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ON THE BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY OF Q-FANO THREEFOLDS
OF LARGE FANO INDEX, II

YURI PROKHOROV

ABSTRACT. This paper is a sequel to [Pro24a]. We investigate the rationality problem for Q-
Fano threefolds of Fano index > 3.

1. INTRODUCTION

A Q-Fano variety is a projective variety with only terminal Q-factorial singularities such that
—Kx is ample and rk Pic(X) = 1. These varieties are very important in birational geometry
since they naturally appear as one of the outputs of the Minimal Model Program. In this paper is
a continuation of the series of out works [Pro22al, [Pro22b|, [Pro24a], [Pro24b] where we discuss
the birational geometry of Q-Fano threefolds of large Fano index.

The Q-Fano indexr of a Q-Fano variety X is the maximal integer qo(X) that divides the
canonical class Kx in the Weil divisor class group modulo torsion (see (2.3))). It is known that
in the three-dimensional case this invariant takes the value in the set {1,2,...,9,11,13,1,7,19}
(see [Suz04] and [Prol0]). A Weil divisor A such that —Kx ~q qo(X)A we call the fundamental
divisor and denote it by Ay. There is another important set of invariants of a Q-Fano threefold:

P, (X) :=max {h°(X, Ox (D)) | D ~gnAx}.
If the Weil divisor class group C1(X) is torsion free, then the above definition becomes simpler:
pn(X> = hO(X7 ﬁX(nAX))

1.1. Theorem (|[Pro22b|, [Pro24al). Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) > 2. If one of the
following conditions hold then X 1is rational

>4 and p,(X) > 2,
> 5, po(X) > 2, and A% #1/12,
> 6 and p3(X) > 2,

In this paper we improve these results and investigate birational properties of “extremal”
varieties. Below we present three distinguished Q-Fano weighted hypersurfaces. According to
[Okal9| very general members of these families are not stably rational. However this “very
general” condition is not explicit. We are interested in detailed birational geometry of some of
varieties of this kind.

1.2. Example. Let X = Xg C P(1,1,2,2,3) be a hypersurface of degree 6. A general variety of
this type is quasi-smooth and it is a Q-Fano threefold with

Q@p(X)=3, A} =1/2, B(X)= (2%, dim|Ax|=1, dim|24x|=4.
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According to [Pro24b| X is not rational if any non-Gorenstein singularity is moderate [Kaw92],
any Gorenstein singularity is either a node or cusp, and the number of these Gorenstein singu-
larities is at most 4.

1.3. Example. Let X = X9 C P(1,2,3,4,5) be a hypersurface of degree 10. A general variety
of this type is quasi-smooth and it is a Q-Fano threefold with

do(X) =5, A% =1/12, B(X)=(2%3,4), dim|Ax|=0, dim|24x|=1.

Thus X has a unique point of index 3 that is a cyclic quotient and a unique point of index 4
that is either a cyclic quotient or a singularity of type cAx/4.

1.4. Example. Let X = X4 C P(2,3,4,5,7) be a hypersurface of degree 14. A general variety
of this type is quasi-smooth and it is a Q-Fano threefold with

Qa(X)=17 A} =1/60, B(X)=(2%3,4,5).

Thus X has a unique point of index 5 that is a cyclic quotient, a unique point of index 3 that
is also a cyclic quotient, and a unique point of index 4 that is either a cyclic quotient or a
singularity of type cAx/4.

The main results of this paper are as follows.

1.5. Theorem. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) > 2.

(1) If qo(X) = 6, then X is rational.

(ii) If qo(X) =7 and X is not rational, then p,(X) = 0 and X is birationally equivalent to
a hypersurface as in Example 3]

(iii) Assume that qo(X) = 5, X is not rational and at least one of the following conditions
holds:
(a) B(X) = (2%,3,4),
(b) A% =1/12 and g(X) > 5,
(c) py(X) = 2.
Then X is isomorphic to a hypersurface as in Example L3l

(iv) Let X = Xq0 C P(1,2,3,4,5) be a hypersurface as in Example 3. Assume that every
non-Gorenstein singularity of X is a cyclic quotient and every Gorenstein singularity is
either node or cusp. Furthermore, assume that the number of Gorenstein singularities
s at most two. Then X is not rational.

Let us briefly describe the structure of this paper. Section [2 is preliminary and in Section [3]
we present several basic facts about Q-conic bundles which are used in the proofs of nonrational-
ity of Q-Fano threefolds. Then in Section ] we describe the main tool used in our birational
transformations: Sarkisov links. Section [l is devoted to Q-Fano threefolds with nontrivial tor-
sions in the Weil divisor class group. Main results there are Corollary 5.5.1] and Proposition 5.6
Section [0l we study a family of “extremal” Q-Fano threefolds of index 5 and prove of The-
orem [LH In Section [7] we establish rationality of Q-Fano threefolds if index 6 and “most” of
Q-Fano threefolds if index 7. The assertions and of Theorem will be proved there.
Finally, in Section 8 and [@ we study nonrational Q-Fano threefolds of index 7. The results there
are not complete. This will be the subject of future research.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation.



e ~ (resp. ~yg) denotes the linear (resp. Q-linear) equivalence of Weil divisors, we write

D, L D, if the linear equivalence Dy ~ Dy holds in a neighborhood of the point P;

e Cl(X) denotes the Weil divisors class group of a normal variety and Cl(X); denotes the
torsion part of C1(X);

e Cl(X, P) denotes the local Weil divisors class group, that is, Cl(U) for a sufficiently
small neighborhood of the point P € X;

e 1(X, P) is the Gorenstein index of X of a Q-Gorenstein singularity P € X and r(X) be
the global Gorenstein index of X, that is, r(X) := lem{r(X,P) | P € X};

e B(X) is the collection of indices of singularities in the basket of a terminal threefold X
(sce E2Z):

e aw(X, P) is the axial weight of a threefold singularity (see Proposition 2.2.]);

e g(X):=dim|— Kx|—1is the genus of a Q-Fano threefold X.

2.2. Singularities. Recall that a hypersurface n-dimensional singularity is called node the Hes-
sian matrix of its local equation is nondegenerate. A hypersurface n-dimensional singularity is
called cusp if its local equation in some analytic coordinates has the form y "  z7 + 23, = 0.
In both cases the blowup of this singularity is a resolution and the exceptional divisor is an
irreducible quadric.

