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WHAT DETERMINES A VARIETY?

JANOS KOLLAR

ABSTRACT. We show that, over a field of characteristic 0, a normal, projec-
tive variety of dimension at least 4 is uniquely determined by its underlying
topological space. The proof builds on previous work of Lieblich and Olsson.
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1. INTRODUCTION

By definition, a scheme X is a topological space—which we denote by |X|—and
a sheaf of rings Ox on the open subsets of | X]|.

As a continuation of [LO19, [KLOS20], we study the following natural but seldom
considered questions.

e How to read off properties of X from |X|?
e Does |X| alone determine X?
In some cases, the answer is clearly negative.
e If C is an irreducible curve over an infinite field k, then |C| has 1 generic
point and |k| closed points, so |C| depends only on the cardinality of k.
1
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e For any variety X, the seminormalization map X*" — X is a homeo-
morphism, so we should clearly restrict attention to seminormal varieties.
The same applies to the weak normalization in positive characeristic.

e Let K/L be a finite field extension and X an irreducible, normal K-
variety. We can also view it as an L-variety X, and then |X| = |X|.
Note that X has at least deg(K/L) geometric irreducible components,
we can thus avoid this problem by working only with geometrically irre-
ducible varieties.

e Purely inseparable morphisms in positive characteristic give homeomor-
phisms between quite dissimilar varieties.

e A more unexpected example is constructed in [WK8&1]: |]P’]%,p| ~ |]P’]%q| for
any 2 primes p,q. In general it seems that surfaces over finite fields and
their algebraic extensions give many similar examples (27]).

e Let S, T be real algebraic surfaces birational to P% and @ : S(R) ~ T'(R)
a homeomorphism in the classical topology. By [KM09], ® can be ap-
proximated by maps that are homeomorphisms both in the classical and
the Zariski topology.

Despite these examples, it is possible that the above are exceptional instances
and the answer is positive in almost all other cases.

In Sections BHE we study curves C' C X such that every finite subset Z C C is
obtained (or almost obtained) as C'N D for some divisor D C X. It turns out that
this depends mostly on the base field k. Studying a similar question for the union
of a curve and a divisor allows us to distinguish projective spaces from all other
varieties.

Theorem 1. Let L be a field of characteristic 0 and K an arbitrary field. Let Y,
be a mormal, projective, geometrically irreducible variety of dimension n > 2 over
L such that |Yy| is homeomorphic to |P%|. Then K =2 L and Y1, = P}.

The linkage of divisors is investigated in Sections [[HI2} This leads to an answer
to the basic problem in characteristic 0, save in low dimensions. (We comment on
the dimension restrictions in (I2]).)

Theorem 2. Let K, L be fields of characteristic 0 and X, Y, normal, projective,
geometrically irreducible varieties over K (resp. L). Let ® : |Xg| ~ |YL| be a
homeomorphism. Assume that

(2.1) either dim X > 4,

(2.2) or dim X > 3 and K, L are finitely generated field extensions of Q.
Then ® is the composite of a field isomorphism ¢ : K = L and an algebraic iso-
morphism of L-varieties X¢ = Yr.

For completeness, let us state the most general form of ([@) that could be true.

Conjecture 3. Let K, L be fields and X, Yy, seminormal, geometrically irreducible
varieties over K (resp. L). Let ® : | Xi| ~ |YL| be a homeomorphism. Assume that
char L =0 and dim X > 2.

Then @ is the composite of a field isomorphism ¢ : K = L and an algebraic
isomorphism of L-varieties X¢ Yr.

It is possible that modifications of the current methods will handle the semi-
normal and proper case. Our approach has many difficulties with open varieties;
though some cases are treated in [LO19 [KLOS20].
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Ancillary results are collected in Sections [[BHIG These are mostly known but
hard to find references for the forms that we need. The notion of weakly Hilbertian
fields introduced in Section [16]is new and may be of independent interest.

4 (Terminology and notation). For ease of reference, here is a list of new or non-
standard terminology and notation that we use.

Albanese variety, classical Alb(X), & la Grothendieck Alb® (X)) (I2J).

Absolutely scip, variant of scip (32).

Ample-ci, complete intersection of ample divisors (I17).

Ample-sci, set-theoretic complete intersection of ample divisors (I17).

Anti-Mordell- Weil field, (I52]).

Bertini-Hilbert dimension of a field, (G3).

BH(k), the Bertini-Hilbert dimension; it is either 1 or 2 (G3)).

Detects linear similarity, (65]).

Field-locally thin subset, [T1]).

Generically scip, variant of scip ([I9).

Linked, L-linked, (3).

Linking is free, ([Z6]).

Linking on Wy determines linking on W1, [&).

Linking is minimally restrictive, (87).

Locally finite field, algebraic extension of a finite field (I50).

Mordell-Weil field, (I51)).

Non-Cartier center, (136).

Scip, set-theoretic complete intersection property.

For irreducible subsets ([9) and for reducible subsets (36).

Scip with finite defect, variant of scip (29).

Thin subset, [T1]).

Stably dense, (64)).

Topological pencil, t-pencil, (105).

Weakly Hilbertian field, (I50)).

I'B(X, L) , sections of (powers of) L of that vanish exactly along B (55).

RE(X, L), restriction of TB(X, L) to V C X (51).

Rt Gy, Weil restriction of the multiplicative group (I45).

p(X), Picard number using Cartier divisors.

p°(X), Picard number (or class rank) using non-Cartier divisors (124)).

(X)), {zr e X :dimO, x =0, or =1 and not regular, or not Ss.} (E43).

~, linear equivalence of divisors D1, Ds.

~g, Q-linear equivalence: mD; ~ mDy for some m # 0.

~s, linear similarity: myD; ~ mgDs for some my, mo # 0 (64I).

~sa, linear similarity + Dj, Do ample and irreducible (g]).

Introduction to Sections [3H6]

Let X be a normal, projective K-variety over some field K and C C X an
irreducible curve. In Sections BH4] we study which finite subsets of C' are obtained
as the intersection of C' with some divisor; a condition that depends only on the
topology of the pair |C| C | X].

Somewhat surprisingly, at the most basic level the answer is governed by the
base field K. More precisely, by the qualitative behavior of the group of K-points
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of Abelian varieties over K. There are 3 classes of fields K for which the ‘size’ of
A(K) is about the same for every Abelian variety over K.

o (Finite fields) For these A(K) is finite. More generally, if K is locally
finite then A(K) is a torsion group.

e (Number fields) For these A(K) is finitely generated by the Mordell-
WEeil theorem. More generally, the same holds for fields that are finitely
generated over a prime field [LN59].

o (Geometric fields) For these A(K) has infinite rank. This holds for ex-
ample if K is algebraically closed, except for IF‘p. These are called anti-
Mordell-Weil fields [IL19]; see (I52)) for the main examples.

Roughly speaking, our results show how to read off closely related properties of
K from the topology of |X| in the first 2 cases and to recognize rational curves on
X in the third case.

The conclusions are most complete for locally finite fields.

Theorem 5. Let X be an irreducible, quasi-projective variety of dimension > 2
over a perfect field K. The following are equivalent.
(5.1) For every irreducible curve C C X and every finite, closed subset P C C,
there is a divisor D C X such that CND = P (as sets).
(5.2) K is locally finite.

(5.3) A(K) is a torsion group for every commutative algebraic group A over K.
We have a more complicated characterization of the Mordell-Weil case.

Theorem 6. Let X be an irreducible, quasi-projective variety of dimension > 2
over a field K. The following are equivalent.
(6.1) For every irreducible curve C C X there is a finite, closed subset ¥ C C
such that for every finite, closed subset P C C, there is a divisor D C X such
that PC CND C PUX (as sets).

(6.2) A(K) has finite Q-rank for every Abelian variety A over K.

In the geometric cases our considerations yield a Zariski-topological characteri-
zation of rational curves. The complete statement in (34 needs several definitions,
so here we state it somewhat informally.

Proposition 7. Let X be an irreducible, quasi-projective variety of dimension
n > 2 over an anti-Mordell-Weil field and C C X an irreducible, geometrically
reduced curve. One can decide using only the topology of the pair |C| C |X| whether
C is rational or not.

The last result is especially useful if X contains many rational curves, for example
for X = P™. However, in Sections [BHGl we get better results by observing that, from
the topological point of view,

(hyperplane) U (line) C P*
is a very unusual configuration. This leads to the proof of ().
Introduction to Sections [THI2]

A program towards showing that | X| determines X was started in [LO19]. As
an intermediate step, [LO19] proposed to look for additional data that, together
with |X|, determine X. A candidate is linear equivalence of divisors, denoted
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by D1 ~ Ds. In () we introduce a variant, called linear similarity of ample
divisors and denoted by ~g,. Then we show first that |X| determines ~g,, then
that (|X|,~sa) determines ~ and finally [LOI9] proves that (|X|,~) determines
X. Symbolically:

X B (1x) ) T (), ) B

Definition 8 (Linear similarity of ample divisors). Let X be a normal variety
and PDiv(X) the set of prime divisors on X. We define a relation on PDiv(X) x
PDiv(X) by declaring that Dy ~g, Dy iff

(8.1) Dy, Dy are Q-Cartier, ample and

(8.2) m1Dy ~ maDs for some my,ms > 0.
Note that rankg C1(X) = 1 iff Dy ~g, Ds for any 2 prime divisors on X. In these
cases the relation ~g, carries no extra information.

The first step of the proof finds ~ygs,.

Proposition 9. Let X be a normal, projective variety of dimension > 3 over a
field k. Assume that k is not locally finite. Then |X| determines ~s,.

The proof is actually a quite short argument in Section [8] which is surprising
since ~ and ~sg, seem very closely related at first sight. We show how to recognize

(9.1) irreducible, ample Q-Cartier divisors (@1,

(9.2) linear similarity of irreducible, ample Q-Cartier divisors (68)), and

(9.3) irreducible Q-Cartier divisors (G3)).

Then a longer argument shows that once we know |X| and ~g,, then we also
know ~.
Theorem 10. Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible variety over
a field k of characteristic 0. Assume that
(10.1) either dim X > 4,
(10.2) or dim X > 3 and k is a finitely generated field extension of Q.
Then | X| and ~s, together determine ~. (See (I16) for a more general version.)

This is longer; we step-by-step recognize the following objects/properties.
10.1) k-points (82)).
10.2) Isomorphism of residue fields of closed points (83).
10.3) Isomorphism of reduced, 0-dimensional subschemes (&4]).

(
(10.2)
(10.3)
(10.4) Transversality of O-dimensional intersections of subvarieties (@T]).
(10.5) Two irreducible curves having the same degree (95)).

(10.6) Two irreducible divisors having the same degree (@0).

(10.7) Q-linear equivalence of ample divisors ([@175).

We can now use ([I07)) to recognize algebraic pencils of divisors.

The remaining problem is to decide which members of a topological pencil are
members of the corresponding algebraic pencil; this is the true membership problem
[KLOS20, 5.3.5] As in [KLOS20, Chap.5], instead of a complete solution, we only
deal with ‘well behaved’ linear systems. We find sufficient conditions for

(10.8) linearity of a pencil (I09),
(10.9) membership in a pencil (II3]) and
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(10.10) linear equivalence of reduced divisors ([13)).

Then, as in [KLOS20, 5.3.8], we see that linear equivalences between reduced di-
visors generate the full linear equivalence relation. The next result then completes
the proof of (2.

Theorem 11. [LO19, Main Thm.] Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically ir-
reducible variety of dimension > 2 over a field. Then | X| and ~ together determine
X. O

The main technical tool for all this is the study of linkage of divisors.

12 (Linkage of divisors). Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety and
L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z;,Zs C X be closed, irreducible subvarieties
such that dim(Z; N Z3) = 0. We consider the following

Linkage problem[12. 1. We say that s; € H(X, L™¢) with zero sets H; := (s; = 0)
are L-linked on Zy U Zs if there is an s € H(X, L") with zero set H := (s = 0)
such that

Supp(H1 N Z1) U Supp(Ha N Z3) = Supp((21 UZ2)N H)

Note that if the Picard number of X is 1, then this is clearly a question involving
only the underlying topology | X|. In fact, by (@), this is almost always a question
about | X|.

Sufficient condition [I2.2. If s1*|z,nz, = ¢ $5%|z,nz, for some nonzero ¢ € k*
and 71,79 € N, then the H; := (s, = 0) are L-linked on Z1 U Zs.

[a=3

Next note that s;|z,nz, can be an arbitrary element of H%(Z1 N Za, L|z,nz,)
H°(Z1N Z3,0z,nz,) for L sufficiently ample. Thus we obtain the following.

Proposition [I2.3. If the sufficient condition ([I212) is necessary and any two
Hy, Hy are L-linked, then H%(Z; N Z3,0z,nz,) = k. That is, Z; N Zy is a reduced
k-point of X.

This gives us a topological way to identify k-points and also check whether an
intersection is transverse or not.

When is condition (I3 2) necessary? [I2.4. We know that Supp(s;
Supp(s|z, = 0). Thus if
(a) the Z,; are normal, geometrically irreducible, and
(b) the Supp(si|z; = 0) are irreducible, then
sz, = ¢ - 8"z, @24.c)
for some nonzero ¢; € k* and m;,n; € N. Thus we conclude that there is a constant
¢ € k* such that

s zinz, = €0 85" 200 Zs s (24.d)

as needed.

It remains to deal with the conditions (I24.a-b). It turns out that normality
can be avoided, this is worked out in Section [l Instead of geometric irreducibility,
the key condition is geometric connectedness, which is guaranteed if the Z; are set-
theoretic complete intersections of ample divisors. Thus the troublesome condition

is (I24.b).
Irreducibility of HNZ[I2.5. Let Z C X be an irreducible subvariety and H C X
a general ample divisor. When is H N Z irreducible?
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Bertini’s theorem says that this holds if dim Z > 2. Since we also need dim(Z; N
Z3) = 0, we must have dim X > 4. For the best results we also need Z; N Z5 to be
a single point, which usually can be arranged only if dim X > 5. This is the case
when the methods work best.

There are 2 ways to lower the dimension. First, it turns out that we get almost
everything if one of the Z; has dimension > 2, the other can be a curve. Thus we
get all results if dim X > 4, as in [@211).

If £ is finitely generated over Q, then a theorem of Hilbert guarantees that HNZ
is irreducible for most ample divisors H even if dim Z = 1. This property defines
Hilbertian fields (I53)), and, for such fields, we can work with varieties of dimension
> 3; leading to ([212).

In order to give unified treatments, we introduce the Bertini-Hilbert dimension
of fields in (G3]).

Introduction to Sections [I3HI6

These sections provide background material, most of which is known but may
be hard to find in the form that we need. Section [I3] summarizes properties of
complete intersections and various Bertini-type theorems.

The theory of Picard group, Picard variety and Albanese variety is recalled in
Section [4l The literature is much less complete about the class group and its
scheme version, which does not even seem to have a name.

Basic results on commutative algebraic groups and the multiplicative group of
Artin algebras are studied in Section [I5l

Section [16] recalls the definitions and basic properties of locally finite, Mordell-
Weil, anti-Mordell-Weil and Hilbertian fields. We introduce the new notion of
weakly Hilbertian fields (I56).

Acknowledgments. My interest in this subject was started by a lecture of M. Ols-
son about [LO19] at MSRI. After that, a series of discussions with M. Lieblich and
M. Olsson led to further results [KLOS20]. These had a major influence on this
work.

I received help from M. Larsen with algebraic tori, B. Poonen with Bertini and
Noether-Lefschetz theorems, J. Silverman with Néron’s theorem, K. Smith with dis-
crete valuation rings and C. Voisin with Noether-Lefschetz theorems; I am grateful
to all of them.

Partial financial support was provided by the NSF under grant number DMS-
1901855.

2. CONJECTURES

We discuss several conjectures that came up while studying the above questions,
but which are of independent interest.

Noether-Lefschetz theorem over countable fields.
The following is probably old, [Ter85] attributes a version of it to T. Shioda.

Conjecture 13. Let k be a field that is not locally finite, X a normal projective
k-variety of dimension > 3 and H an ample Cartier divisor. Then, for m > 1 and
for ‘most’ k-divisors D € |mH|(k), the restriction maps

Pic(X) — Pic(D) and Cl(X) — CID) are isomorphisms.
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The traditional satement of the Noether-Lefschetz theorem says that the con-
clusion holds outside a countable union of proper, closed subvarieties of |mH]|; see
[Gro68| for the Picard group and [RS06], [RS09, [Ji20] for the class group. This gives
a positive answer to the conjecture whenever k is uncountable.

For countable algebraically closed fields a positive answer is given in [And96,
MP12, [Ambi18| [Chrl8]. See also [Ter85] for similar results over Q for complete
intersections in P".

Independence of intersection points.

To start with an example, let £ C P? be an elliptic curve, and L C P? a very
general line intersecting F at 3 points p1,p2,p3. Let [H] € Pic(E) denote the
hyperplane class. One can see that mip; + mops + msps ~ nH holds only for
m1 = me = mg = n. This is easy over C, gets quite a bit harder over Q if we want
the line to be also defined over Q. The following conjecture says that a similar
claim holds for all smooth curves.

Conjecture 14. Let k be a field that is not locally finite. Let C be a smooth,
projective curve of genus > 1 over k and L a very ample line bundle on C, For
a section s € H°(C, L) write {p;(s) : i € I} (resp. {pi(s) : i € I}) for the closed
points (resp. k-points) of (s = 0). Then, for ‘most’ sections, we have injections
@icrZpi(s)] < Pic(C) (weak form),
Bicillpi(s)] — Pic(Cy) (strong form).
It is not clear what ‘most’ should mean. It is possible that this holds outside a
field-locally thin set (7Il), but some heuristics suggest otherwise.

For the proof of ([80) we would need the following stronger variant. If true, it
would allow us to prove (@) for 3-folds as well.

Conjecture 15. Using the notation of (I])), let A C Pic®(C) be an Abelian sub-
variety and T' C Pic(C) a finitely generated subgroup that contains [L]. Then, for
‘most’ sections, we have injections

Die1Zlpi(s)l/Xieslpi(s)] = Pic(C)/(A(K),T)  (weak form),
@ierL[pi(s)]/LierlPi(s)] = Pic(Cy)/(A(k),T) (strong form).

Sections with few zeros.

The next 2 conjectures posit that, for ‘most’ ample line bundles, every section
has many zeros.

Conjecture 16. Let K be an algebraically closed field other than F,. Let C' be
a smooth, projective curve over K. Then, for ‘most’ ample line bundles L, every
section of L™ has at least g(C) zeros for every m > 1.

Line bundles of degree d that have a section with fewer than g zeros form a
closed subset of dimension g — 1 of Picd(C’) obtained as the image of the maps

m CI = Picd(C) given by (c1,...,¢4-1) — O¢ (Zlml[cl]),

where m := (mq,...,mg_1) such that > m; = d. Thus (0] is true if K is uncount-
able. The most interesting open case is probably Q. By (I&2), there is a curve C
and a line bundle L over Q, such that every section of L™ has at least 2 zeros for
every m > 1.



WHAT DETERMINES A VARIETY? 9

We prove the nodal rational curve cases of (8] in (I64]).
Thinking of the curve C' as a subvariety of its Jacobian leads to the following
stronger form.

Conjecture 17. Let K be an algebraically closed field other than Fp. Let A be
an Abelian variety over K and Z; C A subvarieties such that ), dim Z; < dim A.
Then, for ‘most’ p € A(K), the equation

nlpl =Y milzi] n,m; € Z,z € Z;(K),
has only the trivial solution n = m; = 0.
Next we give an example with only one Z; where this holds.

Example 18. Let k be any field. Assume that A = B X E where B is a simple
Abelian variety, E an elliptic curve, and we have only one Z = Z; C A of dimension
< dim A — 2. Assume also that Z does not contain any translate of E.

Let m : A — B be the coordinate projection. If p € E(k),z € Z(k) and n[p] =
m[z], then m[r(z)] = 0, that is, 7(z) is a torsion point in 7(Z). By [Zha98] there
are only finitely many such, so there are only finitely many {z; € Z : j € J} for
which there is an m; > 0 such that m;[z;] € E.

Thus if p € E(k) then n[p] = m[z] has a nontrivial solution iff p is in the
saturation of m;[z;] for some j € J.

If rankg E(k) > 2, then finitely many subgroups of Q-rank 1 do not cover E(k).

To get such Jacobian examples, fix an elliptic curve E over Q and let C' be a
sufficiently general member of a very ample linear system on E x P'. Then, by
[Kocl18 1.6], Jac(C) is isogeneous to the product of E and of a simple Abelian
variety B.

3. SET-THEORETIC COMPLETE INTERSECTION PROPERTY

Definition 19. Let X be an irreducible scheme and Z C X a closed, irreducible
subset. We say that Z has the set-theoretic complete intersection property—or that
Z is scip—if the following holds.

(19.1) Let Dz C Z be a closed subset of pure codimension 1. Then there is an
effective divisor Dx C X such that Supp(Dx NZ) = Dy.

In some cases only ‘nice’ subvarieties Dz C Z are set-theoretic complete intersec-

tions. It is usually hard to formulate this in general, but the next variant allows us

to ignore finitely many ‘bad’ points of Z.

We say that Z is generically scip if there is a finite (not necessarily closed) subset
Yz C Z such that the following holds.

(19.2) Let Dz C Z be a closed subset of pure codimension 1 that is disjoint
from Yz. Then, for every finite (not necessarily closed) subset Xx C X \ Dy,
there is an effective divisor Dx C X that is disjoint from X x and such that
Supp(DX n Z) =Dgy.

