jy(j_H) —0

_
0 Jy )

Ha(S/(IN Jy(j41)) < Ha(S/T) + Ha(S/ Ty (j+1)) < Ha(S/T)+j+1. (A.6)
We have shown the set Y (q) satisfies Equation (A.4). By semicontinuity
of Hilbert functions a general set Yy of ¢ points then satisfies Hy(S/(I N
Jyy)) > Hy(S/I) + q. As shown in Equation (A.6), the opposite inequality
is always satisfied, so Equation (A.3) follows. O

In the remainder of the section we prove different numerical criteria that
are used in Section 6. Notation 6.5 therein is in effect.

Proposition A.2. Let d € N satisfy d > 6. Then s/ <2-sq_3.
Proof. The table below shows the inequality for 6 < d < 8.

d=6|d=7|d=28
st 4 4 5
2-84_3 6 8 10

Next we show sgﬁrg < 2-sq5foralld>6. Let d = 6k + ¢ where 1 < k and

0 <7 <5. By Remark 6.6 we get
143

33;3:3/%4—{ J+1§3kz—|—5sincez’§5.

Furthermore, by Remark 6.6 (1) we have sg, = 3k? + 3k + 1 < s4. Since
1 < k the strict inequality holds and establishes

s S3k+5<2 s =2 (3K +3k+1) <25 -
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Lemma A.3. Let d € N be such that d > 6. We state and prove all cases
of the inequalz’ty Equation (6.7) used in the proof of Lemma 6.9.

(1) 3 < sy,
(2) %< i
(3) Sd < ///
Proof. (1) Let d = 6p + ¢ where p > 1. Using Remark 6.6 we have
. [ =1 , p =02
Sq = X and S4—1 = .
p+1 otherwise p+1 otherwise.
Hence it follows . )
S p+
Ed ST SPSSia

(2) Let d = 3m + j where m > 2. Using Remark 6.6 we have
d m j=0,1
" " )
=|=]+1 d p—
54 EJ an Sd—2 {m+1 =2

Then
sy m+1 "
2 2
(3) Let d = 2s +t where s > 3. Recall from Remark 6.6 that

d s—1 t=0
s=1=]+1 and s o=
I BJ a3 s t=1

It follows that »
s s+ 1
52 5 Ss—lgsg’_?). O

APPENDIX B. SECANT VARIETIES TO THE VERONESE VARIETY

Definition B.1. Let S be a polynomial ring. Define the d-th Veronese
variety as V¢ = Proj(k[S4]).

Remark B.2. The Veronese variety can be embedded in (straight) projective
space as follows: Let S = k[zg,...,2z,] and N = s4 — 1. Let mg,...,mpy
enumerate the monomials in Sy. Consider the k-algebra homomorphism
0 : k[yo,...,yn] — k[zo,...,z,]
Set R = klyo,...,yn] to be the domain of § and I to be the kernel of
6. Then Equation (B.1) gives rise to an isomorphism R/I = k[Sy] which
in turn induces an isomorphism of projective varieties V¢ = Proj(R/I) C
Proj(R) = PY.
Geometrically 6 induces a map of projective varieties

PP -V (p) = [mo(p) : -+ : mn(p)] (B.2)

(B.1)
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defined on U = {p € Proj(95) | 0(R1) < p}.
The main goal of this section is to establish the following proposition.

Theorem 7.5. Let P = P(1,a1,...,ay,). For a fized d > a,, the following
are equivalent:

(1) if X is a set of r general double points, Hg(S/Ix) = min{sq,7(n + 1)}
(2) dimy (0, (V%) = min{sq — 1,7(n 4+ 1) — 1}.

To show this we make use of tangent spaces which we now define.

Definition B.3. Let p be a point of an affine variety U with defining ideal
m,. The Zariski tangent space to U at p is the vector space

T,(U) = Homk(mp/mf,, k).

If p is a point of a projective variety X, the projective tangent space to
X at p, denoted T,(X) is the projectivization of the 75X, where X is affine
cone over X and p is any point of the affine cone that corresponds to p € X.

Lemma B.4. Consider a map g : AT — AY given by g(p) = (g1(p), - .., gn(p)),
where g; € k[r1,...,x,]|. For any p € A" the induced map

dg : ToA™ — Tg(p)AN is represented by the Jacobian matriz [gg;

p] 1<i<N *
1<5<n

We now analyze the projective tangent space to the Veronese variety Ve,

Proposition B.5. Let P = P(1,a1,...,ay), let d > a, be an integer and
denote N = sq — 1. Using the notation introduced in Equation (B.1) and
Equation (B.2), consider a point p € Uy = P\ V(zg) and set U} = vin
(PY\ V(yo)). Then
(1) The inclusion k[Sy] — S induces an isomorphism between Uy and
U, both of which are isomorphic to A}. In particular, the points p
and (p) are smooth on P and V2, respectively.
(2) The point 1(p) is defined and the projective tangent space ']I'd,(p)(Vd)

s given by
-~ om omn .
T (V) =B (|50 G20 [osizn). @)
Proof. (1) Let S = k[zg, ..., z,]| with deg(z;) = a;. Recall that P = Spec(.5).
Moreover the coordinate ring of Up is S[zgy o = k21, . . . , 2, since deg () =

1. See the description of the coordinate rings of U; in Equation (2.3) for a
justification of this isomorphism. Since the coordinate ring of Uy is regular,
all points of Uy are smooth.

