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VARIETIES WITH AMPLE FROBENIUS-TRACE KERNEL
JAVIER CARVAJAL-ROJAS AND ZSOLT PATAKFALVI

ABSTRACT. In the search of a projective analog of Kunz’s theorem and a Frobenius-theoretic
analog of Mori—Hartshorne’s theorem, we investigate the positivity of the kernel of the
Frobenius trace (equivalently, the negativity of the cokernel of the Frobenius endomorphism)
on a smooth projective variety over an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic.
For instance, such kernel is ample for projective spaces. Conversely, we show that for curves,
surfaces, and threefolds the Frobenius trace kernel is ample only for Fano varieties of Picard
rank 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

A theorem is missing in algebraic geometry. Namely, we are missing a projective analog of
Kunz’s theorem characterizing regularity [Kun69] and at the same time a Frobenius-theoretic
analog of Mori-Hartshorne’s characterization of projective space [Mor79 [Har70] (originally
known as Hartshorne’s conjecture). We elaborate on this next, for which we fix an algebraically
closed field £ of characteristic p > 0.

Let us consider two important dichotomies in algebraic geometry: local vs global and
characteristic zero vs positive characteristics. For instance, the local study of coherent
sheaves surrounds the notion of freeness/flatness whereas globally it focuses on positivity (e.g.
ampleness). Likewise, characteristic zero geometry is governed by differentials 2! whereas on
positive characteristic geometry the Frobenius endomorphisms must be taken into account.
Thus, with respect to the above two dichotomies, there are four scenarios in which one may
do algebraic geometry. We claim that there is a theorem on three of these scenarios and
an analogy between them but the analogous theorem is missing in the fourth scenario. The
situation is summarized as follows:

Local (singularities) | Global (projective geometry)

Differentials Jacobian criterion | Mori-Hartshorne’s theorem
Frobenius (p > 0) | Kunz’s theorem ?

For the reader’s convenience, we briefly recall these three prominent theorems. Let us start
with Kunz’s theorem [Kun69] and assume that p > 0. Kunz’s theorem establishes that a
variety X/# is smooth if and only if F,Oy is locally free of rank (necessarily) p3™%  where
F = Fx: X — X denotes the (absolute) Frobenius endomorphism of X. Equivalently, let us
consider the exact sequence

0—>@Xﬁ>F*@X—>95’}(—>O
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defining B as the cokernel of Frobenius. Then, Kunz’s theorem can be rephrased by saying
that X/ is smooth if and only if B is locally free of rank (necessarily) p&™X — 1]

Compare this to the jacobian criterion: a variety X/# is smooth if and only if QF /5 18
locally free of rank dim X. Thus, the smoothness of a variety X/£ can be determined by
using either Q% or RB.

There is a purely local way to look at Kunz’s theorem. Set A‘,i% = Spec £[x1,...,x4]. By the
Cohen structure theorem, the spectra of noetherian complete local £-algebras (A, m, £) are,
up to isomorphism, the closed subschemes of A’}é for some n, and Adfé is (up to isomorphism) the
only regular one of dimension d. Let us refer to these spectra simply as Z-singularities. Thus,
Kunz’s theorem establishes that A% is characterized among d-dimensional Z-singularities
as the one and only one whose Frobenius has free cokernel. Of course, an analogous
characterization can be obtained using differentials by the jacobian criterion.

On the other hand, we may consider Mori’s theorem (originally called Hartshorne’s conjec-

ture) characterizing the projective spaces among smooth projective varieties by the ampleness
of the tangent sheaf [Mor79], c¢f. [Har70, [Mab78, IMS78]. Concretely, a d-dimensional

smooth projective variety X/#£ has ample tangent sheaf I/, = Q;\///é if and only if
X = P¢ = Proj £[zo,...,zq4. We refer to this as the Mori-Hartshorne’s theorem. See

[Kol96, V, Corollary 3.3] for a treatment in arbitrary (equal) characteristic.
Further, a direct graded-algebra computation shows that

(1.0.1) F.Opa = Ops @ Opa (—1)°" @ - -+ ® Opa (=),

where the integers ay, ..., aq are uniquely determined by such isomorphism. Moreover,
%’é}: = Opa (1)*" @ -+ ® Opa ()™

is ample.

In view of all the above, it is inevitable to wonder:

Question 1.1. Let X/£ be a d-dimensional smooth projective variety such that the locally
free sheaf &y = %’;v is ample, which experts will quickly recognize as the kernel of the
Frobenius trace 7x: Fuwy © — Ox (see [Section 2)). Is X isomorphic to P4 ?

If were to have have an affirmative answer, we may think of it as both a
projective Kunz’s theorem and a Frobenius-theoretic Mori—-Hartshorne’s criterion. That is,
we could tell the projective spaces apart among smooth projective varieties by the ampleness
of a locally free sheaf naturally defined via its Frobenius. Unfortunately, has a
negative answer for all d > 3. Indeed, using the description in [Lan08| [Ach12], &x can be
seen to be ample already for quadrics of dimension d > 3 and p > 3; see [Section 4.5

On the positive side, we show that if &x is ample then X is a Fano variety. In general, if
&x has certain positivity property then the same property holds for w)_(l; see [Proposition 5.8
In particular, has affirmative answer for d = 1. We are able to verify this for
surfaces as well. For threefolds, we manage to reduce the class of Fano threefolds for which
&x is ample via an extremal contraction analysis. We obtain the following result.

Main Theorem (Theorem 5.16} |Corollary 5.12} |Corollary 5.10). Let X/£ be a d-dimensional
smooth projective variety such that Ex = ker(rx : F*w}(_p — Ox) is ample and d < 3. Then,
X is a Fano variety of Picard rank 1.

ITechnically speaking, Kunz’s theorem characterizes the regularity of X rather than the smoothness of X /7.
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Its converse, however, seems to be rather tricky. Except for the projective space and the
quadric, we do not know whether or not &x is ample for Fano threefolds of Picard rank 1
(i.e. for those of index 1 or 2). However, if X is the quadric, &x is ample if and only if p # 2
(see |Corollary 4.8)), which we find rather baffling. We leave this converse problem open:

Question 1.2. For which Fano threefolds of Picard rank 1 is &x ample? Does this depend on
the characteristic as it does for quadrics?

We may still wonder whether there is a locally free sheaf naturally defined via Frobenius
that can be used to tell the projective space apart among Fano varieties of Picard rank
1. Our failed, first attempt was to use the dual of the cokernel of Frobenius %%, which is

none other than the kernel of the first Cartier operator on X; see [Remark 2.1 Nonetheless,
there are d + 1 Cartier operators {x;: F.Z" — Q% /)%}glzo attached to a d-dimensional smooth
projective variety X/#, where Z' C QY 1% is the subsheaf of exact forms. For instance, the
d-th Cartier operator is the usual one F,wy — wx giving wy its natural Cartier module
structure. Letting &Y% be the kernel of the i-th Cartier operator, we may wonder whether
the ampleness of %’;V = @io %’é;\/ may be used to characterize the projective space among
smooth projective Varieties.ﬂ On the other hand, the following relation is well-known

BY = By @wy' = (Ex @wx)Y;

see [Remark 2.1, From this, we see that 99?(’\/ is ample for all projective spaces and all quadrics
of dimension > 3. However,

Question 1.3. Can we use the ampleness of B*" to distinguish between P% and the threefold
quadric Q*/2?

Unfortunately, we do not know whether @;gv is ample, and also whether 95’(3;/ is not ample.

Roughly speaking, the study of projective varieties can be reduced to the study of graded
commutative algebra. Thus, one may expect that one could obtain a reasonable projective
Kunz’s theorem by translating the corresponding graded Kunz’s theorem. For the reader’s
convenience, we have worked out this easy translation in [Section 3.1l See|[Corollary 3.9 for the
statement, which we find rather unsatisfactory as it does not resembles Mori-Hartshorne’s
theorem. Nonetheless, it at least indicates that the structure of Frobenius pushforwards can
be used to characterize projective spaces among smooth projective varieties

Last but not least, let us highlight an interesting side application of our methods. Let
(V, ) be a polarized projective normal variety (i.e. & is an ample invertible sheaf on V)
with corresponding affine cone X and vertex point 0 € X. In [Section 4.4 we outline a
geometric method for describing explicitly F.Ox o as an Ox -module. The only input needed
is an explicit description of F,&f* for i = 0,...,p — 1. We illustrate this method by carrying
out the computations for both Veronese and Segre embeddings. In principle, one can do
this for quadric cone singularities as well by using [Ach12, [Lan08] as input. However, we
will attempt this rather lengthy calculation elsewhere. The authors are unaware of any such
explicit descriptions in the literature and believe this could be of interest for commutative
algebraists. See [Remark 4.1] [Remark 4.5] [Remark 4.6]

It turns out that %g)év = 0 and so we may ignore the 0-th direct summand.
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Outline. This paper is organized as follows. briefly surveys the basics on Cartier
operators (i.e. ky: Fiwx — wy) and Frobenius traces (i.e. 7x = kx @ wy': F*w;p — Ox)
and so it may be skipped by experts. In [Section 3| we compute directly the Frobenius
pushforwards of invertible sheaves on projective bundles of the form P(Z, & --- & &) — X;
see [Proposition 3.2 which we later use in to calculate several examples of interest
(e.g. blowups along linear subspaces of projective spaces). Most importantly, this is used to
prove that &x is never ample if X is a blowup of a smooth variety along a smooth subvariety;
see [Proposition 4.2, Finally, in [Section 5|, we study the repercussions the ampleness of &x
(as well as other positivity conditions) has on X. Our first basic observation is that there is
a surjective morphism F*&y — w;(_p , which let us conclude that w)_(l is ample if so is &Ex;
see |Proposition 5.8, We narrow this down further in [Section 5.3 where we investigate the
interplay between the ampleness of &y and extremal contractions of smooth threefolds. In a
nutshell, if X is a Fano variety of dimension < 3 and & is ample, then it admits no extremal
contraction except for X — Spec £ (where the whole space is contracted to a point) and so
X is a Fano variety of Picard rank 1.

Convention 1.4. The following conventions are used throughout this paper. We fix an
algebraically closed field £ of characteristic p > 0. All relative objects (such as varieties)
and properties (such as smoothness and projectivity) are defined over £ unless otherwise
is explicitly stated. For instance, we write P* = P4, A% = A% and so on. We let F¢ =
F$: X — X denote the e-th iterate of the absolute Frobenius morphism on a variety X. We
use the shorthand notation ¢ := p°®. Given n € Z, we use the euclidean algorithm to define

n=[n/qlq+[nly, 0<[n]g<q-1

We may drop the subscript from [n], if no confusion is likely to occur. If A is a finite set,
we denote its cardinality by |A|. Further, when we make an statement regarding F*¢ and
make no mention of e, we mean that it holds for some and equivalently all ¢ > 1. When no
confusion is likely to occur, we may drop subscripts writing e.g. 0 = Ox, w = wx = wWx/z,
0 = Q%X//é? etc. Finally, 0 € N.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Fabio Bernasconi and Takumi Murayama for very
useful discussions. The authors are grateful to their master’s student Maxime Matthey for
pointing out to them several typos on previous versions. The authors are also thankful to
Pieter Belmans and Michel Brion for providing to us some interesting references regarding
Frobenius pushforwards on certain homogeneous spaces.

2. GENERALITIES ON CARTIER OPERATORS AND FROBENIUS TRACES

Throughout this section, we let X be a smooth variety of dimension d. Kunz’s theorem
establishes that F¢% is a locally free sheaf of rank ¢¢ for all invertible sheaves & on X.
Since F°: X — X is finite, Grothendieck duality establishes a canonical isomorphism of
FeOx-modules FeOx — Hrze x (Ffwy,wy), whose corresponding global section k¢ = k5 :
Ffwx — wx is the so-called Cartier operator on X; see below. Twisting ¢ by
wy' and using the projection formula yield a map 7¢ = 7% : Féwy * — Ox, which we referred
to as the Frobenius trace on X [| Notice that 7¢ is surjective. Indeed, this can be checked

3n general, ¥ @ F¢F = F¢(ZL1® F) for all invertible sheaves Z and all Ox-modules %. This follows from
the projection formula and the equality F**Z = Z1.
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locally at stalks where it is clear as X is regular (and so F-injective). Thus, there is an exact
sequence

(2.0.1) 0= &x — Fwi® D 6y —0

defining &, x as the kernel of the Frobenius trace 75%. Equivalently,

(2.0.2) 0— & x Qwy — Flux 5wy — 0.

