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THE MARTENS-MUMFORD THEOREM AND THE GREEN-LAZARSFELD
SECANT CONJECTURE

DANIELE AGOSTINI

ABSTRACT. The Green-Lazarsfeld secant conjecture predicts that the syzygies of a curve of
sufficiently high degree are controlled by its special secants. We prove this conjecture for all
curves of Clifford index at least two and not bielliptic and for all line bundles of a certain degree.
Our proof is based on a classic result of Martens and Mumford on Brill-Noether varieties and on
a simple vanishing criterion that comes from the interpretation of syzygies through symmetric
products of curves.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Green-Lazarsfeld secant conjecture predicts that the syzygies of a curve of sufficiently
high degree are controlled by its special secants. More precisely, let C' be a smooth projective
curve of genus g and Clifford index Cliff(C') > ¢, and let L be a nonspecial line bundle of degree
deg L = 2g +p+ 1 — c. Then the conjecture states that

(1.1) L has property (N,) if and only if Litis (p+1) -very ample .

We have stated here the only the nonspecial case of the conjecture, since the special case falls
into Green’s conjecture for canonical curves. Moreover, the “only if” direction is known and
relatively straightforward to prove, see for example [AN10, Theorem 4.36], and the open, and
more difficult part, is the converse.

The case p = 0 and ¢ arbitrary was proven by Green and Lazarsfeld in |GL86, Theorem 1].
Instead, when p is arbitrary the conjecture was proven by Green [Gre84, Theorem 4.a.1] for
¢ = 0 and by Green and Lazarsfeld [GL88, Theorem 2| for ¢ = 1. Furthermore, the conjecture
was proven by Farkas and Kemeny [FK15, Theorem 1.3] for every p and ¢ under the assumption
that both the curve C' and the bundle L are general. In the same paper, the authors give also
more precise result that avoid the generality assumptions, such as [FK15, Theorem 1.4, Theorem
1.5].

Here we would like to show how to attack the case ¢ = 2 of the Secant Conjecture, using
classical results of Martens and Mumford that bound the dimensions of the Brill-Noether loci
W7 (C) in terms of the Clifford index. More precisely, Martens’ Theorem asserts that if C' is a
curve of Clifford index Cliff(C') > 1 (meaning that C' is not hyperelliptic), then

(1.2) dimW,_,(C) = p(g,1,9—1) =g — 4.

Mumford refined this result as follows: suppose that the curve has Clifford index Cliff (C') > 2
and is not bielliptic, then

(1.3) dim Wy_,(C) = p(g,1,9 — 2) = g — 6.

We have stated here just a partial version of the full results of Martens and Mumford, since it
is the one that we will need. However, it turns out that the full results are equivalent to the
versions given above [ACGH, Theorem 5.1, Theorem 5.2].

Our result is the following:
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Main Theorem. Let C' be a smooth curve of genus g of Clifford index Cliff(C') > 2 and not
bielliptic. Then the Secant Conjecture holds for any line bundle of degree deg L = 29 +p — 1,
1.€.

L has property (N,) if and only if L itis (p+ 1) -very ample .

Observe that this almost proves the Secant Conjecture for ¢ = 2: the only exception is that
of bielliptic curves, which comes precisely from Mumford’s Theorem (L3]).
Our strategy is based on the following simple vanishing result for syzygies:

Vanishing Criterion. Let C' be a smooth curve and B, L two line bundles on C, with H°(C, B) =
0. Let also p > 0 and D an effective divisor on C' of degree m < p.

If  Kymi(C,B.L—D)=0  then K, (C,B,L)=0

More generally, the same criterion holds without hypotheses on B if we replace the Koszul
cohomology with the Koszul cycles, see Remark The proof of this result is fairly easy, and it
can also be seen in the framework of Aprodu’s projection method for syzygies, see Remark 3.8
However, what is more important is the idea of its proof: indeed, this can be reinterpreted as a
very natural vanishing statement for tautological bundles on symmetric products, see Corollary
[B.5 and this leads to a more general version, see Lemma [B.4] where we consider all divisors
D € C,, at the same time, and which we actually need when proving the Main Theorem.

Furthermore, the point of view of the symmetric product shows how to apply this criterion
in order to attack the Secant Conjecture. Let us explain the strategy, starting with the case
¢ = 0. Then C is a smooth curve of genus g and L a line bundle of degree 29 + p + 1,
which is automatically nonspecial and (p+ 1)-very ample. The Secant Conjecture predicts that
K,1(C,L,L) = 0, and by duality |Gre84, Theorem 2.c.6], this is the same as K,;(C, K¢ —
L,L) = 0. Since L is nonspecial, we can apply the Vanishing Criterion with a general divisor
D € C,, and then the Koszul complex shows that Ko ;(C, Kc—L,L—D) = H*(C, Kc—D) = 0.

Let us look at the next case, ¢ = 1. Now C' is not hyperelliptic and L is of degree 2g + p,
nonspecial and (p + 1)-very ample. Applying Koszul duality again we need to prove that
K, 11(C,Kc— L,L) = 0. We can try to apply the Vanishing Criterion with a general divisor
D e Cy_5 and then we need to show K;1(C, K¢ — L,L — D) = 0. At this point, we can follow
the proof in [GLS8§|: first, since C' is not hyperelliptic, Martens’ Theorem (L2) implies that
K¢ — D is globally generated, see Lemma [£.2] so that we have an exact sequence

(1.4) 0 — Mg, p— H(C,Kc — D)® Og — Oc(Kg — D) — 0

then, we can identify, see Proposition 2.5 K;1(C, K¢ — L, L — D) =2 H*(C, Mk._p ® (L — D))
and finally the base-point-free pencil trick shows that My,_p = D—L, so that HO(C, Mg.-p®
(L— D))= H°(C, L — K¢) = 0, where the last vanishing follows from the fact that L is (p+ 1)-
very ample, see Lemma

Now we discuss the case of general ¢ > 1: let C' be a smooth curve of genus g, of Clifford index
Cliff (C') > ¢ and let L be a nonspecial line bundle on C, of degree deg L = 29+ p + 1 — ¢ and
(p+1)-very ample. By duality, the Secant Conjecture is equivalent to K,_.,1(C, K¢ — L, L) = 0.
Since L is nonspecial, we can try to apply the vanishing criterion with a general divisor D of
degree g — 2¢: we need to show

(1.5) K..(C,K¢ — L, L — D) =0.

Now we work on the symmetric product C,, which parametrizes degree c effective divisors on C.
On the symmetric product we have the tautological bundle Ek__p and the determinant bundle
Ny_p =det E;_p. Voisin’s interpretation of syzygies and an observation of Ein and Lazarsfeld
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[EL15, Lemma 1.1] show that the syzygies are identified with the kernel of the multiplication
map

(1.6) K.1(C,Kc—L,L—D) = Ker [H*(Ce, Ex—p) ® H(Ce, N_p) — H°(Ce, Ex.—p ® N—p)] -
Now, assume that

(1.7) dim W,_(C) = p(g,1,9—¢) =g —2¢ — 2.