For the classification of threefold terminal singularities we refer to [Mor85] and [Rei87|. Basi-
cally, we need only two types of terminal singularities: a threefold terminal singularity X > P
is said to be of type cA/r (resp. cAx/4) if it is analytically isomorphic to the quotient

(2.1) type cA/r:  {z1xe + ¢(25, x4) = 0}/, (a, —a, 1,0), ged(r,a) =1,
(2:2) type cAx/d: {af + a5 + d(12,74) = 0}/py(1,1,3,2), ¢ € m?,
where ¢ is a semi-invariant of the corresponding weight.

2.2.1. Proposition-Definition (|Rei87|). Any threefold terminal singularity X > P admits a
small deformation X — D over a disk D > 0 such that the central fiber Xy is isomorphic to
X and the nearby fibers X4, s # 0 have only terminal cyclic quotient singularities. Such a
deformation is called Q-smoothing. The collection of cyclic quotient singularities of X, is called
the basket of X 3 P and the size of the basket is called the axial weight of X > P. It is denoted
by aw (X, P).

For our purposes only indices of the points in the basket are important. So, we will write
B(X,P) = (ry,...,r,)ifry, ..., r, are indices of cyclic quotient singularities in the corresponding
basket. Thus n = aw(X, P). If X is a threefold having only terminal singularities, then the

basket of X is the (disjoint) union of the baskets of singular points of X and denote B(X) =
UpexB(X, P).

2.2.2. Remark. For a terminal singularity X > P of index r > 1 we have

B(X,P) = {

(ry...,r) if X 3 P is not of type cAx/4,
(4,2,...,2) if X 5 P is of type cAx/4.
Moreover, for a singularity given by (Z1]) or (2:2)) we have
aw (X, P) := multy(¢(0,1)).
2.2.3. Lemma (|[Kaw88, Lemma 5.1|). Let (X > P) be a threefold terminal singularity and let
CI**(X, P) be the subgroup of the (analytic) Weil divisor class group consisting of Weil divisor

classes which are Q-Cartier. Then the group CI**(X, P) is cyclic of ordert(X, P) and is generated

by the canonical class Kx.
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Recall that an extremal blowup of a threefold X with terminal Q-factorial singularities is a
birational morphism f : X — X such that X also has only terminal Q-factorial singularities
and p(X/X) = 1. In this situation the anticanonical divisor —K ¢ must be f-ample.

2.2.4. Lemma. Let X 3 P be a threefold terminal point of index r > 1 and let f : ()N(
(X > P) be an extremal blowup, where E is the exceptional divisor with f(E) = P.
K¢ =f"Kx+%FE.

(i) If X > P is a point of type other than cA/r, cD/2 or cE/2 | then k = 1.
(i) If X o P is of type cA/r, then n =0 mod k, where n = aw(X, P).

E) —
Write

Proof. Follows from [Kaw05|, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3| (see [Prol3, Lemma 2.6]). O

2.3. Q-Fano threefolds. For a Fano variety X with at worst log terminal singularities we define
its Fano and Q-Fano indices as follows:

qw(X) = max{q € Z | —-Kx ~ qA, Aisa Weil divisor},

2.3
(2:3) qo(X) = max{q€Z|—-Kx ~gqA, Aisa Weil divisor}.

Clearly, qw(X) divides qg(X), and qyw(X) = qo(X) if the group CI(X) is torsion free. The
fundamental divisor of X is a Weil divisor Ax such that

—Kx ~q QQ(X)AX-

Note that if C1(X); # 0, then the class of Ay is not uniquely defined modulo linear equivalence.
However, in the case qg(X) = qw(X) we always we take Ax so that

—KX ~ qW(X)AX

The Hilbert series of a Q-Fano threefold X is the following formal power series [ABR02]:

=Y h(X,mAx) - t"

m>0

It is computed by using the orbifold Riemann-Roch formula [Rei87]. If the group CI(X) contains
an element T of N-torsion, we define T-Hilbert series hx(t,0) € Z[[t,o]]/(c" — 1) as follows:

N-1

hy(t,o) =YY 1(X,mAx + jT) - t"o".

m>0 j=0

Obviously, the above definition depends on the choice the class of Ay in Cl(X). Typically
calculating hy (¢) or hx (¢, o) for our purposes we need only a few initial terms of the series.

2.3.1. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold such that qo(X) =6 or 7 and dim [3Ax| < 0.

Then the numerical invariants of X are described by Table[ll.
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A, | B(X) g(X) dim [kAy] IBF] |37 ] Ref

| 2|3]4]5]6
qo(X) =

1°]2/85 | (5,17) |1 ol ofofo 41465 | 7

20| 2/77|(7,11) |2 | —=1| 0|0|1|1| |41461 7

30|1/55 | (5,11) |1 0] 0/0]0 41464 | + | [CD20a], [CD20D)
qo(X) =7

)1/60](2%3,4,5) |2 [-1] ofo|1]1]2]41474 |+ |[BSO7]

52| 1/40 | (25,5,8) |3 | —1| 0]0|1|2|3]|41475|+ | [CD20a], [CD20b]

6°|1/72](3,8,9) |1 | —=1|—=1]0|0|1|1]41472|?

7 1/30 | (2,6,10) |5 0| 0[0]1]2|4[41479 |+ |Example 58

8 |1/78](2,3,13) |1 0| 0[0]0]0|1|41478]?

TABLE 1. Q-Fano threefolds with qg(X) =6 or 7 and dim|3Ax| <0

In all cases, except for[9, the group CI(X) is torsion free. In the case[l® the group C1(X) may
have 2-torsion and then

(2.4) hy(t) =1+t+2(1+0)+ (1 +20) +t'(2+ 30) + t°(3 + 40) +

2.3.2. Proposition (see [Pro22bl § 3|). Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) > 5 and
ClX); #0. Then qw(X) = qo(X) =5 or 7 and the numerical invariants of X are described
by Table 2l

A [ B [s()] (o)
qo(X) =7, CU(X), ~ Z/2Z
101724 (22,3,4,8)| 6 |1+to+ 1+ 120+ 2 + 2% + 3t + 3t'o + 415 + dtd0 + - --

2°11/301(2,6,10) 5 | 1+t+t2+t20 +t3+ 230 + 2t* + 3tto + 3t° + 4t°0 + - -
dg(X) = 5, CI(X), = Z/3Z
3°[1/18](2,9%) | 2 [1+t+8+0+ 20+ +2600 + 26002 +

q0(X) = 5, CI(X), =~ Z/2Z,

4°11/6 |(2,42,6) 10 | 14+t4to+2t2+ 320+ 42+ 5830+ 8t* + Tt o +12t° + 11t°0 +- - -
5 11/8 |(2%4,8) T | 1+t+to+2t2+2t20+ 33+ 4130 + 6t + 6110 + 9° + 90 + - - -
6° | 1/12 | (4%,12) 4 | 1+t+t*+ 120+ 262 + 2% + 4t* + 4t'o + 6t° + 6t°0 + - - -
701 1/28 | (2,4,14) 1 | 1+t++83+ 30+ 2t" + 2t'0 + 3t° + 3t°0 + - - -

TABLE 2. Q-Fano threefolds with qg(X) > 5 and CI(X); # 0

3. Q-CONIC BUNDLES

In this section we collect basic facts on threefold Mori fiber spaces with one-dimensional fibers.
For more detailed information and references we refer to [MP08a], [MPOSb|, [Pro23].

