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ENUMERATION OF TERRACINI SCHEMES

CIRO CILIBERTO

Abstract. In this note we outline a way of computing the expected lenght
of the Terracini scheme of a curve, when this scheme is expected to be finite
and we give a closed formula for curves in P

4. We also discuss the widely open

case of varieties of higher dimension.

Introduction

Let X ⊂ P
r be an irreducible, projective variety, that we assume to be smooth

and non–degenerate. Let p1, . . . , ph be h > 2 general points of X . The famous
Terracini’s lemma says that the span of the union of the tangent spaces to X at
p1, . . . , ph is the tangent space to the (h − 1)–th secant variety Sech−1(X) to X
at a general point x of the linear space 〈p1, . . . , ph〉, that is also a general point of
Sech−1(X). The expected dimension of Sech−1(X), and therefore of TSecr(X),x, is
min{r, h(n + 1) − 1}, and the dimension σh−1(X) of Sech−1(X) is bounded above
by the expected dimension. If σh−1(X) < min{r, h(n + 1) − 1}, X is said to be
(h − 1)–defective. Curves are never defective, whereas in higher dimension there
are a lot of defective varieties.

In [2] the Authors introduced the concept of Terracini loci of X . According
to [2], the h–th Terracini locus of X is the subset of Xh, the Hilbert scheme of
0–dimensional schemes of length h in X , of h–tuples of distinct points p1, . . . , ph

of X such that the span of the union of the tangent spaces to X at p1, . . . , ph is
strictly smaller than σh−1(X). In particular, if X is not (h − 1)–defective, the h–th
Terracini locus of X is the set of distinct h–tuples of points p1, . . . , ph of X such
that

dim
(

〈

h
⋃

i=1

TX,pi
〉
)

< min{r, h(n + 1) − 1}.

One can actually give a more formal definition of Terracini scheme in Xh (see §1
for the case of curves).

In this paper we look at the case of non–(h − 1)–defective varieties X for which
the h–th Terracini scheme is expected to be finite and we consider the problem of
computing the expected length this scheme. In §1 we outline a way of solving this
problem in the case of curves, and we provide a closed formula for the aforemen-
tioned length in the case of curves in P

4. In §2 we briefly discuss the case of higher
dimensional varieties, which is widely open.
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1. The curve case

Let n > 2 be an integer and let C ⊂ P
3n−2 be a smooth, irreducible, projective,

non–degenerate curve of degree d and genus g. We will denote by L the hyperplane
class bundle on C and by V ⊂ H0(C, L) the (3n − 1)–dimensional vector space
corresponding to the embedding of C in P

4.
Let Cn be the n–fold symmetric product of C. Consider C × Cn with the two

projections π1, π2 to the first and second factor. Let D ⊂ C × Cn be the universal
divisor. We define a rank 2n vector bundle EC on Cn as follows

EC = (π2)∗(O2D ⊗ π∗

1(L))

and we can look at the evaluation map

ϕ : V ⊗ OCn
−→ EC .

We can consider the subscheme Terr(C) of Cn of points E ∈ Cn where rk(ϕ) < 2n.
The scheme Terr(C) is called the Terracini scheme of C. A divisor E ∈ Cn belongs
to Terr(C) if and only if the subspace V (−2E) ⊂ V of sections s ∈ V such that
div(s) − 2E is effective, has dimension at most 2n − 1.

In this setting one may expect that Terr(C) is finite. If so its lenght will be
denoted by t(C), and, by Porteous formula (see [1, p. 86]), one has

(1) t(C) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

c1 . . . cn−1 cn

c0 . . . cn−2 cn−1

. . . . . . . . . . . .
0 . . . 0 c1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

where ci = ci(EC) for 0 6 i 6 n. To compute t(C) one has to compute the Chern
classes ci = ci(EC). To do this, one can proceed as follows.

By Grothendieck–Riemann–Roch theorem, one has

td(Cn) · ch(EC) = (π2)∗

(

td(C × Cn) · ch(O2D ⊗ π∗

1(L))
)

.

Eliminating the factor td(Cn), we find

(2) ch(EC) = (π2)∗

(

td(C) · ch(O2D ⊗ π∗

1(L))
)

.

From the exact sequence

0 −→ π∗

1(L) ⊗ OC×C2
(−2D) −→ π∗

1(L) −→ O2D ⊗ π∗

1(L) −→ 0

we deduce

(3) ch(O2D ⊗ π∗

1(L)) = ch(π∗

1(L)) − ch(π∗

1(L) ⊗ OC×C2
(−2D)).