We have already seen that this is satisfied for ¢ = 1 thanks to Martens” Theorem (L.2), and it
is satisfied for ¢ = 2 if the curve is not bielliptic, thanks to Mumford’s Theorem (L3). In the
general case, with this assumption one can prove that Ex _p is globally generated, see Lemma
4.2 so that there is an exact sequence

(1.8) 0 — Mg, _, — H(C,K¢c —D)®O¢, — Ex.p —0
and then (LG) shows that
(1.9) Ko (C, Ko — L. L — D) 2= H(C,, Mg, _, ® Np_p)

Furthermore, the exact sequence (L)) yields a Buchsbaum-Rim resolution of M Exy-p ® Ni_p,
which is basically the generalization of the base-point-free pencil trick. Finally, assuming some
cohomological vanishings on the symmetric product and the (p + 1)-very ampleness of L, can
then be used to prove the desired result H°(C.,, MEchD ® Np_p) =0.

The proof of our Main Theorem follows this strategy for ¢ = 2, and we can prove the required
vanishing of (C9) unless ¢ = p + 4, in which case we obtain HO(CQ,MEKC_D ® Np_p) =
NH(C,Kc— D)® H°(C, D), which is unfortunately nonzero, but rather one-dimensional, for
a general D € C,_4. However, letting D vary, this means that a nonzero syzygy in K, ;(C, L, L)
would give a section of a certain line bundle on C,_4, but one can prove that, thanks to the
assumption of (p + 1)-very ampleness, this line bundle has no sections. Thus the proof is
concluded in this case as well.

After proving the Vanishing Criterion and its generalizations, what is left to complete the
strategy outlined above are the appropriate vanishing statements for cohomology of tautolog-
ical bundles on symmetric products. In particular, these vanishings would prove the Secant
Conjecture for every curve C' which satisfies the Brill-Noether conditions (L7). We can show
that they hold for ¢ = 2, which gives our Main Theorem. Furthermore, the natural generaliza-
tions of these vanishing statements would allow to prove the Secant Conjecture for every curve
which satisfies the Brill-Noether condition (L7): we include some comments about this at the
end of the paper.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2l we recall some background material on p-very
ampleness, symmetric products and syzygies. In Section [3] we prove the Vanishing Criterion of
the Introduction, in a more general form. In Section Ml we use it to prove our Main Theorem
in all cases except g = p + 4. Finally, in Section B we globalize our strategy and we prove this
last remaining case.
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his ideas, that were fundamental for this project. I thank Gavril Farkas and Michael Kemeny
for useful conversations. This work was started during a visit at Stony Brook University and I
would like to thank their Department of Mathematics for the hospitality and the DAAD and
the Berlin Mathematical School for the financial support.
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2. BACKGROUND

In this section we collect some facts that we will need later.

2.1. Higher order embeddings. First recall that a line bundle L on a smooth curve C is
(p+ 1)-very ample if and only if for every effective divisor & C C of degree p + 2, the evaluation
map:

(21) eVpe: HO(C, L) — HO<C, L® Og)

is surjective. Equivalently, L fails to be (p + 1)-very ample if the linear system |L| embeds C
with a (p + 2)-secant p-plane. Another characterization can be given via Riemann-Roch:

Lemma 2.1. A line bundle L on a smooth curve C' fails to be (p + 1)-very ample if and only
if there exists an effective divisor & C C of degree p + 2 such that h'(C,L — &) > h'(C, L) or
equivalently h°(C, K¢ + & — L) > h%(C, K¢ — L).

Proof. Immediate from Riemann-Roch. U

As a corollary, we can give the following reinterpretation of (p + 1)-very ampleness for the
bundles we are interested in:

Lemma 2.2. Let C' be a smooth curve of genus g and L a nonspecial line bundle of degree
degL=29+p+1—c, withc>1. Then L is (p+ 1)-very ample if and only if the line bundle
2K¢ — L is nonspecial and (¢ — 2)-very ample.

Proof. By Lemma 2] L fails to be (p 4+ 1)-very ample if and only if there exists an effective
divisor £ C C of degree p + 2 such that h°(C, Ko+ & — L) > 0. Since deg(Kc+&—L) = c—1,
we can rephrase this by saying that there are two effective divisors &, & C C of degree p + 2
and ¢ — 1 respectively such that ¢’ € |K¢ + £ — L|, or, equivalently £ € |L 4+ ¢ — K¢|. Hence,
L is (p + 1)-very ample if and only if for every effective divisor ¢’ C C of degree ¢ — 1 we have
hY(C, L+ ¢ — K¢) = 0, which is the same as h'(C,2Kc — L — ¢') = 0. Observe that since ¢ is
effective, the vanishing h'(C,2Kc — L — ¢') = 0 implies that h'(C,2K¢c — L) = 0 as well, and
then it is easy to deduce the statement that we want from Lemma 2.1 0

Remark 2.3. The previous lemma leaves out the case ¢ = 0, but any line bundle of degree
2g+p+11is nonspecial and (p+1)-very ample. Instead, in the case ¢ = 1 the previous statement
should be interpreted by saying that L is (p+ 1)-very ample if and only if 2K — L is nonspecial.

2.2. Symmetric products of curves and tautological bundles. If C' is a smooth curve
we will denote by C,, its n-th symmetric product. This is a smooth and irreducible projective
variety of dimension n that parametrizes effective divisors of degree n on C. As such, it comes
equipped with the universal family:

(2.2) EnCCOxCh  Ep={(z,§]zel}
By construction, the fiber of the projection =, — C,, over a point £ € C,, is isomorphic to the

subscheme ¢ C C.
def

For any line bundle B on C' we can form the corresponding tautological bundle Ep :=
pre, «(pre B ® Oz, ) on C,: this is a vector bundle of rank n whose fiber at ¢ is identified with
HY(C, B ® Of). Tautological bundles come together with an evaluation map: indeed, pushing
forward the exact sequence of sheaves on C' x C,,

(2.3) 0—pre B® O(=E,) — prg B—pre Bo Oz, — 0
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we get an exact sequence on C),:
(2.4) 0 — Mg, — H°(C,B)® O¢, =% Ep.

By construction, the fiber of evg at £ € C,, is exactly the evaluation map of (ZI). The map
([24) induces an isomorphism H°(C, B) & H°(C,, Eg) and in particular it follows that a line
bundle B on C'is (n — 1)-very ample if and only if the tautological bundle Eg on C,, is globally
generated. Moreover, the evaluation map defines also a sheaf Mg, that we will denote as the
kernel sheaf of E'g. From the definition, we see that Mg, is always a reflexive sheaf and it is
moreover a bundle if Eg is globally generated.

Of course, the determinant of the tautological bundle gives a line bundle Ng = det Eg on C,,.
Other line bundles on ), can be constructed as follows: (), is obtained as the quotient 7: C™ —
C"/&,, and for any line bundle L on C we can form the line bundle L¥" = pr{ L®--- @ pr’ L
on C". Then we can define

(2.5) Sy, X Sn (LB,
One sees that Sy, is actually a line bundle, that 7*S;, = L®" and that the induced map
(2.6) Pic(C) — Pic(C,) L~ Sy

is a homomorphism of groups. There are natural divisors associated with these line bundles: if
we fix a point z € C' then we have a natural divisor S, := z + C,_; C (), and the associated
line bundle is precisely So.(»). By linearity, we can define the divisor Sp on C,, for every divisor
D on C),, and the associated line bundle is precisely So(p), so that we will use both notations
interchangeably.