3.1. Definition ([MP08a]). A Q-conic bundle is a contraction 7 : Y — S from a threefold to a

surface such that Y is normal and has only terminal singularities, all fibers are one-dimensional,
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and — Ky is m-ample. We say that a Q-conic bundle 7 : Y — S is extremal if Y is Q-factorial
and the relative Picard number p(Y/S) equals 1. We say that 7 : Y — S is a Q-conic bundle
germ over a point o € S if S (resp. V) is regarded as a germ at o (resp. along 77'(0)). The
discriminant divisor of a Q-conic bundle 7 : Y — S is the curve A, C S that is the union of
one-dimensional components of the set

{s € S| 7 is not smooth over s}.

We say that a fiber 771(0) is standard, if Y is smooth along 77!(0), in other words, if 7 is a
standard conic bundle in a neighborhood of 7=1(0).

3.2. Theorem ([MP08a, Theorem 1.2.7]). Let 7 : Y — S be a Q-conic bundle. Then the
singularities of the base S are at worst Du Val of type A.

3.3. Lemma. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface. Then dim |kAg| > k—1 for k > 0. Moreover,
if k < K% < 8, then the equality dim |kAg| =k — 1 holds.

Proof. By [Dem80, III, Theorem 1| a general member C' € | — Kg| is a smooth elliptic curve.
By the Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing theorem H'(S, Os(kAs + Ks)) = 0. Hence we have the
following exact sequence

0— HO(S, ﬁs(l{?As — C)) — HO(S, ﬁg(l{?As)) — HO(C, ﬁc(l{?As)) — 0.
Now the assertion follows from the Riemann-Roch formula on C. U
3.3.1. Corollary. Let m : Y — S be a Q-conic bundle, where the variety Y 1is rationally con-
nected and vtk Cl(Y') = 2. Then S is a del Pezzo surface with Du Val singularities of type A.
Furthermore, assume that CI(Y') ~ Z & Z. Then C1(S) ~ Z and S is isomorphic to one of the

following four surfaces described in Table[3, where Spp, is a quasi-smooth hypersurface of degree
6 in P(1,2,3,5).

S K3 aw(S) AZ Sing(S) dim |k Ag|

1 2 3 4 )
P2 9 3 1 |2 ) 9 14 120
P(1%,2) |8 4 1/2 Al 3 |5 |8 |11
P(1,2,3) | 6 6 1/6 AAs|0 |1 |2 |3 |4
Sop. |5 5 1/5 Ao |1 |2 |3 s

TABLE 3. Del Pezzo surfaces with singularities of type A and CI(S) ~ Z

3.4. Lemma. Let m : Y — S be a Q-conic bundle, where the variety Y is projective, and let
A, C S be its discriminant curve. Let H be an ample divisor on S and let F := n=*(H). Then

(3.1) Ky -F* = —2H?
(3.2) K{ F = —4Kg¢-H—H-A,.
Below we provide several “basic” examples of Q-conic bundles. We are interested in the local

structure of them near the singular fiber. Denote by (, a primitive r-th root of unity.

1
Y1,Y2,Y3

3.5. Example (Type (IF;)). The variety Y is given in P x C2 , by the equation

Yyt + y5 +uvy =0,

and 7: Y — S is the projection to S := C?. The singular locus of Y consists of one ordinary
double point, A, = {uv = 0}, and the singular fiber C' := 771(0),¢q is a pair of lines.
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3.6. Example (Type (T,)). The variety Y is the quotient of P, , x C, by the p, -action

Y1,92

(ylayQ; u,'U) — (ylagr Y23 Cﬁua Cr_a'U)a

where ged(r,a) = 1, and 7: Y — S is the projection to S := C?/u,. The singular locus of Y
consists of two (terminal) cyclic quotient singularities of types %(1, a, —a) and %(—1, a,—a). The
singularity of S at the origin is of type A,_;. In this case A, = @ and for the singular fiber
C = 1710)1eq we have —Ky - C = 2/r.

3.7. Example (Type (k2A,)). The variety Y is the quotient of the hypersurface

Yi={yi tuy; +oys =0} C Py, xCp,
by the p,-action
(yh Y2,Ys3; U, U) — (gg Y1, Cr_l Y2, Ys; C?" u, Cr_l U)?
where r = 2a + 1 and 7: Y — S is the projection to S := C?/pu,. The singular locus of YV
consists of two (terminal) cyclic quotient singularities of types %(a,—1,1) and *(a + 1,1, —1).
The singularity of S at the origin is of type A,_;. In this case A, = {uv = 0}/p, and for the
singular fiber C':= 771(0)eq we have —Ky - C = 1/r.

3.8. Example (Type (IDY)). The variety Y is the quotient of the hypersurface
{y? 4+ y3 +uvyz = 0} C P? x C:,},

Y1,Y2,Y3
by the p,-action
(Y1, Y2, Y35 u,v) — (=1, Yo, Y3; —u, —0).
Then Y has a unique singular point that is moderate of index 2 and axial weight 2. The
singularity of S at the origin is of type A;. In this case A; = {uv = 0}/p,,, and for the singular
fiber C':= 771(0).eq we have —Ky - C = 1.

3.9. Remark. In all cases (IFy), (T,), (k2A,) (IDY) the pair (S, A,) is lc.
The following fact is a direct consequence of [MP08al, Theorem 1.2] and [MP08b, Theorem 1.3].