As a simple example, the quadric cone Q C P* is not scip (over C) but it is

generically scip with Xz = {vertex} and X x arbitrary.

The introduction of ¥z means that we do not have to worry about some very
singular points on Z. This is especially clear on curves, where we may assume that
3z contains all singular points.

The introduction of ¥ x at first seems to make finding Dx harder. However, if X
is normal and ¥ x contains all non-Cartier centers of X (I34]), then Dy is a Cartier
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divisor. Thus we can usually work with the Picard group of X (for which there are
solid references), rather than the class group (for which modern references seem to
be lacking).

It is clear that these notions depend only on the topological pair |Z] C | X].

At the beginning we study the case when Z is an irreducible curve, but later we
need to understand many cases when Z is reducible, and not even pure dimensional.

We check in (28)) that being generically scip is invariant under purely inseparable
morphisms and purely inseparable base field extensions. Thus, in order to save
considerable trouble with non-reduced group schemes, we usually work over perfect
base fields.

Lemma 20. Let X be a normal, quasi-projective variety over a perfect field k and
C C X an integral, generically scip curve. Then

coker [Pic(X) — Pic(C)] is a torsion group.

Proof. We may assume that ¥z D SingC' and ¥z U X x contains all non-
Cartier centers of X (I36). Let p € C'\ Xz be a point. By assumption there
is an effective, Cartier divisor D, such that Supp(D, N C) = {p}. We do not know
the intersection multiplicity at p, so we can only say that Ox(D,)|c = Oc(m[p])
for some m > 0. (Here we use that p is a regular point.) That is, O¢(p) is torsion
in coker [Pic(X) — Pic(C)]. Since the O¢(p) generate Pic(C), we are done. O

The rest of Sections BH4l is essentially devoted to trying the understand the
converse of (20). Let us see first that the direct converse does not hold.

Example 21. Let C C P? be a smooth cubic over a number field. By the Mordell-
Weil theorem Pic(C) is finitely generated. Choose points {p; € C : i € I'} such that
O¢(1) and the O¢(p;) form a basis of Pic(C) ® Q.

Let X be obtained by blowing up the points p; € C' C P2, Let E; C X be the
exceptional curves and let Cx C X denote the birational transform of C. Note that
Pic(X) is spanned by the E; and the pull-back of Opz(1). Thus Pic(X) — Pic(Cx)
is an injection with torsion cokernel.

Claim[21l 1. Cx C X is not generically scip.

Proof. Choose n; > 0 and let p € C'x be a closed point such that [p] ~ > n;[pi].
Assume that {p} = Supp(Cx N D) for some effective divisor D C X. Then

Ox(D)lcyx = Ocy(mp]) = Ocy (Yomnipi])

for some m > 0. Since Pic(X) — Pic(Cx) is an injection, this implies that D ~
> mn;[E;]. But then D =Y mn;[E;] and so Cx N D = {p; : i € I}. O

The following is a partial converse of (20).

Lemma 22. Let X be a projective variety over a field k and C C X a reduced,
irreducible curve. Assume that

coker [Pic®(X) — Pic®(C)] is a torsion group.
Then C is scip.

Proof. Let L be an ample line bundle such that H*(X, L™ ®T®1¢) = 0 for every
m > 1 and every T € Pic°(X), where Ic C Ox denotes the ideal sheaf of C. Then
HYX,L™®T) — H°(C,L™ ®T)|c) is surjective for every m > 1. Set d = deg, L.



WHAT DETERMINES A VARIETY? 11

For a point p € C let P be a Cartier divisor on C' whose support is p and set
r = deg P. (We can take P = p if p is a regular point.) Then Lf,(—dP) € Pic°(C),
thus there is an m > 1 and T € Pic®(X) such that

LE™(—mdP) = T7Yc.

This gives a section s¢ € H°(C,L™ ® T|¢) whose divisor is mdP. Tt lifts to a
section s € HO(X, L™ @ T) and D := (s = 0) works. O

The next example shows that C' can be scip even if coker [Pic®(X) — Pic®(C)]
is non-torsion.

Example 23. Again let C C P? be a smooth cubic over a number field. Choose a

finite subset L; € Pic®(C), closed under inverse, that generates a full rank subgroup.
Choosing general sections in each L; !(3), their zero sets P; C C' are irreducible

and distinct. Let S; — P2 denote the blow-up of P; and C; C S; the birational

transform of C. Then Og, (C;) is a nef line bundle on S; and Og, (C)|c; = L;.
Finally consider the diagonal embedding C' C [[, C; C []; Si =: X.

Claim [23.1. C C X is scip.

Proof. The key point is that {T'|¢ : T € Pic(X) and T is nef} C Pic®°(C) con-
tains a full rank subgroup of Pic®(C'). By Fujita’s vanishing theorem [Laz04, 1.4.35],
there is an ample line bundle L such that H}(X, L™ @ T® I¢) = 0 for every m > 1
and every nef T. The rest of the argument in the proof of ([22) works.

24 (Cokernel of Pic(X) — Pic(Y)). (See (IZ3) for definitions and notation involving
the Picard group.)

If X is a proper scheme then Pic(X) is an extension of NS(X) by Pic®(X). While
NS(X) is always a finitely generated abelian group, Pic®(X) can be trivial or very
large, depending on the ground field and X. However, Pic(X) is an algebraic group
and Pic(X)(k)/Pic®(X) is torsion. Thus, if p: Y — X is a morphism, we aim to
understand p* : Pic(X) — Pic(Y), in terms of

p*: Pic’(X) — Pic®(Y) and p*:NS(X)— NS(Y). @41)

We have better theoretical control of these maps since the first is a map of Abelian
varieties and the second a map of finitely generated abelian groups.

Proposition 25. Let p: Y — X be a morphism of proper k-schemes. Then
rankg coker [Pic(X) — Pic(Y)] >
> rankg coker [Pic®(X) — Pic®(Y)] (k) — rankg NS(X).
Proof. Let Pic*(X) C Pic(X) denote the preimage of Pic®(Y'). Then Pic®(X) C
Pic*(X) and the quotient is a subgroup of NS(X). Thus we see that
rankg coker [Pic(X) — Pic(Y)]
> rankg coker [Pic* (X) — Pic®(Y)]
> rankg coker [Pic®(X) — Pic®(Y)] — rankg NS(X)
= rankg coker |[Pic®(X) — Pic®(Y)) (k) — rankg NS(X),
where the last equality holds since the maps Pic’(Z) ® Q — Pic®(Z)(k) ® Q are

isomorphisms for proper k-schemes and A — A(k) ® Q is an exact functor of
commutative group varieties ([44]). O

°(
§

The first application is a characterization of locally finite fields.
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Theorem 26. Let X be an irreducible, quasi-projective variety of dimension > 2
over a perfect field k. The following are equivalent.

(26.1) k is locally finite.
(26.2) Ewvery irreducible curve C' C X is scip.
(26.3) Fwvery irreducible curve C C X is generically scip.

Proof. Assume first that k is locally finite and let X D X be a compactification.
Let C C X be an irreducible curve with closure C. If k is locally finite then
Pic®(C)(k) is torsion by (I4Il1), hence C is scip by @22) and so is C C X. (2612)
= ([283) is clear.

It remains to prove that (2613) = (261). Note that if ([2613) holds for X then it
holds for every open subset of it, we may thus assume that X is normal (or even
smooth). Let X D X be a normal compactification.

If k is not locally finite then let C' C X™ be an irreducible curve with at least 1

node contained in X. Note that Pic®(X) is an Abelian variety (I23) and Pic®(C)
contains a k-torus ([4Z). Thus coker[Pic®(X) — Pic®(C)] contains a k-torus,
hence its Q-rank is infinite (IZI). Thus rankg coker [Pic(X) — Pic(C)] = oo by
[23) and so C' is not generically scip by (20).

Assume that the normalization of C' has m, points lying over C'\ X. Then the

kernel of the restriction map Pic(C) — Pic(C) has rank < me, thus we still have
rankg coker [Pic(X) — Pic(C)] = oo, hence C is not generically scip by @0). O

We can use this to strengthen the results of [WK&]1].

Proposition 27. Let S be a normal, projective surface over a field k. Then |S| is
homeomorphic to ]P’I%2 if and only if
(27.1) k is locally finite, and

(27.2) any 2 curves in S have a non-empty intersection.

Proof. By (26]) every irreducible curve in P%Q is scip, hence the same holds for
S, so k is locally finite by (26). Any 2 curves in ]P’]%2 have a non-empty intersection,
hence the same holds for S.

The converse, which is the combination of the next 2 claims, is essentially proved
in [WKSI].

Claim [Z7 5. Up to homeomorphism there is a unique countable, noetherian,
2-dimensional topological space X with the following properties.

(a) Every curve C C X contains infinitely many points.
(b) Any 2 irreducible curves Cy,Cy C X have a non-empty intersection.

(c) Given any 1-dimensional, closed D C X and a 0-dimensional, closed P C D
such that P N D; # B for every irreducible component D; C D, there is an
irreducible curve C C X such that DN C = P.

Proof. Assume that we have 2 such X, X’. Choose well orderings of their points
and curves Z1, Za, ... and Z, Z}, . ... Assume that we have a subset I C N and an
injection ¢y : I — N such that ¢; induces a homeomorphism

Set 7 := inf{N\ I'}. We extend ¢; to J:= T U{j} as follows.
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If Z; is a point on a Z; (resp. on none of them), we pick Z:iu(j) to be any new
point on Z(;I(i) (resp. on none of them). If Z; is a curve, then first we pick images
of all the new points in Z; N Z; for every ¢ € I and then use (c) to pick Z:iu(j)'

Continuing this way would only give an injection ¢, : N — N. We fix this by
alternating the construction between ¢; and (;5]_1. (I

Claim [27.4. Let K be locally finite field and S a normal, projective surface over
K. Then |S| satisfies 2713.a—c) iff any 2 irreducible curves C1,C2 C S have a
non-empty intersection.

Proof. We need to prove (27c). First we blow up P and normalize to get
S1 — S. Repeatedly blowing up points over P we get S, — S such that the
intersection matrix of D, (the birational transform of D) is negative definite. By
[Art62], D, C S, can be contracted to get @ : S, — T. By [CP16], there is an
irreducible hypersurface section Cp C T that is disjoint from 7(D,). Let C C S be
its birational transform. g

Lemma 28. Let p: X' — X be a morphism between normal, projective varieties.
Let C" C X' be an irreducible curve. Set C := p(C") and assume that k(C")/k(C)
is purely inseparable.

Then C generically scip = C' generically scip.

Proof. Let ¥ x C X be a finite subset that contains all non-Cartier centers and
such that C"\ p~1(Xx) — C'\ X is a bijection.

Pick any ¢’ € C"\ p~}(Zx) and set ¢ = p(q’). There is a divisor D(q) such that
C N D(q) = {q}. Then D(q) is Cartier, hence its pull-back gives a divisor D(q’)
such that C' N D(q") = {q'}. O

4. MORDELL-WEIL FIELDS

The Mordell-Weil theorem says that if A is an Abelian variety over a number
field k& then A(k) is a finitely generated group. Our results are not sensitive to
torsion in A(k), this is why we need the concept of Q—Mordell-Weil fields where
rankg A(k) is always finite; see (I51).

Q-Mordell-Weil fields have a nice characterization involving complete intersec-
tions on curves.

Definition 29. Let X be a scheme and C C X a curve.

(29.1) C is scip with defect ¥ C C if, for every closed, finite subset P C C, there
is an effective divisor D = D(C, P) C X such that P C Supp(DNC) C PUZX.
(29.2) C'is scip with finite defect if it is scip with defect X for some finite subset

YccC.

It is clear that these depend only on the topological pair |C| C |X].

Note that being scip with finite defect is invariant under birational maps that
are isomorphisms at the generic point of C, we just need to add to X all the
indeterminacy points that lie on C.

Let X,Y be irreducible varieties and 7 : Y — X a dominant, finite morphism.
Let Cx C X be a curve with reduced preimage Cy C Y. If Cy is scip with finite
defect Xy then Cy is scip with finite defect X x := 7(Zy).

Thus most questions about these notions can be reduced to normal, projective
varieties.
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Lemma 30. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a perfect field k and C C X
an irreducible curve with normalization 7 : C — C. Then C' is scip with finite defect
iff
rankg coker [Pic®(X) — Jac(C)] (k) < oc. Ba1)
Proof. Note first that the difference between

rankg coker [Pic®(X) — Jac(C)](k) and
rankg coker |Pic(X) — Pic(C)]

is at most rankg NS(X).

Assume that C is scip with finite defect. We may enlarge ¥ x to achieve that
C'\ Xx is smooth and every Weil divisor on X not containing X x is Cartier along
C\ Xx [@39). Let the defect set be ¥ C C'\ ©x and ¥ C C its preimage. Let
I' C Pic(C) be the subgroup generated by all 7 € X.

Pick any closed point p € C'\ X x. By assumption we have an effective Cartier
divisor D,, such that p € Supp(D, N C) C {p} UX. This shows that, for some
m >0,

m[p] € (I, im[Pic(X) — Pic(C)]).

Since these {[p] : p € C'\ X} generate Pic(C'), we get that
rankg coker [Pic(X) — Pic(C)] < rankgT.

Conversely, assume that [801) holds. Curve singularities can be resolved, thus
we ay assume that C' is smooth. Then there is a finite subset {F; : i € I'} C Jac(C),
closed under inverses, that generates coker [Pic®(X) — Jac(C')] modulo torsion. Fix
a point pg € C'\ ¥ and an ample line bundle L on X such that dego L = cdegpo
for some ¢ > 0. Set dy = degpp and choose 1 such that r1[pg] + F; ~ G;, where
the G; are effective and disjoint from Y.

Now pick any p € C'\Xx and set d = deg p. The line bundle 7*L" (r¢[po]+d[po] —
do[p]) is in Jac(C). So, by assumption, there are nonnegative m; and T' € Pic®(X)
such that

7 L" (relpo] + d[po) — do[p]) ~q Og (>;miF;) @ T~

We can rewrite this as
T (L" ® T') ~q Oc(dolp] + (re — d — r13°m;)[po] + 32;miG:)

Every section of 7*(L" ® T')|¢ lifts back to a section of L” @ T for large enough r.
Thus C' is scip with defect ¥ = Supp(po + >_Gi)- O

Theorem 31. Let X be an irreducible, quasi-projective variety of dimension > 2
over a perfect field k. The following are equivalent.

(31.1) k is Q—Mordell- Weil.
(31.2) Fwery irreducible curve C C X is scip with finite defect.

Proof. As we observed in (29)), it is enough to prove (3I11) = (3112) for normal,
projective varieties. If k is Q-Mordell-Weil then ([BI12) holds for these by (B0).

Conversely, if every irreducible curve C' C X is scip with finite defect then the
same holds for the smooth locus X™ C X. Let X’ D X" be a normal compacti-
fication. If C’ C X’ has nonempty intersection with X™* then C’ is also scip with
finite defect.
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Now let A be an Abelian variety over k. By (B3] there is an irreducible, projective
curve C' € X’ and a Q-injection

A —q coker [Pic®(X') — Jac(C")].

By (B0) coker[Pic®(X’) — Jac(C")](k) has finite Q-rank, and so does A(k). Thus
k is Q—Mordell-Weil. O

By (B0), being scip with finite defect depends on the interaction of Pic®(X) and

Jac(C). The following definition is designed to get rid of the influence of Pic’(X).

Definition 32. Let X be a scheme, C' C X an irreducible curve. We say that C
is absolutely scip with finite defect if the following holds.

(32.1) Let C" # C be any irreducible curve. Then there are finite subsets ¥ C C
and X' C C’ such that for every finite subset P C C there is an effective divisor
D C X such that P C Supp(DN(CUC")) C PUXUY.

Note that P is a subset of C' only. This has the following effect.

Let I C Jac(C”) be the subgroup generated by the preimages of X'. Let I'y C
Pic(X) be the preimage of I'” under Pic(X) — Jac(C’). Then the class of D has to
be in T'.

If C' is general ample curve then the kernel of Pic(X) — Jac(C") is torsion, thus
I’y is a finitely generated group.

Now when we run the proof of B0) for C C X, instead of the whole Pic(X), we
have only I'y to choose D from. The condition (B011) now becomes

rankg coker Iy — Pic(C)] < oo.

Since Iy a finitely generated, this holds iff rankg Pic(C) < oo, and we get the
following.

Proposition 33. Let X be a normal, projective variety of dimension > 2 over a
perfect field k and C' C X an irreducible curve. Then C' is absolutely scip with finite
defect iff Pic(C) has finite Q-rank. O

This is especially useful over fields where the opposite of the Mordell-Weil theo-
rem happens, these are the anti—-Mordell-Weil fields (I52). For varieties over such
fields we can recognize rational curves using only their set-theoretic intersection
properties.

Putting together (33) with (I52) gives the topological characterization of rational
curves.

Corollary 34. Let k be a perfect, anti-Mordell-Weil field, X an irreducible, quasi-
projective k-variety of dimension > 2 and C C X an irreducible curve. Then C is

absolutely scip with finite defect iff every irreducible component of C is rational.
O

Lemma 35 (Curves with large Jacobians). Let X be a geometrically normal, pro-
jective variety of dimension > 2 and A an Abelian variety over k. Then there is an
irreducible, projective curve C C X" such that there is a Q-injection (that is, with
finite kernel)

A g coker[Pic®(X) — Jac(C)].

Proof. Let C C AY x X be a curve that is a general, irreducible, complete
intersection of ample divisors; we use [Poo08] in case k is finite. Let C' C X be the
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image of the second coordinate projection 7 : C' — C. Then C C X" and C is the
normalization of C. (In fact, C = C if dim X > 3 and k is infinite.) By (I31) the
natural map

A x Pic®(X) = Pic®°(4Y) x Pic®°(X) — Jac(C)

is Q-injective, hence we have a Q-injection A g coker[Pic®(X) — Jac(C)]. O

5. REDUCIBLE SCIP SUBSETS

Definition 36. Let X be a scheme and Z C X a closed subset. We say that Z is

scip if the following holds.

(36.1) Let Dz C Z be a closed subset of pure codimension 1 that has nonempty
intersection with every irreducible component of Z. Then there is an effective
divisor Dx C X such that Supp(Dx N Z) = Dy.

We say that Z is generically scip if the following holds.

(36.2) There is a (not necessarily closed) finite subset ¥z C Z such that, if Dz in
(6l1) is disjoint from Yz, then, for every (not necessarily closed) finite subset
Yx C X\ Dz, wecan find Dx C X as in (B61) that is also disjoint from X x.

It is clear that these depend only on the topological pair |Z| C |X|. Also, if (3612)

holds for some Xz then it also holds for every larger ¥/, D ¥z. We usually just

take the union ¥ := ¥z U X x large enough.
If Z is scip (resp. generically scip) then any union of its irreducible components
is also scip (resp. generically scip).

Example 37. In P" with coordinates xg, ..., z,, set L1 = (x1 = - = x; = 0) and
Ly = (ziy1 = -+ = 2, = 0). We claim that L, U Ls is generically scip. Indeed,
given divisors Dz, C L; not containing Ly N Ly = (1:0:---:0), they can be given by
equations

DZ1 = (gl(xo,le, .. .,,Tn) = O) and D22 = (gz(l‘o,xl, N ,Jii) = 0)
We may assume that g;(1,0,...,0) = 1. Then
Dy = (gldeggz + ggeggl _ xgeggl deggz)

satisfies Supp(DX N (L U Lg)) =Dz UDg,.
The following strong converse also illustrates the big difference between fields of
characteristic 0, fields of positive characteristic and subfields of Fp,.

Claim [371. Let k be a field, D C P} an irreducible divisor and C' ¢ D an
irreducible, ample-sci (IT7)) curve. Then C U D is scip (resp. generically scip) iff
one of the following holds.

(a) chark =0, C is a line and D is a hyperplane.

(b) chark > 0, Supp(C' N D) is a single k"-point and C, D are both scip (resp.

generically scip).

(c) k is locally finite and D is scip (resp. generically scip).

Proof. Assume first that chark = 0. By {@0) (C - D) = 1, so degC' = 1 and
deg D = 1. If chark > 0 but k is not locally finite, then Supp(C N D) is a single
k"s-point by @A1). If C UD is scip (resp. generically scip) then C and D are both
scip (resp. generically scip). This shows that the conditions of (b) are necessary.
Their sufficiency also follows from (B9]). O
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Note that if C' is smooth and rational, then it is scip. If n > 4 and D is smooth
then it is scip. Let D C P™ be a smooth hypersurface and n > 3. If degD < n
then there are lots of smooth rational curves that meet D in 1 point only. If
deg D > n + 2 then there should be few such curves, but there are examples of
arbitrary large degree.

Next we prove a general result about reducible scip subschemes.

Notation 38. For a k-scheme Y we use k[Y] := H°(Y, Oy) to denote the ring of
regular functions. If Y is normal and proper then k[Y] = k iff Y is geometrically
integral.

If Y is reduced then k(Y") denotes the ring of rational functions. Y is irreducible
iff k(Y) is a field. If Y; are the irreducible components of Y then k(Y) = @,;k(Y;).

Proposition 39. Let X be a normal, projective k-variety such that p(X) = 1. Let
Z,W C X be reduced, irreducible subvarieties such that Z N W is 0-dimensional.
Assume that k is not locally finite. Then Z UW is generically scip (30) iff the
following hold.

(39.1) Z and W are generically scip,

(39.2) ZNW is irreducible,

(39.3) either k[red(ZNW)]/k[W] or klred(ZNW)]/k[Z] is purely inseparable, and
(39.4) if chark =0 then Z NW is reduced.