A distinguished divisor on C,, is the locus A C C,, consisting of nonreduced divisors. The class
of A is divisible by two in Pic(C,,): indeed, if we denote by 0 the line bundle § := Ny = det £y, _,
it turns out that 20 = O¢, (A). More generally, it holds that

(2.7) Np =5, —0.
Moreover, the canonical bundle on C' is given by
(2.8) K¢, = Nk, = Sk, — 0.

The cohomology of these line bundles is known:

Lemma 2.4. Let L be an arbitrary line bundle on C. Then we have isomorphisms
(2.9) | | | | |
HY(C,,Ny) =2 A"""H°(C, L)®Sym*' H*(C, L), HY(C,,S;) = Sym" " H°(C,L)®AN'H*(C, L)

Proof. These follow from the discussion after [Krul8, Proposition 6.3]. U

2.3. Addition maps and incidence divisors. Let us fix two integers m,n > 0. Then we
have a natural addition map:

(2.10) 0=0mn: Cpn X Cp — Cppsn, (D,E)— D+ E.
This is a finite and flat map, which is ramified precisely along the incidence divisor
(2.11) B 2 {(D,E) € Cp x Co | DN E # 0}

Observe that the incidence divisor =, 5, is irreducible, because it can be described as the image
of the map

(2.12) CxCh1xXChqg —C, xChy, (p, D', E") — (D' +p, E' + p)

Moreover, when m = 1, the incidence divisor =;,, € C' x C,, coincides with the universal family
=, over C),, and the map C x C),_; — =;, is an isomorphism.
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2.4. Syzygies of curves and symmetric products. Let L and B be line bundles on a
smooth curve C. On the symmetric product C,;; we can twist the evaluation (2:4) by Ny to
get a map

(213) evVpL: H(](C,B)@NL—)EB@NL

which can be used to compute syzygies. More precisely, define the set of Koszul cycles

(2.14)
Zp1(C,B, L) % Ker [d,,: A” H'(C, L) ® H'(C,B + L) — N"""H°(C, L) ® H*(C, B + 2L)]

as the kernel of the Koszul differential. Then a result of Voisin, together with an observation
of Ein and Lazarsfeld gives the following:

Proposition 2.5 (Voisin, Ein-Lazarsfeld). The Koszul differential d, is identified with the
multiplication map

(2.15) H°(C,, Np) ® H*(C,, Epy 1) — H°(Cp, Epy, ® Np).

Moreover, we also have:

(2.16) Z,1(C,B,L) = H(C,,,, Eg ® Ny,),

(2.17) K,1(C, B, L) = Coker [H*(C, B) @ H*(Cyi1, Ni,) = H(Cpy1, Ep @ Np)] .

Proof. See |[EL15, Lemma 1.1]. O

3. A VANISHING RESULT FOR SYZYGIES

In this section, we prove the Vanishing Criterion from the introduction, in a more general
form.

3.1. Tautological bundles and addition maps. Let us fix a smooth curve C and two inte-
gers m,n > 0. We will need to know the behavior of tautological bundles under the addition
map o: Cp, x C,, = C,,1,. If Ep is a tautological bundle on C,,,,,, the fiber of the bundle
o*Ep over (D, E) is given by construction by H%(C, B& Op ). Now we observe that for every
two effective divisors D, F on C' we have a natural exact sequence of sheaves on C"

(3.1) 0— B®Opug — (BR0Op) ®(B®Op) — B® Opng — 0.

Together with the canonical surjection B ® Op, g — B ® Opyg, this induces another exact
complex

(3.2) B®Opyg— (B0Op)®(B®0Og) — B® Opng — 0

As D, E vary in (), x C,, we can glue these exact sequences together to obtain the following:
Lemma 3.1. There is a short exact sequence of sheaves on C,, x C),:

(3.3) 0—0"Eg —prg, Ep®pry, Ep — T — 0

which globalizes the sequence (3:2), meaning that the fiber of J5"" on (D, E) is identified with
B ® Opng. Moreover det J5"" = Oc,,xc,(Emmn), so that c*Np = prg, N ® prg, Np ®
O(—Zmn)-

Proof. Consider the two universal varieties =;,, € C x C,, and Z;,, € C x (), and their

pullbacks to C' x (), x C,,, that we keep denoting with the same symbols. On C' x C,, x C),
there is an exact sequence

(34) 0 — prp B®Oz,, 0z, — (pre B®Os,,)® (pre B Oz

=n,1

) — B®O= — 0

m,lmEn,l
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Pushing forward to C,, x C,,this yields the exact sequence
(3.5) 0 — pre, wc, «(Pre B ® Oz, ,0=,,) — pig, Ep ® 1, Ep — T — 0

where J5"" 1= pre, v, (B ® Oz, ,rz,,)- Observe that this second sequence is exact on the
right because the restriction of pre, ., t0 Z1,,UZ1, is a finite map, so that R' pr¢, ¢, . (pre B®
Oz,.,0=,,) = 0. Now we need to prove that 0*Ep = prg, ¢, (Pre B ® Oz, ,u=,,): consider

the cartesian diagram

CmeanMCmeJrn
(3 . 6) lprcm X Chn lprcm-ﬁ—n
Cho X Oy — 2 O

and observe that by flat base change we get isomorphisms, 0*Ep = 0" pre, «¢, (P16 B ®

OEl,m+n) g prCmXCn,*((id XU)*(pI‘*C B ® OEl,m+n)) g prCmXCn,*(prE B ® (ld Xa>*(031,m+n))' At
this point, it is easy to see that (id x0)*Oz, ... = Oz, ,.u=,,,, which gives us what we want.

As a consequence, we see that (3.3) is truly the globalization of (8.2)): indeed, taking fibers in
B3), we get the sequence

(3.7) B®Opig — BOp® B0y — Jp" @Kk(D,E) — 0

and (B.2) shows at that J5"" ®@~k(D, E) = B&Opng. The next step in the proof is to show that
det J5" = O(E,,,): however, it is straightforward to check that J;"" is a coherent sheaf of
rank one on the irreducible and reduced divisor =, ,, € C,, x C,, so that we can apply Lemma
below. The final statement about ¢*Npg follows because 0*Np = o*det Fg = det c*Ep,
and we can compute this via the exact sequence (B.3]). 0J

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a smooth variety, D C X a reduced divisor and F a coherent sheaf on

D of rank r at each irreducible component of D. The determinant of F as a sheaf on X 1is
given by det F = Ox (rD).

Proof. This is a standard result, but we include a proof here for the sake of reference. Since
X is smooth and both det F and Ox(rD) are line bundles, it is enough to show that they are
isomorphic outside any closed set of codimension at least two. Thus, if we consider the set of
points in D where the rank of F jumps, we can reduce to the case where F is locally free of
rank r on D. Furthermore, if we consider an open subset U C D such that Fj is free, the
complement Z = D \ U has codimension at least two in X, so we can assume that F is free,
that is F = OF’. At this point, we have the exact sequence of sheaves on X:

(3.8) 0 — Ox(—D)*" — O — 0 — 0

which proves that det OF" = det OY ® (det Ox(—D)%")Y =2 Ox(rD). O
Lemma B.1] readily implies the general vanishing result that we will apply later to syzygies.

Lemma 3.3. Let B be a line bundle on C and £ be an arbitrary line bundle on Cy,4,,. Consider

the addition map o: Cp, x C,y — Cryr and suppose that H°(C,, x C,,, prg, Ep®o*Z) = 0.

Then HY(Cppyn, Ep @ £) =0 as well.