We may also write &, x = &, if no confusion is likely to occur. Observe that &, is a locally
free sheaf of rank ¢% — 1 as these short exact sequences are both locally split. From [(2.0.2)} it
follows that x(X, &, ® wy) = 0. By taking duals, we obtain a short exact sequence

)V = e, #
(2.0.3) 0 — Ox T B — &Yy — 0.
In particular, X(X, %GVX) = 0. Additionally, [(2.0.1) splits if and only if so does F¢#: Ox —
FeOx, ie., X is F-split. In that case, H'(X,&, ® wy) = 0 for all i and so H'(X,&)) =0
for all i by Serre duality. Those vanishings are equivalent to Frobenius acting injectively (i.e.

semi-simply) on the cohomology groups H'(X, Ox). We shall recall in [Remark 2.3 below that
this is the case when X is ordinary.

Remark 2.1 (Generalized Cartier operators). We briefly summarize the theory of Cartier
operators. For details see [BKO05, §1.3]. Let Q° = QB(/% be the exterior algebra of X/2,
which is a graded-commutative Ox-algebra. Let (€2°,d) be the corresponding de Rham
complex. Although this is not a complex of @y-modules (as the differentials are not Ox-
linear), (FfQ', Ffd) is an Ox-linear complex. Let Z°® := Z)'(/}é C Q°* be the corresponding
graded subspaces of exact forms and B* = B} n C 2* be the ones of closed forms. Notice
that FZ° is a graded-commutative Ox-subalgebra of FQ)® and F¢B*® is a graded ideal of
FeZ*. Thus,
H* (FfQ') = F{Z°/FiB® = Ff(Z‘/B') = FfH*(Q°)

is a graded-commutative Ox-algebra. The importance of this is that there is a natural
isomorphism of graded-commutative Ox-algebras

Cl=(CH": Q= H(FQ).

The inverse isomorphism C' = C* is (are) referred to as the Cartier operator(s) in the literature.
For further details, see [BK05, [EV92, [Car57]. In fact, the composition

Fruy = Fe 70 — HY(Fe0*) &5 f = wy

coincides with the Cartier operator k°: Ffwyxy — wx defined via Grothendieck duality. Thus,
there is a bit of abuse in the terminology. To avoid any confusion, we denote the composition

Feze — HY(Feor) S a0

by k¢. In particular, there is a canonical isomorphism of Ox-modules &, ® wx = F¢B?, as
both are kernels of the same ¢g~!-linear map. On the other hand, we have the following exact
sequence of Ox-modules

pe# Fed RS
0 — Ox — F*Ox —— F°Z' 5 Q' — 0.
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Therefore, there is a canonical isomorphism of Ox-modules &' = F°B! and a short exact
sequence of Ox-modules

0 =& — F7Z!' — Q' —0.
For notation ease, we write %' = F¢B' and Z! = FZ", so that there are exact sequences
O—>%’§—>.§Z‘Zi9i—>0,
and further
0— Z' — FeQ =% gitt
Summing up, B! and B? are w-dual to each other. Further, (B!})Y = &, and (B?)" =
(8. @wx) 2 & ®wy'.

Remark 2.2 (Local description of k°: Ffwx — wx). Let € X be a closed point. Then,
the stalk of k°: Ffwx — wx at v € X is a Frobenius trace k5: FfO0, x — O, x associated
to the regular (and so Gorenstein) local ring Ox .. To be precise, let m, = (¢1,...,t4) be a

regular system of parameters so that Q}(m = @le Ox ,dt; and wx, = Ox ,dt; A -+ A diy.
Then, FOx. = Doy, ij<q Ox  Feti - t4: see [Tyc88]. Let ®°: F¢Ox, — Ox, be
the projection onto the summand generated by Fft({_l o -tg_l in the above direct sum
decomposition. With the above in place, we have that
Kot Fiadty A--- Ndtg — O(FLa)dty A --- Adig;
see [BKOS, Lemma 1.3.6]. In particular, kS(Ffdty A --- Adty) =0 as O¢(FF1) = 0.
Remark 2.3 (On the cohomology of &' and ordinarity). From the exact sequence
0—>aq—>Ga£>Ga—>0

on Xg, we obtain canonical isomorphisms H'(X,&)) = H™™(Xy, o), for H'(Xp, G,) =
H(X,Ox). In particular,

H (X, &) 2 {we H(X,Q") |dw=0and C'w =0} = H' (X4, o).

See [Mil80, III, Proposition 4.14]. Following [BK86l, §7], we say that X is ordinary if
HY(X,B’) = 0 for all 4,j. Since B} = F¢B' = &), we have H(X,&)) = 0 for ordinary
varieties and so the action of Frobenius is injective on H'(X,Ox). Of course, these two
notions are equivalent for curves as well as for surfaces as 95’62 = F°B? =&, ® wx by Serre

duality.
The following result will be essential later on.

Proposition 2.4 (Naturality of Frobenius trace kernels). Let f: X — S be a smooth proper
morphism between smooth varieties. Then, there is a canonical commutative diagram between
exact sequences

1- X
0 &y — Frwk Ox 0

le’;‘eyx/s lee,X/S l'\/
f*re

00— &5 — [*Fewg ' —= f*Og 0

where €. x/5 and so €. x/5 are surjective.
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Proof. We explain first how €. x/g is defined. Consider the following cartesian diagram

defining F'§ /s X — X@ as the e-th relative Frobenius morphism of f. Note that f and
g are smooth and proper whereas F°, F )e{/s, and G° are finite. Since f and g are smooth
and proper, they define exceptional inverse image functors given by: f' = wx/s @ f* and
g = Wx/s ® 9" = G*wx/s ® g*, where this last equality follows from

Wx(a)/g = det QX(q)/S = det Ge’*QX/S = G* det QX/S = Ge’*wX/S.
Thus, wx = flwg and Wy = g'wg = G“*wx/s ® g*ws. The projection formula then yields
(2.4.1) Glwxw = wys ® Gig'ws = wys ® f*Flwg = f'Flws,

where the natural transformation f*Ff — G¢$¢* is an isomorphism as f is flat. Fur-
ther, the Grothendieck trace v°: GSwyw — wx associated to G¢ is going to be given
by f'k%: f'Féws — f'ws = wy under the natural identification .

By the naturality of Grothendieck trace maps, k% : Ffwx — wx is the composition of
the corresponding traces of F§/S and G°¢. More precisely, if KS/s: F;}/S’*wx — Wy (g is the
relative Cartier operator, then x% = ¢ o GSrS /s

Putting these observations together, we obtain a canonical factorization

Ffwx — ['Fiws

|
S|
kx

Wx

where the horizontal arrow corresponds to G g under the isomorphism . Twisting
this diagram by wy' yields:

e, 1—q ‘eX/s * e, 1—q
Fowy ' ——— frFiwg

*
f*re
7€
X

Ox

where the horizontal morphism is the map we aimed to define.

Finally, we explain why e, x/s: Ffw;{q — f*Ffwéfq and so €. x/s: &, x — [*E. g are
surjective. It suffices to show that G$kS /g Is surjective and; since G° is affine, that x5 /s 18
surjective, which can be checked along the geometric fibers of g. Note that the pullback of
KS/s along a geometric point § — S is the (absolute) Cartier operator of the geometric fiber
X5, Le., (K%/g)s = K%, [PSZ18, Lemma 2.16]. Since f is smooth, X is regular and so %, is
surjective. [
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3. FROBENIUS PUSHFORWARDS OF INVERTIBLE SHEAVES ON SPLIT PROJECTIVE
BUNDLES

The goal of this section is to compute explicitly the Frobenius pushforward of an invertible
sheaf on a (split) projective bundle (e.g. Frobenius pushforwards of invertible sheaves on
projective spaces). From this, we will conclude that &, is ample for projective spaces. We
will apply these calculations in to compute &, for several other projective varieties
(including some mildly singular ones). Some of those computations will be crucial in our
main theorems shown in [Section 5l

Let X be a smooth variety and & be a locally free sheaf of rank d + 1 on X. We denote
by w: V(F) — X and m: P(#) — X the respective vector and projective bundles. To be
clear on what convention we follow, we have:

w*@v(g) = Sym(?) = @ﬂ'*@]}»(g)(i).
i€z
When no confusion is likely to occur, we may drop & from our notation. We set & := Sym &,

S =Sym'F, and Sy = @,., S;. We say that w and 7 are split if F decomposes as a direct
sum of invertible sheaves. In this case, say & = %, & - - - & &£, we write

Si= P Loz
i+ tig=i
Recall that @w*: Pic X — Pic V(&) is an isomorphism. Then, we have the following.

Proposition 3.1. With notation as above, let /' be an invertible sheaf on X and suppose
that F = L@ --- ® ZLy. Then, there is an isomorphism

A P FE(L e Ly eN) S Fiwt

0<i0, myig<q—1
In particular, if F = &£ is an invertible sheaf then @g;é oAl =N FiOy(z).

Proof. We explain first what the Oy-linear map A is. Since w is affine, we may equivalently
specify what the &-linear map w,A is, which corresponds (by the projection formula and the
functoriality of Frobenius) to the description of a &-linear map

P SeF(&L e --0LraN) 5 F(SaN).
0<ig,...,ig<qg—1

Such description is done by taking the direct sum Do, ;. <, 1 D; D over the

structural maps

Jo+e+ja=j

ggo®___®ggd®F*€<ggo®_.'®§Zéd®‘/’/‘) iF:(ggoqﬂ'o®”_®$C{dq+id®ﬂ/)
PSS @ N).

where the first arrow is simply the projection formula isomorphism associated to F*°.
Finally, by the euclidean algorithm, we further see why w,A and so A are isomorphisms. [J

Recall that Z — PicP(F); 1 — Op(1), and 7*: Pic X — PicP(#) induce an isomorphism
Z & Pic X = PicP(%). We then have the following:
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Proposition 3.2. With notation as above, let N be an invertible sheaf on X and n € Z.
Write n = kq+m with 0 < m < q— 1. Suppose that F =Ly ® --- D £L,. Then, there is an
1somorphism

I Pok-i)e P TF(LPe L @N) = F(O:n) @ N)
=0 0<20,...,g<q—1
i+ +ig=m-+iq

In particular, if &; = Ox for all i then:
d ~s
I: mFE N @ @D Op(k — )04 = FE(Op(n) @ 7 )
i=0

where a(i, m;d, e) is the number of combinations of m + iq with d + 1 parts in the interval
[0,q — 1]. Concretely,

a(i,mid,e) = ]%: (—1)* (dz 1) (jq +ZL + d)

Likwewise, if £y =% and &£, ..., %L; = Ox then:

d qg—1
1: P Oelk— i) © P (L © 42919 5 FE(Op(n) 0 7'
i=0 j=0

Proof. Observe that F°S§ is a éZ—graded &-module (where F€ is the e-th Frobenius homo-

morphism on &) by declaring elements in F¢$; C FS to sit in degree i/g. Thus, if z € §;
and Ffy € F£S; C (FES)j/q then

vFiy = Fi(x%) € FiSigrj C (FiS)ivj/g

Of course, we meant the above description to be on local sections. The same applies for
S @ A in place of &. In general, if A is a %Z—graded &-module, we can write

q—1
M = DD i,
n=0 i€Z

where the #™ = @iez Miin)q are Z-graded &-modules. In other words, ./ admits a
graded direct sum decomposition

q—1
a-@a
n=0
where ™ is a Z-graded direct summand of .. In the particular case # = F°S, we have

(F£8)™ = €D FiSigin-

€7
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Note that
Ly (F(Op(n) & 7)) = @D 7 (066) © FE(Os(n) @ 7))
i€Z
— EB T (F(Op(iqg +n) @ T N))
€7
= @ Fe(m(Oslig + n) @ 7))
i€z
= GB Fe(m0p(ig+n) @ N)
i€Z
=P F(Sirn® )
i€Z
— (Fo(S @)™,
where, by an abuse of notation, we wrote equality instead of isomorphism when we applied
the projection formula. In particular, we have a natural isomorphism

( Fe(S ® W))"”)” = F(6o(n) @ 7).