3.10. Proposition. Let 7 : Y — S 3 0 be a Q-conic bundle germ, where the singularities of Y
are moderate of indices < 3. Assume that S > o is singular. Then S > o is of type Ay or As.
Furthermore,

(1) if S 3 0 is a singularity of type Ay, then 7 is of type (T3) or (IDY);

(ii) if S 2 0 is a singularity of type Ay, then m is of type (T3) or (k2A3).
In particular, the pair (S, Ay) is lc.
3.11. Theorem (cf. |[Prol8, Sect. 11]). Let 7 : Y — S 3 0 be a Q-conic bundle germ of one of
the types (IFy), (T,), (k2A,), or (IDY). Let P € Y be a singular point, let r be its index, and

let p:Y =Y be an extremal blowup of P with discrepancy 1/r. Then p can be completed to a
type 1 Sarkisov link

T
(3.3) y s

where x is a birational transformation that is isomorphism in codimension one, 7' is a Q-conic
bundle, and 0 is a crepant contraction with p(S'/S) = 1 in the cases (T), (k2A), (IDY), and 0

is the blowup of o in the case (IFy).
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(i) If m:Y — S > o0 s of type (T,), then ' : Y' — S has two (or one) singular fibers and
corresponding Q-conic bundle germs are of type (T,) and (T,_,).

(i) If m: Y — S 3 0 is of type (k2A,), then 7w’ : Y — 5" has two (or one) singular fibers
and corresponding Q-conic bundle germs are of type (k2A,_2) and of type (IDY). In this
case A = 0*A,.

(i) If 7 : Y — S > 0 is of type (IDY), then ©' : Y' — S' is a standard conic bundle and
Ay =0 A,

(iv) If 7 : Y — S 3 0 is a Gorenstein Q-conic bundle germ such that the singularities of
X are either nodes or cusps, then so are the singularities of Y', the number of these
singularities is one less, @ : Y' — S" is a Gorenstein conic bundle, and A is the
proper transform of A,.

In all cases we have

(3.4) Kg + 1A =0" (Kg +lA).
Proof. For|(i) and (ii)| we refer to [Prol8, § 11] and for we refer to [Pro24bl Theorem 4.14].
[ is

The assertlon proved in the same style (see [Prol8, Construction 11.1] and [Avild]
Lemma 8|). In this situation A, is the proper transform of A, by [Prol8, Lemma 10.10]. O

3.12. Theorem. Let ¢ : Y — S be a Q-conic bundle such that the singularities of Y are moderate
of indices < 3 and S is a weak del Pezzo surface with d := (—Kg)?. Assume that

(3.5) A, ~ —2Kg.
Furthermore, assume that outside the fibers over Sing(S) they are nodes or cusps, and the number

of the singularities on Y \ ¢~ (Sing(S)) is at most d — 4. Then 'Y is not rational.

Proof. Let Py,..., P, € X be Gorenstein singular points and let o; := @(P;) for i = 1,...,n.
First of all note that by Proposition 310 the Q-conic bundle ¢ is of type (T3) or (IDY) over each
Aj-point of S and it is of type (T3) or (k2A3) over each As-point. Hence the points oy, ...,0, € S
are smooth. By Theorem [B.11] there exists the following composition of Sarkisov links:

Y<-"--Y
(3.6) l .|
st 3

where 7 is a birational map, p is the composition of the minimal resolution and blowups of the
(possibly infinite near) points o4, ..., 0,, and 7 is a standard conic bundle. By ([B.4]) and (3.5
we have

(3.7) Ay~ =2Kg.
Moreover, A is a nodal curve, hence the pair (S JAL) s le.
We need two lemmas.

3.12.1. Lemma. Let S be a projective smooth rational surface such that | — 2Kg| # @. Sup-
pose that the linear system | — 2Kg| contains a reduced divisor D such that for any irreducible
component C C D that is a smooth rational curve we have (D — C') - C > 2. Then —Kg is nef.

Proof. Assume that for some irreducible curve C' C S we have Kg-C > 0. Then D-C < 0, C
is a component of D, and C? < 0. Put D' := D — C. Then D’ is effective and does not contain
C as a component. We have
2p,(C)—2=Kg-C+(C?=1C?— 1D - C <.
8



Hence, p,(C) =0, C ~ P! and so
4=D.-C-C*>D-C-C*+D-C=2D"C.
This contradicts our assumption. O

3.12.2. Lemma. Let S be a smooth surface such that —Kg is nef and K% > 4, and let D €
| — 2Ks| be a reduced divisor on S. Suppose that there exists a decomposition D = D' + D",
where D', D" are effective divisors and D'- D" = 2. Then either —Kgq-D' =0 or —Kg-D" = 0.

Proof. Assume that —Kg- D’ > 0 and —Kg- D" > 0. We have
(—2K5)> = D* + D" +4 > 16,

hence we may assume that D”? > 0. Then by the Hodge index theorem 4 = (D’- D")? > D"? D"
This implies that D? < 0. Then

2=D"-D"=D"-(-2Ks— D)= 2Kg-D' —D?>2.

and we obtain Kg- D’ = —1 and D”? = 0. On the other hand, by the genus formula the number
Kg - D'+ D" must be even, a contradiction. O

Proof of TheoremBI2 (continued). Let d := K%. We use the diagram (3.6). Then S is a smooth
weak del Pezzo surface of degree d — n > 4 by Lemma B.I2.T], hence the linear system | — K|

is base point free and defines a crepant contraction ¢ : S — S [HWSI, Corollary 4.5(i)]. Let
A =1, Az. By [B.1) we have

A~ —2Ks.

For any 1-exceptional curve E we have K g E = A; - E = 0. Hence, ¥ is log crepant with
respect to Kg + Az, the pair (5, A) is Ic, and the curve A has at worst nodal singularities. We
claim that the curve A satisfies the condition (S) of [Sho84, Main Theorem|. Indeed, assume
that A = A’UA” so that #(A’ N A”) = 2. Let A’ = ¢y~ (A’) and A” = )= (A) — A’. Then
A’ A” = 2 and by Lemma either A’ or A” is contracted by 1, a contradiction.

Let 7 : Aﬁ — A: be the double cover associated to w. Then 7 induces a double cover
7 : A — A that coincides with 7 over A, \ Exc(¢)) and by [Sho84, Corollary 3.16] we have a
natural isomorphism of Prym varieties

Pr(Az/Az) ~ Pr(A/A).