Now consider V¢ = Spec(k[S,]). The following are monomials in S

d d—a d—a
Mo = Tg, M1 = Ty Tlyee, My =Ty Ty,
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and every other monomial m in S; can be written in the form

n eo n e; Z’.””:O €ia; n e; n e;
_ e w [Limymi® g™ [Loymi  mollis, my’
m= xi - n (d—a:) n ) - n - .
i=1 ei(d—a;) i=1 e;d i=1 €i
—d ~ mi m : mi m .
It follows that k[Sg, x5 %o = [m—o, el m—g] Since ..., 2 each contain a

distinct variable z;, they are algebraically independent. Thus the coordinate
ring of U} is regular and we deduce that V% is smooth at ¢ whenever g € Uj.
In particular, the points ¥ (p) with p € Uy are smooth points of Ve,

The inclusion ¢ : k[Sy] < S yields upon inverting powers of x( the identity
map

k {ﬂ%} = k[Sg, 25 — S[zg'] =k [ﬂa’—"]
mo mo ) Zo

since m;/mgy — x;/x9 = m;/mg for 1 <i <mn.

(2) The point ¥ (p) is defined since mg(p) # 0.

Consider the affine cone V¥ of V¥ and the regular map

g AT = AT g(p) = (mo(p), .. (p).
The map induced by g on coordinate rings is denoted € in Equation (B.1).
Let m denote the ideal of p in AZH, m’ denote the ideal of g(p) in Ag +

and m” denote the ideal of g(p) in A’ = k[V4]. Let 7 : k[Ay '] — A’ denote
the canonical projection and ¢ : k[Sq] — S = k[A"T!] denote the inclusion.
These maps satisfy the identity § = ¢ o . There are dual commutative
diagrams as follows

Tg(p)AN+1

m'/m’?

2, "2 d T
m/m N L m /m TpAn+1 L Tg(p)Vd.

By part (1), the horizontal map labeled ¢ and hence also its dual d¢ are

isomorphisms. Since 7 is surjective, dx is injective. Hence Tg(p)Vd is iso-
morphic to the image of dm which coincides with the image of dg. By
Lemma B.4, the differential dg : TI,A/ZJrl — Tg(p)AiV +1 is represented by the

om;

Jacobian matrix J = [895]» ]% <IN Therefore, Td}(p)(Vd) can be identified
<j<n
with the column space of J and its projectivization yields

om om
dy o~ 0 N .
TV 2 ([ 20, 2 T o<y <n).

O

In the following, we to denote by V¢ the affine cone over V¢ and by § any
affine point that corresponds to the projective point g € IP’,ZQV . Proposition B.6
in standard graded case was first proven by Lasker in [Las04]. Our proof is
an adaption from [BOO0S§].
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Proposition B.6 (Lasker’s proposition). Let P = P(1,aq,...,a,), let d >
ap be an integer and set N = sq — 1. Let p € Uy = P\ V(xg). Then the
orthogonal complement to the tangent space to V4 at 1 (p) consists of all
hypersurfaces of degree d singular at p. In detail, there is a vector space
isomorphism

~ dyL
(10 = Ty (VO™

Proof. By the Zariski-Nagata Theorem, [[1(72)]d is the vector space of homo-
geneous polynomials of degree d whose first derivative vanishes on p

(2) of al N om,
aa={resil =0} ={ T onm | TG, <ol
! i=0 i=0 d

Then for any A € kN*! we have

N
ZAZ-%\ ~0
i—0 Oz; '

omy omp
S(Agy e AN) | — o, —— =
( 05 ) N) <61132 P’ ) axz ‘p) 0
_(ydyt
@AeTwo(p)(V) . O

We now define the k-th secant variety of a projective variety. This is a
central tool in establishing Theorem 7.5. For a more thorough study of the
secant variety see [Har92, Lecture 8].

Definition B.7 (Secant Variety). Let X be a projective variety. For any
nonnegative integer r, the r-secant variety of X, denoted by o, (X), is defined
to be

Zariski closure

oX)= |J @,....P)
Py, PreX

Note that o, (V") is an irreducible variety for all r. ([Fan90, Remark 1.2])

Lemma B.8 (First Terracini Lemma). Let Y be an a affine variety set,
let p1,...,pr €Y be general points and z € (p1,...,p,) be a general point.
Then

TZ(UT’(Y)) = <Tp1 (Y)v ce 7Tpr (Y)> .

Proof. See [BO08, Lemma 2.2]. O
Using arguments identical to [BO08] we prove Theorem 7.5.

Proof of Theorem 7.5. Let X = {2p1,...,2p,} be a collection of general
double points in P. Applying Proposition B.6 to get the second equality, we
obtain

[Ix]a= [ﬂ »
=1

T

-N <Tmﬂ)L - <wa(pvl)17i,...,wa(pvr)17?l>L

d =1
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using Lemma B.8, we obtain

dim([S/Ix]s) = dimy, <TN v, ... ,Tﬁf@ = dimy T, (o3, (V)).

¥(p1) (pr)

Finally using that ar(%) = o-(V4) and the irreducibility of ‘7&, which
implies irreducibility of o,.(V4) for all r [Har92, p. 144, Prop 11.24], we get

for z a general point of o,.(V4)

dim T, (o (V4)) = dim oy, (V) = dim(op (V%)) + 1.

To summarize, we have obtained the identity

dim([S/Ix]q) = dim(o,(V?)) 41,

whence the claimed equivalence follows. O
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