We compute (F¢(S @A) e

next. By [Proposition 3.1| and its proof,

FESoN) <« P SeF(L e -0ZLioN)

0<i0,mnyig<q—1

qg—1
D @ serre-ezien
n=0 0<io,...,ig<gq—1
i0+--+ig=n mod q

as &-modules. However, by definition, the &-linear map
(3.2.1) SQF(LP® LA RN) — FI(SQN)
becomes graded if we declare
(SOF(L @@Ly ON)), = Sicl(iprtinjg @ F (L @ @ Ly @),
In other words, the &-linear map defines a graded homomorphism of &-modules:
é’(—[(z‘o +- +id)/qJ> QF(LL @ 0Lt @N) — F(S@N)

In conclusion,

n) o o+ +ig—n ; ;
(Fe(s o)™ & b cs><—° d )®Ff(300®---®5fdd®./l/).
0<ig,e.ig<q—1 q
i9+-+ig=n mod q

as Z-graded &-modules.
Putting everything together:

o+ -Fig—n * e % i = e *
Il: & Op (— 0 d >®7r F{ L@ - RL1RN) = F(Op(n)@m* N)
0<io,...,.q<q—1 q
i0+--+ig=n mod q
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On the other hand, the values of iy + --- + 74 congruent to n modulo ¢ subject to 0 <
10,0 < qg—1larem,m+q,m+2q,...,m+ dq. Therefore,

d
I Po:tk—i)e P TF(L @@L @N) = F(O(n) @ N)
i=0 0<40,...,ig<q—1
1o+ +ig=m-+iq

Of course, if &, ..., Z; = Ox, then
B (LR R0 L N) = (r FeN)Eelmide)

0<io,....ia<q—1
0+ +ig=m+iq

where a(i, m;d, e) is the number of combinations of m + iq with d + 1 parts in the interval
[0,¢ — 1]. In other words, a(i,m;d,e) is the coefficient of ™% in the following power series

1— ¢\ I+d
Tt 24 o4 ga ) = — (] — a)dtL . !
(T+t+£2 417 - (A=t ()

1>0
d+1\ [l+d
— E -1 k kq+l
0<k<d+1
150
d+1\ (jg+m+d ;
_ 2 : _1\k m+(k+3)q
0<k<d+1
0<m<q—1
Jj=0
Therefore,
. d+1\ (jg+m+d ! _(d+1\ [jg+m+d
. _ k _ 7
aiomdie) = 3 o (T (T = e (T (),
J+k=i 7=0
The proposition then follows. 0J

Remark 3.3. Given d,e € N~ {0} and i,m € Z, the integer a(i,m;d,e) # 0 if and only if
0<m+iqg<(d+1)(q—1). For instance, a(d,q — 1;d,e) = 0 and

: _(d+ 1\ (g +d
a(i,O;d,e)—Z(—l)”_](,—'—,>(]q; )#Oifandonlyifi—o,...,d.

Z —
=0 J

An easy case worth keeping in mind is a(0,m;d,e) = (m;d). In general, observe that

a(i,m;d, e) is a polynomial in g of degree d. Its leading coefficient can be computed as follows.
First, we note that
- a(i,0:dye) | o YOS A R A
elifqu—/cu—Z(—l) im i) —Z(—l) i (1= 7)" = A(d,7)
7=0 7=0
where the A(d, i) are the so-called Eulerian numbers; see [Sin05l §3] and the references therein.
Thus, the leading coefficient of a(i,0; d, e) is A(d,7)/d!, which turns out to be the F-signature
of the cone singularity defined by the Segre embedding of P*~! x P@=D=(=1_ More generally,

tiy 2rieL) e )5 (1 (fl * 1.) G+ ma).

Z _—
=0 J
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Of course, one verifies that Z?:o a(i,m;d,e) = ¢, Zf:o A(d, 1) = d!.

Question 3.4. Can we generalize [Proposition 3.2|to the case where & is not fully decomposable?
For instance, can we describe the case of elliptic ruled surfaces, i.e., the case where & is a
indecomposable rank-2 locally free sheaf on an elliptic C? In such case, & is necessarily
an extension of invertible sheaves; see [Har77, V, Corollary 2.7, Exercise 3.3]. The main
difficulty seems to be to find a nice description for &; = Sym’ F. It is unclear, at least to the
authors, whether [Har77, II, Exercise 5.16.(c)| is good enough for such purpose. It is worth
noting that we work out very explicitly the case of Hirzebruch surfaces in below.
Already in this much simpler case, we can note some complexity emerging.

Corollary 3.5. On P¢, we then have that

d d
& — ggel,v o @ @(i)@a(z‘,o;d,e) and %e\/ Qul= ggéi,\/ o @ O(d+1— i)@a(i,O;d,e)
i=1 i=1
are both ample.

3.1. Graded Kunz’s Theorem. Let S = @,.,S; be an N-graded ring that is finitely
generated by Sy over Sy = £. Let us set m = S, = €, S;. The following basic observations
were made in the proof |Proposition 3.2|. FeS = @;N FeS; is a iZ—graded S-module by
declaring that the summand F¢S; sits in degree i/q. Thus, if x € S; and Ffy € F¢S; C
(F£S)jq then aFfy = Fo(a%y) € FESigr; C (FES)iyijq- In general, if M is %Z—graded S-
module, we may write M = @fb;g D, ey Mign/q where the M® = D, ey Mitn/q are N-graded
S-modules. In other words, M admits a graded direct sum decomposition M = @Z_:B M®),
and so M is a graded direct summand of M. In the case M = F¢S, we have (F¢S)™ =
DB;cn FeSigin. Let X =ProjS. We readily see that I', (F£Ox(n)) = (F£S)™. In particular,
FOx(n) = ((F£S)™)™. Hence, the following graded version of Kunz’s theorem holds.

n

Proposition 3.6. With notation as above, S is reqular if and only if (F€S)™ is free as a

graded S-module for alln =0,...,q— 1.

Proof. If (F£S)™ is free as a graded S-module for all n =0, ...,q — 1, then it is free as an
ordinary S-module and so is F¢S. Hence, S is regular by Kunz’s theorem.

Conversely, if S is regular then F¢S is a projective S-module by Kunz’s theorem. Therefore,
(FeS)™ is a direct summand of a projective S-module. Hence, (F¢S)™ is a projective Z-
graded S-module. Nonetheless, projective graded S-modules are free graded S-modules. [J

We recall the following well-known statements and prove them for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.7. With notation as above, S is reqular if and only if S is isomorphic to the standard
graded polynomial ring over £. Indeed, if Sy is a reqular local ring, then S = Alxq, ..., x4)
as graded rings, where d = dimg Sy, /mSy, = dim Sy,.

Proof. By [Mat89, Theorem 13.8 (iii)], even without assuming Sy, is a regular local ring, S is
isomorphic (as graded rings) to the graded associated ring of the local ring Sy, (with respect
to its maximal ideal). On the other hand, if Sy, is so that mS,, is generated by a regular
sequence, then its associated graded ring is a standard graded polynomial ring; see [BH93,
Theorem 1.1.8]. O

The following well-known characterization of projective spaces is then obtained.
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Corollary 3.8. The projective spaces are the only ones admitting a reqular ring of sec-
tions. More precisely, if X is a variety admitting an ample invertible sheaf o so that the
corresponding ring of sections R(X, ) is reqular, then X is isomorphic to P4mX,

We say that a locally free sheaf on a scheme X is & -split, for a given invertible sheaf
<, if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of invertible sheaves whose class in Pic X belongs to
(£)z C Pic X. Applying the graded Kunz’s theorem, we obtain:

Corollary 3.9. Let X be a variety admitting an ample invertible sheaf & so that FE™ is
A-split for allm =0,...,¢q— 1. Then, X = PdmX,

Proof. Set S =T, = R(X, ). Then F¢S = Z;B [ (Fed™). Our hypothesis then says
that T, (Fed™) = (FS)™ is a free graded S-module as I',(/%) = S(a). O

4. EXAMPLES

This section aims to describe some further examples of Frobenius pushforwards of invertible
sheaves (and so of &.) on some basic varieties. Our main motivation is to use them in the
proofs of our main theorems in For example gives an alternative proof
of |Corollary 5.12] and the computations of both [Section 4.3 and [Section 4.4] are essentially
used in the proof of |Proposition 5.14]

We commence by those examples that can be easily obtained from the formulas in
[tion 3.2 and [Proposition 3.1] (inlcuding singular ones as those in [Section 4.4)). The authors
are aware that some of our examples are toric varieties, whose Frobenius pushforwards have
been greatly described in [Ach15l [ThoO(]. For instance, toric varieties are characterized as
those varieties whose Frobenius pushforwards of invertible sheaves split as a direct sum of
invertible sheaves.

More generally, there is a hearty body of works describing the Frobenius pushforward of the
structure sheaf of certain homogeneous spaces in the context of -affinity and representation
theory. See for instance [MasIg, RvVdB19, [Sam14, [Sam17] and the references therein. It
would be very interesting to use these computations to analyse the positivity of &x; this will
pursued elsewhere.

For another set of interesting examples, we recommend [ST16, [ES19, [Har15]. The former
two papers are concerned with (ordinary) abelian varieties (which shall not concern us as
these are not Fano) whereas the latter with the degree-5 del Pezzo surface. It is worth
noting that in those works the emphasis has been in the (in)decomposability of Frobenius
pushforwards whereas or focus is on positivity.

4.1. Products of projective spaces. By direct application of [Proposition 3.2}

d
B Opa(k — i)t — FGpa(n)
1=0

where n = kq+m, 0 <m < ¢ — 1. In particular, if d = 1:
Op1 ()2 D @ Gpa (k — 1) 1) =5 FeOpi (n).
For d = 2, we have that FfOp2(n) is isomorphic to:

(m+1)(m+2) a2+ (2m+3)q—2(m+1)(m+2) (g—(m+1))(g—(m+2))
SEEE @ G (k — 1)@ : ® ;

Op2 (k) @ Op(k — 2)
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Let X = P" x P?, consider its canonical projections m,.: X — P" and 7g: X — P°
and set O(u,v) = 750pr(u) @ 750ps(v). Then, writing © = kg + m and v = lg + n with
0<m,n <q—1, we have:

Ff@(u7 ’U) = (@ W:@]P"i (k» _ i)@a(i,m;re > <@ ! @ EBa(z n,s,e))
=0

= P Ok —i,i — j)eetimretinse),

0<i<r
0<5<s

In particular, > o<i<r a(i, m;r, e)a(j,n; s,e) = ¢"7°. Moreover,
0<j<s

Fe@ ~ @ @ @a(z 0;r,e)a(4,0;s,€) and % ~ @ @ Z ] GBa(z 0;7,e)a(7,0;s,€)
0<i<r 0<:<r
0<j<s 0<j<s
0<i+jg

Hence, &, x is nef yet not ample as it contains 0(0,1) and O(1,0) as direct summands.

4.2. Hirzebruch surfaces. Let C = P!, F. = Oc(—¢) ® Oc with ¢ € Nﬁ and 7: X, — C
be the corresponding projective bundle. In what follows, we use [Har77, V, Notation 2.8.1].
That is, Cp will denote the section of 7 given by F. — Ox(—¢) — 0 (thus Ox_(1) = Ox_(Cy)),
and f is the fiber of 7. along a chosen point representing the divisor class of O¢(1). Recall
that X. can be thought of as the blowup at the vertex singularity of the projective cone
defined by the Veronese embedding of P'. Indeed, the complete linear system |Cy+ ¢ f| defines
the blowup morphism. Under such description, Cy is none other than the exceptional divisor
and, letting C denote the section of 7 corresponding to the quotient #. — Oc — 0, we
have the linear equivalence C; ~ Cy + ¢f (which is the pullback of a ruling of the projective
cone). See [Har77, V, Theorem 2.17]. Let u,v € Z, and write u = kg+m with 0 < m < ¢— 1.
Applying [Proposition 3.2] yields:

F @Xs UC() +Uf)

(@Xa (kCo) ® @W*Fe@c(v — ja)) &) <@XE((k - 1)Co) ® (éa T F{Oc(v — j5)>

=0 Jj=m+1
>~ F F3 B Fy,

4We use ¢ instead of e to avoid any confusion with the exponent of Frobenius.
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where:

Ox. (kco + [ (v —je)/q] f)@([U*jE]q+1)

A
I

0

J

Ox (KCo + (|(v— je) ] — 1)f)> Lt 07eh)

5
I

Il
=)

J

= @ Ox (k100 + Lo~ je)/a))* )
Fi= @ Ox (k- 1o+ (o je)/a) ~ 1))* )

In particular, setting u,v = 0:

FiOx. = Ox. ® Ox.(— ®(g-1) g @ @Xs — Co+ |—je/q] f)@([—jelqﬂ)

@@@xs — Co+ (|=jefa) - )Pl

4.2.1. Case e = 1. Specializing to € = 1 gives the blowup of P? at a point. In this case,
F:Ox,

g
>~ Oy, ® Ox, (— @(q 1) @ Ox,(—Co — ®(g—j+1) q @ Ox, (—Cy — 2f)69(j—1)
j=1

(¢+2)(g—1) (¢=2)(¢=1)
@ at2)a— @ le=2)

&= @X1 D @Xl(_f)EB(qfl @D @Xl(_CO - f)
Equivalently, using Cy ~ Cy + f, we may write:

D @Xl(_CO - Zf)

® (q72)2(q*1)

F*Ox, = O, ® Ox, (Cy — C)°") & Oy, (—C1)® 5 @ Oy, (Cy — 2C4)
Pulling this back to X; \. Cj recovers FOp2 and pulling it back along P! = C;, — X yields:

®q(q+1)

@]P’l 2 EB @pl(—l)eaq(q;l) ,

which implies that &, x, is not ample.
Let v =lg+n with 0 <n < ¢— 1. We may easily compute FfOx, (uCy + vf). However,
this will depend on whether m < n or m > n. If m < n, FfOx, (uCy + vf) is isomorphic to

® Ox, (kCo + (1 = 1)f)

® (n— m)(n m+1)

® (7n+1)('m+22+2(n77n)) ® (m+1) (2q7(7n2+2) —2(n—m))

Ox, (kCo + 1f)
® Ox, ((k —1)Cy + 1f)

D Ox, ((k =1)Co + (1 = 1)f)
D Ox, ((k =1)Co + (1 = 2) )

o la=n=L)(a+n+2)=(n-m)(2q—n+m—1)

® (q—n—l)Q(q—n—Q)
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If n > m, one has a similar description but this time the invertible sheaves showing up as direct
summands are Oy, (kCo+1f), Ox, (kCo+(1—1)f), Ox, (kCo+(1=2)f), Ox, ((k—1)Co+(1—1)f),
and @Xl((k - 1)0() + (l - Q)f)

4.2.2. Case € = 2. This corresponds to the blowup of the singular quadric cone at its vertex.
Let us assume firstp # 2. If 1 < j <(¢—1)/2then¢—1>¢g—2j > 1andso |—2j/q| = —1,
[—2j], = ¢ — 2j. On the other hand, if (¢4+1)/2<j<qg—1theng—1>2¢—2j>2and
so |—2j/q| = =2, [-2j], = 2¢ — 2j. Therefore,

@ @Xz( - CO + L—Z]/qJ f)@([_Qﬂq-H)

(¢=1)/2 | -1 |
@ Ox,(—Cy — f)ea(qf2y+1) @ @ Ox,(—Co — 2f)@(2q72]+1)
= j=(g+1)/2

4 q+3

= Oy, (—Cy — HET)T) @ 6, (—Cp — 2£)2(“2)(%2").

Likewise,

ED@XE — Co+ (|—je/q] — 1)f)@(q—1—[—js]q)

= O, (=Co — 20)°(3) @ Oy, (—Cp — 31)2 () (%),
Hence,

qg—1

F:@XQ = @Xz D @X2(—f)®(q_l) D @X2 (CO — f)®(7)(%1)
® Ox,(Co — 2/)°UF )5 @ 0, (Co — 3)°(7) (),
Let us assume now p = 2. There are two cases depending on whether j € {1,...,2¢7!} or
je{2t +1,...,2° — 1}. In the former case | —25/2¢| = —1 and [—2j]sc = 2° — 2 whereas
in the latter | —2;5/2¢| = —2 and [—2j]se = 271 — 24. Thus:

@ Ox,(—Co + L—2j/qu)@([—2j]q+1)

= Ox,(=Co — )™ @ Ox, (=Co —2/)°" 7Y,

and
@@Xs —Co+ (|—je/ql = 1) f ) (q—l—[—jE]q)

= @x2<—co —2/)" Y @ Ox,(—Co — 3f)°V",
Therefore,

F:@X2 g@XQ@@XQ(_f) (e=D) 69@)(2(6'0 f) (a/2)"
& Ox,(Co — 20)°7 072 @ 0y, (Cy — 3f)2(')

where g = 2°.
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4.2.3. Case € = 3. There are three cases depending on whether ¢ = 0,1,2 (mod 3). Suppose
first ¢ = 1 mod 3. Then, we may write a partition

{1,...,¢-1}={1,..., (¢ = 1)/3Yu{(¢+2)/3,...,2(¢ = 1)/3} U {(2¢ +1)/3,...,q — 1},

and we denote these subsets by Ji, Jo, and J3; respectively. Thus, if j € J; then |—3j/q| = —i
and [3j], = ig — 3j. In particular, just as before, we get:

F:@Xg = @Xg > @Xg(_f)@(qil)@
Ox,(—Co — f)®7 @ Ox,(—Co — 2f)¥* @ Ox,(—Co — 3f)¥* @& Ox,(—Co — 4 )%,

where the exponents o; are obtained as follows:
/ / " / " "
01 =07, 03=09+0], 03=03+0y, 04=03,
where

ol = (iq—3j+1) =iqlsi| =) (35 — 1),

JE€J; Jedi
of =Y ((1—i)g+3j—1)=—(—1)glJi| + > _(3j — 1),
JEJ; Jj€J;

where |J;| = (¢ — 1)/3. A direct computation then shows:

q(q—1) (g+1(g—1) (g+1)(g—1) (g—4)(¢—-1)

og=—"—"——> oOg3=——"T7"T""—> Ogp=-——"

6 3 ’ 3 ’ 6

o1 =

Let us suppose now q = 2 mod 3 but q # 2E| Then, the same description as above holds
but this time using the (asymmetric) partition:

q—2 qg+1 2(¢g—2) 2¢—1 2q + 2
1,...,q—-1}=41,... U U e q—2,g—1
{7 ’q } {7 ) 3 } { 3 Y ? 3 Y 3 3 ) ’q 7q

where |J;| = (¢ — 2)/3 = |.J5] whereas |Jz] = (¢ + 1)/3. In that case, we get:

(@+D@-2 _¢+2  _(¢+2)(¢-2) (a—=3)a—2)

6 ) 2 3 3 3 9 4 6

g1 =

The final case is ¢ = 0 mod 3. If ¢ = 3, one readily verifies o1 = 1, 09 = 3, 03 = 2, and
o4 =0. If ¢ > 9, then one uses the partition

{1,...,q—1}y={1,...,¢/3} U{q/3+1,...,2¢/3} U{2¢/3+1,...,q — 1}
to obtain, via similar computations, the following exponents:

—1 2 2 _ — -2
(g — 1) S 03:(133’ oy = =3 =2)

6 3 6

o1 =

5The case ¢ = 2 is trivial for all £. In the case e = 3, we have 01,02 = 1 and 03,04 = 0.
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4.2.4. General case. For general ¢, let us suppose q > €. Let us write the following partition
{1,...,(]—1}:J1U"'UJ5,1UJE,
where
Ji=A{l(i=1g/e] +1,..., [ig/e]}
ifi=1,...,e—1, and
J.={l(e=1)g/e| +1,...,q—1}.
Thus, if j € J; then |—¢j/q] = —i and [—€j], = iq — €j. Hence, we may define
of =igqlJi| =Y (5 =1), ol =—(i—1V)glLi|+ Y (e 1),
Jjedi Jjed;
fori=1,... ¢, and further:
N N " o
o1 =07y, g; ‘= Ji+0i—17 Ocy1 = O,

forv=2,...,e. Then,
e+1

FiOx. = Ox. & Ox.(—)*™) & @ Ox.(~Co — i f)*.
=1

Computing o; is rather subtle. To do so, we need to consider the arithmetic modulo e¢.
Precisely, for k,l € {0,...,e — 1}, let px; € {0,...,& — 1} be the residue of kI modulo e.
For convenience, we also define py . := €. The point is that, for ¢ = 0,...,e — 1, we have
lig/e| = (iq — pr.)/€ if k is the residue of ¢ modulo e. Further, one has

4 = Pri + Pri-1 , (1q — pra)(iq — pri+€ —2)
€ , 2e
FEJIU-UT;
for2=1,...,e. Thus, a lengthy, direct computation shows:
o — (¢ = pra)(q+ pra —e+2)
1 % )
q* — (Piz - 2P%,i—1 + pi,z‘—Q — (e = 2)(prsi — 2pi-1 + pk,if2))/2 ,
op = , 1 =2,...,¢,
5
_ (@—e+pre1)(@ = pre1—2)
Oct1 = 9

where k is the residue of ¢ modulo . Of course, there are two very simple cases. Namely,
k=0 (e c=p)andk=1(eg p=1mode) for po; =0and p;;, =ifori=0,...,e —1.

Note that the pullback of Ox,_(f) and Ox.(Cy) to Cy correspond; respectively, to Op: (1)
and Op: (—¢) under the isomorphism Cy 2 P'[{ Further,

e—1
(F{0x.) = @I?i(“”g) & @Pl(—l)@(q_pras“) S @ Op1 (1) %71,
i=1

Therefore, &x. is not ample.

SIndeed, the latter is formal as Op(#)(1) = Ox,.(Cop) and Cy is the section corresponding to # — Op1 (—¢) — 0.
The former then follows from noticing that Ox_(C1) & Ox_(Co + f) pulls back to Op1, which means that
Ox_(ef) pulls back to Op:(e) and then we just divide by e.
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Remark 4.1. Let us point out an interesting application to local algebra. Recall that X is
the blowup at the vertex singularity of the projective cone over the rational normal curve
in P%; say 0 € P, with Cjy being the exceptional divisor. In particular, restricting f to
X. N\ Cy = P~ {0} C P and pushing it forward to P gives us a ruling of P; say L. Thus, L
is a Weil divisor on P of Cartier index £. Our computations above (with ¢ > ) then show:

e—1
F*e@P ~ @g(1+05) D @P(_L)®(q71+01+08+1) D @ @P(_Z'L)@Ui

=2

where it is worth noting that

q*/e, if k=0,
1+o. =

2 1 2 2
?=1(p2 ;=202 | +(e4+2)(20k1—pr,2) ) +e :
2( k2 2Pk - ) , otherwise,

as Pre—i =€ — priif k#0and ¢ =1,...,e — 1. Similarly,

¢/, if k=0,
q—1+o01+ Oct1 = +pra(e—pra)—c

— , otherwise.

In particular, localizing at 0 yields that the F-splitting numbers of Opg are 140, (for ¢ > ¢)
as well as complete description of the Opy-module FfOp,. For instance, we recover that the
F-signature of Opy is 1/¢. The authors were unaware of any such complete description. We
hope the reader will appreciate the novelty in our rather simple geometric approach.

4.3. Blowups of projective spaces along linear subspaces. Let X :=P% Y C X be a
linear subspace of X of dimension » — 1, and X — X be the blowup of X along Y. Let us
assume d— (r—1) > 2. Recall that X can be realized as a projective bundle over P4~". Indeed,
X 2 P(F) where F = Opa— (1) ® OF ,; see [EHI6, §9.3.2], ¢f [Har77, V, Example 2.11.4].
Moreover, under such isomorphism, the blowup morphism X — X = P? is realized by the
complete linear system |Op(g(1)|. Let H, H' be the divisors on X defined by the pullback of
the hyperplane sections of X = P? and P*; respectively. Then, C1X =Z- H ® Z - H' and
Op(#)(1) corresponds to 1 - H. Applying [Proposition 3.2 yields:

r q—1 r
Fe0g = @05 (—iH) @ @ 7 FOpa-r (j)*0777 19 = (B %,
i=0 7=0 i=0

where 7: X — P97 is the P"-bundle morphism and the &; are defined in the obvious way.
We note that

Gy =1 F;Opa—r = @X(_kH/)esa(k,o;d—r,e)
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and set by == a(k,0;d —r,e). For 1 <i <r — 1, we have:

q—1
?Z. — @X<_Z'H)® (7‘(‘ Fe@ﬂid:Or 16)@@71_ Fe@]pdf ( )EBa(z 1,q—j;r— 1e)>

J=1
d—r
g@)”((—ZH)(X)( O ( kH/)@a(kOd r,e)-a(i,0;r—1,e)
k=0
q—1 d—r
o) @@~ kH)@ak]d r.e)-a(i—1,g—j;r— 16))
j=1 k=0
d—r
= (PO (—iH — kH)Pbix
k=0
where
qg—1
bix =a(k,0;d—r,e)-a(i,0;r —1,e) + alk,j;d—rye)-a(i —1,q— j;r —1,e).
j=1
Likewise,
q—1
G, = Og(—rH) @ (D) 7" FOpa. (j)Por-1a-37-1)
j=1
q—1 d—r
TH ®@@@ kH’/EBak]d re)-a(r—1,q—j;r—1,e)
7j=1 k=0
d—r
@ @ —rH — kH/)EB Z‘;;i a(k,j;dfr,e)-a(rfl,qu;rfl,e)’
k=0
so we set b, = Z] . (z(k j;d—rye)-a(r—1,q—7;r —1,e). Summing up:
FiOz = P Ox(—iH — kH')®+
0<i<r
0<k<d—r
where
qg—1
bi,k = a(k70;d_rae) 'a(ivo;r_ 176) + a(k,j;d—r,e) a(fl - 1,(]—],7”— 17€>7
j=1

foral0<:<r, 0<k<d-—r. . .
Let E be the exceptional divisor of X — X and note that C1X =7Z-H ®Z - E. Set
O(a,b) = O4(aH + DE). Observe that H ~ H' 4+ E; see [EH16, Corollary 9.12]. Hence,

Feoz= @ 0x(—iH—k(H-E)" = @ 0g(—(i+kH+kE)™"

0<i<r 0<i<r
0<k<d—r 0<k<d—r

B o(—i—k k)

0<i<r
0<k<d—r
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Noteworthy, setting d = 2,7 = 1 recovers our computation for X; in as
Ox,(Co) = 0(0,1) and Ox, (C1) = O(1,0).