Proof. Let s € H*(Cyymm, Ep ® £) be a global section. We want to show that s vanishes at

a general point & € C,4,,. We can write this point as £ = x; + - -+ + z,,4, where the x; are

pairwise distinct: then we have a canonical decomposition of the fiber

m+n

(3.9) (Ep®.2)@r(6) = @ H(C, B2 0,,) @ .ZL(€)

i=1
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and the evaluation of s at £ decomposes accordingly as s(§) = s; + -+ + Sppm. Thus, we want
to prove that s; = 0 for every i: for this, let £ = D + E be an arbitrary decomposition into two
divisors D € C,, and E € C,, then we have a corresponding decomposition s(§) = sp + sg,
and it is enough to prove that sy = 0. In other words, we have an evaluation map

(3.10) H(Chim, Ep @ L) — H°(C,B® Og) ® Z(¢), 5> 5

and we want to show that this is identically zero. To do so, we can look at this through the
addition map. Indeed, consider the pullback o*(s) as a section of 0*(Ep ®.Z) on C,, X Cy,: the
sequence of Lemma B.1] gives an embedding

(3.11) 0" (Ep® L) = (prg, Ep ® 0" L) @ (prg,, Ep ® 0*.L)

which corresponds precisely to the decomposition s(£) = sp+sg when applied to the evaluation
of o*(s) at (D, E). Hence, the evaluation map (B.10) factors through

(3.12) H(Cyrim, Ep ®.L) S HY(Cpy % Co, 0™ (Ep ® L)) — HY(Cyy x i, prly. B ® 0°.2)

and since H(C, x Cp,, pr,. Ep ® 0*.Z) = 0 by assumption, it follows that (3.10) is identically
Zero. 0J

For computing syzygies, we look at the global sections of Fg ® Ny : in this situation, Lemma
translates into the following.

Corollary 3.4 (Global Vanishing Criterion). Let B and L be line bundles on a curve C' and
assume that

(3.13) H°(Cp x Cpypre,. Ny @ pry, (B @ Ni) ® O(=E,)) = 0.

Then HY(Chym, Es@Nr) = 0 as well. In particular, we have the vanishing of Koszul cohomology
Kn+m71,1<07 Bu L) =0.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma and the computation of ¢* /Ny in Lemma

3.1 O

A natural way to compute the global sections of pry, Np ® prgn(EB ® NL) ® O(—Z,.,) is
to pushforward to C,,: by the projection formula, this yields the sheaves

(3.14) F = prg, . (pre,, No @ pre, (B @ NL) @ O(=E,,)) ENL® Y,
(3.15) & = prCW*(pr*Cn(EB ® NL) @ O(—=Zm0))-

One checks easily that the restriction of pry, (Ep ® Ni) ® O(=E,,,) to a fiber {D} x C,, is
given by

(316) EB®(NL_SD)’£EB®NL—D-

Hence, ¢ bundles together the spaces H°(C,,, Eg® Ny_p). This remark yields the the following
result, which is essentially the Vanishing Criterion from the Introduction.

Corollary 3.5 (Vanishing Criterion). Let B, L be line bundles on C and assume that for an
effective dwisor D € C,, we have

(3.17) H°(C,,Eg @ N;,_p) = 0.

Then H*(Cpym, EB@NL) = 0 as well. In particular, we have the vanishing of Koszul cohomology
Kn—l—m—l,l(oa B, L) =0.
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Proof. We want to apply Corollary 3.4l and, with the notation of the previous discussion, we
need to show that H°(C,,,.#) = H°(C,,,4 @ Nr) = 0. Observe that both .# and ¥ are
torsion-free sheaves, since they are pushforwards of locally free sheaves. Now we look at the
point D € C,: by assumption, we have H°(C,,Ep ® N;_p) = 0, and then the previous
discussion, together with base change, show that the fiber of ¢ at D vanishes: ¢ ® k(D) = 0.
Thus, ¥ is supported away from D, but since it is torsion-free, it must be that 4 = 0, and a
fortiori H°(C,,,4 @ N1) = 0. O

Remark 3.6. Let’s just see explicitly that this corollary corresponds to the Vanishing Cri-
terion: let p > 0 and D € (), an effective divisor with m < p. Then Lemma shows
that Zp71(c, B, L) = HO(Cp_H, EB X NL) and Zp_m,l(C, B, L — D) = H0(0p+1_m, EB X NL—D)-
Hence we can reinterpret Corollary as a statement on Koszul cycles, by saying that if
Zy-m1(C,B,L— D) =0 then Z,,(C,B,L) =0 as well. Observe that this is true without any
requirements on B and L.

If H°(C,B) = 0, then Z, ,,,(C,B,L — D) = K, ,,,1(C,B,L — D) and Z,,(C,B,L) =
K,1(C, B, L) so we get exactly the Vanishing Criterion.

Remark 3.7. Corollary 3.0 o generalizes Green’s vanishing theorem [Gre84, Theorem 3.a.1] for
line bundles on curves. Indeed, Green’s vanishing states that if we have h°(C, B+ L) < p, then
Z,1(C, B, L) = 0. However, if h°(C, B+ L) < p, then we can find an effective divisor of degree
D such that h°(C, B4+ L— D) = 0, and then we see that Z,,(C, B, L— D) = H°(C, B+ L— D),
so the vanishing Z,,(C, B, L) = 0 follows from Corollary B.5

Remark 3.8. We can also interpret Corollary [3.5in terms of projection maps of syzygies. Let’s
rephrase it in the terms of Remark if Z,_m1(C,B,L — D) =0 then Z,,(C,B,L) =0 as
well. It is clear that this statement can be reduced to the case where D = x consist of a single
point: assume for simplicity that the point x is not a base point of L. Then the kernel bundles
My, My, as in (2.4) fit into an exact sequence

(3.18) 0— My, — M, — Oc¢(—z) — 0
which in turn induces another exact sequence
(3.19) 0 — APMp_, — APMp — AP Mp_, @ Oc(—2) — 0

Standard results about kernel bundles [AN10, Proof of Proposition 2.4] show that we have
canonical identifications Z,1(C, B, L) = H°(C,\°M;, ® (B + L)). Hence, tensoring the exact
sequence ([319) with B + L and taking global sections we get an exact sequence

(3.20) 0— Z,1(C,B+x,L —2) — Z,,(C,B,L) == Z,_,,(C,B,L — x)

The map pr, is the so-called projection map for syzygies, and it has been much studied, es-
pecially by Aprodu [Apr02],|JAN10] and more recently by Kemeny [Kem2(]. Thus, our state-
ment seems to suggest the following: suppose that Z,,(C,B,L) # 0, then there exists an
a € Z,1(C, B, L) such that pr,(a) # 0. In particular, this could most certainly be proved
with Aprodu’s tecnhiques as in [Apr02], however we feel that the proof of Corollary via
tautological bundles gives a different, and useful, point of view on the geometry of the problem.
Moreover, it is not immediately clear to us how to get to the more general Corollary [3.4] using
projection maps.

4. THE SECANT CONJECTURE

In this section, we turn to the Secant Conjecture. We have already presented our strategy
in the Introduction, but we recall it here, filling in the details. Thus, fix ¢ > 0 and let C' be a
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curve of genus ¢ and of Clifford index Cliff (C') > ¢, and let L be a nonspecial line bundle on C'
of degree d = 29 + p + 1 — c¢. By Riemann-Roch, we have h’(C, L) =g+p+2 —c.