Let us denote by η the class of the pull back by π1 of a point p of C, i.e., the
class of {p} × Cn

∼= Cn. Of course, one has

η2 = 0.
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We denote by δ the class of D and by θ the pull back of the theta divisor in the
jacobian J(C) via the Abel–Jacobi map a : Cn −→ J(C). By abuse of notation, θ
will also denote the pull back on C × Cn via π2 of this class. One has

δ = nη + γ + x

where x denotes the class of a divisor of the form p + Cn−1 ⊂ Cn, with p ∈ C (by
abuse of notation, x will also denote the pull back of this class on C × Cn via π2),
and γ is a suitable class on C × Cn (see [1, p. 338]), that is such that

γ2 = −2ηθ, γ3 = ηγ = 0.

One has

ch(π∗

1(L)) = edη, ch(π∗

1(L) ⊗ OC×C2
(−2D)) = edη−2δ = e(d−2n)η−2γe−2x

and

td(C) = 1 + (1 − g)η.

Hence, from (3) we get

td(C) · ch(O2D ⊗ π∗

1(L)) = 1 + (d − g + 1)η −
(

1 + (d − g − 2n + 1)η − 2γ − 4ηθ
)

e−2x.

By (2), and taking into account that ηγ = 0 implies (π2)∗(γ) = 0, we find

(4) ch(EC) = (d − g + 1) − (d − g − 2n + 1 − 4θ)e−2x

Expanding e−2x, taking into account that xn = 1 and using Poincaré’s formula
to compute xiθn−i for 0 6 i 6 n, one computes ch(EC). Now

ch(EC) = 2n +

n
∑

i=1

pn

n!

where p1 = c1 and pi is determined inductively by Newton’s formula

pi − c1pi−1 + c2pi−2 + · · · + (−1)i−1ci−1p1 + (−1)iici = 0

(see [3, p. 56]). From this, in principle one can recursively compute the Chern
classes of EC and plugging into (1) one finds the expression for t(C).

The general computation is cumbersome and it is not easy to come up with a
closed formula for t(C) for all n > 2. This is however possible for low values of n.
For example, one has:

Proposition 1.1. For n = 2, i.e., for curves in P
4, one has

t(C) = 2(d − g − 3)(d − g − 4) + 8g(d − 5).

Proof. Formula (1) now reads

(5) t(C) = c2
1(EC) − c2(EC)

so we have to compute only c2
1(EC) and c2(EC).

Formula (4) in this case reads

ch(EC) = 4 + 2(d − g − 3)x + 4θ − 2(d − g − 3)x2 − 8θx.

From this, taking into account that x2 = 1, θx = g, we get that

c1(EC) = 2(d − g − 3)x + 4θ

c1(EC)2 − 2c2(EC)

2
= −2(d − g − 3)x2 − 8θx = −2(d − g − 3) − 8g.
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Since θ2 = g(g − 1) we deduce that

c1(EC)2 = 4(d − g − 3)2 + 16(d − g − 3)g + 16g(g − 1)

c2(EC) = 2(d − g − 3)(d − g − 2) + 8(d − 3 − g)g + 8g2.

and, plugging into (5), we see that the assertion holds. �

2. Open problems

One can consider Terracini schemes also for higher dimensional varieties and one
can consider enumerative problems as in the curve case we treated above. Indeed,
let n > 2 be an integer, and let X ⊂ P

n(2m+1)−2 be a smooth, projective, irreducible,
non–degenerate, not (n − 1)–defective variety of dimension m > 2. Let L be the
hyperplane class bundle on X and let V ⊂ H0(C, L) be the (n(2m + 1) − 1)–
dimensional vector space corresponding to the embedding of X in P

n(2m+1)−2.
Let Xn be the Hilbert scheme of 0–dimensional subschemes of length n of X .

Consider X ×Xn with the two projections π1, π2 to the first and second factor. Let
D ⊂ X × Xn be the universal scheme. We define a rank n(m + 1) vector bundle
EX on Xn as follows

EX = (π2)∗(OX×Xn
/I2

D ⊗ π∗

1(L)),

where ID is the ideal sheaf of D in X × Xn. One can look at the evaluation map

ϕ : V ⊗ OXn
−→ EX

and consider the subscheme Terr(X) of Xn of points Z ∈ Xn where rk(ϕ) < n(m +
1). The scheme Terr(X) is called the Terracini scheme of X . A scheme Z ∈ Xn

belongs to Terr(X) if and only if the subspace V (−2Z) ⊂ V , with V (−2Z) =
V ∩ H0(X, L ⊗ I2

Z,X), has dimension at most n(m + 1) − 1.

In this setting, one may expect that Terr(X) is finite and one may want to com-
pute its expected length. In principle, one can follow the same argument outlined in
the curve case, but, since the universal scheme D ⊂ X × Xn is no longer a divisor,
the computations become soon very difficult, even in the simplest case m = n = 2
of surfaces in P

8. It is therefore an open problem to find formulas for the length of
Terr(X) in the above cases.
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