Pulling F¢O¢ back to the big open X N\ EF= X \Y C X and then pushing it forward to
X = P9 yields > ivke ik = a(l,0;d,e) for all [ = 0,...,d (independently of r). For r = 1:

q—1
a(l,0;d,e) =bo; + b1y—1 = a(l,0;d — 1,e) + Za(l —1,75;d—1,¢)

j=1

forall [ =0,...,d. In other words,

—_

q—

a(l —1,j;d—1,e) = a(l,0;d,e) —a(l,0;d — 1,e).

j=1
Adding a(l — 1,0;d — 1,e) on both sides yields:
q—1
(4.1.1) a(l —1,7;d—1,¢e) = a(l,0;d,e) — a(l,0;d — 1,e) + a(l — 1,0;d — 1,¢),
=0

foralld,eand I =1,....d.
Next, recall that the exceptional divisor £ — Y is realized as the projective bundle
P(J/F?%) — Y 2 P! where .# is the ideal sheaf cutting out Y and the conormal bundle

of £ C X corresponds to Op(—1) := Op(s,.52)(—1). Therefore, the pullback of F7O¢ to E is

(Ff@f()’ ~ @ @E(_k)@q*‘l(a(k+1,0;d—(r—1),e)—a(k+1,0;d—r,e)+a(k,o;d—r,e))
E 0<k<d—r

as the pullback of O(—i — k, k) to E is Op(—k) and

r —1
Zbi,k = qTil : qza(kaj;d_ra 6)
i=0 Jj=0

:qr’l(a(k+1,0;d—(r—1),e) —a(k—l—l,O;d—r,e)—i—a(k,O;d—r,e)),

where the last equality is an application of Further, by setting £ = 0 above and after
a short calculation, we see that
Gaqr(qzizr)

Op

is a direct summand of (Ff@X) and so &, ; is not ample. Consequently:

|
Proposition 4.2. Let S be a smooth variety of dimension d and f: X — S be the blowup
of S along a smooth closed subvariety C' C S of dimension ¢ —1 < d — 2. Further, set an
isomorphism g: Ad Spec éS,s — S where s € S is a smooth closed point contained in C
and write A? = Spec Rlxy, ..., xq] with (xe, ..., x4) being local equations for C. Consider the
following cartesian diagram

P, X r X
| | |
~ Tey...,®g=0

=
IS8
Q

N

Ac—l
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so that f is the blowup of A with respect to the ideal (Tey ..., xq). Then,

h*F*e@X _ Ff@ o @ @X (jE)EBqC*1(a(k+1,O;d—(c—1)76)—a(k-i—l,O;d—c,e)-i-a(k,();d—c,e))

0<k<d—c

where E s the exceptional divisor of f Furthermore, the pullback of FEOx to E = PdAzfl I8

e ~ ®q¢¢ 1 (a(k+1,0;d—(c—1),e)—a(k+1,0;d—c,e)+a(k,0;d—c,e
(Feox)|, = @ On(—k)® (e=1).¢)—a( a( )
0<k<d—c

q+dﬂ:)

which has @gq (i as a direct summand. Therefore, &, x is not ample.

The importance of [Proposition 4.2] for us can be already appreciated:

Corollary 4.3. If X is a smooth surface admitting a (—1)-curve then &, x is not ample.

Proof. Use Castelnuovos’s contraction theorem and [Proposition 4.2] 0

Remark 4.4. Let us stress how works. We need to show that &, x|¢ is not
ample where P! = C' C X is the (—1)-curve. By Castelnuovos’s contraction theorem, C' is
the exceptional divisor of a blowup X — S at a closed point s € S of some smooth surface
S. In principle, the computation of the restriction of &, x| can be carried out locally around
s € S yet we do something quite different. Since the computation is local, we are free to
replace X by another surface which is isomorphic to X around C, say the blowup of P? at
the origin. Then, we exploit the global geometry of such blow up to carry out the intersection
computation of interest globally. This sort of ideas will be exported to the threefold case
in in the proof of [Proposition 5.14] Nonetheless, we think it is instructive to
show how the direct local computation works in the simplest case of Bly[P2. Set x,y to be
local coordinates around 0 € P2. We illustrate next how to describe (FX)|p locally, where
X =Bl A? and P! C X is the exceptional divisor. Recall that X is described by the affine
charts Z[x,y/z| and 2[z/y,y] inside £Z(x,y). On £z, y/x], FfOx admits the decomposition
Do<ijcq 1 #lr, y/x|Fiat (y/x)’ whereas FOx equals Do, i, 1 £[2/y,y|Fe(x/y)'y’ on the
chart Z[z/y,y]. Thus, (FOx)|p eqp@ls Do<ijcg1 Zly/]Fia'(y/x) on Rly/x] and likewise
FiOx is @oe;jaq 1 £lr/ylFE(x/y)'y’ on £lz/y]; where P! is being realized by the affine
charts 2Z[y/x] and £[x/y| inside £Z(y/x). Now, observe that

Fe(z/y) ™y, if i > j,
(y/a)Fe(a/y)= V0%, if j > i,

Fea'(y/x) = {

In particular,

B  Al/alFai(y/z) = T ( Ely/x]Fi(x/y)y' @ E_B i%[y/x](y/x)Ff(x/y)jy").

0<i,j<q—1 i=0 \ j= j=i+1

Hence, by gluing £[y/x|F¢(x/y)y* with £[x/y]Fé(x/y) y® for j < i; obtaining a copy of Opi,
and Aly/x](y/x)F¢(x/y)’y" with Az /y|F¢(z/y)’y’ for j > i; obtaining a copy of Op:i(—1),
we see that (FfOx)|p: is a direct sum of 1 +--- 4+ g = g(q¢ + 1)/2 many copies of Op1 and
¢ —q(q+1)/2 = q(q—1)/2 many copies of Op1 (—1); agreeing with our previous computations.
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4.4. Cones. To set notation, we recall some general constructions. For details, see [The21]
Tag OEKF], [Har77, II, Exercise 6.3 and V, Example 2.11.4]. Let S = @, Se be a graded
ring that is finitely generated by S; as an Sp-algebra and suppose Sy and so S to be noetherian
(e.g. So = #£). That is, S is a standard graded ring. Set:

Z = S8pec Sy, V :=ProjS, C :=SpecS, P :=ProjS[t]

where S[t] is the graded ring obtained from S by adding a free variable ¢ in degree 1. These
are all quasi-compact Z-schemes. Additionally, let us denote by o: L — V the cone defined
by Oy (1), that is L := Specy, ,~, Ov(n) = Specy Sym Oy (1), which is a line bundle as S is
generated by S; as an Sp-algebra. Then, we have a commutative diagram

(4.4.1) V—L ">V

A

where:

o V — L is the zero section of ¢; which is defined by 0 € H°(V, 0y (1)) as Oy(1) is
an invertible sheaf on V',

o Z — (' is the closed embedding cut out by the irrelevant ideal Sy C .S, and

o g is the canonical morphism g: L — Spec H°(L,0,) — C.
Since S is generated by S as an Sp-algebra, g is the blowup of C' along Z and the section
V' — L is its exceptional divisor.

Next, let 7: X — V denote the P-bundle P(¥) — V defined by & = Oy @ Oy (1). Note

that there are isomorphisms of graded Oy-algebras

Sym F = Sym Oy (1) ®g, Sym Oy = (Sym Oy (1)) ®e, Oy|t] = (Sym Oy (1))[t]

In particular, the closed subscheme of X defined by ¢t = 0 is the section of 7: X — V defined
by the direct summand quotient & — Oy (1) — 0, whose corresponding Cartier divisor
we denote by H. Further, the open complement of H C X is L = Spec,, Sym Oy (1) and
L Cc X 5V coincides with o: L — V.

Let E be the Cartier divisor on X defined by the section of 7w corresponding to the other
direct summand quotient & — Oy — 0. Since F splits as a direct sum, H N E = (.
Moreover, the restriction of E to the open L is none other than the zero section of o: L — V.

Note that T'.(X, Op#)(1)) = H°(L,0L)[t] as graded rings. Thus, the canonical graded
homomorphism S[t] — I'.(X, Op#)(1)) defines a morphism f: X — P [The2l, Tag 01NA],
which restricts to g: L — C'. Thus, there is a commutative diagram extending :

V— X5V

AR

In particular, f is the blowup of P along Z and the section V' — X; which defines FE is its
exceptional divisor. Moreover, f*Op(1) = Opg(1).

Let G be a Cartier divisor on X such that Ox(G) = 7*0Oy(1). Then, the tautological
quotient T*F — Opg)(1) — 0 is Ox @ Ox(G) — Opx)(1). We see that the divisor
of zeros of the global section of Op#)(1) defined via the tautological quotient is precisely
H, whence Opg)(1) = Ox(H). Thus, the tautological quotient can be thought of as


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0EKF
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01NA
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Ox & Ox(G) — Ox(H) — 0. Twisting it by Ox(—G), we obtain a global section of
Ox(H — G) whose divisor of zeros is E. In other words, we obtain the relation H — G ~ E.
Recall that 7*: PicV — PicX and Z — PicX; 1 — Ox(H), define an isomorphism

Z @ PicV = Pic X. Let 4 be an invertible sheaf on V', then:

[nlq
(4.4.2) Fe(Ox(nH) @ ¥) = Ox(|n/q|H) @ @W*Fe (Ov(j) @A)
& O0x((In/q) —VH) ® 69 T Fe (Ov(j) © )
J=[nlq+1

It is difficult to say much more for such a general V' = ProjS. In what follows, we specialize
to Veronese and Segre embeddings.

4.4.1. Veronese embeddings. Let S be the e-th Veronese subring of the standard graded
polynomial ring £[xy, ..., xz4). That is, V is the e-th Veronese embedding of P4, and C' and
P are; respectively, the affine and projective cones over V. Thus, X is the blowup of P
at its vertex and it can be realized as the P!-bundle over P? defined by F = Opa & Opa(c).
Specializing to d = 1 recovers the examples in Denote by H' C X the pullback of
a hyperplane along the morphism 7: X — P?. In particular, G = ¢H’, and so H ~ E + cH'.
The above formula |(4.4.2)| becomes:

[n]q
Ff(Ox(nH +n'H")) = 0x(|n/q|H) ® @W*F: (Opa(ej + 1))
@ 0x((In/qg) —DH)® @ 7 F(Oplej+n)),
j:[n]q+1

where

m e (Oza(j 4 1) @@x (e + ') /q) — ) H") PtET ),

By the projection formula, it sufﬁces to focus on the case 0 < n,n’ < ¢ — 1. Hence,

F*e(@x(’l’LH + TLIHI)) o @@@X((L(sj + n/)/qJ N Z)H/)EBa(l,[E]Jrn]q%d,e)
1=0 j=0
d q—1
e P Ox(—E+(L(ej+n)/a] —e—u) G
=0 j=n+1
d n
> DD Ox((L(e +n)/q) = HH) =T
1=0 j=0
qg—1—n

d
@ @ Ox(—E+ (L~ +n')/q) — i)™ TTmw40)

where the last equality follows from noting that |(e(¢ — j) +n')/q] — e = [(—ej +n')/q]
and [e(q — j) +n'], = [-ej +n']; for all j =1,...,¢ — 1. At this point, the computation
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becomes quite involved. We illustrate next the easier yet more important cases. Our first
simplification 1s the following assumption:

qgq>ec—n' > 1
Next, we introduce two partitions of {1,...,¢ — 1}.
{0,....¢—1}=LULU---UIl._;UIL,
where fort=1,...,e —1:
I—{ (i—1)g—1-n')/e]+1,..., [(ig—1—n')/e]},
= {|( 5—1q—1—n)/€]+1 .,q—1}.

Thus, if j € I; then |(¢j +n')/q] =i —1 and [ej + n']; = ¢j +n' — (i — 1)q. The other
partition is:
{1 q—l}:J1UJ2U"‘UJ5,1UJ5

where fort=1,...,e —1:
Ji={l((i =g +n)/e] +1,.... [(ig+n)/e]},
Joo={l((e - q+n)/5J+1,...,q—1}.