Suppose that L is (p + 1)-very ample. The conjecture asserts that K,;(C,L,L) = 0. By
duality |Gre84, Theorem 2.c.6], this is the same as K,_.1(C, K¢ — L, L) = 0 and since K¢ — L
is special, we can attempt to use the Vanishing Criterion with a general divisor D € Cy_s.. So,
we need to prove that K.(C, Kc — L, L — D) = 0.

Example 4.1 (The case ¢ = 0). When ¢ = 0, we need to show
(4.1) Ko1(C,Ke — L, L — D) =H"(C,Kc — D) =0
for a general D € Cy, but this is obviously true.

In the rest, we consider the cases ¢ > 1. Then, we can use Proposition and look at
K. 1(C,Kc — L, L — D) as the kernel of the multiplication map:

(4.2) H°(C,, Ex,_p) ® H°(C,,Ny,_p) — H°(C., Ex.—p ® Ni_p)

Under a suitable Brill-Noether condition on ', we can express this in terms of a kernel bundle.
Lemma 4.2. Fiz an integer ¢ > 1 and let C' be a smooth curve of genus g such that

(4.3) dim W,_(C) = p(g,1,9—¢) =g —2c¢ — 2.

Then for a general D € Cy_q. the line bundle Ko — D is (¢ — 1)-very ample, hence we get the
exact sequence on Cl,:

(4.4) 0 — Mg, _, — H(C,K¢c —D)®Oc, — Ex.-p —0
and moreover
(4.5) K.1(C, Ko = L, L — D) = H*(C,, Mp,.__, ® N,_p)

Proof. By Lemma 21, Ko — D fails to be (¢ — 1)-very ample precisely when there exists a
¢ € C, such that h%(D + &) > h°(C, D) = 1. Thus, let

(4.6) Z={D € Cys.| (D + &) >2 for a certain ¢ € C..}
we need to prove that Z is a proper subset of Cy_s.. By definition, Z is the image of the locus
(4.7) S ={(H,§) €Cyex C.|h(C,H) > 2, < H}

under the difference map ¥ — Z,(H,¢) — H — &; in particular dim Z < dim . To estimate
dim >, we observe that the projection ¥ — Cj,_. is clearly finite onto its image, which is
Cy . =1{H € Cy_ | W(C,H) > 2}. Hence, dim¥ = dimC}_ .. Finally, C] . mapso onto
the Brill-Noether locus W,_.(C) under the Abel-Jacobi map u: C, ., — W] (C), and by
hypothesis dim W, (C) < g — 2c — 2. Furthermore, we know from [ACGH, Lemma III.3.5]
that the general fibers of the Abel-Jacobi map over every irreducible component of ng_c(C)
have dimension one. This shows that dimC) , = dimW, (C) +1 < g — 2c — 1: hence

dimZ < g — 2c — 1, so that it is a proper subset of Cj_q.. O

We can try to compute the group H°(C., Mgy, »® Ny _p) via the Buchsbaum-Rim complex
of MEKC—D .

Lemma 4.3. With the same hypotheses of Lemma[{.4 we have an exact complex on C..:
(4.8)
N*HO(C, Ko — D) ANPT2HO(C, Ko — D) ATTHO(C, Ko — D)

0— ® — = ® — ® — Mgy, ,®Np—p =0

Symc_l E}/(ch(g)SL—KC E}/(C_D@)S[ﬁ[(c SL—KC
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Proof. This follows from the Buchsbaum-Rim complex of [Laz04, Theorem B.2.2], applied to
the short exact sequence of Lemma [4.2] O

We apply now this strategy to the cases ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2 of the Secant Conjecture.

4.1. The secant conjecture for ¢ = 1. When ¢ = 1, the curve C' is not hyperelliptic and the
line bundle L has degree 2g + p, so that it is automatically nonspecial. Furthermore, since C'
is not hyperelliptic, Martens’ Theorem gives dim ng_l(C') =p(g,1,9 — 1), so that Lemma
applies, and we need to show that

(4.9) K 1(C,Ke — L, L — D)~ H°(C, My, p® (L—D))=0
for a general divisor D € C,_,. Then, Lemma gives an isomorphism
(4.10) My, p®(L—D)=2NHC,Kc—D)® (L —K¢) =L~ K.

Observe that this isomorphism is exactly the base-point-free pencil trick that was used in the
original proof of [GL88, Theorem 3.3|, and one can regard the Buchsbaum-Rim complex as
its natural generalization. To conclude, we use the assumption that L is (p + 1)-very ample:
indeed, by Remark and duality, the (p 4+ 1)-very ampleness of L is precisely equivalent to
H°(C,L — K¢) = 0.

4.2. The secant conjecture for ¢ = 2. Let us turn to the new case ¢ = 2. Then C'is a smooth
curve of genus ¢g and Clifford index Cliff(C') > 2, and L is a (p + 1)-very ample line bundle of
degree d = 2g + p — 1; in particular L is automatically nonspecial. Now, assume that the curve
C' is not bielliptic: then Mumford’s theorem shows that dim W, ,(C) = p(g,1,9 — 4), so
that we can apply Lemma [4.2] and then we need to show that

(4.11) K31(C, Ko — L, L — D) = H(Cy, Mp,,_, ® Ny_p) =0
where D € Cy_,4 is a general divisor. To do this, we can apply Lemma [4.3] and get a resolution:

NHYC, Ko — D) ASHY(C, Ko — D)
(4.12) 0— ® — ® — MEKC,D ®@ Np—p — 0
E¥. p®SL-ke S1—Ke

Now we can use this resolution to compute global sections. We need a preliminary Lemma:

Lemma 4.4. Let L be a globally generated line bundle and B another line bundle such that
HYC,L)= HY C,B+L)=0. Then

(4.13) HY(Cpi1, Ep ® Np) & K, 15(C, B, L).

Proof. Consider the universal family =,.; as the image of the closed embedding o: C x C, —
Cp+1: by the projection formula, Ep ® Ni = o.(pry. B ® 0*Ny), and Lemma B.T] shows that
o*Np =prg L@prg, L ® Ocxc,(—E1,). Since the map o is finite, it follows that

(4.14) HY(Cpy1, Eg® Np) =2 HY(C x Cp,pri(B+ L) ® pr*cp Ni ® Ocxe,(=E1p))-
The sheaf appearing in the right hand side is the kernel of the surjective map

(4.15) pre(B + L) ® prg, N — (pre(B + L) ® prg, Nz, — 0
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furthermore, Kiinneth’s formula, together with our assumptions and Lemma 2.4 yields that
HYC x Cp,pre(B+ L) ® pr¢, Ni) = 0. Hence, taking cohomology we get

HYC,,Ez ® N.) = H'(C x Cp, pris(B+ L) ® pre, Np ® Ocxe,(—E1p))
>~ Coker |H(C' x Cp,pria(B+ L) ® pre, No) — HYZ,,,pre(B+ L) ® pre, NL)\ELP)]
= K, 12(C,B,L).

where the last isomorphism comes from Voisin’s interpretation of syzygies through the Hilbert
scheme: see for example JAN10, Corollary 5.5]. O

Finally we compute the global sections HO(MEchD ® Np_p):

Lemma 4.5. With these assumptions, we have

0 ifg#p+4

4.16 H(Cy, M Ni-p) =
(4.16) (C2, Mprepp ® Ni-p) {A4HO<C,KC—D>®HO<0,D> if g=p+4

Proof. First we observe that since L is (p+1)-very ample, Lemma 2.2 and duality give H(C, L—
K¢) =0, and then Lemma [2.4] proves the vanishings

(4.17) H°(Cy, Sp k) = Sym® H(C, L — K¢) = 0,

(4.18) HY(Cy, Sy, k)= HC,L — K¢)® H(C,L — K¢) = 0.