Proof. Assume first that Z U W is generically scip. Choose any ¥ that contains
X(ZUW) ([B413) and the non-Cartier centers of X (I36). Let L be an ample line
bundle on X such that H°(X, L) — H°(ZNW, Lzw ) is surjective. Choose sections
sz,sw € H°(X, L) that are nowhere zero on ¥. Write (sz|z = 0) = >, a;4; and
(swlw = 0) = >_,b;B;. By assumption, for every i, j there is a divisor D;; C X
such that D;;|zuw = ¢;jA; +d;; B; for some ¢;j,d;; > 0. The D;; are Cartier since
they are disjoint from X.

For each j a suitable positive linear combination of the D;; gives a divisor D;
such that Dj|z is a multiple of (s|z = 0) and Dj|w is a multiple of B;. Then
we can take a suitable positive linear combination D of the D; such that D|z is a
multiple of (sz|z = 0) and D|w is a multiple of (sw|w = 0).

Since p(X) = 1, after passing to a suitable power we may assume that

D= (s=0) forsome sc& H’(X,L™) and m > 0. (395)
As we check in (5414), this implies that
slz = uzs%|z for some wyz € k[Z]* and

336)

slw = uwsiy|w for some uw € k[W]*,
and hence
(s2/sw)™|zew = uwlzow -uz'|zow € im[k[W]* X k[Z]* = K[ZnW]*]. BD7)
We can arrange sz /sw to be an arbitrary element of k[ZNW]*, hence we conclude
that
k[Z N W)X JE[W]* x k[Z]* is a torsion group. Bag)
Now ([I49) shows that either k[red(Z N W)]/k[W] or k[red(Z N W)]/k[Z] is purely
inseparable, proving [893). Since Z, W are irreducible, k[Z] and k[W] are finite

field extensions of k. Thus k[red(ZNW)] is a finite field extension of k, hence ZNW
is irreducible. Finally (394) follows from (I47).
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Conversely, assume that [91-4) hold and let Az and By be effective divisors
on Z and W that are disjoint from 3. By ([B91) they are both restrictions of Cartier
divisors from X. Since p(X) = 1, there is a power L™ and sections

oz € HY(Z,L™|z) and ow € H'(W,L™|w).

As in [394-5) we see that suitable powers of o7 and of;, can be glued to a section
of ozuw € HY(ZNW, L™ | zuw) iff

ozont € k[ZN W™ JE[W]* x k[Z]* is torsion. Ba8)

This is guaranteed by [B93-4) using (I49).

Once AzUByy is defined as the zero set of a section ozyuw, we can lift (a possibly
higher power of) it to a section ox € H°(X, L"), and Dx := Supp(cx = 0) shows
that Z U W is generically scip. O

Corollary 40. Let X be a smooth, projective k-variety such that p(X) = 1 and
chark = 0. Let C C X be a geometrically connected curve and D C X a divisor.
If C'UD is generically scip then (C - D) = 1. O

Looking at the above proof shows that there should be even fewer generically
scip reducible subsets if p(X) > 1, but for now we have the following slightly weaker
result.

Proposition 41. Let X be a normal, projective k-variety where k is not locally
finite. Let Z,W C X be reduced, irreducible subvarieties such that Z N W is 0-
dimensional. Assume that Z UW is generically scip (36). Then

(41.1) ZNW is irreducible,
(41.2) either k[red(ZNW)]/k[W] or klred(ZNW)]/k[Z] is purely inseparable, and
(41.3) if chark =0 then

. p(X) -1
d ker|k[ZNW klredZNW)]| £ ————
imy, ker [k ] = k[red( )] < deglf - Q)
Proof. Choose ¥ to contain X(Z U W) and the non-Cartier centers of X (I36).
As in (IZ0), let WDiv(X, ) denote the group of Weil divisors whose support is
disjoint from 3. These are all Cartier by our choice of ¥. We get restriction maps
rz : WDiv(X,¥) — WDiv(Z,%) and ry : WDiv(X,3) — WDiv(W,X). These
descend to maps of the Picard groups 7z : Pic(X) — Pic(Z) and 7w : Pic(X) —
Pic(W), which do not depend on . Set Kz (X) :=ker7z, Ky (X) := ker 7y and
As in ([I23)), the kernels of 7z and 7y define closed subgroups Kz (X) C Pic(X)
and Ky (X) C Pic(X). Their intersection is denoted by Kzw (X).

Let B be a divisor in WDiv (X, ¥) whose class [B] lies in Kzw (X). Then B|z =
(sz), where sz is unique up to k[Z]*, and Blw = (sw), where sy is unique up to
E[W1*; here we use that ¥ D X(Z U W) and (B4). Restricting both to ZNW we
get

szlzow - S;V1|ZQW € k[ZﬂW]X/(k[W]X X k[Z]X),
which defines a homomorphism
Kzw(X) = k[Z W]/ (K[W]* x k[Z]7).
As in ([45), we get a homomorphism of algebraic groups

8ZW : sz(X) — (Rgﬂw Gm)/(Rz/ Gm X Rg Gm).
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Note that Kzw (X,¥) N Pic®(X) is an Abelian variety ([I2817), hence a positive
dimensional subgroup of it has no morphisms to a linear algebraic group. Set
NSzw (X) == Kzw (X)/(Kzw (X) N Pic®(X)(k)).
Thus dzw factors through
NSzw (X) = (RE™ )/ (R} G x RY Giy).

Let I'zw (X) denote its image.

By the above, I'ziy(X) is the image of a subgroup of ker[NS(X) — NS(Z)]
(modulo torsion). All we need from this is that

rankg I'zw (X) < p(X) — 1.

Now we start to follow the proof of (B9). The departure from it happens at (895),
where now o is not a section of L™, but of some L™(B) for some B € Kzw (X).
Thus we conclude that

(/)" | 20w = uw |zew ~ ug'|zow -y € im[K[W]* x K[Z]* — K[ZNW]*], @L3)
for some v € T'zw (X). We can arrange s/t to be an arbitrary element of k[ZNW]*,
hence we conclude that

K[Z NW]* JEW]™ x k[Z]* x Tzw(X) is a torsion group. 14)
Now we use ([[49) to get that Z N W is irreducible and (I47) implies {I12).
Finally we get that
rankg ker [k[Z N W] — k[red(Z N W)]] < rankgT'zw (X) < p(X) — 1.
Thus [113) follows from (I4113). O

In characteristic 0 we can reformulate the bound of ({Il) as follows.

Corollary 42. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a field k of charac-
teristic 0. Let Z,W C X be reduced, irreducible subvarieties such that Z "W
is O-dimensional. Assume that Z U W is generically scip (38). Then Z NW is
irreducible and

p(X) -1

deglk : Q"

Example 43. Combining the ideas of (7)) with (B9) we get a method to recognize
k-points. The assumptions are restrictive, but this gives the first indication that
one can get detailed scheme-theoretic information from the topology. However, scip
and generically scip turn out to be too restrictive in general; searching for a more
flexible variant lead to the notion of linkage in Section

dimy k[Z N W] < max{dimy, k[Z], dimy k[W]} +

Claim [{3 1. Let X be a smooth, projective k-variety of dimension > 7 such that
p(X) = 1. Then p € X is a k-point iff there are 3-dimensional, set-theoretic
complete intersections Z, W C X such that

(43.1) Supp(ZNW) = {p} and
(43.2) Z U W is generically scip.

Proof. Assume that p € X is a k-point and let Z,W C X be 3-dimensional,
smooth, complete intersections such that Z N W = {p} as schemes. Lefschetz
theorem tells us that if Dz C Z is any divisor then (some multiple of) it is a
complete intersection. Arguing as in (37)) we see that Z U W is generically scip.
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Conversely, k[Z] = k[W] = k since Z, W are set-theoretic complete intersections
[II91), thus (B9) says that p € X (k). O

Note that the bound dim X > 7 can be improved to dim X > 5 if the Noether-
Lefschetz theorem applies over k; see (I3)) for such cases.

6. PROJECTIVE SPACES

We study the scip property for the union of a curve and of a divisor. As we
observed in Section[f] this happens very rarely, and it leads to the following stronger
version of (1))

Theorem 44. Let L be a field of characteristic 0 and K an arbitrary field. Let Y,

be a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible L-variety of dimension n > 2 and

O |PY| ~ |YL| a homeomorphism. Then

(44.1) Y, =P},

(44.2) K= L, and

(44.3) @ is the composite of a field isomorphism ¢ : K = L and of an automor-
phism of P}

We start with an easy to prove but interesting special case of ([@4]).

45 (Proof of (@) when Y7, = P}). Let H C P} be a hyperplane and ¢ C P} a line
not contained in H. Then ¢U H is scip by (3612) hence so is ®(¢) U®(H) C P}. So
®(H) C P} is a hyperplane by (B7l1.a). By taking intersections, we see that ® gives
an isomorphism of the projective geometries KP™ and LP™. By the Veblen-Young
theorem [VY0§| this is induced by a field isomorphism ¢ : K = L.

Composing ® with the natural isomorphism induced by ¢!, we get a homeo-
morphism ¥ : |P%| — |P%| that is the identity on K-points. It remains to show
that it is the identity on all points. Let C' C P} be a K-rational curve. It has
infinitely many K-points and these are fixed by ¥. Thus CN¥(C) is infinite, hence
C = ¥(C). However, we do not yet know that ¥|c is the identity.

Let p € P% be a closed point. Assume that there are K-rational curves Cy C P
such that {p} = NCy. Then {T(p)} = N¥(Cy) = NCx = {p}, as needed.

It remains to construct such curves C). For this we can work in an affine chart p €
A7 C P with coordinates z;. Note that K (p)/K is a finite, separable extension,
hence can be generated by a single element z, € K(p). We can thus write z;(p) =
hi(zp) for some h; € K[t].

Let g(t) € K|t] be the minimal polynomial of z,; we can then identify z, with a
root of g in K.

Fori e {1,...,n} and a € K let C; 4 be the image of

Ti,a * t— (hl (t), hz(f), ey hn(t)) + ag(t)ei,

where e; is the ith standard basis vector.
The C; , are K-rational curves, hence stabilized by ®.

Claim 79 1. NMi,oCio = {p}.

Proof. First, the 7;, all map z, € Al(l_() to p, so p € N;4Ciq. To see the
converse, assume that p # ¢ € N; ,C; . After permuting the coordinates we may
assume that p, # qn. If ¢ = 71,4(2’) then h,(2') = ¢,. The equation h,(x) = ¢,
has finitely many solutions 2z, and they are all different from z,. Then, for all but

j
finitely many a € K, h1(z}) + ag(z}) # ¢; for every i. Thus ¢ & C1 ,. O
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In positive characteristic the above proof and [B9) give the following.

Claim [£9 2. Let K, L be perfect fields that are not locally finite, n > 2 and @ :
|P%| ~ |P7| a homeomorphism. Then ® induces a bijection P"(K) «» P*(L). O

For the proof of ([@4]), the key step is the following.

Lemma 46. Using the notation and assumptions of (44), let |H| denote the linear
system of all hyperplanes in P%. Then {®(H) : H € |H|(K)} is a bounded family
of divisors on Y7y,.

47 (Proof of (@) assuming (). First note that K is not locally finite by (28]).

Set Z := ®~1(Sing(Y.)). Let |D| C |H| be a pencil of hyperplanes whose base
locus is not contained in Z, and {Dy : A € A} the corresponding t-pencil (I05).
Thus {®(D,) : A € A} is a t-pencil on Y7,.

There are infinitely many hyperplanes among the {Dy : A € A} and their ®-
images form a bounded family of divisors by ([@6]). Thus {®(D,) : A € A} is algebraic
({I07), linear ([I09) and the images of the K-hyperplanes are true members (T3]
Thus, by @R), the {®(H) : H € |H|(K)} span an n-dimensional linear system |H|Y ,
which is basepoint-free since already the {®(H) : H € |H|(K)} have no point in
common. So |H|Y gives a morphism g : ¥ — P?. Since any hyperplane H has
nonempty intersection with every curve, the same holds for ®(H), so g : Y — P}
is finite and |H|Y is ample.

Therefore members of | H|Y are geometrically connected, and so are the ®-images
of the lines, since they are set-theoretic complete intersections of members of |H |¥
(II31). By 9) this shows that Supp(®(¢) N ®(H)) is an L-point whenever it is a
smooth point of Yz,. We also obtain this point as ®(Hy)N---NP(H,), or as a fiber
of g: Y — P7. Since char L = 0, general fibers of g are reduced. Thus g : Y — P}
is finite and of degree 1, hence an isomorphism. The rest now follows from {H). O

The following lemma, which essentially says that pencils determine higher di-
mensional linear systems, is longer to state than to prove.

Lemma 48. Let Y be a normal, projective variety over a field L. Let K be an
infinite field and eq, . . ., e, € KP™ independent points. Assume that we have a map

O : KP" — (effective Weil divisors on'Y)

with the following property.

(48.1) Forr = 1,...,n there are Zariski open subsets ) # U,_1 C {(eg,...,€r—1)
such that, for every p € U,_1, the divisors {®(q) : ¢ € (p,e,)} are L-members of
a linear pencil on'Y'.

Then there is a Zariski open subset W C KP™ such that the divisors
{®(q) :qe W}
are L-members of a linear system of dimension <n onY. O

49 (Proof of {6) when dimY = 2). Let £,¢ be 2 lines in P%. We aim to show
that (®(0) - ®(¢')) is bounded. If ®(¢) N ®(¢') is a smooth point of Y, then
(®(0) - @(¢')) = dimy k[D(£) N D(£1)],
and, by ([@2]), the latter is bounded by
p(Y)—1

max{dimy, k[®(¢)], dimy k[®(0)]} + deglL Q'
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If C C Y is any integral curve then dimy k[C] is the number of connected compo-
nents of Cy. By (B3)) then either dimy k[C] < p(Y3), or C' is contained in members
of a basepoint-free pencil. In the latter case it is disjoint from other members of
the pencil, which does not happen for ®(¢).

Thus we conclude that (®(¢) - ®(¢')) is bounded, except possibly for lines that
meet at a singular point of Y.

We check in (B0) that almost all ®(¢) have positive self-intersection number.
Since ®(¢) has positive intersection number with every other curve, we see that
almost all ®(¢) are ample. A general such ®(¢) is contained in the smooth locus
of Y, hence it has bounded intersection number with every other ®(¢’). Hence the
®(¢) form a bounded family. O

Lemma 50. Let S be a normal, projective surface and {C; : i € I} an infinite
collection of irreducible curves on S such that the intersection numbers {(C;, -C;,) :
i1 # i2 € I} are positive and bounded from above. Then (C?) > 0 for almost all
1el.

Proof. Set di := sup{(Ci, - Ci,) : i1 # i2 € I}. First we claim that the self-
intersections (C?) : i € I are bounded from below by some —ds < 0. If not then
for every r there is a subset J, C I of r elements such that (C7) < —rd, for every
j € Jr. Then the intersection matrix of the curves {C; : j € J,} is negative definite.
This is only possible for r < p°(S) (I24).

Note that the local intersection numbers at a point s € .S are bounded from below
by some B(s) > 0 (the inverse of the determinant of the intersection matrix of the
exceptional curves on a resolution). So there is a § > 0 such that (C;, - Ci,) > 8
for every iy # is € I.

Let J C I be any finite subset of > 1 +d>/f elements. Then D :=} . ,C; is
nef and big. Since (D - C;) < d;|J| for every i € I\ J, these C; are contained in a
family of curves parametrized by a k-scheme of finite type W by (&I)). The family
of curves parametrized by W contains only finitely many curves with negative self-
intersection, since these are isolated points of W. Also, W contains only finitely
many basepoint-free pencils, and {C; : ¢ € I} can contain at most one member of
each such pencil since (Cy, - Ci,) > 0 for iy # is € I. Thus (C?) > 0 for all but
finitely many i € I. (]

Lemma 51. Let S be a normal, projective surface and M a big Q-divisor on S.
Then for every m, the set of curves

{C: C is irreducible and (M - C) < m}
is a bounded family.

Proof. Note that on a normal surface the intersection numbers make sense even
for divisors that are not Q-Cartier. After a resolution and pull-back, we may assume
that S is smooth. By Kodaira’s lemma [KM98, 2.60] we can write M ~g A+ E
where A is ample and FE is effective. Thus either C C E or (A-C) < m. O

52 (Proof of (@6) when dimY > 3). In this case the ®(H) are ample by (@1),
hence geometrically connected, and so are the ®-images of the lines since they are
set-theoretic complete intersections of members of |H|¥. Thus

dimy [0(0) N o(H)] <14 LE) 1

=1 deglk - @ &0
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by @2). If ®(¢) N ®(H) is a smooth point of Y, then
(®(0) - ®(H)) = dimy [®(¢) N ©(H)].

So the ®(H) have bounded intersection number with a curve that is an intersection
of ample divisors, hence they form a bounded family. (|

The following result is proved in [BPS16], sharpening earlier versions of [Tot00,
Per06).

Theorem 53. Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety and {D; : i € I}
pairwise disjoint divisors. Then
(53.1) either |I| < p(X) — 1,

(53.2) or all the D; are contained in members of a basepoint-free pencil. O

7. SECTIONS AND THEIR ZERO SETS

We discuss foundational results about sections and their zero sets that are needed
in our study of linkage.

54. Let X be a normal, geometrically integral, proper k-variety, L a line bundle on
X and s1,s9 € H°(X, L) sections of L with corresponding divisors (s; = 0). Then
(s1 =0) = (s2 =0) iff s = s2 - ¢ for some ¢ € k*. Our aim is to relax normality
as much as possible and still keep the conclusion.

Let Y be a reduced scheme, L a line bundle on Y and s € H°(Y, L) a section. It
has scheme-theoretic zeros (s = 0) and divisor-theoretic zeros; the latter is the Weil
divisor }_, lengthy,)(L/sOy)[n], where the summation is over all codimension 1
points of Y. The scheme-theoretic zeros determine the divisor-theoretic zeros, but
the converse does not always hold.

We consider 2 genericity conditions.

(54.1) Every generic point of Supp(s = 0) is a regular, codimension 1 point of Y.
(54.2) Y is Sy along Supp(s = 0).

If (5411) holds then (s = 0) is well-defined as a Weil divisor that is generically
Cartier. If (5412) holds then the zero set (s = 0) has no embedded points. Thus if
(BE41-2) both hold then the divisor-theoretic zeros determine the scheme-theoretic
zeros. In these cases we do not distinguish the 2 concepts and simply talk about
the zero set, and denote it by (s = 0).

Both of these conditions hold, except at some special points.

Definition[54] 3. For a reduced scheme Y, let 3(Y) C Y denote the set of points
y € Y such that O,y is either of dimension 0, or of dimension 1 but not regular,
or not Ss.

If Y is of finite type then %(Y') is finite. Note that s satisfies the conditions
BA1-2) iff (s = 0) is disjoint from X(Y).

The usual correspondence between divisors and sections holds outside 3(Y).

Claim [53)4. Let Y be a reduced scheme, L a line bundle on Y and s1,s2 €
HO(Y, L) sections that do not vanish at any point of 3(Y'). Then (s; = 0) = (s2 =
0) iff s; = s2 - u for some HO(Y, Oy)*. O

Ezample [5].5. Let Y C P} be the union of (x1 = z2 = 0) and of (z3 = x4 = 0).
Note that (1:0:0:0:0) is a non-Sy point and H°(Y, Oy ) = k.
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Consider s(a,c) = axy + cxs € H(Y, Oy (1)). Note that its divisor (s(a,c) = 0)
is independent of a,c € k*. However, s(a,c) = s(a’,¢’) - u for some HO(Y, Oy )* iff
ajc=d/c.

Definition 55. Let Y be a reduced scheme, B C Y a closed subset and L a line
bundle on Y. For m > 0 set

IB(Y,L,m):= {s € H°(Y,L™) : Supp(s = 0) = B}. GAl1)
We define analogously T'?(Y, L, m),
r'3(y,L) := @, I'3(Y,L™) and T<P(Y,L):= @, TP, L m). GRL2)

These are all unions of k[Y]*-orbits (Bg]).
Note that, in view of (64) and (G8), ['®(Y, L), is a very natural object to consider
for us.

Lemma 56. Let Y be a reduced, projective scheme, B CY a closed subset that is
disjoint from (Y, and L a line bundle on Y.

(56.1) If B is irreducible then TB(Y, L, m) consists of at most one k[Y]*-orbit.
(56.2) T<B(Y,L,m)/k[Y]* is finite.

(56.3) T<B(Y,L)/k[Y]* is a sub-semigroup of a finitely generated group.

Proof. The first claim follows from (G414). To see the other 2, let B; C B
be the irreducible, divisorial components. By (Gdl4) T<B(Y,L)/k[Y]* C &,ZB;,
proving (5613). If s € I<B(Y, L,m) and (s = 0) = >, m; B; then, computing the
degrees (with respect to some ample divisor) gives that ), m;degB; = degD,
hence m; < deg D for every i and (B612) holds. O

Next we look at the evaluation of a section of a line bundle L at a point or at
a 0-dimensional subscheme V. The twist is that we can not distinguish 2 sections
if their zero sets have the same support, and we also can not distinguish various
powers of L from each other. Thus for us the outcome of evaluation is not a single
element of H°(V, Oy ) ® L, but a subsemigroup of H°(V, Oy) ® &, L™. Our aim is
then to understand when this subsemigroup is small.