Hence, if j € J; then |(—¢j +n’)/qJ = —j and [—ej+n']; = ig—ej+n'. Of course, if n’ =0,
this is the partition we had in It is convenient to define J_; := {0}.
Let iy, 1, be defined by n € I;, and ¢ —1 —n € Ji . Then,

i, +d
FeOx(nH +n'H') = EB Ox(—kH)** & @D Ox(—E — kH')*,
k=—in+1 k=1
where ¢, and o are computed as follows. For each [ =0,...,d and i = 1,..., ¢, define:
U= Z a(l,[ej +n']y;d,e) = Z a(lyej +n' — (i —1)q;d, e)
JEL;N[0,n] JeL;N[0,n]
afl) = Z a(l,[—ej + | d,e) = Z a(lyig —ej +n';d,e).
jeJiN[l,q—1—n] jeJiN[l,q—1—n)]

Then,

Sk = Z RO Z O = ig(kﬂ—l)’

i—1—l=—Fk l=k4i—1 i=1
and likewise

'/

IR S
i+l=k =1
To go on, we set n,n’ = 0. Then, i, = 1, i/, = ¢, and:

e+d
FeOx = @ Ox(—kH')** & €D Ox(—E — kH')®",
k=0 k=1

where,

§k—§1( =a(k,0;d,e), o} = ZU ZZa(l,iq—ej;d,e),

1<i<e 1<i<e jeJ;
0<i<d 0<i<d
i+l=k i+l=k
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and
Ji={((i —1)g—pe-)/e+1,....(iqg — pey)/e}, i=1,....c

where p.; is defined as in and c is the residue of ¢ modulo e.
Recall that £ = P? and, under this isomorphism, O (H')| » and Ox(E)|  correspond to

Opa(1) and Opa(—¢). Then,

e—1

d
(F:@X)}Eg[pd = @ @Pd(_k)@(%JerJrk) sy @ @pd(k)®05*k,
k=0 k=1

Therefore, by looking at the £ = 0 summand, we find out that &, x is not ample.

Remark 4.5. As for Hirzebruch surfaces, we can use the above to compute FfOp even if P is
singular; see Remark 4.1} Indeed, let L C P be the pushforward to P of the restriction of H’
to X N\ E =P~ {0} C P. Thus, L is a Q-Cartier divisor on P with Cartier index &, indeed
eL ~ H where H C P denotes the closure of the restriction of H C X to X \ E'= P~ {0}.
Restricting FOx to X ~ E'= P~ {0} C P and then pushing it forward to P yields:

d e—1
FeOp = @) Op(—kL)*++) @ (B 6p(—kL)®*.

k=0 k=1

In particular, if d > € —1 then ¢y + 0. = 1+ 0. is the e-th F-splitting number of S. In general,
it is Z,ECZSJ Ske + O(k41)e- To the best of the author’s knowledge, such explicit description of
F¢Op and so of FfOp, has not been worked out before. We recover that s(Opg) = 1/¢.

4.4.2. Segre embeddings. Let S = Elxg,...,x.|#%[vo,-..,ys| be the Segre product of two
standard graded polynomial Z-algebras. Then, V = P"xP* and X is the P!-bundle over P" xP*
defined by F = @PTXIPS D @]p'rx]ps(]_, 1) We let @X<G1) = W*@(l,()) and @X<G2) = W*@(O, ].),
so that G = G| + G5. Thus, the Cartier divisors H, G, G, are free generators of Pic X.
Letting 0 < n,ni;,ny < q— 1:

n q—1
Ff@x<nH+n1G1+Tl2G2) = @W*Ff@(j+n1,j+n2)@ @ @X(—H)®7T*Ff@(j+n1,j+n2),
j=0

j=n+1

which is isomorphic to the direct sum of

@ @ Ox((L(7 +m)/q] — k)G + ([ +n2)/q] — Z)G2>@a(k7[j+n1]q;r,e)a(l,[j+n2]q;576)

7=0 0<k<r
0<iI<s

with

qg—1
D D Ox(—H+ (1l +m)/a) = k)G + (LU + ) q] = Do) bt mlurelatlrnsliee),

J=n+10<k<r
0<iI<s
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Let us set n,ny,ny = 0. Then,

FeOy

o~ @ @X(_kGl _ ZG2)EBa(k,O;r,e)a(l,O;s,e) D @ @X(_H — kG — ZGQ)GBZ?;i a(k,j;r.e)a(l,j;s,e)
0<k<r 0<k<r
0<i<s 0<I<s

12

D Ox(—kGy — Gy 0me0l02) g3 (B Ox(—E — kGy — 1Go)®7+4i1,

0<k<r 1<k<r+1
0<I<s 1<i<s+1

where oy, = ZJ 1a(k:,j;7", e)a(l,7;s,e). In this example, £ = P" x P*  and @X(E)‘E’

Ox(G1)|,, Ox(G2) |E correspond to O(—1,—1), O(1,0), O(0, 1); respectively. Then,
e a k.jire)a(l,j;s,e
(F*@X - @ O(—k,—I) &35 alk.jire)a(lfis.e)
0<k<Zr
0<I<s

As before, looking at k,l = 0 let us conclude that &, x is not ample.

Remark 4.6. We may describe FfOp as in Remark 4.1| and Remark 4.5l Let L; be the
restriction of G; to X \ E = P ~ {0} followed by its pushforward to P. Then, L; is a Weil
divisor on P and C1P =711 ® Z - Ly. Of course, Ly + Lo ~ H where H C P denotes the
restriction of H to X \ E = P~ {0} followed by its pushforward to P. Then, Ly + Ly ~ 0
on the affine cone P . H = Spec S and

FEOp iy 2 @) Op (i) Tioims T elharmeatiies

where L denotes the class of Ly on P~ H, which freely generates CI(P ~ H) = CIS.
Looking at ¢ = 0, the e-th F-splitting number of S is )_,_, Z?;é a(k,j;rye)a(l, j;s,e) =
>k ;1.;(1) a(k, j;r,e)a(k, j; s, e). From the proof of [Proposition 3.2, we know that a(k, j;r,¢€)
is the coefficient of w/*% in (14w + -+ u971)"™! and analogously for a(l, j; s,e). Thus, the
above proves that the e-th F-splitting number of S is the sum of the coefficients of monomials
{uFv¥} in the product (1+u+ -+ +ud™ 1) (1 + v+ - +0971)5H thereby recovering [Sin05)
Example 7].

4.5. Quadrics. Let Q7 be the d-dimensional smooth quadric. That is, Q¢ is the hypersurface
of P41 cut out by the equation x3 + z1x5 + -+ - + zgwqy1 = 0 if d is odd or by the equation
o1+ ... +xqxq41 = 0 if d is even. The Frobenius pushforwards of invertible sheaves (in fact,
of arithmetically Cohen—Macaulay locally free sheaves) on Q¢ has been thoroughly described
in [Ach12l Lan08], where the reader can find the precise description. Here, we are interested
on the positivity of &., which we study below. From [Section 4.1 we know that &, is ample
for d = 1 but not for d = 2 as Q! = P! and Q? = P! x P!. We show next that &, is ample
for d > 3 if and only if p > 2.
Recall that wga = Oga(—d) so that
Frwlt = FeOqu(d(q — 1)).

Let & denote the spinor bundle on Q% (following the notation in [Ach12, §1.2])[| which is a
locally free sheaf of rank 2%2). See [Lan08, [Ach12, [Add11, [Add09, [Ot£88, [Kap86] for more

"That is, & is the spinor bundle if d is odd and is the direct sum of the two spinor bundles if d is even.
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on spinor sheaves on quadrics. According [Ach12l Theorems 2 and 3], Ffwé;q admits a direct
sum decomposition
(4.6.1) Fiwg:! = @P Oga(i)® & P (7)™
i€z jez
where a; # 0 if and only if
0<d(g—1)—ig<d(g—1)
and b; # 0 if and only if

G —p ) =+ <d(pt - 1) gt < S —p) =T Hd(p = 1), p#2,
(ld/2] —1)27t <d(2° — 1) — j2° < d(2° — 1) — 2¢ — ([d/2] — 1)2°7, p=2

Equivalently, b; # 0 if and only if

(G- < <Y (5 -1)p —d, p#£2
2¢+ ([d/2] —1)2°7 < j2° <d(2¢—1) — ([d/2] —1)2¢7!, p=2.

In particular, a; # 0 if and only if 0 < i < d —d/q. Thus, a; = 0 unless 0 <i < d — 1.
To analyze the vanishing of b;, we must consider whether or not p = 2. Suppose p # 2 first.
Note that d/2 —1>3/2—-1=1/2>0 (if d > 3). In particular, if b; # 0 then

d (d N1 d (d N1 _d 1 1
T=57\2 »=2 \2 333" "3

as p > 3. Hence, b; =0 if j < 1. Likewise, if b; # 0 then

. d d 1 d d d 1 2
J<=-+14+(=—-1|-——=<-4+14(=—-1)z==(d+1),
pope 2
and so j < d — 1. That is, b; # 0 implies 2 < j < d — 1. In conclusion, if p > 3, the only
sheaves showing up in [(4.6.1)| are (possibly) in the list

Opi, Oga(l),...,004(d —1),8(2),...,8(d—-1) p#2.

The above list cannot be shortened as it is sharp for d = 3 and p > 5 (as well as for
d = 4 and e > 3). Indeed, we readily see that &(d — 1) shows up if and only if d <
(4p® —2p°~1) /(p® —p°~ 1 +2). In particular, for d = 3, this always happens unless (e, p) = (1, 3).
For d = 4, this is always the case unless either e = 1 or (e,p) = (2,3). However, for d > 5,
this never happens for e > 0.

Let us suppose now that p = 2. If b; # 0 then

1 1 1
j21+§QWﬂ—J)21+§QWﬂ—J):L jgdu—1m%—§qwﬁ—4)gd—1
Thus, if b; # 0 then 1 < 5 < d — 1. Hence, if p = 2, the only sheaves showing up in

are (possibly) in the list
Ogi, Oga(1),...,00a(d —1),8(1),8(2),...,8(d—-1) p=2,
which cannot be shortened any further as the case d = 3 shows (for all e > 1).
Observe that Ogs must show up with multiplicity ap = 1. Indeed, (Ffw(l@;q)v = FY0Oga and
by counting global sections we get ag = 1. In particular, &, admits a direct sum decomposition
with summands from the list

(4.6.2) Ogi(1),...,0gu(d—1),8(1),S(2),...,8(d— 1),
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where &(1) occurs if and only if p = 2.
Claim 4.7. §(1) is globally generated but not ample, and so §(j) is ample for all j > 2.
Proof. To see why &(1) is globally generated, use the short exact sequence
0— & — @SEMH — (1) — 0;

see [Lan08, §1.2] or [Ach12l (1.3)]. It remains to explain why & (1) is not ample. This can
be done by induction on d using how &(1) restricts on hyperplane sections; see [Add09,
§2.2.2], and that &(1) is not ample for d = 2. Indeed, using the inductive construction of
& in terms of matrix factorizations enable us to see that: &(1) = & (1) ® §_(1) on Q*
restricts to §(1) @ &(1) on Q*~! =Q?** N (H: xy = z1) and that &(1) on Q**! restricts to
S(HdS (1) =8(1) on Q* =Q* N (H: 29 =0). O

Additionally, ¥ = &(1) [Lan08, §1.1]. In particular, for each sheaf & in the above list
(4.6.2), (F ® wga)" is ample. Indeed,
(S() ®wga) =SV @ 0Op(d—j)=Sd—j+1),
which is ample if and only if j < d. In other words, (%%)Y is ample. Summing up:

Corollary 4.8. On Q¢ with d > 3, B = &, is ample if and only if p # 2. Further,
B = (&, @ w) is ample for all p.

Remark 4.9. In principle, one may combine the ideas of with the computations
in [Lan08, [AchI2] to compute F¢R,; where Ry is the affine cone over Q?, ¢f. [GMI0Q]. See
[Remark 4.1, |Remark 4.5 |[Remark 4.6 This, however, will be pursued somewhere else.

5. ON THE PosITIvViITY OF FROBENIUS TRACE KERNELS

In this section, we study the consequences that positivity conditions on &, x have on the
geometry of X. Throughout this section, we work on the following setup.

Setup 5.1. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d. Set #, = W. x = Ffw}(_q,

so that &, = &, x = ker(7°: W, — Ox).
5.1. Global generation. In this subsection, we rely on [Murlg, Murl9).

Lemma 5.2. Working in Y. is globally generated if and only if &, is globally
generated and X is F'-split.