Hence, taking cohomology in (£12)) we get the isomorphism

(4.19) H(Cy, My, ® Ni_p) = NH(C, K¢ — D)@ H'(Cy, Ef, p @ S1- k).
Now we need to compute this group: Serre’s duality gives

(4.20)

H'(Cy, E;v%,p ® Sp ko) 2 H (Cy, Expp ® Sk @ Ni.)” = H(Cy, Exe—p @ Nogo1)"

and Lemma B4l shows that H(Cy, Ex,p ® Nog. 1) = Koo(C,Kc — D,2Kc — L). Since L is
(p + 1)-very ample, we know that 2K — L is nonspecial and globally generated from Lemma
2.2 so that Green’s duality theorem |Gre84, Theorem 2.c.6] gives Ko o(C, K¢ — D,2K¢c — L) =

K, ,-40(C,D,2K¢ — L)Y. In summary, we found an isomorphism

(4.21) H°(Cy, My, ® Ni_p) Z NH(C, K¢ — D) ® Ky p-a0(C, D, 2K¢ — L).

To conclude, we look at the group K, ,_40(C, D,2K¢ — L): since H*(C, L —2Kc — D) = 0 by
degree reasons, it follows that this syzygy group is the kernel of the Koszul differential

(4.22) d: NPHY(C2Ke — L) @ H' (D) — NP PHY(C, 2K — L) @ H°(D)

Since D is general, we have h°(C, D) = 1 and then the Koszul differential d is injective, as soon
as g # p+ 4. If instead g = p + 4 the kernel of the Koszul differential is H°(C, D), so that
HO(C’Q,MEKC_D@NL,D) ~ NHY(C,Ke — D) ® H(C, D). O

This last Lemma proves the Main Theorem in all cases but ¢ = p + 4. However, it also gives
us a hint on how we might proceed in this case: we give an informal description here which we
will develop in a proper proof in the next section. The key idea is to use the General Vanishing
Criterion of Lemma .4} that result shows that a nonzero syzygy in K, (C, L, L) produces a
nonzero element in H(Cy_4, 9®Ny), where ¢ is the pushforward of pry, (Eg@NL)@O(—Z¢_43)
from C,_4 x C5. Then, the previous discussion shows that the fiber of ¢ at a general point
D is identified with H%(Cs, Mg, , ® Np_p) = NH(C,Ke — D) ® H°(C, D). Observe that
NH(C,Kc — D) ® H°(C, D) is one-dimensional so we expect that ¢ is a line bundle, at least
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over an appropriate open subset of C,_4. A bit of reflection shows that this line bundle must
then be ¥ = det M Ex, = N}QC, so that, in conclusion, we would get a nonzero element in

(4.23) H°(C, 4,9 @ Np) = H°(C, 4, N, — Ng.) =2 H(Cy_4, S 1)

but this is impossible, because H(C,_4, St k) = Sym? * H*(C, L—K¢) and H(C, L—K¢) =
0 from Lemma
In the next section, we make this reasoning precise.

5. GLOBAL COMPUTATIONS

Our task now is to take the proofs in Sections [4] and work them out as the divisor D varies.
We can do it in the general setting of the Secant Conjecture: let ¢ > 1 be an integer, C'
a smooth curve of genus ¢g and Clifford index Cliff(C') > ¢ and L a nonspecial line bundle of
degree deg L = 2g+p+1—c which is (p+1)-very ample. We want to use the General Vanishing
Criterion of Lemma [B.3] and prove that

(5.1) H(Cepr X Cyoe, 1y, (Bxe—1 @ Ni) @ pre, , Np @ O(=Eci14-9.)) =0
By pushing forward to Cy_s., we get the sheaves
(5.2) F =PI, (P70, (Ere-1 @ NL) ® O(=Eci14-2:)) @ Np =1 9 @ N

and what we need to show is that H%(Cy_s., F) = H*(Cy_s.,9 ® N1) = 0. Since these sheaves
are torsion-free, it suffices to prove the vanishing on the open subset

(5.3) Uy 9. :={D € Cy_o.|R°(C, D) =1}

Remark 5.1. We observe that this open subset is large: indeed, its complement C}_,. has di-
mension dim C’g{% < dim Wg172c(0) +1 by [ACGH, Lemma II1.3.5]. Since the curve C is not hy-
perelliptic, Martens’ theorem, in the form of [ACGH, Theorem 5.1] shows that dim W, ,.(C) <
g — 2c — 3, so that 03726 has codimension at least 2 in Cy_s..

In particular, since U,_o. is large, we will not denote explicitly the restrictions of vector
bundles to Uy_9. or Ceqy X Ug_ge, because a vector bundle on a smooth variety is uniquely

determined by its restriction to any large open subset.

Step 1: We expect the fiber of 4 at D € U to be H°(Cl.y1, FEx.-1®Np_p), and Proposition
shows that H°(C..y, Fx. 1 ® Nr_p) = H°(C,, Mgy, _p, ® Ni_p). The first step is to
globalize this isomorphism in terms of ¢. To do so, we will globalize the exact sequence

(5.4) 0— Mp,,_, — H°(C,K¢c — D)® O¢, — Exe—p

with respect to D. More precisely, consider on C' x C, x U,_5. the exact sequence
(5.5)

0 — pro Ko ® O(—E1,g-2c = E1,c) — pro Ko @ O(=E1g-2c) — (pro Ko ® O(=E1g-2c)) 5, . — 0

Z1,ce

and let
(5.6) 0 — M — H — &

be its pushforward along pre, .y, _,.. Observe that if we restrict the sequence (E5) to the fibers
C x {(&, D)}, and we take global sections, we get the sequence

(5.7) H(C,Kc— ¢ — D) — H°(C,Kc — D) — H°(C, (K¢ — D) ® O).
By our choice of U, we see that h%(C, Ko — D) = 2¢ for all D € U, hence Grauert’s theorem

gives that . and & are vector bundles on C,. x U of ranks 2¢ and ¢ whose fibers at (£, D) are
identified with H°(C, K¢ — D) and H°(C, (K¢ — D) ® Op) respectively. This allows us also to
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identify the restrictions of J# and & to the subvarieties C. x {D}: indeed we have the cartesian
diagram

CxC.x{D} —— CxC,xU
(58) lprcc lprcch
Cox {D} —— C.xU

and by cohomology and base change we see that

(5.9) Hlc.x{py = Pre, . ((pre Ko @ O(_El,g—2c))|cchX{D})
(5.10) =~ pre, . (pre(Ke — D)) = HY(C, K¢ — D) ® O,
and

5.11 8 ~ (01 Ko © O(=Z15-20)) e, )

(5.11) Cex{D} = Pre, ( (Pro Ko ® O(=Eig-2)) 2, . .
(5.12) = pro, (pro(Ke — D) ® Oz, ) = Exe-p

Hence, the sequence (5.6) on C. x U globalizes the evaluation map H°(C, K¢ — D) @ O¢, —
Ex._p on C,, as D varies in U.
Now it is easy to express ¢ in terms of the sheaf .# from (5.6]).