Definition 57. Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety, L a line bundle
and D an effective divisor on X. Let W C X be a closed, integral subvariety and
V € W\ D a 0-dimensional subscheme. Set

RV (D,L,m) := im[TWOP(W,L|w,m)— H°(V,L™|y)] and
RV (D, L) = @®mso Ry (D, L,m).
Note that RI‘//V (D, L) is a semigroup that is closed under multiplication by k[W]* =

HO(W,Ow)* and, if D NX(W) = 0, then RYY (D, L)/k[W]* is a subsemigroup of
a finitely generated group by (BGl3).

The following elementary observations turn out to be crucial.

Proposition 58. Using the notation and assumptions of (57), assume also that

W is irreducible, D := (s = 0) for some s € H(X,L"), DNW is irreducible and

disjoint from S(W'). Then

(58.1) RY (D, L) = (s)g - k[W]*, where (s)q denotes the saturation of the sub-
semigroup generated by powers of s.
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(58.2) RY (D, L) depends only on D,L and V (but not on W) in the following
cases
(58.2.a) k[W]=kF,
(58.2.b) k[W]/k is Galois and V is irreducible, or
(58.2.c) k[W] = k[redV] and it is separable over k.

Proof. The first assertion follows from ([B6l1). Indeed, s|w is the unique section
of L"|w (up to k[W]*) that defines Supp(D N W). Therefore

RY (D, L,rm) = s™|w - k[W]* |y = s™|v - k[W]*|v. G313)

For other values, R}’ (D, L,m’) is either empty or consists of a single k[IW]*-orbit.
We can write an element of it as (s|y)™ /", though it is well defined only up to an
rth root of unity.

If (5812.a) holds then k[W]* = k* and the k*-action on H°(V,L™|y) is inde-
pendent of W.

In general the image of the restriction map o : k[W] — k[V] depends on W,
but not much. If redV = {p; : i € I'} then we have finitely many choices for each
embedding k[W] < k(p;), giving finitely many possibilities for

red(o) : k[W] — @;k(p;) = k[red V].

(B82.a—c) are the cases when there is a unique k[W] — @;k(p;). If k[W]/k is
a separable extension, then red(c) has a unique lifting to o : k[W] — k[V] by
(I4413). O

Note that RI{/V (D, L) is nonempty only if D is the support of some section of
L™ for some m. Thus (E]) is meaningful only if there are sections with irreducible

support. For most applications we need many such sections. This leads us to the
following definition.

Bertini-Hilbert dimension

59. Let X be a projective variety and L an ample line bundle on X. We are looking
for sections s € HY(X, L) that satisfy 3 properties.

(59.1) The zero set (s = 0) is irreducible.

(59.2) The values of s at some points z; € X are specified. More generally, given
a 0-dimensional subscheme Z C X, we would like to specify s|z.

(59.3) The zero set (s = 0) avoids a finite set of points ¥ C X.
To formalize these, let X be a scheme over a field k, Z C X a subscheme, L a line
bundle on X and sz € H%(Z, L|z). Set

H°(X,L,sz) :={s€ H*(X,L): s|z = csz for some c € H*(X,0x)}. (EJ4)

This is a vector subspace of H°(X,L). If X is integral then for the corresponding
linear systems we use the notation |L, sz| C |L|. For a finite subset ¥ C X, let

|L,sz,X¢:={D €|L,sz| : DNE =0} BI5)
denote the subset of those divisors that are disjoint from ¥. Finally we use
|L, 57, 2°" := {D € |L,s7,%° : D is irreducible.} (Ga6)

For our purposes we are free to replace L by L™. Thus HY(X, L™) — H°(Z, L™|z)
is surjective and |L™,s7| is very ample on X \ Z for m > 1. Hence conditions
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[(B912-3) are easy to satisfy and the key question is the irreducibility condition
(B91). Next we discuss 3 cases when we can guarantee irreducibility.

The optimal situation is when dim X > 2.

Lemma 60. Let X be an irreducible, projective variety of dimension > 2 over an
infinite field k. Let ¥ C X be a finite subset and Z C Z a finite subscheme. Let L
be an ample line bundle on X and sz € H°(Z,L|z)*. Then,

(60.1) |L™, s S¢['T contains an open and dense subset of |L™, s%| for m > 1.

Proof. |L™, s| is very ample on X \ Z, hence this follows from the usual Bertini
theorems ([II8)). O

Next we consider Hilbertian fields (I53). Here |L™, s, %€ need not be open,
but it is still quite large. By (60)), we need to pay attention only to curves.

Lemma 61. Let C be an irreducible, projective curve over a Hilbertian field k. Let

3 C C be a finite subset and Z C C a finite subscheme. Let L be an ample line

bundle on C and sz € H°(Z, L|z)*. Then,

(61.1) |L™, s, ¢|™ contains the complement of a thin subset (7)) of |L™, s%| for
m > 1.

Proof. As before, |[L™,s%,| is very ample on X \ Z, hence this follows from a
basic property of Hilbertian fields (I53). O

Analyzing the proofs is Sections OHIOl shows that a weaker version of (GIl1) is
sufficient. We only need L™, s%, ¥¢|™ to be nonempty for some m > 0. This led
to the definition of weakly Hilbertian fields (I56). The following is essentially their
definition; we state it as a lemma to emphasize the similarity to (G1J).

Lemma 62. Let C' be an irreducible, projective curve over a weakly Hilbertian field
k. Let ¥ C C be a finite subset and Z C C' a finite subscheme. Let L be an ample
line bundle on C'. Then

(62.1) |L™, s, ¢ is nonempty for some m > 0. O
Note that although we ask for only 1 irreducible divisor, by enlarging ¥ we see
that we get infinitely many. In fact, the sets
L, s, S C D, s
seem to be quite large, though we do not have a precise way of stating what this

means.

For most of the proofs we need to know the smallest dimension where linear sys-
tems are guarateed to have many irreducible members. This leads to the following
definition.

Definition 63. Let k be a field that is not locally finite. We define the Bertini-
Hilbert dimension of k—denoted by BH(k)—by setting

(63.1) BH(k) =1 if k is weakly Hilbertian (I56]), and
(63.2) BH(k) = 2 otherwise.
In view of (60)), the distinction is only about curves. If k is Hilbertian then BH(k) =

1 by (61)).
We leave the definition open for locally finite fields. If k is locally finite and L is
an ample line bundle on an irreducible curve C, then every smooth point p € C' is
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the co-support of some section of some L™. This would suggest that BH(k) should
be 1, but in some applications setting BH(F,;) = 2 or even BH(F,) = oo would
seem the right choice.

8. LINEAR SIMILARITY

Definition 64. Let X be a normal variety. Two divisors D1, Do are linearly similar
if there are nonzero integers mj,mo such that m;D; ~ myDs. We denote it by
Dy ~g Ds.

If rankg C1(X) = 1 then any 2 effective divisors are linearly similar. Thus this
notion is nontrivial only if rankg C1(X) > 1.

The set of all effective divisors linearly similar to a fixed divisor D is naturally
an infinite union of linear systems, we denote it by |QD].

Let |QD|* C |QD| be the subset parametrizing irreducible (but not necessarily
reduced) divisors.

Some of the linear systems |D’| C |QD| may be small and behave exceptionally.
So let us call a subset W C |QD| stably dense if W N |mD| is dense in |mD| for
m > 1. Note that |QD["™ need not be dense in |QD|, but if D is ample and
dim X > 2 (more generally, if D is mobile and has Kodaira dimension > 2) then,
by ([[I83), |QD|" is stably dense in |QD].

If dim X = 1 then |QD|" is frequently empty. This presents a serious technical
difficulty in our treatment. However, if deg D > 0 then |QD|" is stably dense in
|QD| provided BH(k) = 1.

Let H(X,Ox(QD)) denote the Cox ring of Q[D], that is, the direct sum of all
H°(X,0x(D’)) where we pick one D’ from each linear system in |QD)|.

If L = Ox(D) is a line bundle, then a power of H°(X,Ox(QD)) is contained
in H(X,®,L™). It is sometimes convenient to work with H° (X, &,,L™).

65 (Restriction and linear similarity). Let X be a variety, Z C X a subvariety and
D1, Dy effective divisors on X. If Dy ~g Dy then (aside from some problems that
appear for non-Cartier divisors), D1|z ~s Da|z.

For us the main interest will be the converse: if D1|z ~s Da2|z, when can we
conclude that Dq ~g D5?

Let D be an irreducible divisor. We say that a subvariety Z C X detects linear
similarity to D if the following holds.
(65.1) Let D’ be an effective divisor such that Supp(DNZ) = Supp(D'NZ). Then

D' ~g D.

It is not always easy to see when this happens, but the following is quite useful.

Criterion [63 2. Assume that Z N Sing X has codimension > 2 in Z, the kernel
of CI(X) — Pic(Z \ Sing X) is torsion, D is disjoint from X(Z) (B4l3) and DN Z is
irreducible. Then Z detects linear similarity to D.

Proof. If Z N Sing X has codimension > 2 in Z then we have a restriction map
from rank 1 reflexive sheaves on X (that are locally free along (7)) to rank 1
reflexive sheaves on Z (that are locally free along ¥:(Z)) and such a rank 1 reflexive
sheaf on Z is determined by the divisors of its sections (B414). O

An easy argument (60 shows that this criterion applies if Z is a general, ample,
complete intersection subvariety of dimension > 2.
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The kernel of C1(X) — CI(C) is also torsion for many ample, complete intersec-
tion curves C C X, but D N C is essentially never irreducible if the base field is
algebraically closed. There are 2 ways to go around this problem.

If k is Hilbertian ({I53)) then D N C is irreducible for many choices of C.

For arbitrary fields, we need the following.

Criterion [63.8. Let C C X™ be a smooth, projective curve. Assume that the
kernel of C1(X) — Pic(C) is torsion and the following holds.

(a) Let DNC = {p1,...,pr}. Then the points p1,...,p,—1 are linearly inde-
pendent over im[C1(X) — Pic(C)]. More precisely,

(p1,. -, pr) NIM[CI(X) = Pic(C)] = ZIDlc).
Then C' detects linear similarity to D.

Proof. Let D’ be another effective divisor such that Supp(D’'NC) = Supp(DNC).
Note that both D, D’ are Cartier along C. Thus D|c = > di[p;] and D'|¢ =
> dipi]). By (©83.a) > di[p;] = m1d di[pi] for some mq, hence D' — m1D is in
the kernel of C1(X) — Pic(C). Thus mg(D’ —myD) ~ 0 for some mqy > 0. O

We see in (74) that the condition (G513.a) holds for many ample-ci curves (I17)
and use this in ([T4)) to show that if k is not locally finite, then many ample-ci curves
detect linear similarity to a divisor.

Lemma 66. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a field k and D1, ..., D,
irreducible divisors on X. Then linear similarity to the D; is detected by

(66.1) general, ample, complete intersections of dimension > 2, and

(66.2) a dense subset of complete intersection curves if k is Hilbertian.

Proof. Let Z C X be a general, ample, complete intersection surface. Then
Cl(X) — Cl(Z) is an injection by (I20) and, if dim Z > 2, then ZN D, is irreducible
and reduced for every i by Bertini’s theorem (II83).

The injectivity of CI(X) — Cl(C) also holds for a dense subset of complete
intersection curves C' C X ([fd)), but for irreducibility we need k to be weakly
Hilbertian. So (6513) applies in both cases. O

We prove a much stronger form of (6612) in (7)), but first we derive some con-

sequences of (66]) and (4.

Lemma 67. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a field k. Assume that
(67.1) either k is not locally finite and dim X > 2,

(67.2) or k is locally finite and dim X > 3.

Then an irreducible divisor H is Q-Cartier and ample iff the following holds.

(67.3) For every divisor D C X and closed points p,q € X \ D, there is a divisor
H(p,q) C X such that

(67.3.a) HND = H(p,q)N D,

(67.3.b) p ¢ H(p,q) and
(67.3.c) g€ H(p,q).

Proof. If H is Q-Cartier and ample then the restriction map
H°(X,0x(mH)) - H°(D,Op(mH|p)) + Ox(mH) @ k(p) + Ox (mH) ® k(q)
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is surjective for some m > 0. We can thus find a section s(p, q) € H°(X,Ox(mH))
as needed.

Conversely, by (66 and (74) we can choose an ample divisor D C X that detects
linear similarity to H. Then assumption ([@13.a) guarantees that H(p,q) ~s H.
Assumption (6713.b) implies that H is Q-Cartier at p. Since p, ¢ are arbitrary points
(if we also vary D), H is Q-Cartier and a multiple of it separates points. O

Together with (67)), the next result proves (@I).
Lemma 68. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a field k and Hy, Ha irre-
ducible, Q-Cartier, ample divisors. Assume that
(68.1) either k is not locally finite and dim X > 3,
(68.2) or k is locally finite and dim X > 5.
Then the following are equivalent.
(68.3) Hy ~¢ Hs.
(63.4) [QH, [ = [QH[™.
(68.5) Let Z1,Z5 C X be 2 disjoint, irreducible subvarieties of dimension > 2 if k

1s locally finite and > 1 otherwise. Then there is a Q-Cartier, ample divisor H'
such that Supp(H' N Z;) = Supp(H; N Z;) fori=1,2.
Proof. (683) < (634) is clear. If (683) holds then choose mq,mg > 1 such
that m1H1 ~ m2H2 and
H°(X,0x(miHy)) - H°(Z1,0x(m1Hi)|z,) + H(Z2, Ox(m2H2)|z,)
is surjective. We can then find H' € |myHy| = |m2Hz| whose restriction to Z; is
Finally assume (685). By (@) and () we can choose both Z, W normal,

disjoint and such that they detect linear similarity to the H;. Then we have the
chain of linear similarities

" o M, O
69 (Variants for reducible divisors). With X as in (68)), let By, Bs be effective
divisors. The above proof shows that (685) is equivalent to the following.
(69.1) There are Q-Cartier, ample, irreducible divisors Hy, Hy such that Supp H; =
Supp B; and Hy ~g Hs.
We can thus recognize irreducible Q-Cartier divisors using the following criterion.
Claim [69.2. An irreducible divisor D C X is Q-Cartier iff there are irreducible,

Q-Cartier, ample divisors A1, As such that the above criterion holds for By :=
D+A1 and B2 = AQ. O

Remark 70. Using (67) and (G8) we get our first topological invariance claims.
Namely, let Xg,Yr be normal, projective varieties such that |X| ~ |Y]. Assume
that either L is not locally finite and dimY > 3, or dimY > 5. Then

(70.1) If X is Q-factorial then so is Y.
(70.2) If rankg CI(X) = 1 then rankg C1(Y) = 1.

Note that by (27), P%p is homeomorphic to smooth surfaces with arbitrary large
Picard number, so some restriction on the dimension is necessary in (GS).

Néron’s theorem and consequences
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Definition 71. Let X be an irreducible variety. Following [Ser89|, a subset T' C
X (k) is called thin if there is a morphism 7 : Y — X such that T C 7(Y (k))
and there is no rational section ¢ : X --+ Y. This notion is most interesting for
finitely generated, infinite fields. For such fields, A'(k) C A'(k) is not thin; this is
essentially due to Hilbert.

A rather typical example to keep in mind is the following. The map A! — A!
given by z — 2% shows that the set of all squares is a thin subset of Al(k).

We also need a version of this for arbitrary fields K. Let us say that a subset
T C X(K) is field-locally thin if for every finitely generated subfield k¥ C K, the
intersection 7' N X (k) is thin.

Theorem 72. [Nér52b, Thm.6] Let k be a finitely generated, infinite field. Let
U C P} be an open subset and m : Ty — U a smooth, projective morphism of
relative dimension 1. Then there is a dense set N(Ty) C U(k), such that the
restriction map

Pic(Ty) — Pic(Ty,) is injective for all u € N(Ty).
Moreover, N(Ty) contains the complement of a thin set. (]

A stronger version is proved in [SiI83] Thm.C], though it applies only to number
fields and finite extensions of F(t).

Corollary 73. Let K be a field that is not locally finite. Let S be a normal,
projective surface over K and |C| = {C, : u € P} a mobile, linear pencil of curves
with basepoints {p1,...,pr}. Assume that a general Cy, is smooth and S is smooth
along it. Let {B; : j € J} be the irreducible components of the reducible members
of |C|, plus one of the irreducible members. Let m;; be the intersection multiplicity
of B; with a general Cy, at p;; this is independent of u.
Then there is a dense set N(S,|C|) € PY(K) such that, for v € N(S,|C|), all
the linear relations among
Pic(Cy)

[p1(w)], ..., [pr(u)] € im[C1(S) — Pic(Cy)]

are generated by Y .m;;[pi(u)] =0 for all j € J.
Moreover, N(S,|C|) contains the complement of a field-locally thin set.

Proof. Note that the point p; is contained in every C.; the notation [p;(u)]
indicates that we take its class in Pic(C,,), which depends on u.

The restriction of B; to Cy, is Y, m;;[pi(u)], so we do need to have the equations
> ;mij[pi(u)] = 0. The interesting part is to show that there are no other relations.

Let T be the normalization of the closure of the graph of |C| : S --» P!, The
projection m; : T — S is birational, with exceptional curves E; C T sitting over p;.
Let BjT C T denote the birational transform of B;. Note that

T *
Bj ~ 7T1Bj — Zlmez

The second projection my : T — P! is generically smooth and the irreducible com-
ponents of its fibers are exactly the B;*-F.

Let U C P! be the largest open set over which 7y is smooth. By restriction we
get Ty — U. The Picard group of Ty is then

Pic(Ty) = C(T)/(B] : j € J).
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Choose now a finitely generated subfield k£ C K such that S, |C|, the p; and the B,
are defined over k.

Note that C1(T}) = 77 C1(Sk) + >, [Fi], and killing 7} CI(Sk) gives a natural
surjection

Thus all the linear relations among [E4],. .., [E;] € Cl(T})/n7 C1(Sk) are generated
by sz” [El] =0 for allj e J.
We now apply (72) to get N(Ty) C P(k) such that, for u € N(Ty), all the
linear relations among
[p1(w)],..., [pr(u)] € Pic(Cy)/im[C1(Sk) — Pic(Cy)]

are generated by Y .m;;[pi(u)] = 0 for all j € J.
This is not exactly what we want since Cl(Sk ) may be much bigger than C1(Sy).
However, if we have a linear relation

Yodilpi(w)] ~ [Lx] where Lk € im[Cl(Sk) — Pic(C,)|(K),

then in fact Lx € im[C1(Sy) — Pic(Cy)](k), hence a power of L is in im[C1(Sy) —
Pic(Cy)] (I44). Letting k vary now proves our claim. O

Theorem 74. Let k be a field that is not locally finite. Let X be a normal, projective
variety of dimensionn > 2 over k, {D; :i=1,...,r} irreducible Weil divisors and
Hy,...,H,_1 ample divisors. Then, for mi > mao,...,m, > 1, there is a dense
set

U C |m1H1|(k) X - X |mn_1Hn_1|(k)
such that, for uw € U, the corresponding complete intersection curve C, detects
linear similarity to each D;.

Proof. By (66]), there is a Zariski open
Us C |m2H2| X oo X |mn,1Hn,1|

such that C1(X) — Cl(Hy N ---N H,_1) is an injection for (Ha,...,H,—1) € Us
and the D; N Hy N ---N H,_1 are irreducible. This reduces us to the case n = 2.
Thus from now on we have a normal, projective surface X over k, {D; : ¢ =
1,...,r} irreducible Weil divisors on X and an ample divisor H on X.
Now choose a pencil |C| C |mH| such that
(74.1) Do+ ---+ D, € |C| for some irreducible curve Dy,
(74.2) all other members of |C| are irreducible,
(74.3) the general member of |C] is smooth and X is smooth along it.
Applying (73) to it we get a dense set of |C|(k) where the requirements hold. [

Remark. Most likely one can choose U such that it contains the complement of
a field-locally thin set.

9. LINKAGE OF DIVISORS AND RESIDUE FIELDS

Definition 75. Let Y be a reduced, projective scheme (not necessarily pure di-
mensional) and L an ample line bundle on Y. Two effective divisors Dy, Ds C Y
are called (topologically, directly) L-linked if there is a section s € H°(Y, L™) such
that Supp(s = 0) = Supp D1 U Supp Ds.
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Next we look at an unusual special case of linkage.

Definition 76. Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety and Z, W C
X closed subsets. Let L be an ample line bundle on X. Two effective divisors
Hyz,Hw € |QL]| are (topologically, directly) L-linked on Z UW if Hz N Z and
Hyw NW are L-linked on Z U W . That is,
(76.1) there is a section s € HY(X,L™) such that (s = 0)NZ = Hz N Z and
(s=0)NW = Hy NW (as sets).
Note that ([T5) would suggest working with a section s’ € H*(ZUW, L™|zuw ), but
a power of s’ lifts to a section on X, so the 2 versions are equivalent.
As we see below, this notion is not interesting if Z N W = @) and it has various
problems if dim(Z N W) > 1. Thus we focus on the case when dim(Z NW) = 0.
A key observation is that linkage carries very significant information about

e residue fields of Z N W in every characteristic, and
e the structure of Z N W in characteristic 0.

Proposition 77. Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety and Z, W C
X closed subsets such that dim(Z N W) = 0. Let L be an ample line bundle on X
and Hz, Hw € |QL|. Then Hz, Hw are L-linked on Z UW iff (using (57))

R%mW(HZVL) QRE/QW(HWPL) 7é 0.

Proof. Assume that H = (s = 0) gives the L-linkage for some s € H°(X, L™).
Then s|z € I'“"Hz(Z, L|z,m) and s|lw € TW™HW (W, L|yw, m) have the same
restriction to ZNW.