Proof. If X is F-split, then %, = &, ® Ox and so it is globally generated if (and only
if) so is &.. Conversely, suppose that %, is globally generated, then there are surjections
03" — W, — Ox. We then have n morphisms Oy — Ox, which amounts to have n global
sections of Oy, i.e., n elements of £. By surjectivity, at least one of these scalars must be
nonzero. Thus, H*(X, #.) — H°(X, Ox) is surjective. An element in H°(X, %.) mapping to
1 corresponds to a splitting of . Therefore, X is F-split and &, is globally generated. [

Definition 5.3. Let & be a locally free sheaf on a scheme X. One says that & separates
l-jets at a closed point x € X if the canonical restriction-of-sections map

H' (X, F)— H(X,F ® Ox/m)
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is surjective, where m, denotes the ideal sheaf defining x. Further, & is said to separate
[-jets if it separates [-jets at every closed point. Likewise, & separates g-Frobenius [-jets at
re Xif

HO(X, %) — H(X,F @ Ox [ (m1) ")
is surjective. If this holds for all € X, one says that & separates g-Frobenius [-jets.
Remark 5.4. A locally free sheaf is globally generated if and only if it separates 0-jets.

Lemma 5.5. Let X be an F-finite scheme and x € X be a closed point. An invertible sheaf
< on X separates q-Frobenius l-jets at x if and only if FEZ separates [-jets at © € X.

Proof. By definition, & separates ¢-Frobenius [-jets at z if and only if the restriction map
H(X, %) — H'(X, % @ Ox [ (ml 1))
is surjective. Nevertheless, the surjectivity of this map is equivalent to the surjectivity of
H(X, ) — HO (X, Fe(Z @ 0/ (mi) ).
However,
Fe(£ @ 0x/ (mi)") = (FZ) @ Ox /mi.
Therefore, & separates g-Frobenius [-jets at z if and only if the restriction map

H(X, Fi%) — H°(X, FiZ @ Ox /mi!")

is surjective, which means that F¢Z separates [-jets at x. 0
Proposition 5.6. Working in|Setup 5.1, if &, is globally generated and X is F-split then X
15 Fano.

Proof. Note that wy ¢ separates g-Frobenius 0O-jets. Indeed, by [Lemma 5.5| this means that
V. separates 0-jets, i.e., it is globally generated. However, this follows [Lemma 5.2, On the
other hand, by [Murl8, Proposition 2.5 (ii)]:

1, —1 q—1
Eplwy ;) = sup —————=
Ploxse) 2o
where the supremum traverses all m, e such that wy™ separates ¢g-Frobenius [-jets at . Notice

that we are using the trivial inequality in [Murl8, Proposition 2.5 (ii)]; which does not require
X to be Fano. Therefore,

ep(wy'se) = (- 1)/(g—1) =1,

for all point x € X. Nonetheless, 5(w;(1; x) > el (w)_(l; x) for all [ and all x € X (notice that
X is regular, and this inequality does not require X to be Fano); see [Murl8, Proposition
2.9]. Hence, 5(w;(1; a:) > 1 for all point . According to [Murl9, Corollary 7.2.7], this suffices
to prove that w;(l is ample and so that X is Fano. 0

Remark 5.7. With notation as in [Proposition 5.6, let £ be an invertible sheaf on X. Since
(FeZ) = Fo(Z! @ wy 9), we have that (FZ)V is globally generated if and only if
F~ 1 @wy ? separates g-Frobenius O-jets. Therefore, the same argument as in [Proposition 5.6|
proves that if (F£#971)V is globally generated then ! ® wy! is ample.
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5.2. Ampleness and numerical effectiveness. We have the following result.

Proposition 5.8. Working in|Setup 5.1, if &, is nef then so is wy'. Further, if &, is ample
then X is Fano.

Proof. Pulling back along F° yields a short exact sequence
0— F9"E, — F"W, — Ox — 0.

Since F° is finite, F'**&, is nef (resp. ample) if so is &.. Thus, if &, is nef, F**%, is an
extension of nef locally free sheaves and so it is nef as well [Laz04b, Lemma 6.2.8 (v)]. Thus,
the canonical morphism F e’*Ffw}(_q — w;{q realizes w}(_q as a quotient of a nef locally free
sheaf and hence wy ? is nef [Laz04bl 6.1.2 (i)]. Hence, wy! is nef (for one of its powers is nef).

The above argument fails in showing that the ampleness of &, is inherited by wy' because
Ox is not ample. To bypass this, we prove that the composition

(5.8.1) F*&, — F "W, — wy *

is surjective. Consequently, if &, is a ample, a power of wy' would be realized as the quotient
of an ample locally free sheaf and so wy' would be ample.

In order to prove that is surjective, we may restrict to stalks. Let x € X be a point.
Twisting by Ox , yields the following short exact sequence of Ox ,-modules

K
0 =8 — FOx, —= Ox, — 0

where kS: FfOx, — Ox, is the Cartier operator associated to the local regular (and so

Gorenstein) ring Ox ,; see [Remark 2.2/ For notation ease, let us write @)1(/ ! instead of F¢Ox .
Thus, pulling back along Frobenius gives the following short exact sequence

X/Z®H;

0= 0! ®8,, — 01001 5 0,1 — 0.

On the other hand, the localization of F**%, — wy ? at x corresponds to the diagonal

homomorphism ¢ @)1(/ i@@l/ I — 0y / 7 realizing O X/ 7 as an Ox ,-algebra. Therefore, it suffices
to prove that the composition

O © 8., — O 0 0Y" % 0}*
is surjective. By @)1(/ ?_linearity, it suffices to show that 1 = 1Ya @)1(/ ? belongs to the image.

Note that, 1/7 € @)1(/; belongs to &, as k&(1'/9) = 0; see [Remark 2.2, Then, the image of
1Y@ 1l e @)1(/; ® Epp is 0(1V1 @ 11/7) = 111 ¢ @)1(/;; as desired. O

Scholium 5.9. Work in the setup of |Proposition 5.8. Let 9P be a (positivity) property on
locally free sheaves that can be induced via quotients and symmetric powers and is preserved
under finite pullbacks. If &, satisfies P then so does wy'.

Proof. In the proof of |Proposition 5.8, we showed that there is surjective morphism F¢*&, —
1_’1 Hence, if &, satisfies & then so does F**&, by preservation under finite pullback. Then,
w9 satisfies P by induction via quotients and so does wy' via induction by powers. O

Corollary 5.10. Work in with d = 1. Then, &, is ample if and only if X = P
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5.3. Extremal contractions. In studying when &, is ample, [Proposition 5.8|let us restrict
ourselves to Fano varieties. To narrow this down further, we investigate the conditions that
the ampleness of &, x imposes on extremal contractions of X. We start off with a general
remark for smooth fibrations. By fibration, we mean proper morphism f: X — § with
connected fibers (i.e., f,Ox = Ox).

Proposition 5.11. Let f: X — S be a fibration between smooth varieties whose general
fiber is smooth. If &, x is ample and dim S > 0 then the general fiber of f is zero-dimensional.
In particular, all fibers are zero-dimensional if f is further flat.

Proof. There is an open () # U C S such that the restriction fi: Xy — U is a smooth
fibration between smooth varieties (using generic flatness, openess of the regular locus of S,
and the given hypothesis of smoothness of the general fiber). By [Proposition 2.4} there is a
surjective morphism e, x, /v : & x, — f{;8ev. Its pullback along a fiber g: X, — X at a
closed point s € U(#) (so Xs C Xy) is going to be a surjection of the form

dim S __
G Ex — O,

dimSil)

. Hence, dim X, =0 as dim S > 0. O
We had seen above (see |Corollary 4.3)) that if &, x is ample for a surface X, then X contains

no (—1)-curve. We then obtain the following.

Corollary 5.12. Work in with d = 2. Then, &, is ample if and only if X = P2

Proof. Suppose that &, x is ample. By [Corollary 4.3] X contains no (—1)-curve. Therefore,
X — S is a Mori fibration. More precisely, f: X — C is either a ruled surface or X = P2,

We rule out the ruled surface case by using [Proposition 5.11|E| 0

Therefore, if &, x is ample then so is @;‘?Eq

With the above proof of [Corollary 5.12] in place, we see how to proceed for threefolds.
Fortunately, we have a good description of extremal contractions on smooth threefolds. We
recall the following fundamental result, which was originally due to S. Mori in characterictic
zero in his seminal work [Mor82] and later generalized to all characteristics by J. Kolldr; see
[Kol91, Main Theorem)].

Theorem 5.13 (Kollar-Mori’s description of smooth threefold extremal contractions). Let
X be a smooth threefold and f: X — S be an extremal contraction. If f is birational then it
1s one of the following divisorial contractions with exceptional divisor E C X :

(a) S is smooth and f is the blowup along a smooth curve C' C S. In this case, fc: E — C
18 a smooth minimal ruled surface.
(b) S is smooth and f is the blowup at a point s € S. In this case, E = P? with normal
bundle corresponding to Op2(—1).
(c) S has exactly one singular point s € S and f is the blowup of S at s. Moreover, one
of the following three cases holds:
i. @AS,S > Alx,y, 2]%? = Blz? 9>, 22, 2y, yz, 2x] = Ry, where Z/2 acts via the
involution (x,y,z) — (—x,—y, —2), and E = P? with normal bundle Op:(—2).
ii. Og, = Alx,y,z,t]/(xy — 22 — t3) = Ry and E is isomorphic to the singular
quadric cone Q C P® with normal bundle corresponding to Og(—1).

8Note that we have done this explicitly in [Section 4.2
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iii. Og, = Alx,y,z,t]/(xzy — 2t) = Ry and E = Q> C P* with normal bundle
corresponding to Ogz(—1).
If f is not birational then it corresponds to one of the following Fano fibrations:

(1) S is a smooth surface and f: X — S is a flat conic bundle (i.e. every fiber is
isomorphic to a conic in P?). If p # 2, the general fiber of f is smooth.

(2) S is a smooth curve and every fiber of f: X — S is irreducible and every reduced fiber
is a (possibly nonnormal) del Pezzo surface. However, the general fiber is a normal del
Pezzo surface [FS20]. Further, if p > 7, the general fiber of f is a smooth del Pezzo
surface [PW22]. Noteworthy, f is necessarily flat; see [Har77, 111, Proposition 9.7]E|

(3) S is a point and so X is a Fano variety of Picard rank 1.

In this way, the ampleness of &, x rules out most of the possible extremal contractions X
can undergo:

Proposition 5.14. With notation as in|Theorem 5.15, suppose that &, x is ample but the
Picard rank p(X) > 2. Then f is either as in case 1. or a wild del Pezzo fibration (sop <7);
i.e., as in case (2) where the geometric generic fiber (although normal) is not smooth.

Proof. The tame (i.e., non-wild) instances of (1) and (2) are ruled out by [Proposition 5.11}
Next, we explain why there cannot be wild conic fibrations (which only happen if p = 2).
Suppose p = 2 and that X admits a wild conic fibration f: X — S. Fortunately, these
has been classified in [MS03, Corollary 8]. There are two cases, which we show next to be
impossible yielding the sought contradiction. The cases are as follows.

First case: X C P? x P? is a divisor of bidegree (1,2) and f: X — S is the projection
into the second factor P? (e.g. [Kol91, Example 4.12]). However, the projection g: X — P?
onto the first factor is a smooth P!-fibration (see [Sai03] final case in §2.3]) whose existence
violates |Proposition 5.11}

Second case: f is given by X C P(0(1,0) ® 0(0,1) ® O) — P* x P* where X is a smooth
prime divisor in the linear system |Op(2)|. However, by [MS03, Remark 10}, X is also the
blowup of the smooth quadric threefold Q* C P* along the union of two disjoint smooth
conics C1, Cy C Q3 (e.g. [Sai03, Example 5.3]). Nonetheless, we know that these cannot exist
either if &, x is to be ample by [Proposition 4.2]

We see that cases (a) and (b) are impossible by applying [Proposition 4.2—just as we did
in the proof of (cf. proof of |Corollary 5.12). Thus, we are left with ruling out
the cases i. and iii. Inspired by the previous two cases, our strategy will be to pullback &, x
to the exceptional divisor of the blowup arguing that such pullback is not ample. We do it
by computing the restriction explicitly and showing it has a free direct summand. Since the
argument is local around the singular point s, we may replace S by any projective threefold
realizing that singular point. Then, we compute F¢O (and so &) for the blowup of that
threefold at the singular point and subsequently its pullback to the exceptional divisor. We
start off with case i. We may consider S to be projective cone over the Veronese surface
P? >V C P see |Section 4.41 Then, if X — S is the blowup of s at its vertex s, then &, x

is not ample and Os = Ry; see [Section 4.4.1] Similarly, for case iii., we may consider S
to be projective cone over the Segre embedding P! x P! = Q2 c P3. If s € S denotes the

vertex singularity, then @AS,S = R; and its blowup X — S is so that &, x is not ample as
demonstrated in [Section 4.4.2 O

9f p = 2, the generic fiber need not be smooth [FS20]. We do not know of examples if p = 3,5,7.
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Unfortunately, the authors do not know how to rule out the remaining cases of
tion 5.14] For example, case ii. is quite different from the other two cases of (¢). To bypass this
issue, we are going to take a closer look into the structure of extremal contractions of smooth
Fano threefolds as pioneered by [MMS&2, [MMS83, IMMS86], which were done in characteristic
zero. For the positive characteristic case, see [Sai03, [MS03|, ¢f. [SBI7, [Meg98|, [Tak89]. Now,
we need not the full strength of those analyses as all we need is a result of the form [Wis91,
Corollary 1.3] or say (much weaker versions of) [MM82, Theorem 5], [MMS83, Theorem 1.6],
or [MMS6]. In this regard, we have the following. The ideas are those of Mori-Mukai in
op. cit (so no originality is claimed). However, we provide a proof for lack of an adequate
reference in positive characteristics.