Lemma 5.2. With the previous notations, we have
%U = prU,* («% X pl"éc NL X O(_Ec,g—Qc)) .
Proof. We consider the sum map o: C x C. — C,.;; and the cartesian diagram

oxid

CxCoxU—— Ceyy xU
lpr(,*xcc lprcc+1
CxC, —2— Coyy

We also recall from Lemma BIlthat o* N, = prg, L&pry, Ny @ O(—EZ;,.), so that by base change
and projection formula we get the following:

Yu = pry,. (prc W (Fre-® Np) @ O(— Ec—l—Lg—ZC))
=PIy, (prc L (ou(pre(Ke — L) @ Np) ® O(_Ec+1,g72c))
= pry, (pre,,, (04 (pre Ko @ pr, N @ O(=Eyo)) © O(=Ecs1,9-2c))
= pry. ((0' x id).(pro Ko @ pre, N ® O(=E1.)) © O<_Ec+1,gf2c)) :

It is straightforward to check that (o x id)*O(—Z3,4-4) = O(—Z14-4 — E24-4), and then the
projection formula again yields

(5.13) G = (pry, o(o x id),) (pre Ko @ pre, Np ® O(—=E1 e — e gge —
(5.14) = pryy, (pre Ko @ pre, N ® O(=Z1c — Eeg-oe — Erg-2c))
Now we factor the projection pr;; via the projection prg .. and we get:
(5'15) gIU = Pry « [pngfgchc,* (pré(B + L) ® O(_ELC - 51,9—20)) ® pr*Cc Ny ® O(_Eag—%)]

which is exactly what we want. 0

(1]

17972C>)

Step 2: Now we would like to globalize the resolution of Mg, ,en, , given in Lemma .3l
To do so, it will be useful to write down some facts about the bundles in (5.6]).
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Lemma 5.3. Let 7 be as in (5.0). Then A = prjy Mk, and det #” = prj; Ny ..

PTOOf. By deﬁniti0n7 H = prCcXU,*<prz‘ KC®O(_El,gf2c)) = prCcXU,* prng(];)rz‘ KC®O(_El,gf2c>>-
The cartesian diagram

CxC,xU X% 0w
(5.16) lprccx,, lprU
C.xU P L

together with flat base change shows that 7" is the pullback to C. xU of the sheaf pr; , (prg; Ke®
O(—Z1,4-2:)) on U. By the construction of tautological bundles (24)), we see that the latter
coincides precisely with M Exco Moreover, by definition of U, we see that the sequence

(5.17) 0— Mgy, — H°(C, K¢) ® Oy — By — 0
is exact on the right. Hence, det MEKC\U = det By, = Ny, so that det 5 = pry; Ny, O

Lemma 5.4. Let & be as in (B.6). Then det & = prg;, N, ® O(—Z¢ g-2¢).

Proof. By definition & = pr¢, .y, (pre: Ko ® O(=E14-2¢)) g, .- From section 2.3 we know that
the restriction to =; . can be constructed as the pullback along the map,

(5.18) (id,o) xid: Cx C,_; x U = C x C. x U, (p,q, D) — (p,p+q,D)

and it is straightforward to compute that ((id, o) x id)*(pr§ Ko ® O(—E1,4-2.)) = pre Ko ®
O(—Z1,4-2.). Hence, it follows that & is the pushforward of prf, K¢ ® O(—Z=; 4_9.) along the
composition:

(5.19) oxid: CxC.y xU — C. x U, (p,q, D) — (p+q,D).
Now, consider the short exact sequence on C' x C,. x U:
(5.20) 0 — prg Ko ® O(=E1,49-2.) — pro Ko — (pre Koz, yne — 0.

Since the map o x id is finite, the pushforward (¢ x id), is exact, and moreover it is easy to see
that (o x id).(prg K¢) = pry, Ek,,, hence we have an exact sequence of sheaves on C, x U:

(5.21) 0— & —prg, B, — F — 0

where F = (0 xid).((pr& Ko)jz,,_».) is a sheaf supported on the irreducible divisor Z. 4 5. and
it is of rank one over it. Hence we see from Lemma[3.2that det & = pry, Ng.®O(—Z.4-2.). O

Now it is easy to generalize Lemma

Lemma 5.5. Assume that

(5.22) dim ngfc(C') =p(g,1,g—¢c)=g—2c—2.
Then there is an exact complex on C. x U:
(5.23)
/\2(:% /\c+2% /\c+1%
0— ® — ® — ® — M @pro, NL®O(=Ec g—2c) — 0
Syrncf1 EV® pl“zwc SLfKC EV® pr*cc SLch pl“zwc SLch

Proof. Consider the sequence (5.6]): the map s — & fails to be surjective precisely along the
intersection of the locus

(5.24) Y ={(& D)€ C.x Cyo | h°(C,D+€) >2}
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with C, x U. Using the same notation as in the proof of Lemma [4.2] we see that Y’ is clearly
isomorphic to the locus ¥ = {(§, H) € Cy x Cy_o | h°(C, H) > 2, £ < H} under the map

(5.25) =X (D)= (§D+E)

and the proof of Lemma shows also that dim ¥ < g — 2¢ — 1. Hence, the degeneracy locus
of the map % — & has codimension at least g —2c+c¢— (g —2c—1) = ¢+ 1, which is precisely
the expected codimension. Hence, the Buchsbaum-Rim complex |[Laz04, Theorem B.2.2] gives
a resolution of .Z as follows:

N2CH N2 N
(5.26) 0— ® — = ® - ® = =0
Sym® ! &Y @ det &Y EY @det&Y  det&Y
If we tensor this resolution by prg, Ny ® O(—Zcg-2.) we observe from Lemma [5.4] that
(5.27) det & @ pri, N @ O(—Ecg-2c) = pre (N — Nigo) = pre, St—ke
so that we obtain precisely the complex in the statement of the lemma. O]

Step 3: Now we can specialize to the case ¢ = 2.

Lemma 5.6. Let C be a smooth curve of genus g and Clifford index CLiff(C') > 2 and L a
line bundle of degree 2g + p — 1 which is (p + 1)-very ample. Assume moreover that C' is not
bielliptic. Then

(5.28) G = R pry,. (6" @ pre, S-ko) © Ni,-

Proof. Since C has Clifford index at least two and is not bielliptic, Mumford’s Theorem (L3))
gives that dim WQEQ(C') = p(g,1,9 — 2), so that we can apply Lemma and obtain an exact
sequence on Cy x U:

(529) 0— A4%®5V®pr22 SL—KC — /\3%”®pr*02 SL—KC — ,//(X)pl"*CQ NL®O(—EQ79_4) —0
Now we should pushforward this exact sequence along pr;;. We first observe that the restriction
of N3 ® prg, Si—k. to a fiber Cy x {D} is given by AN*H(C, K¢ — D) ® Sp—k,,, and since
L is (p + 1)-very ample we know from Lemma and Lemma 24 that H(Cy, S;_.) =
HY(Cy, S1—k.) = 0. Hence, pry (A*H ® prgy, Si—k.) = R pry (N> H @ pre, Si—k.) = 0 as
well, so that pushing forward the previous exact sequence and applying Lemma we get that
(5.30) Yy = pry (M @ pre, Np @ O(=Z2-4)) = R pry (N A @ Y @ pre, Spoke)