Conversely, if sz € HO(Z, Lm|Z) and sy € H? (VV, Lm|W) have the same image
in HO(Z Nnw, Lm|ZmW), then they glue to a section sz w € H° (Z uw, L’”|ZUW),
and then s’gL,JW lifts to a section of H° (X, Lm,m) for some m' > 0. ([

78. The conditions in (T7) give the strongest restriction if
Roaw(Hz, L)/k*  and  Ryny (Hw, L)/k* @1)

both have Q-rank 1. However, in general these objects are essentially extensions
of a finite rank semigroup by k[Z]* (resp. k[W]*). Criteria for ({8l1) are given in
(E52). This case can be used to identify the k-points of X (82]).

We get further interesting consequences if we relax these restrictions. The general
situation seems rather complicated. In our applications it is advantageous to work
with a non-symmetric situation:

(78.2) H°(Z,0z) = k, and

(78.3) Ryw (Hw, L)/k[W]* has Q-rank 1.

Note that ([[82) holds if Z is geometrically connected and reduced. In applications
we achieve this by choosing Z to be ample-ci (IT7)).

We saw in (B8) that (783) holds if dim W > BH(k) (with some additional mild
genericity conditions).

Next we study the case when linking is always possible.

Definition 79 (Free linking). Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety
and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z,W C X be closed, integral subvarieties
such that dim(Z N W) = 0.



WHAT DETERMINES A VARIETY? 33

We say that L-linking is free on Z U W iff two divisors Hz, Hy € |QL| are
L-linked on Z UW whenever they are disjoint from X(Z U W) (E43).

In the rest of the section we discuss various cases when the topological notion
of free linking makes it possible to obtain information about the residue fields of
closed points. The key is the following.

Conjecture 80. Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety and L an
ample line bundle on X. Let Z,W C X be closed, integral, positive dimensional
subvarieties such that dim(Z N W) = 0. The following are equivalent.
(80.1) L-linking is free on Z UW.
(80.2) k[ZNW]* [K[Z]* - K[W]* is a torsion group.
(80.3) One of the following holds.
(80.3.a) chark =0, ZNW is reduced, and
either k[Z N W] = k[Z] or k[Z N W] = k[W].
(80.3.b) chark > 0, and either k[red(Z N W)|/k[Z] or k[red(Z N W)|/k[W] is
purely inseparable.
(80.3.c) k is locally finite.

Comments. Note that 8012) = (801) holds by (1) and the equivalence of ([8012)
and (B03) is proved in ([I49).

Next we show that [80l1) = (B0l3) holds if W is geometrically connected and
dim W > BH(k). A careful study of the proof shows that the first assumption
is not necessary, and the validity of (I5]) would imply that (80l1) = (B0l2) holds
unconditionally.

Proposition 81. Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible k-variety
and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z,W C X be closed, integral, positive
dimensional subvarieties such that dim(ZNW) = 0. Assume that W is geometrically
connected and dim W > BH(k).

Then (80 1-4) are equivalent.

Proof. As we noted, we need to show that (8011) = (B013). Thus assume (801).
First choose sz € HY(X, L™) such that Supp(sz = 0) = Supp Hz is disjoint from
S(ZUW).

By (@0) and (62), for every sznw € k[ZNW]*, there is an n > 0 such that %y,
extends to sy € H°(X, L") and W N Hyy is irreducible, where Hy := Supp(sw =
0).
If Hyz, Hy are L-linked, then there is an s € H°(X, L™) as in (ZG)). (We can use
the same m, if we pass to suitable powers of s, sz, sy .)

By (B6), there are uz € k[Z]*, uw € k[W]* = k*, a finitely generated subgroup
Tz Ck(Z)*, vz € Tz and a natural number r such that

sty =58"lw-uw and sy, =s"|z uz-vz. ®11)
Therefore
stylzow - 55" zew = uwlzew - utlzeow -5  zow ED2)
e k* k[Z]X 'Fz|me.:k[Z]>< 'Fz|me.

Next note that sw|znw = s%~, where sznw is arbitrary. Thus 87ZlmW821|ZmW is
an arbitrary element of k[Z N W]* (up to n-torsion). Therefore we get that

kZNW)*/(k[Z)* -Tz|zow) is torsion. B13)
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Thus we obtain that
k[Z N W]*/E[Z]* has finite Q-rank. ®114)

By ([[Z) we are in one of 4 cases.

(81.5) k is locally finite; giving (804.c).

(81.6) chark > 0 and k[Z] < k[red(Z N W)] is a purely inseparable extension;
giving (804.b).

(81.7) chark = 0 and k[Z] = k[Z N W]; giving (B0 4.a).

(81.8) deg(k/Q) < oc.

In the latter case k is Hilbertian. Once k is Hilbertian, at the beginning of the

proof we can choose Z N Hz to be irreducible; in which case 'z = {1} by (B6l1).
Thus (8I13) becomes

k[Z N W] JE[Z]* is torsion, ®19)
and (I47) implies that Z N W is reduced. O
Using (81 we get a topological way of recognizing k-points.

Corollary 82. Let k be a perfect field that is not locally finite, and X a normal,
projective, geometrically irreducible k-variety of dimension > 1+ BH(k). Let L be
an ample line bundle and p € X a closed point. Assume that either chark > 0 or
p is a smooth point of X. The following are equivalent.

(82.1) p is a k-point.

(82.2) There are integral, ample-sci (I17) subvarieties Z, W such that
(82.2.a) dimZ = 1, dim W = BH(k),
(82.2.b) Supp(ZNW) = {p} and
(82.2.c) L-linking is free on Z UW.

Proof. [8212) = (8211) follows from (BI)). Conversely, we can take Z, W to be
general complete intersections of ample divisors containing p. O

Remark [82.3. If chark = 0 and (8212) holds then Z N W is a k-point, even if
X is singular there. However, for a singular k-point it may not be possible to find
Z,W such that ZNW = {p} (as schemes). Thus the method does not yet provide
a topological way of identifying singular k-points if char k = 0.

Corollary 83. Let k be a perfect field that is not locally finite, and X a normal,
projective, geometrically irreducible k-variety of dimension > 1+ BH(k). Let L be
an ample line bundle and p,q € X closed points. Assume that either chark > 0 or
p is a smooth point. The following are equivalent.

(83.1) There is a k-embedding k(p) — k(q).
(83.2) There are irreducible subvarieties Z, W such that
(83.2.a) dimZ = 1,dim W = BH(X),
(83.2.b) Supp(ZNW) = {p},
(83.2.c) g€ Z,
(83.2.d) W is geometrically connected, and
(83.2.¢) L-linking is free on ZUW.
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Proof. If (8312) holds then k(p) = k[Z] by [I) and [B32.c) gives an embedding
k[Z] <= k(q).

Conversely, given k(p) — k(q), the required Z is constructed in (I22) and then
choose W to be a general complete intersection containing p. (Il

Reversing the role of p, ¢ we the obtain a criterion to decide whether k(p) = k(q).
Note, however, that we get no information about deg(k(p) / k) Nonetheless, we have
enough information to obtain the following.

84 (Isomorphism of 0-cycles from |X| and ~s,). Let k be a perfect field that is
not locally finite, and X a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety of dimension
> 14 BH(k). Let Z1,Zs C X be reduced 0-dimensional subschemes. Assume that
either chark > 0 or Z1, Z5 C X™S.

We can then decide, using only (|X [, Nsa), whether Z;, Z5 are isomorphic as
k-schemes. (|

85 (Imperfect fields). If k is an imperfect field, we can apply the above results to
ki"s, This results in the following obvious changes in the statements.

In (8211) we characterize k™S-points.

In [8311) we characterize k-embeddings k'™(p) — k'"(q).

In (B4) we characterize isomorphisms Z; Xy, kNS & 7o % kDS,

Remark 86. Let X a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible k-variety of
dimension > 1+ BH(k). Then char k > 0 iff the following holds.

(86.1) There is an integral curve C' C X and a point p € C, such that L-linking is
free on C'U W for every ample-sci subvariety W of dimension BH(k), for which
Supp(C' NW) = {p}.

Indeed, if chark = 0 then for any p € C' we can choose W such that C N W is

non-reduced, and then L-linking is not free on C U W by (&I).

Conversely, we use (I22)) to get p € C such that k(p)™s = k[C]™s, and then (8I)

and (8E) show that L-linking is free on C' U W if chark > 0.

10. MINIMALLY RESTRICTIVE LINKING AND TRANSVERSALITY

Definition 87. Let X be a normal, projective, irreducible k-variety and Z, W1, Wy C

X closed, irreducible, geometrically connected subvarieties such that dim(ZNW;) =

0. We say that L-linking on Wy determines L-linking on W1 if the following holds.

(87.1) Let Hz, Hw € |QL|™ be effective divisors disjoint from the ¥(ZUW;) such
that Wy N Hy is irreducible. Then

Hyz, Hy are Hyz, Hy are
linked on Z U Wy linked on ZUWy /)~

In applying this notion we always assume that dim W; > BH(k), hence the above
conditions are not empty.

We say that L-linking is minimally restrictive on Wh, if L-linking on W5 deter-
mines L-linking on Wy, whenever Supp(Z N W7) = Supp(Z N Wa).

The key result—and rationale for the definition—is the following.

Proposition 88. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, X a normal, projective, irre-
ducible k-variety and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z, W1, Ws C X be closed,
integral, geometrically connected subvarieties such that dim Z > 1, dim W; > BH(k)
and dim(Z NW;) = 0. The following are equivalent.
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(88.1) ZNW;y C ZNWs as schemes.
(88.2) L-linking on Wy determines L-linking on W7.

Proof. Pick Hz = (sz = 0) and Hy = (sw = 0). By assumption W5 N Hyy is
irreducible and disjoint from %(Z U W3). Thus, by (E81),
R?/rzuwz (Hz,L) = <SW|ZmW2>Q kWl = (swlzaw,) - kX
So, by ([[Q), Hz, Hw are linked on Z U Ws iff, for some r > 0,
stv|zaws € Raw, (Hz, L) C H(Z N Wa, ©m L™ | zaws)- (B813)
Note that (88 1) holds iff there is a natural surjection
H(Z N\ Wa, @ L™ | z0w,) = HY(Z N W1, @0 L™ | 20w )
Thus (883) implies that
stv|zaw, € Roaw, (Hz, L) C HY(Z N W1, &m L™ | z0mw,)), [B314)

proving (8812).
To see the converse, let N be the kernel of

p: H(ZNWi, Ozemw,) " — H(Z 0 Wi 0 Wa, Ozawyows) -

It is a direct sum of a commutative, unipotent group over k and of the k(p;)* for
every p; € Wi\ Wa. N is positive dimensional iff ZNW; ¢ ZNW,. We distinguish
2 cases, depending on whether rankg N (k) = oo or not.

Next choose any o2 € H°(Z N W2,L|ZQW2)X. If rankg N (k) = oo then the
restriction of g9 to Z N W1 N Wy can be lifted in 2 different ways to

oz,0w € HO(Z N W15L|ZQW1)><
such that aza‘jvl is non-torsion in
H(Z Wi, @nLl™ z0m,) " | REaw, (Hz, L).

We can now glue 02,0 to a section of H°(Z N (W U W2)7L|Zm(WluW2))X and
then lift (some power of) it to sy € HY(X, L) such that both W; N (sw = 0) are
irreducible and disjoint from X(Z U W7 U Ws). Similarly, we can glue 02,07 to a
section of HO(ZN(W1UW2), L] zn(w,uws)) " and then lift (some power of) it to s €
H°(X, L) such that Z N (sz = 0) is irreducible and disjoint from ¥(Z U W; U Wa).

By construction, sz|znw, = Sw|znws, hence (sz = 0) and (s = 0) are L-
linked on Z U Wa, but sz|znw, and sw|znw, are multiplicatively independent,
hence (sz = 0) and (s = 0) are not L-linked on Z U Wj.

We are left with the case when rankg N(k) < co. In this case deg(k/Q) < oo
by ([[41)), hence k is Hilbertian ({I53). We can thus choose sz such that Z N Hyz is
irreducible and disjoint from X(Z U W3). So, by B8l1),

Reew,(Hz, L) = (sz|20ws)q - KIZ]* = (sz|z0mws)g - k™

This implies that Rgmwz (Hz, L) has trivial intersection with N. We can thus

again choose oz, 0y € HY (Z NWi, L|ZQW1) " such that O'Zo";vl is non-torsion, and
complete the proof as before. ([
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Corollary 89. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, X a normal, projective, ir-
reducible k-variety and L an ample line bundle. Let Z,W C X be closed, inte-
gral, geometrically connected subvarieties such that dim(Z N W) = 0. Assume that
dim X > dim Z + BH(k)

Then L-linking is minimally restrictive on Z UW iff ZNW is reduced.

Proof. Set Wy := W in (88)) and let W2 run through all ample-sci subvarieties of
dimension BH(k) (II7) that intersect Z exactly along ZNWj. Then apply (@0). O

Lemma 90. Let X be a projective k-variety, Z C X a subscheme of codimension
> r and P C Z areduced, finite subscheme. Let W(Z, P) be the set of all irreducible,
r-dimensional, ample-sci ({I17) subvarieties W C X for which Supp(Z N W) = P.
Then
m W =P (scheme theoretically). O
WeW(z,P)

The following consequence of ([8Y) allows us to understand intersection multi-
plicities topologically.

91 (Determining transversality from | X | and ~g,). Let k be a field of characteristic
0, X a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible k-variety of dimension > 1 +
BH(k). Let H C X be an irreducible, ample divisor and C C X an irreducible,
geometrically connected curve. Assume that C N H C X". The following are
equivalent.

(91.1) All intersections of C' N H are transversal.
(91.2) C N H is reduced.

(91.3) L-linking is minimally restrictive on C'U H for some ample line bundle L.

Indeed, (@112) < (@113) follows from (89) and [@111) < (@I12) is a bsic property of
intersection mutiplicities; see for example [Ful98, 8.2]. O

Note that there are several weaknesses of the current form of the above equiva-
lences.

First, we do not yet know how to decide which are the smooth points of X. We
usually go around this by saying that some assertion holds outside some codimen-
sion > 2 subset.

Second, we also do not yet know how to decide whether a curve C' is geometri-
cally connected or not. However, if C' is ample-sci (I17), then C is geometrically

connected ([II71).

The above arguments also show the following.

Corollary 92. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, X a k-variety, Z C X an
irreducible, geometrically connected subvariety of codimension r > BH(k) andp € Z
a closed point such that X is smooth at p. Then Z is smooth at p iff there is an
irreducible, ample-sci subvariety W C X of dimension r such that p € Supp(ZNW)
and L-linking is minimally restrictive on W. (I

Interchanging the roles of Z, W gives the following dual version.

Corollary 93. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, X a k-variety, W C X an
irreducible, geometrically connected subvariety of dimension r > BH(k) and p € W
a closed point such that X s smooth at p. Then W is smooth at p iff there is an
irreducible, ample, complete intersection subvariety Z C X of codimension r such
that p € Supp(Z N W) and H-linking is minimally restrictive on W. O
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94. The argument in (8])) also applies in positive characteristic, except that then
the kernel of

HY(ZNW,0zaw)” — H°(red(Z N W), Oreazow))

is p-power torsion. Thus multiplicative independence is not changed as we pass
from ZNW to red(ZNW). We get that, if k is not locally finite, then the following
are equivalent.

(94.1) Supp(Z NW1) C Supp(Z N Wa).

(94.2) L-linking on W; determines L-linking on Wh.

Thus, while L-linking carries scheme-theoretic information in characteristic 0, it
does not in positive characteristic.

11. DEGREES OF CURVES AND DIVISORS

Next we try to determine intersection numbers (C' - H) of curves and divisors.
First we use (@) to check that all intersections are transversal. If the field is
algebraically closed, then (C - H) = #(C' N H), and we are done.

If the field is not algebraically closed, we would need to compute deg k(p)/k for
the intersection points. This we can not do, but, by ([84]), we can determine when
deg k(p1)/k = deg k(p2)/k for 2 points. The following result says that, although we
are not able to compute (C - H), we can decide whether (Cy - H) = (Cy - H) for 2
curves. This is enough for many applications.

Theorem 95. Let X be a projective variety over an infinite field, H an irreducible,

ample, Cartier divisor, {C; : i € I} finitely many irreducible, geometrically reduced

curves. The following are equivalent.

(95.1) (C; - H) is independent of i.

(95.2) There is an irreducible divisor G ~go H such that the (scheme theoretic)
intersections {C; NG : i € I} are reduced and isomorphic to each other.

Moreover, we can choose G to be disjoint from any finite subset ¥ C X.

Proof. Assume that ([@512) holds and G ~ mH. Then m(C; - H) = deg,(C; N G),
proving [@5l1). To see the converse, let C' denote the union of the C;. Set L :=
Ox(H)|c. Choose m > 1 such that H(X,Ox(mH)) — H°(C,0c(mH|c)) is
surjective and there is a section s € HY(C, Oc(mH|c)) as in [@3). Then G := (s
0) works.

ol

Corollary 96. Let X be a normal, projective variety over an infinite field, H an
irreducible, ample, Cartier divisor, {D; : i € 1} irreducible, geometrically reduced
divisors and B C X a closed subset of dimension < n — 2 containing Sing X. The
following are equivalent.

(96.1) (D; - H™™ ') is independent of i.

(96.2) There are irreducible, H-sci curves A (I17) that are disjoint from B and

such that the (scheme theoretic) intersections AN D; are reduced and isomorphic
to each other.

Proof. As before, [@612) = ([@@l1) is clear. For the converse, we look for A
contained in a general complete intersection surface S C X. This reduces us to
the special case when dim X = 2. Then the D, are curves, so ([@6) follows from

@3). 0
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The following observation allows us to describe Q-linear equivalence topologi-
cally.

97 (Determining numerical equivalence from |X| and ~g,). We state 4 pairs of
results. In each of them the first is the information we seek, the second shows how
it can be obtained using (@EHIE) and the previous ones. We assume that X is a
projective variety over a field of characteristic 0. The latter is necessary in order
to use (89). We use several claims about intersections of curves and divisors; these
are recalled in ([O8).

Claim [T 1. Let C1, Cy be irreducible curves, not contained in Sing X. Then
e (Ch-H)=(Cy-H)iff
e for every finite subset ¥ C C7 UC5 there is an irreducible divisor G ~y H
disjoint from X, such that

(a) H-linking is minimally restrictive on C; UG for ¢ = 1,2, and

(b) C1 NG and C2 NG are isomorphic as k-schemes. O
Claim [94.2. Let Cy,Cy be irreducible curves, not contained in Sing X. Then
L Ol = CQ iff
e (Cy1-H)=(Cy- H) for every ample divisor H. O

Claim [97.3. Let D1, Dy be irreducible, geometrically connected divisors on X
and H an ample divisor. Then
o (Dy-H" 1Y) = (Dy- H" 1) iff
e For every codimension > 2 subset B C X there are irreducible, H-sci
curves A that are disjoint from B and such that
(a) H-linking is minimally restrictive on AU D; for ¢ = 1,2, and
(b) AN Dy and AN Dy are isomorphic as k-schemes. O

Claim [97.4. Let D1, Dy be irreducible, geometrically connected divisors on X.
Then

o Dy =D, iff

o (Dy-H" 1) = (Dy- H" 1) for every ample divisor H. O
Claim [T 5. Let Hy, Ha be irreducible, ample divisors. Then

o Hy ~q Hy iff

o Hy ~g Hy and (Hy - HY ') = (Hy - Hy ™). 0

Lemma 98. Let X be a normal, projective variety.

(98.1) Let Cy,C4 be 1-cycles. Then Cy = Cy iff (Cy - H) = (Cy - H) for every
ample Cartier divisor H.

(98.2) Let Dy, Dy be Q-Cartier divisors. Then Dy = Do iff (D1-A) = (D2 A) for

every irreducible, ample-sci curve (I17).

Proof. We use the theory of cones and divisors; see for example [Laz04, 1.4.C].
Let N1(X) = NS(X) ® Q be the Néron-Severi space (the space of Q-Cartier Q-
divisors modulo algebraic equivalence) and N7(X) the space of curves with Q-
coefficients, modulo algebraic equivalence. By Kleiman’s theorem [Laz04, 1.4.23]
they are dual to each other, hence they have the same dimension. Ample divisors
span N'(X), thus ([@8l1) holds. For (@812) it remains to show that irreducible,
ample-sci curves span Ny (X).
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First we claim that if H is ample then H"=2 : N1(X) — N;(X) is an isomor-
phism. This is a special case of the Hard Lefschetz theorem [Laz04, 3.1.39], which
is usually stated for smooth varieties. Since N'(X) and N;(X) have the same
dimension, it is enough to show that H"~2 gives an injection. This follows from
the Grothendieck-Lefschetz hyperplane theorem: if S C X is a general H-complete
intersection surface then Pic(X) — Pic(S) is an injection.

Finally, let D be any Cartier divisor. Then H + €D is ample for 0 < e < 1 and

H" D e ((H'D" ") :i=0,....n—1)=((H+eD)" ':0<e<1). O

Zero cycles on curves

Let L be a very ample line bundle on a reduced, projective curve over an al-
gebraically closed field. The zero set of a general section of L consist of deg~ L
distinct points. However, if we work over a non-closed field k, then the zero set of
a general section s € H°(C, L) is a union of points of the form Spec, k; for some
field extensions k;/k, that depend on the choice of the section in a rather unpre-
dictable way. We may thus aim to find sections s € H°(C, L) whose zero set is
arithmetically simple. If k is Hilbertian, we can chose the zero set to be irreducible.
Another direction would be to find zero sets that consist of low degree points. This
is, however, impossible already for genus 1 curves over Q.