By the adjunction the divisor K5 = —Kg|a is very ample. Hence the curve A is not hyperelliptic.
Moreover, since A € |—2Kg| and S is a du Val del Pezzo surface of degree d—n > 4, the canonical
model of A is an intersection of quadrics by [IW81], Theorem 4.4]. Hence, A is not trigonal nor
quasi-trigonal, and also A is not a plane quintic (cf. [Pro24b, Lemma 6.5]). Then by [Sho84,
Main Theorem| the Prym variety Pr(A/A) is not a sum of Jacobians of curves, hence Y is not
rational (see e.g. |[BealT]). O

4. SARKISOV LINK

Below we will frequently use the following Sarkisov link. For more detailed explanation of this
construction we refer to [Ale94], [Prol0|, [Prol3], [Prol6].
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4.1. Notation. Let X be a non-Gorenstein Q-Fano threefold of Q-Fano index ¢ = qg(X) > 1.
Let .# be a nonempty linear system without fixed components such that .# ~ynAyx with n < q.
Let ¢ := ct(X,.#) be the canonical threshold of the pair (X, .#). We assume that ¢ < 1 (see
Lemma LTI below). According to [Cor95, Proposition 2.10] (see also [Pro21l, Claim 4.5.1]) there
exists an extremal blowup f : X — X that is crepant with respect to K x +c.#. Thus p(X) = 2
and —(K ¢ + cHM ) is nef and big, there M is the proper transform of .Z. Run the log minimal
model program on X with respect to Ky + c.# (sce e.g. [Ale94, 4.2] or [Pro2l], 12.2.1]). W
obtain the following Sarkisov link:

X
(4.1) f !
X/ \X

where x is an isomorphism in codimension 1, the variety X also has only terminal Q-factorial
singularities, p(X) = 2, and f : X — X is an extremal Ky g-negative Mori contraction that can
be either divisorial or fiber type. Denote by .# the proper transform of M on X.

Let E C X be the f-exceptional divisor and let E C X be its proper transform. Write

(4.2) Kg~y ["Kx + oL, //ZNQ f* A — BE.
Then
ce=2
B

4.1.1. Lemma (|[Prol0, Lemma 4.2|). Let P € X be a point of index r > 1 such that 4 is not
Cartier at P. Write # ~ —mKx, where 0 < m <[l Then ct(X, ) < 1/m. Therefore,

(4.3) B> ma and qB —na > a > 0.

For a positive integer k put ). := |kAx|. Thus 4, = 4 if .4 is a complete linear system.
Let .4 and .4 be proper transforms of .4, on X and X, respectively. If .4, # @, write

My~ [* Ml — BLE.
4.2. Birational case. Assume that the contraction f is birational. Then X is a Q-Fano three-

fold. In this case, denote by F the f-exceptional divisor, by F' C X its proper transform, and
F f( 7). The divisor E is not contracted by f, i.e. E # F (sce e.g. [Prol0), Claim 4.6]). Let

= f. M, My, = [ty E = f+E, and let A be a fundamental divisor on X. Write
FNQ dAX, ENQ 6A)A<, //NQ SA)Q, .//k ~o SkAX,
where d, e € Zy, s, s, € Z>o. For short, we also put ¢ := q@(X).

4.2.1. Lemma ([Prol0, Lemma 4.12]). If CI(X), = 0, then CI(X); is a cyclic group of order
d/e. If CI(X), = 0, then CI(X), is a cyclic group of order e/d.

4.2.2. Remark. In the above notation s > 0 and s, = 0 if and only if dim.#}, = 0 and the
unique element Mj, € .4, coincides with the f-exceptional divisor F.

IRecall that Dy £ Dy means that the linear equivalence Dy ~ D, holds in a neighborhood of P.
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4.3. Fibrations. Assume that f is a fibration. Then we denote by F a general geometric fiber.
Then F is either a smooth rational curve or a smooth del Pezzo surface. The image of the
restriction map Cl(X) — Pic(F) is isomorphic to Z. Let = be its ample generator. As above,
we can write

—Kxlp=-Kp~G=,  Elp~eE,  Mp~sE, My~ s
where § € Z~g, and e, s, s, € Z>g. Note that E is f-ample [Prol0, Claim 4.6], hence e > 0.
4.3.1. Remark (|[Pro24al Lemma 5.1]). If in the above assumption X is not rational, then ¢ = 1.

4.4. Numerical constraints. Taking the expressions (4.2]) into account, one can easily deduce
the following relations (see [Pro24al (4.2.2)]). They will be frequently used below.

(4.4) ng = gs+(qf —nae,
(4.5) ki = qsk+ (abr — ka)e,
where ¢8 — na > 0 (see ([A3)). If furthermore qo(X) = qw(X), then ¢8 — na is a positive

integer.
Now assume that the morphism f is birational. Similar to (4.2]) we can write

5 ~o [PK g 4+ bF, //ZkN@J?*e//Zk—%F, E ~y f*E — 6F.
If C1(X) ~ Z, then similar to (@H) we have the following relations (see [Prol6] 2.6]):

b€ = qA(S —4q,
(4.6) ey = Sp0 — k.

5. Q-FANO THREEFOLDS WITH TORSIONS IN Cl(X)
In this section we collect facts on Q-Fano threefolds having nontrivial torsions in CI(X).

5.1. Lemma (|[Prol0), Proposition 2.9]). Let X be a Fano threefold with terminal singularities

and let T be an n-torsion element in the Weil divisor class group. Let B(X)T be the collection

of points P € B(X) such that T is not Cartier at P. Assume furthermore that n is prime. Then
(i) n € {2,3,5,7}.

(i) If n =7, then B(X)T = (7,7,7).

(iii) If n =5, then B(X)T = (5,5,5,5), (10,5,5), or (10, 10).

(1V; If n=3, then 3 pgx)yr 1(X, P) =

)
(v) If n =2, then EPeB(X)T r(X, P)

5.2. Lemma (|Prol0, Lemma 3.2|, [Pro22bl Lemma 2.3]). Let X be a Q-Fano threefold, let
q:=qo(X), and let r :==r(X) be the global Gorenstein index of X. Then the equality qo(X) =
Aw (X) holds if and only if ¢ and r are coprime, and if and only if the order of Kx + qAx in
the group C1(X) is prime to q.

5.3. Lemma (|[Pro22bl Proposition 3.3]). Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) # qw(X).
Then qo(X) < 4.

5.4. Lemma. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 3, CU(X), ~ Z/3Z, and A% = 1/4.
Then X s rational.

(1
18
16.