Proposition 5.15. Let X be a smooth Fano threefold of Picard rank p(X) > 2. Then, X
admits an extremal contraction f: X — S that is either as in case (a) or as in case (1) of

[Theorem 5.13.

Proof. Let T" denote the (closed) cone of curves of X, which is a finite polyhedral cone as X
is a smooth Fano threefold. Let Ry,..., R, be the extremal rays of I' with corresponding
extremal contractions f;: X — S;; see [KMO8, §3.7]. Suppose, for the sake of contradiction,
that none of the f; is a smooth blowup (case (a)) nor a conic bundle (case (1)).

Let A C I' be the subcone spanned by those extremal rays yielding divisorial contractions
(only of the types (b) and (c¢) by assumption). For notation ease, let us say that these are
the first m extremal rays (if any). Let Ej, ..., E, C X denote the corresponding exceptional
divisors (if any). The first observations is that these divisors are pairwise disjoint. Indeed,
let L = E;NE; for i # j. Then, on one hand L - E; = L - E;j|g, < 0 as Og,(E;) is always
negative (according to [Theorem 5.13|). On the other hand, L - E; > 0 as curves in E; move
(see the options in [Theorem 5.13)). Then, one readily sees that Z - E; <0 for all Z € A. In
particular, (—Kx)*> ¢ A and so A # T (i.e., n > m).

In conclusion, f = f,: X — S, = S must be a del Pezzo fibration (with normal general
fiber). Since H*(X,0x) = 0 ([Kaw21,, Corollary 3.7], [SB97, Corollary 1.5]) and f.0Ox = Os,
then H'(S,0s) = 0 (as the Leray spectral sequence yields H'(S,05) C H'(X,0x)). In
particular, S = P! and so p(X) = p(S) +1 = 2. Let g: X — S be the other extremal
contraction. By assumption, it is either another del Pezzo fibration or a blowup at a point. If
it were another del Pezzo fibration, then it would give a surjective map f x ¢g: X — P! x P!
violating that p(X) = 2. Hence g must be a blowup at a point (i.e. of type (b) or (¢)). Let
E be its exceptional divisor, which is isomorphic to either P2, @Q (singular quadric cone),
or the smooth quadric surface Q* = P! x P! (according to [Theorem 5.13)). In the first two
cases, it is clear that f would have to contract E to a point and so E would be a fiber of f,
which contradicts that Og(E) is negative. The same holds in the third case as well yet a little
argument is needed for why f contracts F = Q? = P! x P! to a point. The key observation
is that ruling lines  x P* and P! x y (for closed points x,y € P!) are numerically equivalent
inside X. Hence, if either of them does not intersect the fibers of f then neither does the
other one. In particular, the restriction of f to E cannot be one of the canonical projections
P! x P! — P! and hence it got to be a contraction to a point. U

Theorem 5.16. Work in with d = 3. Then, if &, is ample then X is a Fano
threefold of Picard rank 1.

Proof. By |Proposition 5.8, X is a Fano threefold. Putting [Proposition 5.14] and |Proposi{

tion 5.15(together yields p(X) = 1. O
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Remark 5.17 (Converse of [Theorem 5.16]). As we saw in [Corollary 4.8, the converse of
[Theorem 5.16| seems to be rather subtle. In principle, since we may have a classification
of Fano threefolds of Picard rank 1 [SBI7, Meg98| [Tak89, [Kaw21], one may analyze the
ampleness of &y case by case. Of course, the remaining cases are those of index 2 (also
known as del Pezzo threefolds) and those of index 1 where the former is arguably the most
tractable by direct analysis. Recall that the index-2 case includes P® N G(2,5) (inside P with
respect to the Pliicker embedding G(2,5) C PY), the complete intersection of two smooth
quadrics in P?, and the smooth cubic hypersurface in P*. These seem to be the easiest cases
that might be computed explicitly. For instance, the computations in [RvVdB19] may be
very useful in answering this for P® N G(2,5). In general, a different approach seems needed.
We do not attempt to pursue this here.

Remark 5.18 (Higher dimensions). If the main results in [Wis91] were to hold in positive
characteristics, we may reduce the study of the ampleness of &, x and extremal contractions
in dimensions > 4 to those where divisors are not contracted (e.g. flipping contractions which
we have not discussed at all so far) and of wild conic bundles. For instance, in Mori-Mukai’s
terminology, we may assume our Fano variety to be primitive by [Proposition 4.2 (which most
likely sets an upper bound on the Picard rank in general). We will not attempt this here.

5.4. Further remarks. To conclude, we would like to add some final comments regarding
the positivity of Frobenius trace kernels. For example, why is the positivity of &, x so
(seemingly) difficult to study for a hypersurface X C P4? Is there some adjunction principle
that may help?

5.4.1. Hypersurfaces, complete intersections, and smooth blowups. Let X be a smooth variety
and Y C X be a smooth irreducible closed subvariety defined by ¥ C Ox (so # is
locally generated by codim(Y, X) elements; see [Har77, II, Theorem 8.17]). By adjunction,
wy = wx ®det Ny x, where Ny, x = Hozrey (J/Jz, @y) is the normal bundle of Y in X.
We mention next how x5, : Fiwy — wy is related to k% : Fiwx — wyx through adjunction.
There is a commutative diagram of exact sequences

0——J @ Flwy 1 —— Fe((F0: F) @wy 1) — Feuy @ —— 0

*

Lj@ﬁe( lﬁe//x lﬂ?

0 54 Ox Oy 0

where 7y, is the restriction of 7% : Fewy * — Oy via the natural inclusion (19 : F)@wl @ C
w}{q. Further, if .7 is locally generated by a regular sequence fi,..., fm, then Jld . 7
is generated by fi,...,f% (fi-+- fm)"; see [Hocl(, Proposition (d) p.110]. The above
diagram works via the isomorphism of Oy-modules

B2 RN 2 1—q g1

W — (det ./Vy/x) = (detf/f ) ,
which is defined by g - (f1--- fm)q_l =g (fih A f}n)q_1 on an open neighborhood U
where 7| is defined by a regular sequence fi, ..., fu.

By letting & y,x denote the kernel of 7y, : Ff((f[‘ﬂ I ® w;q) — Oy, we obtain an
exact sequence

(5.18.1) 00— I ® %e,X — %ey/x — %e,y — 0
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If Y C X is a divisor, S : .F = Ox((1 —q)Y) and &, y,x is the kernel of
(FrOx((¢ — DY))" = FiOx((1 — q)(Kx +Y)) — Ox

where Kx is a canonical divisor on X. By the same argument of |Proposition 5.8| if &,y x
is ample then —(Kx +Y) is ample (implying that X and Y are both Fano). In this case,

(5.18.1)| takes the form

0— %67)( — @X(Y) ® %67)//)( — @y(Y) & %e’y — 0

Now, if X =P? and Y is a smooth hypersurface of degree n < ¢, then

geY/X n_l @@X EBalq nide

Therefore, &,y (n — 2) is globally generated and so &,y (n — 1) is ample. In general, it is
seemingly difficult to extract more information about &,y from this. For instance, whether
or not Oy (n —2) ® &,y is ample is subtle and not true in general in view of Also,
for the projective spaces &.(—1) is globally generated while this is never true for quadrics.

Let us mention now the case of smooth blowups. With Y C X as above, suppose that
codim(Y, X) = 7 > 2 and let 7: X — X be the blowup of X along Y with exceptional
divisor Y’ € X. Then, there is an exact sequence

0— 0x(=Y")@FOz((1—q)Kg) — FOz((1—q)(Kg +Y") — Fwy,? — 0.
Equivalently,
0— FiOz((1—q)Kg) — Fi0+((1 —q)K +Y/) — Op(—1) ®Fewy/ — 0

as wly»: Y' — Y is the projective bundle P(.¥ /.?) — Y and Ay, x = Op(—1). Tt is unclear
to us how this could help on studying the positivity of &, ¢, say by restricting it to Y. This
is why we needed to rely on |Proposition 4.2

5.4.2. Asymptotic Kunz’s theorem. There is an asymptotic aspect behind the local Kunz’s
theorem, namely, the F-signature. Let R be a complete local algebra. We may define
0 < a. < ¢ F to be the largest rank of a free quotient of F¢R as an R-module. Then, the
limit 0 < lime_,o0 ae/qH™F < 1 exists, it is called the F-signature of R, and it is denoted by
s(R). Then, s(R) = 1if and only if R = B[z, ..., 2amr]. See [Tucl2] for details.

Proposition 5.19. Let X be an F-split smooth projective variety. Then, for every invertible
sheaf & on X, the following formula computing its volume (see [Laz04al Definition 2.2.31])
holds: o v )
X, ZRE

vl = T

Proof. Twist the split sequence by & and use the projection formula to conclude that
(X, 29 =h(X,Z)+ h(X,Z ®@&)x). Dividing by ¢*/d! and letting e — oo yields the
desired equality. 0

= 5(Z).

In this way, with notation as in [Proposition 5.19] if X admits a very ample invertible sheaf
& such that s(Z) = 1 then X = P4mX (a5 for a very ample Z its volume equates the degree
of the closed embedding i: X — P(H%(X,Z))). For instance, if X admits a decomposition

FiOx = 0x ® (L") & F.
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such that h°(¥Z @ %.) = 0 and lim, . a./(¢%/d!) = 1 (as the projective spaces do) then
s(Z)=1and X & PdmX,

5.4.3. Miscellaneous. We may wonder about the structure of the mapping & — det F*Z on
Pic X. We may further consider the mapping a: Pic X — Pic X given by

q—1
a: L (R det FLL™.
n=0
We can compute this for X = P4 and Z =0(1). Let a(6(1)) = 6(—a). We compute a as
follows. If f(t) = Y mp ait' = S i>0 @int" ", then

= i Z(Zq + n)aimtqurn 1 —q Z Z ia; nt’lq+’n 1y Z Z a; ntqurn 1y

n=0 >0 n=0 i>0 =0 >0

Hence, setting ¢t = 1, we have

—qZZwm+Z D i

n=0 i>0 n=0 >0

Therefore, applying this to f(t) = ((1 —t9)/(1 — t)) s gives

q—1

aqg—=1) d_ 4q(q—1)
(d+1)qT—q-a—l—Z%q =q-a-+q —5

by our computations in |Proposition 3.2|7 where we use that Zizo i edn = q%. Consequently,
_dq'(q—1)
5 )
In general, (F¢Z)" = F¢ (L' @ wy 9). Applying this to & = wy! gives
Fiw" = Fy (wg(_l_n ® w}(_q) = (Ffw?(_(q_l))v

*

In particular,
—1

det Ffwy™ = (det Fewy @™ 1))

Consequently,
a(wx') = a(wy) ™

and so a(wy') = Ox if there is no 2-torsion in Pic X. Further, if p # 2 then
a(wy') = det F’fwg_qv2 = a(wy') ™
If p=2,
a(wy') = Ox = alwy)™
It is worth observing that, if p # 2 then Ffw (1 D72 ig self-dual.
Question 5.20. Assume p # 2. Does the self-dual locally free sheaf Ffwgg_q)/ 2 play any role

on telling the projective spaces apart among projective varieties? Consider the following ¢
rank-q locally free sheaves

e e, —1 re —2 e (1-q)/2 e, 3—q e, 2—q e, 1—q
FiOx, Fiwy , Fiwy®, ..., Fiwy oo Fiwy U Fiwy ¥, Fiwy
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where opposite sheaves in the list are dual pairs. On X = P¢, F¢Oy is the most negative

while Ffw}{q is the most positive, and Ffwgfq)/ ? sits in between being equally positive and

negative. In fact, it is the one in that list with the largest number of copies of Oy as a direct
summand. In fact, if a, denotes such number of copies, then F:w;%‘q” % is the only one for

which lim,_,o ac/(q?/d!) > 0. In this paper, we have only consider F*Ox and Féw} ‘.
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