The next result says that, for any finite set of curves C; and line bundles L;, a
uniformly nice choice of sections is possible.

Theorem 99. Let C be a geometrically reduced, projective curve over a field k

with irreducible components {C; : i € I}. Let L be an ample line bundle on C and

Y C C a finite set. Then there is an m > 0, a separable field extension K/k and a

section s € H(C, L™) such that

(99.1) (s =0) is disjoint from ¥ U Sing C, and

(99.2) C;N (s =0) is isomorphic to the disjoint union of (m/deg(K/k)) - degs, L
copies of Spec,, K for every i.

Proof. For m; large enough there is a separable morphism 7 : C' — P! such that
L™ = 7*Opi(1). By (I02) there is a separable point p € P! that is disjoint from
7(X U Sing C) and such that 7=*(p) is a reduced, disjoint union of copies of p. Let
s’ € HY(P!, Op1(ms)) be a defining equation of p. Then s := 7*s’ € H(C, L™™2)
has the required properties. ([

Corollary 100. Let X be a projective variety over a field k, L an ample line

bundle, {C; : i € I} a finite set of geometrically reduced curves and ¥ C X a finite

subset. Then there is an m > 0, a section s € H°(X,L™) and a separable field

extension K/k such that

(100.1) (s =0) is disjoint from ¥ U Sing(U;C;), and

(100.2) C;N (s =0) is isomorphic to the disjoint union of (m/deg(K/k)) - dege, L
copies of Spec;, K for every 1. O

101. Another consequence of ([@3)) is the following. Let X be a projective variety
over a field k. Then every element of the Chow group of O-cycles of degree 0 has a
representative of the form

> (Ipi] — [ai])  where  k(pi) = k(q:).
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The following can be viewed as a generalization of a special case of Chebotarev’s
density theorem: there are infinitely many completely split primes in any separable
field extension.

Proposition 102. [Poo0l] Let C be a geometrically reduced k-curve and 7 : C' —
P! @ quasi-finite, separable morphism. Then there are infinitely many separable
points p; € P such that m=Y(p;) is a reduced, disjoint union of copies of p; for
every j.

Proof. Let C; be the irreducible components of C. Let D be the normalization
of P! in the Galois closure of a composite of the k(C;)/k(P'). If p; works for
o : D — P! and 7 is étale over p; then p; works for C' — P!.

If k is infinite, then a general pencil of very ample divisors gives a separable
morphism p : D — P! := P! such that

(p,0): D — D' C P x P! (I021)

is birational onto its image. (We use the notation P! to distinguish the 2 factors.)
Let S C D be the union of the preimage of Sing D’, the ramification locus of o and
the ramification locus of p.

Pick any ¢ € PY(k)\ p(S). Let pp € p~'(c) be any closed point, p/, its image in

D’ and p := o(pp) € PL. Then
k(pp) = k(pp) = k(c) ®y k(p) = k(p).
Since D/P! is Galois, the same holds for all points in o~(p).

If £ is finite, choose ¢ = p” such that D decomposes into m irreducible compo-
nents that are geometrically irreducible. Then D has about mg points in F,. All
these map to F, points in P'. We show that for most of them, their image is not
defined over a subfield of IF,. All subfields of I, have at most /g elements and
the number of maximal ones equals the number of prime divisors of r, so there are
at most logy 7 of them. Thus at most log, - /g points of P!(F,) are in a smaller
subfield and these have at most degm - logy 7 - \/q preimages in D. So for ¢ > 1,
almost all F, points of D map to points of P! whose residue field is F,. O

103 (Variants of (I02))). The following versions are also useful.

Claim [103.1. Let X,Y be geometrically reduced k-schemes and 7 : X — Y a
quasi-finite, separable morphism. Then there is a Zariski dense set of separable
points p; € Y such that 7=1(p;) is a reduced, disjoint union of copies of p;.

Proof. We can replace Y by a general curve B C Y. The curve case is reduced
to ([[02) by composing with a quasi-finite, separable morphism B — P*. O

Claim [I03.2. Let X,Y be geometrically reduced k-schemes and 7 : X — Y a
quasi-finite, separable morphism. Then there are infinitely many irreducible divi-
sors Dj C Y such that 7~ (D;) is a reduced union of divisors D%, such that, each
D; — Dj is birational.

Proof. As in (I02) and in ([I031), we may assume that ¥ =P" and X — P" is
Galois. If k is infinite, the proof works as in ([I02]), but we replace (I0211) by

(p,o): X = X' C P xP".

We can also reduce ([[0312) to (I03]1) by choosing a coordinate projection p : P --»
P"~! and work with the generic fibers of Y --» P*~! and X --» P"~ 1, O
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12. TOPOLOGICAL PENCILS

Definition 104 (Pencils). Let k& be a field and X an integral k-variety. Let C
be an integral curve and p : X --+ C' a dominant map with indeterminacy locus
B C X. We care about the map p up to birational equivalence, so we may as well
assume that C' is nonsingular and projective.

For a point ¢ € C(k) let D, C X denote the closure of p~*(c). In traditional
terminology (see, for example, [Zar4l])

|D)atg :={D¢: c € C(k)}

is an (algebraic) pencil of divisors parametrized by the curve C. We use |D|ag to
emphasize that C' can be a non-rational curve. We refer to the map p: X --» C
itself as an (algebraic) pencil. The pencil is called linear if C = Pj. These are
usually denoted by |D|.

If p factors as X --» C’ --» C then X --» C” determines another pencil |D’|a14
and members of |D|,i; are certain unions of members of |D’|a,. If C' --» C' is not
birational, we say that |D|ag is composite with |D’|aig.

A theorem of Bertini—which seems to have been first fully proved by [vdW37]—
states that the following are equivalent.

(104.1) Almost all members of | D], are irreducible and generically reduced.
(104.2) |D|aig is not composite with any other pencil.

(104.3) k(C) is algebraically closed in k(X).

As in [Zar41], we call such a pencil non-composite.

Every pencil is composite with a unique non-composite pencil; nowadays this is
pretty clear using Stein factorization.

Note. The definition of linear system frequently allows fixed components; those
without fixed components are called mobile. In this terminology, our pencils are
the mobile pencils.

Definition 105 (Topological pencil). Let X be a projective, geometrically normal

k-variety. A t-pencil is a collection of effective divisors {Dy : A € A} such that

(105.1) Every closed point of X is contained in some D).

(105.2) Almost all of the Dy are irreducible.

(105.3) There is a closed subset B C X of codimension > 2 such that DxND, C B
for every A # pu € A}. The smallest such B is called the base locus.

(105.4) Each Dy \ B is connected.

We call a t-pencil ample if almost all members are ample Q-Cartier divisors.

Example 106. Let X be a projective, geometrically normal k-variety and |D|a1g
a non-composite algebraic pencil with parameter curve C' and base locus B.

Forc € C(k)let {D.;:i=1,...,7.} be the connected components of red D, \ B.
As o runs through all embeddings k(c) < k, we get k™-divisors Uy D7 ;. The set
of all D, ; forms a t-pencil with base locus B. We denote it by |D|* and write its
members as {Dy : A € A}. These are the algebraic t-pencils.

Note that |D|* is ample iff the members of |D|u are ample Q-Cartier divisors.

The following is proved in [KLOS20, 5.2.8].

Proposition 107. Let X be a normal, projective variety of dimension n over an
infinite field and H an ample divisor. A t-pencil {Dy : A € A} is algebraic iff there
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is an infinite subset A* C A such that the intersection numbers (H”fl . DA) are
independent of A € A*.

Proof. Let p: X --+ C be an algebraic pencil. C has infinitely many points of
degree d for some d > 0, these give infinitely many divisors of the same degree in

the corresponding t-pencil.
The converse is proved in [KLOS20| 5.2.8]. O

Combining (I07) with ([@6) we get the following.

Theorem 108. Let X be a mnormal, projective, geometrically integral variety of
dimension > 1+ BH(k) over a field k of characteristic 0. Then algebraicity of
ample t-pencils is a property of (|X|, Nsa)- O

Remark 108 1. We use ampleness only to guarantee that almost all members are
geometrically connected; a little more work should establish the theorem for non-
ample t-pencils as well. If the pencil has a basepoint, then most likely almost all
members are geometrically connected, hence we can use ([@73) do decide when they
have the same degree. Basepoint-free t-pencils are always algebraic by (G3]).

The following is a linearity criterion for algebraic t-pencils.

Lemma 109 (Linearity test). Let X be a normal, projective variety over a perfect

field k. Let |D|ag be a non-composite pencil with parameter curve C and corre-

sponding topological pencil |D|t.

(109.1) If |D|* has a smooth basepoint then g(C) = 0.

(109.2) If g(C) = 0 and there is a geometrically irreducible subvariety W C Bs|D|!
such that some Dy € |D| is generically smooth along W, then C = P!.

Proof. The first claim is classical, see for example [Kol96, VI.1.9] for a more
general assertion.

If g(C) = 0 and C has a k-point then C = P!. Every member of |D|! is obtained
as Dy = U,DY; ({I06). If D.; contains W then so do its conjugates, so D is
singular along W iff k(c) # k. O

The following is a very simple topological formula computing the intersection
number of a curve with a pencil of divisors.

Lemma 110. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a field k of characteristic
0, |D)alg a pencil with parameter curve C' and corresponding topological pencil |D|*.
Let A C X be an irreducible curve disjoint from Bs|D|*. Then

(A-|Dlug) = max{#|AN Dy : Dy € |D|'}.

Proof. The inequality > is clear. Conversely, the pencil is given by a map
X --» C that induces a dominant morphism 7 : A — C. We need to find a
c € C(k) such that 7 is étale over ¢ and k(a;) = k(c) for every a; € m~'(c). This is
possible by (I02]). O

True members

Definition 111. Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically integral k-variety
and |D]a a non-composite algebraic pencil with corresponding t-pencil |D|* =
{Dy: X\ € A}. D, is called a true member of | D|* if there is a k-member D, € |D|aq
such that Dy =red D, = D..
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If |Dl]ag is a linear pencil with parameter curve C' = P! then D. is a true
member for all but finitely many ¢ € P!(k), but in general there may not be any
true members.

Definition 112. Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically integral k-variety
over an infinite field and L an ample line bundle on X. Let | D|! be a linear, algebraic
t-pencil. Define its L-degree as the smallest number in the set {deg; Dy : A € A}
that is taken infinitely many times. We denote it by deg; |D|.

Note that deg; |D|* = deg; |D|. (For non-linear pencils the definition makes
sense but frequently gives a multiple of deg; |D|.)

Lemma 113 (True membership test). Let X be a normal, projective variety over

a perfect field k and |D|' = {Dx : A € A} a linear, algebraic t-pencil.

(113.1) Almost all of the {D,,: degy D, = deg; |D|'} are true k-members of |D|.

(113.2) If such a D,, is generically smooth along a geometrically irreducible subva-
riety W C Bs|D|*, then it is a true member of |D|.

Proof. The first claim is clear. As in (I09), D\ = U, DZ, (I06) is smooth along
W iff ¢ € C(k). If this holds then deg; Dy < deg; D. = deg; |D| and equality
holds iff Dy = D,, that is, iff D) is a true member of | D|t. ]

The following example shows that in general there can be false members that
are linearly equivalent to true members.

Example 114. Start with the pencil on A2

|(w® +v® + w) (v + u), (u® + v +v)(u® +v)|.
Its general member is a quartic with a node at the origin, but it has 2 members
that split into conics.

Next make a change of variables u = x + iy, v =  — iy. The resulting pencil | D]
is still defined over @ but now it has a conjugate pair of reducible members. Thus
we obtain that

(@ +iy)* + (x —iy)® + (x — iy)) ((z+iy)* + (x —iy)®> + (z +iy)) =
(222 + 242 +:E—zy)(2:10 +2y2 +x+iy) =
(222 +2y? + )2 +y* and
(;v—zy (z+iy)) ((x +iy)? + (x —iy)) =
(:E —y Zra+i(y —2:Ey))(x2 —y2+x+i(y—2xy)) =
(@2 —y? +2)° + (y — 22y)*
both give degree 4 false members of |D|’.

Theorem 115. Let X be a normal, projective variety over an infinite, perfect field

k. Two reduced divisors Ay, As are linearly equivalent iff the following holds.
There is a codimension 2 subset X C X such that for every irreducible curve

C ¢ YU Ay U Ay there are irreducible divisors A’', H, H' and t-pencils |D:|* and

| Do, such that, fori=1,2,

(115.1) H, H' are Q-Cartier and ample,

(115.2) |D;|* are algebraic,

(115.3) A; + A’ + H and H' are reduced members of |D;|*,

(1154) (A, UA'UH)\ (XU H') are connected,

(115.5) C C Bs|D;|*, and
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(115.6) A; + A’ + H and H' are generically smooth along C'.

Proof. If Ay, Ay are linearly equivalent then first choose ¥ = Sing X and A’
such that A; + A’ are reduced and Q-Cartier. Then choose H sufficiently ample,
generically smooth along C' and such that [A; + A’ + H| = |Ay + A’ 4+ H| is very
ample and has an irreducible member H’ that is generically smooth along C' and
such that the (A4; UA’UH)\ (XU H') are connected. Set |D;| := |A; + A’ + H, H'|.
Then A; + A’ + H and H' are reduced members of |D;|* and the rest is clear.

Conversely, choose C' to be geometrically irreducible such that X is generically
smooth along C'. Then the | D;|" are linear pencils by (I09). Furthermore, A; + A’ +
H and H’ are true members of | D;|* by (IT3). Thus A;+A'+H ~ H' ~ As+A'+H
by ([II513), hence A; ~ As. O

Theorem 116. Let X be a normal, projective variety of dimension > 1+ BH(k)
over a field k of characteristic 0. Then linear equivalence of divisors is determined

by (|X|a Nsa)-

Proof. Let A = Y a;A; be an effectve divisor and fix an ample divisor H. For
every i there is an m; such that |A; + m;H| is mobile. Let A} be the sum of a;
distinct, irreducible members of |4, + m;H|. Then A + (3 a;m;)H ~ > Af and
> A¥ is reduced. Thus, as in [KLOS20| 5.3.8], we see that linear equivalence of all
divisors is determined by linear equivalence of reduced divisors.

Thus it remains to show that linear equivalence of reduced divisors is deter-
mined by (|X|,~sa). For this we need to check that the conditions (IIEl1-6) are
determined by (| X/, ~a).

For (II511) we use (@) and for (IT52) we need (I08)). Conditions (II513-5) are
topological. Finally for (II56) we can use (3. O

13. COMPLETE INTERSECTIONS

In this section we collect various results on complete intersections that were used
earlier.

117 (Complete intersections). Let X be an irreducible variety. A subscheme Z C X
of codimension r is a complete intersection (resp. set-theoretic complete intersection)
if there are effective Cartier divisors Dy, ..., D, such that Z = D;N---ND,. scheme
theoretically (resp. Supp Z = Supp(D; N ---N D,)).

If the D; are ample, we call Z an ample (set-theoretic) complete intersection,
usually abbreviated as ample-ci resp. ample-sci.

If H is a Cartier divisor and D; € |m;H| for every 4, then we say that Z is a
complete H -intersection. These we usually abbreviate as H-ci, the set-theoretic
versions as H-sci.

Ample complete intersections inherit many properties of a variety, but the strongest
results are for general complete intersections; that is, when the D; € |m; H| are suf-
ficiently general.

118 (General complete intersections). We say that a general complete intersection
has property P if the following holds.

(118.1) Let X be a projective variety and H; ample divisors on X. Then for m; > 1
there is an open, dense subset U C [[, [m;H;| such that if D; € |m;H;|(k) and
(D1,...,D,) € U then Z := Dy N---N D, satisfies P.
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There is a long list of such properties P; below is a list of those that we use.
They usually go by the name Bertini theorems. Most of these are proved in [Har77,
11.8.18, I11.10.9], but for (II85) one needs to use that a general hypersurface section
of an Sy scheme is also Sa; see [Gro60, 1V.12.1.6].

(118.2) Given finitely many irreducible subvarieties W; C X, we have dim(ZNW;) =
dim W; — r (or the intersection is empty).

(118.3) Given finitely many irreducible subvarieties W; C X of dimension > r + 1,
the Z N'Wj are irreducible.

(118.4) Given finitely many locally closed, smooth subvarieties W; C X, the ZNW;
are smooth.

(118.5) Given finitely many locally closed, normal subvarieties W; C X, the ZNW;
are normal.

In many applications, we need complete intersections that are special in some
respects but general in some others. Here we deal with local conditions.

(118.6) A set LC of local conditions consist of finitely many smooth points p; € X
with maximal ideals m; C O, x, natural numbers n; and regular sequences
gj1,---,9jr € Opj,X-

For example, we can specify whether p; € Z or that Z be smooth at p; with given

tangent space.

A codimension r complete intersection Z = Dy N ---N D, satisfies LC if g;; is a

local equation for D; at p;, modulo m?j.

For every i the local conditions define a linear subspace (|m;H;|,LC) C |m;H;|
(which may be empty). The complete intersections that satisfy LC form an open,
dense subset of

[T, (I i, LC)  TT;|mi Hil.
The following combines the local conditions with (II82-5).

(118.7) Let X be a projective variety, H; ample divisors on X, LC a set of local
conditions at the points {p;} and P any of the properties (II82-5). Then
for m; > 1 there is an open, dense subset U C Hi(|miHi|,LCi) such that if
(D1,...,D,) € U(k) then

(a) Z:=D1N---ND, satisfies P on X \ {p,}, and

(b) (Ip,,m}’) = (gji,m;”) for every j. O
Finite fields[I18.8. If k is finite, then a dense open subset of A™ may be disjoint
from A™(k). Nonetheless, the results of [Poo08, [CP16] say that the open sets U
above have k-points.
Our proofs have other problems with finite fields, so we will be able to make only
very limited use of these cases.

119 (Connectedness). Let Z be a scheme. Connectedness and irreducibility of
Z depends only on the topological space |Z]|, but geometric connectedness and
geometric irreducibility can not be determined using |Z| only.

We frequently need to guarantee that certain schemes are geometrically con-
nected. The next criterion can be proved by repeatedly using [Har77, 11.7.8]; see
also [Har62).

Claim[I19.1. Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible variety and
Z C X a positive dimensional, ample-sci. Then Z is geometrically connected. [
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Note that a proper k-scheme Y is geometrically connected iff H(Y, Oy ) is a lo-
cal, Artin k-algebra such that H°(Y, Oy) / /0 is a purely inseparable field extension
of k. We can thus restate (IT91) as follows.

Claim [[19.2. Let X be a normal, projective, geometrically irreducible variety
and Z C X a positive dimensional, reduced, ample-sci. Then k[Z]/k[X] is purely
inseparable. (I

We also use the following variant of the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem. For the
Picard variety, this is proved in |[Gro68|. For normal varieties in characteristic 0,
the class group version is proved in [RS06], [RS09]. For positive characteristic see
[Ji20].

Theorem 120. Let X be a geometrically normal, projective variety and |H| an

ample linear system on X. Let Z C X be a normal, > 2 dimensional, complete
H-intersection. Then the restriction map

Cl(X) — Cl(Z) is injective.

121 (Disjointness of conjugates). Let K/k be a finite, separable field extension and
A € Mat, «,,(K) an r X n matrix. Then Ax = 0 defines a linear subspace L C K",
usually of codimension r. Let ¢ : K — k be a k-embedding, it defines A and
L9 c K™. We aim to show that usually L4 N L9 has codimension 27.

After choosing a k-basis e; for K, we can write A = ) . e;A; where A; €
Mat, xn (k).

Claim [IZ1. 1. There is a Zariski open subset U C @; Mat, <, (k) such that if A €
U then codim(L 4 NL%) = min{2r,n} for all non-identity k-embeddings o : K < k.

Proof. Let us work out the critical case when n = 2r. Weuse x1,...,ZTr, Y1, - -, Yr
as variables. Write the equations as Ax + By = 0 where A, B € Mat,.x,.(K). The
conjugate equations are Ax + B%y = 0. We need to show that

rank< /137 ga ) =2r
is a non-empty, Zariski open condition. It is clearly an open condition, so need to

find one example with maximal rank. Take A,C € Mat,«.(k) and B = aC. By
row reduction

A B \_(A oC\ (A aC
A B ]\ A a°C 0 (a°—a)C
whose determinant is (a” — «)" det Adet C'. O

The intrinsic way of passing from Mat, x,,(K) to &; Mat,«, (k) is the Weil re-
striction, denoted by Ri ( ); see, for instance [BLR90, Sec.7.6]. We can thus
globalize (I2111) first to projective spaces and then to their subvarieties as follows.

Claim [IZ11 2. Let X be a k-variety of pure dimension n and |M|,...,|M,|
basepoint-free linear systems. Let K/k be a finite, separable field extension. Then
there is a dense, Zariski open subset

UCRE|M|x-- x RE|M,|,
such that, if (D,...,D,) € U, then
codimx (DyN---ND, N DY N---N DY) =min{2r,n + 1},
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for all non-identity k-embeddings o : K < k. O

Lemma 122. Let k be an infinite field and X a normal, projective, irreducible
k-variety of dimension n > 2r. Let p,q € X be closed points such that there are
embeddings k C k(p) C k(q)™ C k.

Then there is an irreducible, r-dimensional k-variety W C X such that
(122.1) p,q € W and
(122.2) k(p)/k[W] is purely inseparable.
Furthermore, if p is a smooth, separable point of X then we can also assume that
(122.3) p is a smooth point of W.