The existence of varieties satisfying the conditions of the lemma is not known. It is expected

that they are quotients of codimension-4 @Q-Fano threefolds # 41218 in [BT].
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Proof. In this case qg(X) # qw(X) by Lemma [5.2], hence qw(X) = 1 and by [Pro24a, Table 3]
we have
B(X)=(2,3%,12) and A%} =1/4.
Put
T := KX + 3AX
Then T is a generator of the group Cl(X); ~ Z/3Z and it is not Cartier at any point whose
index is divisible by 3 (see Lemma [B|(iv)|). Let P € X be the point of index 12. Then by

Lemma 223 we have T £ —IKx, where 0 < [ < 12 and 3l =0 mod 12, hence [ = 4 or 8. On
the other hand, 34x = T — Ky & (l+1)(—Kx). Hence 4(I+1) =0 mod 12 and so [ = 8.
Thus 3Ax X 9(—Kx) and so Ax L a(—Kx), where a € {3, 7, 11}. Replacing Ay with Ax +T,

if necessary, we may assume that Ay ~ 11(—Kx) and then 2Ax L 10(—Kx).
By the orbifold Riemann-Roch (see [Pro24al, Proposition 3.2|) we have

dim [24x| = dim [24x + T| = dim [24x + 27| = 1.

Assume that X is not rational. Apply the construction ([AI]) with .#Z = |2Ax|. Then g > 10«
by (43]). Hence the relation (£.4) has the form

2G =3s+ (36 — 2a)e > 3s + 28ae.

Since o > 1/12, the above relation implies that ¢ > 1. Then f is birational (see Remark E3.1]),
s > 0, and ¢ > 3. On the other hand, § < 7 by Theorem [[LIl If o > 1/3, then o = 1/3,
g="7,s=1, hence pl(X) > 2. Again by Theorem [Tl the variety X is rational in this case, a
contradiction.

Therefore, o« = 1/12 and f(E) = P. If ¢ = 3, then s = e = 1 and § = 19/18 ¢ $Z, a
contradiction. Therefore, § > 4. Then s > 2 by Theorem [[LT] hence ¢ > 5. If § = 5, then s = 2,
e=1,38—2a =4, and again 8 = 25/18 ¢ %Z, a contradiction. Thus, ¢§ > 6 and s > 4 by
Theorem [I.1], hence ¢ > 8. The contradiction concludes the proof. O

5.5. Lemma. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) =5 and A3 = 1/18. Assume that X is
not rational. Then Cl(X); = 0.

Note that Q-Fano threefolds with qo(X) = 5 and A% = 1/18 appears in [BY] as #41414. Such
varieties do exist: see Example [5.8 3% However, the existence of such varieties with torsion free
group Cl(X) is not known.

Proof. By Lemma [5.3] we have qq(X) = qw(X) and applying the computer search (or [BT]) we
obtain

B(X)=(2,9%), dim|Ax|=dim|[24x|=dim[34x| =0, dim[4Ax|=1.
Moreover, if CI(X); # 0, then Cl(X); ~ Z/3Z and for a generator T' € CI(X); we have
‘AX—FT‘ :dim‘Ax+2T‘ =(,
(5.1) dim|2Ax +T| =dim|[2Ax +2T| =0,
dim|[3Ax +T| =dim|[3Ax +27| =1.
This implies that |[4Ax| is a pencil without fixed components (regardless of torsions in Cl1(X)).

Apply the construction (4£I) with .# = |4Ax|. Note that a € Z U {1/2,1/9,2/9} (see
Lemma 2.2.4)) and § > 8a. The relations (£.4]) and (£5) with k£ = 1 have the form

4G = bs+ (58 —4a)e > bs + 36ae > 5s + 4e,

é = Ds1+ (5ﬁ1 - a)e.
12
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We claim that only the following possibilities can occurf]

(a) =1, a=1/9,e=1,5s=3, =0;

(b) §=6,a=1/9,e=1,s=4, s € {0, 1};

() g=T, eac=2/9,e€{1,2},s=4,s€{0,1},e—s; < 1.
If g = 1, then s = 0 and equalities hold in (5.2). This is the case Let ¢ > 1, then f is
birational, s > 0, and ¢ > 3. As in the proof of Lemma [5.4] we obtain ¢ = 6 or 7. In this case
s > 4, then by (5.2) we have s = 4 and there are only the possibilities [(b)| and [(c)]

Now assume that ClI(X); # 0. Since a = 1/9 or 2/9, P := f(FE) is a point of index 9.
Then Cl(X, P) ~ Z/9Z (see Lemma [22.3]) and elements 7" and 3Ax have order 3 in this group.
Hence, replacing T" with —T is necessary, we may assume that 3A + T is Cartier at P. It follows
from (B.0)) that .#’ = |3A+T| a pencil without fixed components. For this linear system similar
to (A5 we have

3¢ = 5s5 + (585 — 3a)e > sy — 1.
because 3} is a nonnegative integer and 3ae < 1. If ¢ = 1, then s§ = 0, e = 1, and o = 1/9.
Hence 54 = 10/3 ¢ Z, a contradiction. Therefore, ¢ € {6, 7} and s§ > 4 by Theorem [Tl In
this case, sy = 4 and the number 58, = 3« + 1/e is not an integer in both cases [(b)] and [(c) -
The contradiction completes the proof.

5.5.1. Corollary. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold such that qo(X) > 3, CI(X)¢ # 0, and either
| CI(X)¢| >3 or p,(X) > 2. Then X is rational except, possibly, for the following case:

*) qo(X) =3, qw(X) =1, CI(X), ~ Z/3Z, B(X) = (3%,5,6), A% = 1/10.
Note however, that the existence of Q-Fano threefolds is in *) is not known.

Proof. If p;(X) > 2, then X is rational by Theorem [[.Tl and |[Pro24al, Proposition 6.4]. Thus we
may assume that | C1(X);| > 3. Consider the case qo(X) = qw(X). By [Pro24al Proposition 3.4]
we have CI(X); ~ Z/37Z and qo(X) # 4. By Lemma 5.2l the Q-Fano index qg(X) must be prime
to the order of Cl(X); and so qg(X) > 5. Then by Proposition the variety X is described
by B9 in Table 2] i.e. we are in the situation of Lemma [5.5l Then CI(X); = 0 which contradicts
our assumption.

Therefore, qg(X) # qw(X). Then by [Pro24a, Proposition 3.2] we have qg(X) = 3 and
Cl(X); ~ Z/3Z and X is one of the varieties 1°, 2°, 3° from [Pro24al Table 3]. The variety 1°
(resp. 3°) is rational by [Pro24al Proposition 3.3] (resp. by Lemma [5.4]). Then we are left with
the case *). O

5.6. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) > 5 and CI(X); # 0. Then X is
rational.

First, we prove the following lemma.

5.7. Lemma. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 7 and A3 = 1/30 (casell? of Table[).
Then X 1is rational.