To conclude, observe that %7 is a bundle of rank 4, so that Lemma [5.3] gives that A*7 =~
det 7 = pry; Ny, and then we get what we want from the projection formula. O

To conclude, we need to compute explicitly the sheaf R' pry; (6 ® pre, Sp—k.)-
Lemma 5.7. With the same notations as in Lemma[5.8 we have

Ny, ifg=p+4
5.31 Gy Ko
30 v {0 ifg#p+a

Proof. Thanks to Lemma this amounts to showing that R' pry (€Y & prg, Si-k.) = Ou
when g = p + 4 and that it vanishes otherwise. Thus, consider the map

(5.32) oxid:CxCoy xU—C.xU

as in the proof of Lemma [5.4l We keep in mind that for us ¢ = 2, but we keep the dependency
on ¢ explicit for clarity. From the proof of Lemma [5.4], we know that & = (0 x id).(pry Ko ®
O(—Z1,4-2)), and since the map is a finite cover ramified along =, .y, Grothendieck duality
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gives that &Y =2 (0 x id).(pr& Ky ® O(Z1g-2c + Z1,0-1)). We also have 0*Sp_k, = pre(L —
K¢) @ prg,_, (L — K¢), hence the projection formula gives

(5.33) &Y @prey, Sp—ke = (0 xid), (pre(L — 2Ke) @ pre,_ (L — Ko) @ O(E1 g-2c + E1,0-1)))
Since (o x id) is a finite map, we see from the Leray spectral sequence that

(5.34) R! prU7*(<§v ®pre, Si—ke) = R! prU,*(pr’l‘(L —2Keo)@pry(L—Ke)®O(Z1 g—a+Z11))).
To compute the right-hand side, we factor the projection to U as the composition

(5.35) CxCxU-0xU-%U  fi(x,yD)— (z.D), h:(z,D)— D

and we apply the Leray spectral sequence. First we observe that

(5.36) R'fu(pro(L —2Ke) @ pre, (L — Ko) ® O(Sg-20 + Z1c-1)))
~ Rif,(prf, (L — Ko) © O(E1.01)) @ pris(L — 2K0) © O(Z1-2.)

from the projection formula. Moreover the restriction of pry, (L — K¢) ® O(Z1,.-1) to the
fiber {x} x C x {D} of pis given by L — K¢ + z, and Lemma and Lemma [2.1] show that
H(C,L—K¢+x) = H'(C,2K¢— L—x)" = 0. In particular, we get that f.(pry,_ (L—K¢)®
O(E1c-1)) = 0 and the Leray spectral sequence shows that
(5.37) R pry,.(pro(L — 2Ke) @ pr, (L — Ko) © O(Z1 -2 + E10-1)))

= (R (b, (L — Ke) ® O(Z40 1)) @ pri L — 2Kc) & O(E14-2.))
Now, by Grothendieck duality we see that
(5.38) R fu(pre, (L — Ko) ® O(E1c1)) = (fulpre,_, (2Kc — L) ® O(=Ei 1))
and from (2.4) it follows that f,(prg, | (2K¢—L)®@O(—E1 1)) = pry Mok, -1, where Moy 1,
is the kernel bundle sitting in the exact sequence:
(5.39) 0 — Mg, 1 — H°(C,2Ko — L) ® O¢ — 2K¢ — L — 0
Notice that the sequence is exact on the right because of Lemma 2.2l Hence, we have proved
that
(540)  R'pro(6Y @ity Spose) 2 ha(pri (M, @ (L — 2K0)) @ O(Z14 2.)
Moreover, we see from the sequence (5.39) and Lemma that Msk,._r is a bundle of rank
r=h°2Ks — L) —1=g— p— 3, hence, the previous isomorphism becomes
(5.41) R'pry, (6Y @ prey, Spoke) = hu(pro(AN P Mok 1) ® O(Z14-2c))-

Observe that the restriction of pri (AP *Mak,. 1) ® O(Z; 4-a.) to a fiber C' x {D} is given by
NP4 Mo 1@Oc(D), and standard results on kernel bundles show that HO(C, A9 P4 My, 1 ®
Oc(D)) is isomorphic to the kernel of the Koszul differential:
(5.42)

Ker [NP*H’(C, 2K — L) @ H*(C, D) — NP °H*(C,2K¢c — L) @ H(C, D + L)]

In particular, since h°(C, D) = 1 by definition of the set U, we see that this kernel is trivial
whenever g # p + 4, which proves what we want in this case.

Suppose instead that g = p + 4: then (5.41]) becomes
(5.43) R'pry (6" @ pry, Si-ke) = hO(E14-2c)

We claim that this sheaf is the trivial bundle: indeed, the natural map O — O(Z;4-2.),
induces another morphism h.O = Op — h,O(Z1,-2.). By our chouce of U we see that
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h.O(Z14-2.) is a line bundle whose fiber at D is identified with H°(C, D), and moreover, the
map Oy — O(Z14-2.) on the fibers corresponds to the canonical map H°(C,0) — H°(C, D),
which is an isomorphism for each D in U. Hence, it follows that Oy — h.O(Z1,-4) is an
isomorphism as well. O

Step 4: We can finally give the proof of our Main Theorem

Proof of Main Theorem. For clarity, we repeat once again the strategy outlined at the end of
Section Let C' be a smooth curve of genus g, Clifford index Cliff(C') > 2 and not bielliptic.
Let also L be a line bundle of degree 2g + p — 1 which is (p + 1)-very ample. We want to prove
that K,1(C,L,L) = 0, or by duality, that K, 5,(C, K¢ — L,L) = 0. Thanks to the Global
Vanishing Criterion of Lemma 3.4 it is enough to show that H°(C,_4,4 ® N;) = 0, where ¢4
is the pushforward of prg, (Ex.—r ® NL) ® O(=E4_43) from Cy_4 x C3. Since ¢ is torsion-free
it is enough to show that H°(U,9 ® Ni) = 0. However, if g # p + 4, we know from Lemma
.7 that 4 = 0, and we conclude. If instead g = p + 4, we know again from Lemma [5.7] that
Gu = Ny, so that H*(U, 9 ® Np) = H°(U, Ny, ® Np) = H°(U, S;_k.). By Remark 5.1, U
is a large open subset, hence H(U, Sp,_r.) = H*(Cy_4, S1_r.) = Sym? * H'(C, L — K¢), and
Lemma 2.2 shows that H°(C, L — K¢) = 0. O

5.1. Concluding remarks. It is natural to ask whether the strategy employed here could be
used for the next cases of the Secant Conjecture, when the curve C satisfies the Brill-Noether
condition

(5.44) dim ngfc(C) =p(g,1,g—c)=g—2c—2.
For this, the key missing ingredient would be the vanishing statement for the cohomology groups
(5.45) H'(C.,Sym' Ey,,_p® Si_k.) =0

where D € Cy_9. is a general divisor. Similar vanishing statements were recently used in
[ENP20] for syzygies of secant of high degree curves and in [Ago20] for surfaces. Observe
that the Brill-Noether condition (5.44]) corresponds to Aprodu’s linear growth condition, which
ensures the validity of Green’s conjecture [Apr05] and has recently been explored further by
Kemeny [Keml1§].
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