Proof. Let k C K, C k(p) and k C K, C k(q) be maximal separable subex-
tensions. After base change to K, we have a degree 1 point p lying over p and a
degree = deg(K,/K,) point ¢ lying over g. Let {o} be the set of all k-embeddings
o: K, — k. Thus p and ¢ each have deg(K, : k) conjugates over k and these are
disjoint from each other.

Next take a general ample-ci variety (II7) W1 C Xk, that contains p and q.
By ([I2112) the WY are disjoint from each other. Thus their union Wg, = U, WY
descends to a k-subvariety W C X with the required properties. (]

14. PICARD GROUP, CLASS GROUP AND ALBANESE VARIETY

For the Picard group and Picard scheme, [Gro62, Lects.V-VI], [Mum66l, Sec.19],
[Mum70] or [BLR90] contain proofs and details; for these we just fix our notation.
Modern references for the class group and Albanese variety are harder to find; about
these we give more details.

123 (Picard group of a normal variety). The group of line bundles on a scheme X
is the Picard group of X, denoted by Pic(X). If X is proper then Pic®(X) C Pic(X)
denotes the subgroup of divisors that are algebraically equivalent to 0. The quotient
NS(X) := Pic(X)/ Pic®(X) is the Néron-Severi group of X. It is a finitely generated
abelian group.

If X is proper over a field k with algebraic closure k then Pic(X}) has a natural
k-scheme structure, denoted by Pic(X). The identity component is denoted by
Pic°(X), it is a commutative algebraic group. If X is geometrically normal and
chark = 0 then Pic°(X) is an Abelian variety. If X is geometrically normal and
k is perfect then red Pic®(X) is an Abelian variety. The non-reduced structure of
Pic®°(X) will pay no role in our questions.

There is a natural inclusion Pic(X) < Pic(X)(k) which is an isomorphism if X
has a k-point. In general the quotient Pic(X)(k)/ Pic(X) is a torsion group.

Claim [123.1. For Abelian varieties, A — Pic’(A) is a duality.

Proof. Over C, this is a special case of the Appell-Humbert theorem [MumT70,
pp.21-22]. In general see [Mum70, Sec.13]. O

124 (Class group of a normal variety). For a normal and proper k-variety X,
let C1(X) denote the group of Weil divisors modulo linear equivalence. It is also
isomorphic to the group of rank 1 reflexive sheaves, where the product is the double
dual of the tensor product.
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Let CI°(X) C CI(X) be the subgroup of divisors that are algebraically equivalent
to 0. I call the quotient NS®(X) := CI(X)/ CI°(X) the Néron-Severi class grouf]
of X, and its Q-rank the class rank of X, denoted by p(X).

Note the we have natural inclusions

Pic°(X) € CI°(X) and NS(X) c NS?(X), @241)

that are isomorphisms iff every Weil divisor is Cartier, for example when X is
smooth.
Basic results about these groups are the following.

Claim[IZ4) 2. Let p : Y — X be a birational morphism of normal, proper varieties
over a perfect field k. Then

(a) ps: ClI°(Y) — CI°(X) is an isomorphism and
(b) ps : NSU(Y) - NS(X) is onto.

Claim [1Z4] 3. Let X be a normal, proper variety over a perfect field k. Then
there is normal, proper variety Y and a birational morphism p : Y — X such that
Cl°(Yk) = Pic®°(Yk) for every K D k.

It is quickest to prove these by using the Albanese variety, see (I285-6). As a
consequence, we can define the scheme structure of C1° by

CI°(X) = CI°(Y) = red Pic®(Y). [244)

In the complex case these results go back to Picard [Pic95] and Severi [Sev06], but
the most complete references may be the papers of Matsusaka [Mat52] and of Néron
[Nér52al; see also [Koll8, Sec.3] for some discussions.

More recent results on various aspects of the class group of singular varieties are
discussed in [BVS93, [BVRS09, [RS09].

Definition 125. Let X be a normal, proper k-variety and ¥ C X a subset. Let
WDiv(X,X) C WDiv(X) and CI(X,X) C Cl(X) denote the subgroup of those Weil
divisors that are Cartier at every point « € X. (The concept and notation are not
standard.)

Note that Cl(X,X) is isomorphic to the group of those rank 1 reflexive sheaves
that are locally free at every point = € X.

We see in ([I26]) that C1(X%, X;) is naturally identified with a closed k-subgroup
Cl(X,X) C CI(X). We denote its identity component by CI°(X,X). Note that in
general C1(X,X) N CI°(X) may be disconnected.

The quotient NS°(X, %) := CI(X, %)/ CI°(X, ¥) is finitely generated.

Lemma 126. Let X be a normal, proper variety over a perfect field k and ¥ C X
an arbitrary subset. Then there is a closed, algebraic k-subgroup C1(X, %) C Cl(X)
such that Cl(Xg, X) = CL(X, X)(k).

Proof. Assume first that ¥ = {z} is a closed point and there is a universal family
L on X x CI°(X) that is flat over C1°(X). The set of points V' C X x CI°(X) where
L is not locally free is closed. Since Cl(X, {x}) is the complement of the image of
V N ({z} x CI°(X)), it is constructible. It is also a subgroup and a constructible
subgroup is closed.

1The literature seems inconsistent. Frequently this is called the Néron-Severi group.
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In general such an L does not exist, but we check in (I27) that a flat uni-
versal family exists after a finite field extension and a constructible subdivision
7 I;W; — CI°(X). The argument above then shows that C1(X,{z}) is con-
structible, hence closed as before.

If ¥ is any set of closed points then C1(X,Y¥) = N ex C1(X, {z}).

If n is a non-closed point, then C1(X, {n}) is the union of all C1(X,Xy), where
U runs through all open subsets of 77 and ¥y denotes the set of closed points of U.
By the Noetherian property, C1(X, {n}) = Cl(X, Xy) for some U.

Finally, C1(X,¥) = Ngex CL(X, {z}) holds for any set of points X. O

Lemma 127. Let X be a normal, proper variety over an algebraically closed field
K. There is a locally closed decomposition T : I;W; — C1°(X) such for every j
there is a universal family L; on X x W; that is flat over W; and whose fiber over
w € Wj is the reflexive sheaf corresponding to T(w) € C1°(X).

Proof. By ([I2413), there is a proper, birational morphism from a normal variety

p:Y — X such that C1°(X) = Pic°(Y). Let L be the universal line bundle over
Y x Pic’(Y). Pushing it forward we get a rank 1 sheaf

Ly = (mL)™ over X x CI°(X).

In general Lx is not flat over C1°(X). However, by generic flatness, Ly is flat
with reflexive fibers over a dense, open subset W7 C CI1°(X). Repeating this with
CI°(X) \ W1 we get the required locally closed decomposition. O

Albanese variety

128 (Albanese variety). Let X be a proper, normal variety over a perfect field
k. There are 2 different notions of the Albanese variety of X in the literature. In
[Gro62, VI.3.3] it is the target of the universal morphism from X to an Abelian
torsor; that is, a principal homogeneous space under an Abelian variety. We denote
this by

alb§ : X — Alb®"(X). @@231)
Pull-back by alb§ gives an isomorphism
Pic® (Albgr(X)) = red Pic®(X). ([=82)

If X has a k-point then Alb® (X) an Abelian variety. Alb® (X) is a birational
invariant for smooth, proper varieties, but not a birational invariant for normal
varieties.

In the older literature, for example [Mat52 [Ser59], the Albanese map is the
universal rational map from X to an Abelian torsor, called the classical Albanese
variety

albx : X --» Alb(X). (283)

If X has a smooth k-point then so does Alb(X) and then it is an Abelian variety.

Alb(X) is a birational invariant of X (for normal, proper varieties) and the
two versions coincide if X is smooth. Therefore, if X’ — X is a resolution then
Alb(X) = Alb(X’) = Alb® (X’). In any case, we get a morphism over the smooth
locus

alby : X — Alb(X). @84)
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Let X’ be the normalization of the closure of the graph of albx. Then we have a
commutative diagram

X/
P N\ albx [I285)
X ™Y AIb(X) = Alb(X),
where alby/ is a morphism. In particular (I282) gives that
C1°(X') = red Pic’(X') = Pic® (Alb(X")). @286)
Therefore
CI°(X) = Pic’ (Alb(X)). @287)

Let p:Y --» X be a map of normal varieties. As long as p(Y) is not contained in
the singular locus of X, the composite Albx o p:Y --» Alb(X) is defined, hence
we get a morphism

alb, : Alb(Y) — Alb(X). (1238)
129. Let p: Y — X be a morphism of normal varieties. Let
alb%,r\x : X — A% (Y\X) (T2a1)

denote the universal morphism from X to an Abelian torsor that maps every irre-
ducible component of Y to a point. Thus we get

Alb® (V) — Alb® (X) — Alb® (Y\X). @292)
We claim that the dual sequence
0 — Pic’® (Albgr(Y\X)) — Pic®(X) — Pic®°(Y) (293)

is exact. To see this, let K denote the kernel of Pic®(X) — Pic°(Y). It is clear
that Pic®(Alb® (Y\X)) C K. To see the converse, we may assume that X has a
k-point. By (I2311) we get an exact sequence

AIb®(Y) = Alb® (X) — Pic®(K) — 0.

The resulting Y — Pic°(K) maps every irreducible component of Y to a point, so
it factors through Alb®"(Y\X). By duality we get K — Pic®(AIb®(Y\X)). O

We would like to know when alb, is dominant. Lefschetz theory suggests that
this should hold if p(Y") is ample-ci (IT7)). We will need two generalizations of this.

Lemma 130. Let X,Y be normal, projective varieties and p: Y — X a morphism.
Assume that p(Y') has nonempty intersection with every nonzero dwisor in X and

albx is a morphism along p(Y'). Then alb, : Alb(Y) — Alb(X) is surjective.

Proof. If alb, is not surjective then the quotient Alb(X)/ alb,(Alb(Y)) is posi-
tive dimensional. Hence there is a nonzero, effective divisor D C Alb(X)/ alb,(Alb(Y))
whose pull-back to Alb(X) is disjoint from alb,(Alb(Y)). Then its pull-back to X
is a divisor which is disjoint from p(Y"). O
Corollary 131. Let X be a normal, projective variety and C C X™ an irreducible

ample-sci curve {I17). Then CI°(X) — Jac(C) is injective modulo torsion. O
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Lemma 132. Let X be a normal, proper variety. Then there is a finite subset
3 C X such that the following holds.
Let Y C X be an irreducible divisor that is disjoint from X. Assume that'Y has

nonempty intersection with every nonzero divisor in X. Then Alb(Y) — Alb(X)
18 surjective.

Proof. Consider the normalization of the closure of the graph of albx
X <& XX Alb(X).

Let E C X’ be the m-exceptional divisors. Choose ¥ to contain the generic point
of each w(E}) and every non-Cartier center (I36).

Then Y is a Cartier divisor and 7=1(Y) = 77 1(Y). Therefore, if D’ C X’ is a
divisor then

(7 (V)N D) =7x(x(Y)ND') =Y Nr(D') # 0.
Let Y’ denote the normalization of 7,1 (Y). Then Alb(Y’) — Alb(X) is surjective
by ([30) and Alb(Y’) = Alb(Y). O

Definition 133 (Partial Albanese variety). Let X be a proper, normal variety over
a perfect field k and ¥ C X a subset.

Define the Albanese map of (X,X) as the universal rational map from X to an
Abelian torsor, that is a morphism along ¥

albx.s : X > Alb(X, ). @331)
If ¥ c X then Alb(X,¥) = Alb(X). In general Alb(X,Y) is a quotient of
Alb(X).

Theorem 134. Let X be a normal, proper variety over a perfect field K and ¥ C X
a subset. Then pull-back by albx s gives an isomorphism

alby s, : Pic® (Alb(X, Z)) ~ CI°(X, 2). (341)
Proof. Consider albx » : X --» Alb(X,X). By assumption it is a morphism

along ¥, thus the pull-back of a line bundle on Alb(X,X) is locally free along X.
That is,

alby 5, Pic® (Alb(X, X)) C CI°(X,%). @3412)
For the converse, assume first that ¥ = {z} is a closed point. As in (128 5) we have
X/
py N\ albx
X ™Y AIb(X) = Alb(X),

where alby is a morphism. Let Y’ be the normalization of p~1(x). Since X' —
Alb® (Y'\ X’) contracts every irreducible component of Y to a point, the composite
X --» X' — AIb®(Y’\X') is a morphism at x by Zariski’s main theorem. This
gives Alb(X,{z}) — Alb® (Y'\X’). Thus we get a commutative diagram

X" = A (Y\X')

1 T ([I3413)

X — Alb(X,{z}).
If L € CI°(X, {z})(k) then its pull-back to X" is trivial along Y, hence it is obtained
as the pull-back of a line bundle on Alb®" (Y"\X'). Factoring through Alb(X,{z})
shows that C1°(X, {z}) C alb (,, Pic®(Alb(X, {z})).



WHAT DETERMINES A VARIETY? 53

The same argument works for any finite number of closed points. If ¥ is an infi-
nite set of closed point then, by the Noetherian property, C1°(X,X) = CI°(X,Y')
for every large enough finite subset ¥’ C X.

Finally assume that y is a non-closed point. Then CI1°(X, {y}) is the union of all
C1°(X, ) where ¥y us the set of all closed points in some open subset U C {y}.
By the Noetherian property, we have equality C1°(X, {y}) = CI°(X, Xy) for some
fixed U. O

Corollary 135. Let X be a normal, projective variety over a perfect field and
Z C X a closed, reduced subscheme with generic points gz. Then there is a normal,
projective variety X', a birational morphism p : X' — X and a closed, reduced
subscheme Z' C X' with generic points gz such that

(135.1) p is a local isomorphism at all generic points of Z',

(135.2) Z =p(Z'),

(135.3) ale/ .9, 15 a morphism along Z' and

(135.4) CI°(X,gz) = CI°(X',gz) = CI°(X', Z").

If either dim Z = 1 or the characteristic is 0, we can also achieve that
(135.5) Z' is smooth,

Proof. We can take X’ to be the normalization of the closure of the graph of
albx g,. Then we can resolve the singularities of Z’ if desired. 0

Non-Cartier centers

Definition 136 (Non-Cartier centers). Let X be a reduced scheme and D an ef-
fective Weil divisor. There is a unique largest open subscheme X" C X, called the
Cartier locus of D such that the restriction of D to X is Cartier. The complement
X\ X" is the non-Cartier locus of D. A point x € X is a non-Cartier center of
X if there is a Weil divisor D such that z is the generic point of an irreducible
component of the non-Cartier locus of D.

For example, let X = (zy = 0) C A}, and set D, := (z = z — ¢ = 0). Its
non-Cartier locus is the point (x = y = z — ¢ = 0). Thus every closed point of
the z-axis is a non-Cartier center of X. The generic point of the z-axis is also a
non-Cartier center of X for the divisor (x =y = 0).

In direct analogy one can define the notions of Q-Cartier locus and non-Q-
Cartier center.

The next result of [BGS11), 6.7] shows that the situation is quite different for
normal varieties. (Note that [BGS11] works over an algebraically closed field, but
this is not necessary.)

Theorem 137. A geometrically normal variety has only finitely many non-Cartier
or non-Q-Cartier centers.

Proof. We may assume that X is proper and irreducible. Let U C X be an
open subset such that X has only finitely many non—(Q-)Cartier or centers in U.
We show that there is a strictly larger open subset U C U’ C X such that X has
only finitely many non—(Q-)Cartier centers in U’. We can start with the smooth
locus U = X®™ since it is disjoint from every non—(Q-)Cartier center. Noetherian
induction then gives that X has only finitely many non—(Q-)Cartier centers.
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Let Z C X \ U be an irreducible component. By ([I38) there is a dense, open
subset Z° C Z such that if a Weil divisor D is (Q-)Cartier at the generic point
gz € Z then it is (Q-)Cartier along Z°. We may assume that Z° is disjoint from
every other irreducible component of X \ U. Then U’ := U U Z° is open in X and
gz is the only possible new non—(Q-)Cartier center in U’. O

Lemma 138. Let X be a normal, proper variety over an algebraically closed field
and Z C X an irreducible subvariety. Then there is a dense, open subset Z° C Z
such that the following holds.

Let D be a Weil divisor that is (Q-)Cartier at the generic point gz € Z. Then
it is (Q-)Cartier everywhere along Z°.

Proof. As in (I20)), let C1(X,gz) C Cl(X) be the subgroup of those divisors
that are Cartier at the generic point of Z and Cl1°(X,gz) C Cl1°(X) the identity
component.

As we noted in (I28), the quotient C1(X, gz)/ C1°(X, gz) is finitely generated;
say by the divisors D;. There is a dense, open subset Z) C Z such that every D;
is Cartier along Z9, hence the same holds for every linear combination of the D;.

Next we show that there is a dense, open subset Z§ C Z such that every divisor
in C1°(X,gz) is Cartier along Z9. Consider the Albanese map albx z : X --»
Alb(X, Z). By ([33) it is defined at gz, hence on a dense, open subset Z3 C Z.
By ([[34), CI°(X, gz) is the pull-back of Pic®(Alb(X, gz)), hence every member of
CI°(X, gz) is locally free along Z9. Finally Z° = Z) N Z9 is the dense, open subset
that we need.

If D is Q-Cartier at gz then mD is Cartier at gz for some m > 0, hence D is
Q-Cartier along Z° by the previous results. O

Definition 139 (Relative factorial locus). Let X be a normal variety over a perfect
field and Z C X a closed subset. Let {w; € X : ¢ € I} be those non-Cartier centers
of X whose closure does not contain any irreducible component of Z. Then

Fact(Z C X) =7 \ U;w; (I]:{Qll)

is the unique largest dense open subset Z° C Z such that if a Weil divisor D
is Cartier at some point of each irreducible component of Z then it is Cartier
everywhere along Z°. We call Fact(Z C X) the relative factorial locus of X along
Z. The factorial locus of X along X is the largest open subscheme X° C X whose
local rings are factorial.

15. COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRAIC GROUPS

140 (Structure of commutative algebraic groups). Let A denote a commutative
algebraic group over a perfect field k, A° C A the identity component and A™ c A
the largest connected linear algebraic subgroup. Then A/A° is a finite abelian
group and A°/A% is an Abelian variety.

Let AP C A" be the largest unipotent subgroup and A" C A" the largest
semisimple subgroup. Then A" is a torus (that is, isomorphic to G, over k%P for
some r) and A" = Aunip 4 Ator,

A is called semi-Abelian if AP = 0.

Let AP™P C A denote the largest proper, connected subgroup. Then APTP N Alin
is finite but usually AP™P 4 A" does not equal A.

See [Bor91], [Mil17, Chap.8] or [Bril7b] for details and proofs.
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141 (Q-rank). For Abelian varieties, the Q-rank of A(k) is a subtle invariant of A
and k; see for example (IZ1]) and (I52). By contrast the Q-rank of a linear algebraic
group is easy to compute.

(141.1) G(k) is torsion for every algebraic group G over a locally finite field k.

(141.2) U(k) is p-torsion for every unipotent algebraic group U over a field k of
characteristic p > 0.

(141.3) rankg U(k) = dim U - deg(k/Q) for every unipotent algebraic group U over
a field k of characteristic 0.

(141.4) (Larsen) rankg T'(k) = oo for every positive dimensional torus over a field
that is not locally finite.

Of these only the last claim is nontrivial. More precise versions follow from weak
approximation, but here is a shorter argument.

T is defined over a finitely generated subfield, so we may as well assume that k
is either a number field or the field of functions of a geometrically integral curve C'
over a subfield kg C k. Over a dense, open, regular subset U C C' we have a torus
Ty — U.

Assume to the contrary that ¢y, ...,ts € T'(k) generate a maximal rank subgroup.
We can view the ¢; as rational sections of Ty — U. After further shrinking U we
may assume that they are all regular sections. If t € T'(k) then t™ € (t1,...,ts) for
some n > 0. Thus ¢ is a rational section that is also finite over U, hence a regular
section. Thus every rational section of Ty — U is regular.

Next we show that this is not the case. T is isomorphic to G, over k*P hence
there is a finite, separable field extension K /k such that Tx = G!,. (Such a K is
called a splitting field of T.) After further shrinking U we may assume that we have
a finite morphism 7 : V' — U such that Tyy =2V x GJ,,. Let now p € U be a point
with preimages p1,...,p, € V such that k(p;) = k(p) for every 7 and 7 is étale over
p. In the geometric cases this is possible by ([I03l1), for number fields this follows
from the Chebotarev density theorem.

Then Ty has a rational section sy that has a pole along p; but regular at
p2,...,pr. Then normg . (sv) is a rational section of Ty with a pole at p, a
contradiction. O

142 (Jacobians of curves). Let C be a proper scheme of dimension 1 over a field
k. Then Pic’(C) is a called the Jacobian or generalized Jacobian of C and denoted
by Jac(C).

Let C™® — C denote the weak normalization and C — C*™ — C the normal-
ization. The pull-back maps give

Jac(C) — Jac(C"") — Jac(C).