Proof. In this case B(X) = (2,6, 10) and X has only cyclic quotient singularities. Note that the
linear system |6Ax| has no fixed components and dim [6Ax| = 4. Apply the construction (4.1])

with .# = |6Ax|. If P is the point of index 10, then .# X 8(—Kx) and so f > 8a by (E3).
Since 60, € .# , we have 63, > (3. Hence 3; > %B > %a. The relation (44]) can be written as
follows:

(5.3) 64 = Ts+ (75 — 6a)e > 7s + 50ae > Ts + be.

2We will show below in Propositions and [Tl that in the cases|(b)] and [(c)| the variety X is rational.
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If « > 1/2, then ¢ > 5, hence s > 1, ¢ > 6, and s < 2. This contradicts Theorem [[LT. Therefore,
a = 1/r, where r = 6 or 10.

Assume that » = 6. Then (£4) with £ = 1 gives us 65, = (6¢ + €)/(7e). Since 60, is an
integer and ¢ < 7, we obtain ¢ = e and ; = 1/6. This contradicts our inequality 5 > a = 1/r.

Therefore, » = 10. As above we obtain s; = 0 and ¢ = 2e. Then 3 > e > s by (B3)). If
e =1 or 3, we get a contradiction by Theorem [I.I] because dim.# = 4. Hence e = 2. Then
¢ =4 and s = 2. In this case Cl(X); # 0 by Lemma [£.2.1] because s; = 0 and e = 2. Moreover,
Cl(X); ~ Z/2Z by Lemma[5.1l Let T' € Cl(X) be the 2-torsion element. Then .#' := [3Ax+T|
is a pencil without fixed components (see (24). We have . = f*. 44 — B4E, where 85 = 1/10,
[ is an integer and [ > 0 because 3Ax + T is not Cartier at P. Similar to (A.5) we have

12=3G="Tsy+ (7B, —3a)e = Tsy + =2, 5y +1=09.

Thus s4 = 1 and so p;(X) > 2. This contradicts Theorem [I.1] O

Proof of Propositionb.6l. Assume that X is not rational. By Proposition [2.3.2] we have qg(X) =
aw (X)), qo(X) # 6, and ps(X) > 2 in the case qo(X) = 7. The latter is impossible by
Lemma 571 Hence qg(X) = 5 and we have only the cases [69 and [ of Table ] (again by
Theorem [LT). Then B(X) = (42,12) and (2,4, 14) in these cases, respectively. In both cases
ClX)t ~ Z/2Z. Let T be the generator of Cl1(X);. Apply the construction (A1) with .Z =
|4Ax|. By Proposition we have dim.# = 3 in the case [67 and dim .Z = 1 in the case [

If P is the point P of index 12 (resp. index 14), then .# L 8(—Kx) (resp. A L 12(—Kx)) and
so B > 8a by (L3J). In both cases we have (see (£4)):

(5.4) 4G = bs + (58 — da)e > 5s + 36ce.

First, assume that o« > 1/4. Then ¢ > 1, hence s > 0, ¢ > 4, s > 2 by Theorem [[T] and so
Gg>5. If §>6,then s > 4 by Theorem [[.Tl and so ¢ > 7, a contradiction. Therefore, § = 5.
In this case, s = 2 and e = 1. Moreover, o < 5/18, hence f(F) is a point of index 4, a = 1/4
and § = 11/5. On the other hand, 5 must be an integer because .# is Cartier at f(F). The
contradiction shows that oo < 1/4.

Then f(FE) = P is a cyclic quotient singularity of index r = 12 (resp. r = 14) in the case
(resp. [[@). In particular, « = 1/r and 8 = [/r, where [ is an integer. The relation (5.4]) can be
rewritten as follows:

(5.5) 4Gr = bsr + (5l — 4)e > bsr + 306e.

Consider the case ¢ = 1. Then e = 1, s = 0, and r = 14, hence we are in the case [[@ and f is a
fibration. Moreover, the linear system .# is f-vertical, i.e. .# = f*.4, where .4 is a complete
linear system on X such that dim.#" = 1. Since 4M; € .#, the divisor M, is f-vertical as
well. If X is a surface, then and M; = f*N;, where N; is an effective irreducible divisor on
X such that .# ~ 4N;. But then dim.# > 3 by Corollary B.:3.1] a contradiction. Therefore,
X ~ P!, || = |Op(1)], and Ny is a multiple fiber of f. Now, consider the linear system
M= |4Ax + T|. It is also a pencil without fixed components. Similar to (5.4]) we have the
following relation
4 =44 =55, + (58, — 4a)e = 5s, + 5] — 2.

Then s, = 0. As above, .#' = f*.4#", where .#" is a complete linear system on X ~ P! such that
dim .4’ = 1. But then we must have 4"’ = 4 and so .#' = .#, a contradiction. Therefore,
G > 1, f is a birational contraction, and s > 0.

Assume that r = 12 (i.e. we are in the case[6”). Consider the linear system .#" := [3Ax + T|.

As above, it is a pencil without fixed components. Note that 7' X 6(—Kx) and .2’ L 9(—Kx).
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Hence 85 = 9a = 3/4 mod Z and we can write 5} = 3/4 + ' with ' € Z>¢. Similar to (5.4) we
have

(5.6) 3¢ = 5sy + (58, — 3a)e = 5sy + (2 +50) e.

Now, (5.5)) implies that 12 + e = 0 mod 5 and 4¢ > 3e. This gives us only the following
possibilities: (¢,e) = (2,1), (4,2), (5,5),(6,3),(7,1),(7,6). In the cases (¢,e) = (2,1) and (5,5)
we have s = 1 (again by (B.5])). This contradicts Theorem [[I] because dim.#Z = 3. The
same arguments work in the cases (¢,e) = (6,3) and (7,6). In the case (¢,e) = (4,2) we have
sh = 1 (see (5.0)), hence p,(X) > 2 which again contradicts Theorem [ Finally, in the case
(q,e) = (7,6) we again get a contradiction by (5.6]).