The kernel of Jac(C) — Jac(C*®) is Jac(C)"™P and the kernel of Jac(C) —
Jac(C) is Jac(C)'™. Thus (I41) gives the following.
(142.1) If k is locally finite then Jac(C)(k) is torsion.
(142.2) If chark > 0 and C is geometrically integral, then Jac(C)(k) is torsion iff

C is rational and C"» = C.
(142.3) If char k = 0 then Jac(C)(k) is torsion iff h'(C, O¢) = 0. This implies that

every irreducible component of C is smooth and rational.
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Definition 143. Let P be a 0-cycle on A and Pr = U;m;[p;]. Set

tra P:=),m;[p;] (summation in A.) @31)

Note that trqa P € A(k'™™). If A is the additive group G, then this is the usual

trace, but for the multiplicative group G,, this is the norm. Since we usually use
additive notation, trace seems a better choice. For Z C A set

tra Z :={tra P: P is a 0-cycle on Z}. (432)

Let C' be a smooth, projective curve. There is a natural embedding j : C' —
Jaci(C) C Pic(C). If P is a 0-cycle on C then

trpic(c) ((P)) = [Oc(P)] € Jacaeg p(C). ([I4313)
The following is a restatement of [Bril7al 4.9].

Lemma 144. A — A(k) ® Q is an exact functor on the category of commutative
algebraic groups.

Proof. The only nontrivial claim is that if g : A — B is a dominant morphism
then g(k) : A(k) — B(k) is surjective modulo torsion. To see this pick b € B(k) and
let P be a O-cycle on the fiber Ay. Then try P € A(k) and g(tra P) = deg P-b. O

The multiplicative group of Artin algebras

Definition 145. Let A be an Artin algebra. The multiplicative group of its in-
vertible elements is denoted by A*.

If A is a k-algebra, it is frequently convenient to view A* as an algebraic group
over k; tis is called Weil restriction. We denote it by Rf G,p. That is,

(Rﬁ Gm)(B) = (A®, B)* for a k-algebra B.

Note that dim Rf G,, = dimy, A.
For example, if K/k is a field extension of degree n, choose a basis e; € K. As
a variety, Ry G, is A™\ (normye (Y wie;) = 0).

146. Let (A, m) be a semi-local, Artin k algebra and K = A/m. There is an exact
sequence

15U A 5> KX =1, @el1)
where the map a — 1 4+ a identifies m with U. Note that ¢ — 1 + a is a group
isomorphism if m? = 0 but not otherwise. In characteristic 0 one can correct this
by taking a — exp(a). We will think of (I4811) as the k-points of an exact sequence
of algebraic k-groups

1-5U—-RLGp = REG,, —» 1, ([[Z612)

where U is a unipotent group. In positive characteristic the algebraic groups (m, +)
and (U, -) need not be isomorphic.
We also use the following variant of Hensel’s lemma.

Claim [146 3. Let k C k' C K be a subfield that is separable over k. Then there
is a unique lifting k" — A. O
Combining the above with the previous discussion on algebraic groups yield the

following lemmas.

Lemma 147. Let k be a field and A — B a homomorphism of Artin k-algebras.
Then coker[A* — B*] is torsion iff one of the following holds.
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(147.1) A — B is surjective.
(147.2) chark > 0 and B/\/0 is purely inseparable over A/+/0.
(147.3) k is locally finite.
Moreover, coker[A* — B*] has finite Q-rank in one additional case:
(147.4) deg(k/Q) < oo and A/0 — B/ is surjective. O
Lemma 148. Let k be a field and A — B a homomorphism of Artin k-algebras.
Then ker[A* — B*] is torsion iff one of the following holds.
(148.1) A — B is injective.
(148.2) chark > 0 and A//0 — B/\/0 is injective.
(148.3) k is locally finite.
Moreover, ker[A* — B*| has finite Q-rank in one additional case:
(148.4) deg(k/Q) < oo and A/v0 — B/V0 is injective. O
Lemma 149. Let k be a field that is not locally finite. Let A D k be a finite,
reduced k-algebra. Let k C L1, Ly C A be subfields. The following are equivalent.
(149.1) AX/(Ly - L) is torsion.
(149.2) A* /(LY - LY) has finite Q-rank.
(149.3) A is a field and A/L; is purely inseparable for some i =1,2.
Proof. If A/L; is purely inseparable then A? C L; for some power ¢ of chark,

hence A* /L is torsion. This proves (I4913) = ([1491) and (I4911) = ([I492) is
clear.

Assume ([[4912). We may replace A by its maximal separable subalgebra. Thus
assume that A/k is separable. If A = L, for some 4 then we are done. Otherwise
dimk A= dimLi A- dimk Li Z 2 dimk Li.

If B is a reduced, separable k-algebra then B* is identified with the k-points
of the k-torus R G,,. Thus Ly - LY — AX can be viewed as the k-points of a
morphism of k-tori

1 RE Gy X RE? Grp— Rit G
Both of the L; contain k, thus
dimg im(p) < dimy, Ly + dimg Le — 1 < dim A.
Thus coker(y) is a positive dimensional k-torus, hence rankg (coker(u)(k)) = oo by

(IZ114). Finally (I44) shows that
rankg (A% /(L] - L¥)) = rankg (coker(u) (k)) = o0. O

16. SPECIAL FIELDS

We discuss various classes of fields that were used earlier.
150 (Locally finite fields). A field k is called locally ﬁm’teﬁ if the following equivalent
conditions hold.
(150.1) Every finitely generated subfield of k is finite.
(150.2) k is an algebraic extension of a finite field.
(150.3) k is isomorphic to a subfield of F,, for some p > 0.
(150.4) A(k) is a torsion group for every Abelian variety A over k.

2The terminology is not standard in English; it is an analog of the notion of locally finite group.
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. ere 1s a > 0 such that ran < or ever elian variety
150.5) Th i C>0 h th ko A(k C f y Abeli i A
over k.

The only non-obvious claims are ([[5014-5). If k is not locally finite then it contains
either Q or IF,(¢). In both cases, there is an Abelian variety A over k with arbitrarily
large rankg A(k). For example, if E is an elliptic curve of rank > 1 then E™ has
rank > m.

151 (Q-Mordell-Weil fields). A field k is Mordell- Weil (resp. Q—Mordell- Weil) if for
every Abelian variety A over k, the group of its k-points A(k) is finitely generated
(resp. has finite Q-rank).

By [LN59], every finitely generated field is Mordell-Weil.

Weil restriction (cf. [BLRI0, Sec.7.6]) shows that these properties are invariant
under finite field extensions. Since every Abelian variety is a quotient of a Jacobian,
it is equivalent to ask that Jac(C') have these properties for every smooth projective
curve C over k ([44).

It is nor clear how much the class of Q—Mordell-Weil fields differs from the class
of Mordell-Weil fields. For example, IF‘p is Q-Mordell-Weil but not Mordell-Weil.

152 (Anti-Mordell-Weil fields). Following [IL19] a field & is called anti-Mordell-

Weil if

(152.1) the Q-rank of A(k) is infinite for every positive dimensional abelian variety.

In particular, & is not locally finite. If the latter holds then the Q-rank of T'(k) is

infinite for every k-torus T' (I4114), hence (I5211) can be restated as:

(152.2) The Q-rank of A(k) is infinite for every positive dimensional semi-abelian
variety A.

Finally, if chark = 0, then k is not a finite extension of Q by the Mordell-Weil

theorem, hence the Q-rank of U(k) is infinite for every unipotent group (I4113).

Thus ([I52/1-2) are further equivalent to:

(152.3) The Q-rank of A(k) is infinite for every positive dimensional commutative
algebraic group A.

Warning. Note that if char k = p > 0 then U (k) is p-power torsion for every unipo-

tent group; this creates a crucial difference between 0 and positive characteristics

for us.
Examples of anti-Mordell-Weil fields are the following.

152.4) algebraically closed fields, save for F,,

152.5) R and all real closed fields,

152.6) Q,, more generally quotient fields of Henselian, local domains,

152.7) large fields [Kob06l [FP10, [FP19] that are not locally finite, where a field
k is large (also called ample, fertile or anti-mordell) if C'(k) is either empty or
infinite for every smooth curve C.

P

The last case implies the earlier ones.

153 (Hilbertian fields). A field k is Hilbertian if for every irreducible polynomial
f(z,y) € k[z,y] such that 9f/0y # 0, there are infinitely many ¢ € k such that
f(z,c) € k[z] is irreducible. (We follow [FJO8, Chap.12] with adding the separabil-
ity condition.)

Equivalently, for every smooth, irreducible curve C' and every basepoint-free
linear system |M| that defines a separable map C' — P!, there are infinitely many
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irreducible members M, € |M|. This also implies that, for every irreducible variety
X over k, and every mobile linear system |M| that defines a separable map X --+
PV, there is a dense set A C |M|(k) such that M, € |[M| is irreducible for A € A.

Hilbert proved that number fields are Hilbertian. More generally, every finitely
generated, infinite field is Hilbertian. A finite, separable extension of a Hilber-
tian field is Hilbertian, and so is any purely inseparable extension. See [Lan62,
Chap.VIII] or [FJ08, Chaps.12-13] for these and many other facts.

In our proofs the Hilbertian condition is mostly used through the following con-
sequence.

Lemma 154. Let C' be an irreducible, geometrically reduced, projective curve over
a Hilbertian field k. Let X C C be a finite subset and Z C C a finite subscheme.
Let L be a line bundle on C such that deg L > deg Z 4+ degwe + 3. Then every
sz € HY(Z,L|z)* can be lifted to sc € H°(C, L) such that (s¢ = 0) is irreducible,
reduced and disjoint from ¥.

Proof. The condition s|z = ¢- sz for some ¢ € k determines a linear subsystem
|L,sz| C |L|. The degree condition guarantees that it is basepoint-free and sepa-
rable. Hence it has infinitely many irreducible members. Almost all of them are
disjoint from 3. O

It turns out that versions of (I54) hold for some non-Hilbertian fields and in our
proofs a weakening of it is sufficient. In order to state it, we need a definition.

Definition 155. Let C' be an irreducible, geometrically reduced, projective curve
over a field k. Let X C C be a finite subset, Z C C a finite subscheme and L an
ample line bundle on C. Let

Firr(CaLazvzc) C IJO(Z769’m>OL7TL|Z)>< (ml)

be the subset consisting of the restrictions s|z of those sections s € H(C, L™), for
which (s = 0) is irreducible and disjoint from ¥ U Z.
If k is Hilbertian then, by ([I54)),

'™ (C, L, Z,2°) D H(Z, ®m>mo L™|z) " for some my. (I5512)

Definition 156 (Weakly Hilbertian fields). Let C be a projective curve over a field
k and L an ample line bundle on C'. We say that (C, L) is weakly Hilbertian if the
following holds.

(156.1) For every sz € H°(Z, Lm|Z)X, some power of sz is in I'"(C, L, Z, X°).
We call a field k weakly Hilbertian if (C, L) is weakly Hilbertian for every irreducible,
geometrically reduced, projective curve over k and every ample line bundle L on
C. We see in ([I57) that it is enough to check this for smooth curves.

By ([I54) every Hilbertian field is also weakly Hilbertian. Below we show that
all Galois extensions Q C K C Q are weakly Hilbertian. More generally, Galois
extensions of Hilbertian fields, save those that are separably closed, are weakly
Hilbertian; see (I59). The fields Q, and F,((¢)) are not weakly Hilbertian, but all
smooth curves over them satisfy property ([[5612) below; see ([I65). See (I67) for
finite fields.

Comment. We do not claim that the above is the ‘right’ notion of weakly Hilber-
tian fields. It works well for our purposes. However, from the field-theory point of
view, the following even weaker version may seem more natural.
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(156.2) Let C be an irreducible, geometrically reduced, projective curve over k and
L an ample line bundle on C'. Then there is an m > 0 and infinitely many
s; € H(C, L™) whose zero sets (s; = 0) are irreducible and disjoint.

It is clear that (I561) = ([I562); we do not know whether the converse holds.

Subfields of weakly Hilbertian fields

Let K/k be a finite, separable field extension. If k is Hilbertian, then so is K,
but the converse fails. We prove in (I58) that if K is weakly Hilbertian, then so is
k. We do now know whether the converse holds.

Lemma 157. Let C' be an irreducible, geometrically reduced, projective curve and
L an ample line bundle on C. Let m : C — C denote the normalization. If (C, L)
is weakly Hilbertian, then so is (C,L).

Proof. We are free to enlarge Z, hence we may assume that it contains the
conductor subscheme of 7 and its ideal sheaf is also an ideal sheaf on C, defining
Z. We have a natural inclusion 7 : Oy < m, Oj. Thus if 5 is a section of L™ whose
restriction to Z agrees with 7(s%%), then it descends to a section s of L™. O

Lemma 158. Let K/k be a separable, algebraic field extension. If K is weakly
Hilbertian then so is k.

Proof. Start with Cy, Lk, Zk, Sk and sz € H°(Zk, Lk|z,)*. By base change
we get Cx, Lk, Zk and sz € H*(Zk,Lk|z,)*. Let Cj C Ck be one of its
irreducible components.

Assume that we have s € H°(C, L) such that sp|zr = s% . This s is
defined over a finite degree subextension £ C K; C K.

Next assume first that Cj is smooth. Then C is smooth and Cj — CY is flat.
Thus normy, /, sends sections of (L} )™ to sections of L' where d = deg(K1/k).
Set sy, :=normy, /(s ). Then s, € H(Cy, L") and sy|z, = S7Zn)l]i€.

The singular case follows from ([I57]). O

Corollary 159. Let k be a Hilbertian field and K/k a Galois extension that is not
separably closed. Then K is weakly Hilbertian.

Proof. By [Wei82], every nontrivial finite extension of such a field K is Hilbertian.
Thus, if K is not separably closed, then K is weakly Hilbertian by (I58]). O

As an example, let Q%°!V denote the composite of all Galois extensions of Q with
solvable Galois group. It is weakly Hilbertian by (I59), but not Hilbertian, as
shown by the polynomial z2 — 3.

Corollary 160. Let K C Q be a subfield whose Galois closure is different from Q.
Then K is weakly Hilbertian. ([l

Not weakly Hilbertian fields

Next we show that Q is not weakly Hilbertian, it does not even satisfy (I5612)
for smooth curves. Note that a much stronger variant of (IG1)) could be true; see
(IG) and ([I64). The same methods work for RN Q. We do not know any other
subfield of @ that does not satisfy ([I5612) for smooth curves, though presumably
there are many.
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Proposition 161. There is a smooth projective curve C and an ample line bundle
L, defined over Q, such that every section of L™ has at least 2 distinct zeros for
every m > 0.

Proof. Let m : C — B be a nonconstant morphism between smooth, projective
curves such that g(C) > g(B) + 2 and g(B) > 1. Let I C Pic(B) be as in (IG2)).

The Q-rank of Pic(B) is infinite by ([I5214), so there is an ample L € Pic(B) no
power of which is in I'. Then 7* L has the required property. (|

Lemma 162. Let m: C — B be a nonconstant morphism between smooth, projec-
tive curves such that g(C) > g(B) + 2. Then

I':= (L € Pic(B) : m*L™ ~ Oc (n[c]) for some ¢ € C(k),n,m > 0) C Pic(B)
has finite Q-rank.

Proof. This is clear if C'(k) is empty. Otherwise fix a point ¢ € C'(k) and embed
C — Jac(C) sending ¢y to the origin. Set A := Jac(C)/n* Jac(B) with quotient
map o : C — A. If 7*L™ ~ O¢(nlc]) then o(c) € A is a torsion point. Thus there
are only finitely many such ¢ € C(k) by [Zha9§|, and the Q-rank of I' is at most
the number of such torsion points. O

For nodal rational curves, there is an elementary proof.
Proposition 163. Nodal rational curves over Q are not weakly Hilbertian.

Proof. A rational curve with  nodes is obtained form P! by identifying r point
pairs. Thus we start with 2r distinct points a1, ..., a2, € A! and identify a; with
ar+i to get a nodal rational curve C.

A line bundle on C'is obtained by starting with some L = Op:(m) and specifying
isomorphisms L|,, = Ll,,,,. Thus sections of the resulting line bundle are given
by polynomials p(z) of degree < m such that p(a;) = u;p(ar4+1) for every ¢ where
u; € k™ specify the line bundle.

A polynomial with zeros {z; : j € J} is s(z) = 7]];
U1, ..., U, we aim to solve the r equations

[0 =, [531)

jeg Gr+i T Ej

(x —2z;)™i. Thus for nonzero

where mj,n € Z and z; € Q are unknowns with n # 0. -
For every p choose an extension v, of the p-adic valuation to Q. The v,-valuation
of any d € Q* is 0 for all but finitely many p. We can thus choose p such that

vpla;) =vp(a; —a;) =0 for every i # j. @632)
Thus taking the valuation of (IG311) we get the equations

ijvp(M) = nup (u;). I6313)

Qpr4q — Zj

Choose the u; such that v,(u;) # 0 for every i. By ([I635), for every i we get a
o(i) € J such that

v(a; — 253;)) >0 or v(arii — 24(:)) > 0. [16314)
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If » > |J| then the same z; appears twice. Thus we have v(a;, — z;) > 0 and
v(a;, — z;) > 0 for some i; # i2 and j. Then

v(ail - aiz) 2 min{v(ail - Zj)av(alé - ZJ)} >0
gives a contradiction. ([l

Claim [I63.5. Let (R,v) be a valuation ring and a,c¢ € R* such that v(a) =
v(c) =v(a—c¢) =0. Then

v(a_z)>0@v(a—z)>0 and v(a Z)<O(:)v(c—z)>0. O

c—z c—z
The above proof shows the following stronger claim.

Corollary 164. Let C be a rational curve with g nodes over Q. Then for ‘most’
ample line bundles L over C, every section of L™ has at least g distinct zeros. [

Quotient fields of discrete valuation rings

Qyp, Fp((t)), and, more generally, quotient fields of excellent DVRs, have very
interesting behavior. Smooth curves have weak Hilbertian properties but singular
curves do not.

Note that a DVR of characteristic 0 is excellent [Stald, 07QW]. In positive
characteristic, local rings of smooth curves are excellent and so are power series
rings K [[t]]. However, there are many non-excellent DVRs; see [DS18] for especially
simple examples. (The proof below uses excellence, but the result might hold for
any DVR..)

Proposition 165. Let (R, m) be an excellent DVR with quotient field K and locally
finite residue field k. Let Ckx be a smooth projective, irreducible curve over K
and L an ample line bundle on Cx. Then |L%| has infinitely many irreducible
members for n sufficiently divisible.

Proof. We extend C'x to a flat morphism Cr — Spec R. We may assume that
Cr is regular by [Sha66]. Then Lk extends to a line bundle Lg on Cg.

Let Ey,..., E, be the irreducible components of the central fiber C, = > m, E;.
The intersection matrix (F; - E;) is negative semidefinite with [Cy] as the only
null-vector. Thus the intersection matrix of Fs, ..., E, is negative definite. We can
thus find a divisor F' supported on FEs,..., E, such that L' (F) has degree 0 on
Eo, ... E,.

By [Art62] the curves Es,..., E, can be contracted Cr — C} and a suitable
power of L' (F') descends to a line bundle L* on C.

Now we have a normal scheme with a flat morphism 7 : C; = R whose generic
fiber is Cx and whose central fiber C} is an irreducible curve. Furthermore there
is a line bundle L* whose restriction to C'x is a power of L.

Set E* = red C}; and pick any point p € E* that is regular both on £* and on
C%. Since rankg Pic(E*) = 1, after passing to a power of L*, we may assume that

(165.1) L*|g~ has a section 3y that vanishes only at p,

(165.2) L*(—E*)/L*(—2FE") has a section 5; that does not vanish at p, and
(165.3) H'(Cy, L*(—=E*)) = H'(C}, L*(=2E*)) = 0.

By ([@6013) we can lift 5o and 51 to sg € H(Cy, L*) and s, € H°(Cj, L*(—E")).
For all but 1 residue value of A € R, Dr()) := (so + Asy = 0) is regular at p. Since
p is its sole point over k, Dr(\) is irreducible and reduced. O
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Proposition 166. Let (R,m) be a Henselian DVR with quotient field K and
residue field k. For 2g < |k| there are rational curves C with g nodes over K
such that, for ‘most’ ample line bundles L over C, every section of L™ has at least
g distinct zeros. ([

Proof. We choose a; € R C A'(K) C Pk such that a; € k (their reduction mod
m) are all distinct. As in (IG3)), identifying a; with a44; to get a nodal rational
curve C' and a line bundle L on C is obtained by starting with some Op:(r) and
specifying isomorphisms Opi (7)|q, = Op1 (1) Thus sections of L™ are given by
polynomials f(z) of degree < nr such that

f(az) :u?f(ag-i-l) for izlv"'vgv ml)

where the u; € K* determine L. We may assume that f(x) € R[z] \ m[z] and
denote by f its image in k[z]. If the m-adic valuation of u; is not 0 for every i, this
implies that

|ag+i .

f@)=0 or f(ags:)=0 for i=1,...,¢. @631)
Thus f has at least ¢ distinct zeros, so, by Hensel’s lemma, f has at least ¢ distinct
prime factors. O

Note that, in the above case, the precise meaning of ‘most’ line bundles is the
following. Choosing the point at infinity fixes an isomorphism Pic(C) = Pic®(C) X Z.

For a node p; the map p; : Pic’(C) — G,, depends on the ordering of the
preimages of the node. So we get 2 maps, that differ only by composing with the
inverse map of G,,. Composing p; with the absolute value of the m-adic valuation
gives a well-defined map v; : Pic’(C') — N. The ¢ nodes together give v : Pic(C) —
N9. If all coordinates of v(L) are nonzero, then every section of L™ has at least g
distinct zeros for every n.

167. B. Poonen explained to us that, using geometric class field theory and the
function field Chebotarev density theorem, one can prove that if C' is a smooth
projective curve over a finite field k£ and L is an ample line bundle, then L™ has a
section with irreducible and reduced zero set for all m > 1. However, the proba-
bility that a random section has this property tends to 0 as m — co.
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