Therefore, we are in the case [[7 and r = 14. Then > 12« and the inequalities in (5.4) and
(5E) can be improved:

4G = 5s+ (58 —4a)e > 5s + 56ae,
56G = 70s+ (5l —4)e > 70s + 56e.
As above 140+ e = 0 mod 5 and ¢ > e. Taking into account that s > 0 whenever ¢ > 1,
we obtain only three possibilities: (¢,e) = (1,1), (6,1), and (7,2). Now, consider the linear
system .#' :=|4Ax + T|. It is a pencil without fixed components. Note that T’ e 7(—Kx) and
MR 5(—Kx). Hence B = 5a = 5/14 mod Z and we can write 8 = 5/14 + I' with I € Z>,.
Similar to (5.4]) we have the following relation
4G = 5s) + (58) — 4a)e = bs) + 3e + 5le.
Then e must be even, so (¢,e) = (7,2). If CI(X); # 0, then p3(X) > 2 by Proposition 2.3.2 so
X is rational by Theorem [LIl Therefore, the group Cl(X ) is torsion free. Then by Lemma [4.2.1]

d=1,1ie s =0, and from ([@H) we obtain 5, = 5/7. On the other hand, Ay e 3(—Kx) and
so /1 = 3a mod Z, a contradiction. O

5.8. Examples. Here are some examples of Q-Fano threefolds with qg(X) > 5 and CI(X); # 0
(cf. Table [2]).

© Xo C P(1,2,3%,4)/11,(0,1,0,1,1),
: Xs C P(1,2,3,4,5)/p5(0,1,1,1,1),
. Xo C P(1,22,3%)/p15(0,1,2,1,2),

L X, C P(12,22,3)/py(0,1,1,1,0),

. Xo CP(12,2,3,4)/py(0, 1,1, 1, 1).

The existence of Q-Fano threefolds of types 69 or [[7 of Table 2 is not known.

HEHNEE

6. A FAMILY OF NONRATIONAL Q-FANO THREEFOLDS OF INDEX 5

In this section we discuss the birational properties of an “extremal” Q-Fano threefold of index 5,

see Theorem

6.1. Set-up. Let X be a nonrational Q-Fano threefold with
qo(X) =5, A% =1/12, B(X) = (2% 3,4).
In this situation the group CI(X) is torsion free (see Lemma [5.1]), and
(6.1) dim |[kAx| =k —1 fork=1,2,3, dim [4Ax| = 4, dim [5Ax| = 6.

This variety has id number #41422 in [BT|. A quasi-smooth weighted hypersurface Xy C

P(1,2,3,4,5) satisfies these conditions (see Corollary [6.4.1] below). Conversely, we will show
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below in Theorem that any nonrational Q-Fano threefold with qg(X) = 5 and B(X) =
(22,3,4) is isomorphic to a hypersurface X9 C P(1,2,3,4,5).

Since B(X) = (22,3,4), the collection of non-Gorenstein singularities of X is as follows:
e a unique point P; of index 3 that is a cyclic quotient,
e a unique point P of index 4 that is either a cyclic quotient or a singularity of type cAx/4,
e index 2 singularities P2(1),. . ,Pz(m), where 0 < m < 2 and aw(X, Py)+>_ aw(X, PQ(i)) =3.

6.2. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold satisfyingl6.Il. Then there exists a Sarkisov link
of the form (&J)) such that

(i) f is an extremal blowup of the index-4 point P,
(i) f is Q-conic bundle.

More precise description of this link will be given in Proposition [6.4

Proof. 1t follows from (6.I]) that |2Ax| and |3Ax| are linear systems without fixed components
and |Ax| # @. Apply the construction (A1) with .# = [3Ax]|. If P is the point of index 4, then

MR 3(—Kx) and so 8 > 3a by (£3). The relation (£4) in this case has the form
(6.2) 3G =5s+ (58 — 3a)e > s+ 12ae > 5s + 3e.

Assume that s > 0. Then ¢ > 3 and the contraction f is birational by Remark B3Il Since
dim.# = 2 and X is not rational, s > 2 by Theorem [Tl Hence ¢ > 5 by (6.2]) and s > 3 again
by Theorem [Tl Then we conclude successively ¢ > 6, s > 4, and ¢ > 7, a contradiction.

Thus s = 0. Then f is a fibration by Remark and ¢ = 1 by Remark .31l From (@D we
conclude that s = 0 and e = 1 and from (£.5) with £ = 2 we obtain s3 = 0. Thus Mo = f* ///z and
M = [* M, where My and A are complete linear systems with dim My =1 and dim A4 = 2. If
X ~ P!, then My = |Op (1)] and A4 = |Op1(2)|, hence M ~ 2.4,. Pushing down this relation
to X we get a contradiction. Therefore X is a surface and f is a Q-conic bundle. O

6.2.1. Corollary. In the above notation we have M, ~ f*Ag, My = f*|24%|, and My =
fr13A%|.

6.2.2. Corollary. P, ¢ Bs|4Ax]|.

Proof. Since dim |[4Ax| > dim [3Ax/, the linear system |4Ax| has no fixed components. Assume
that P, € Bs |[4Ax|. Then B, > 0. From (&) for k = 4 we obtain s, = 0. Then as above .#, =
f*ImA| for some m. Pushing down this relation to X we obtain m = 4 and so dim [4A¢| =
dim .#, = 4. This contradicts Corollary B.3.11 Therefore, s, > 0 and 4 = 0. O

6.3. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold satisfyingl6.1l. Let P3 € X be the point of index 3
and let f : X — X be the Kawamata blowup of P3. Then f can be completed to the following
Sarkisov link

X _
f !
(6.3) OO
X X
where X is a Q-Fano hypersurface of degree 6 in P(12,2%,3) and f contracts a divisor M to a

smooth rational curve T C X such that Ag - T = 1/2.

Proof. First, we claim that the linear system M) is nef. Indeed, assume that .#;-T' < 0 for some

irreducible curve I'. Then I' C Bs.#, and ' N E # &, hence F N Bs M #+ @ and Py € Bs ..
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This contradicts Corollary .22 Therefore, I' € E. On the other hand, p(X/X) = 1, hence

//Q is f-ample, a contradiction. Thus //Q is nef.
Since E® = 9/2, we have

MMy = M- My~ BiBE = § — §516,
My M} =My M} — BiSIE? = s — 28461
Since ,///4 M, < —2Kx, we have By = 1 = 2a = 2/3 mod 3. Therefore, B4, 51 > 2/3. Since
the linear system //Q is nef, we have ,///2 M, > 0, hence 3y = 5 = 2/3. Thus
%4~Qf%4—§ ) le@fMl—gE.
This implies
(6.4) ME-My =0, My M= —1.
Note that 3.4, is Cartier (see Lemma 2.2.3]). Hence so is
3My+ 2E ~ f*(3.4y).

Since f is the Kawamata blowup of the point P; of type %(1, 1,2), the variety X hason E a
unique singularity that is of type 5 (1 1,1). Hence 2F and 3.#, are Cartier. Since the indices of
points of X are coprime to 3, .#, is also Cartier. Furthermore,

—Kg ~o f7 (—KX)—§E~Q5f AX—%E:%j4+%E’

hence —K ¢ is ample. Since p(X) = 2, there exists an extremal Mori contraction f : X — X
other than f. Then (6.4) implies that ./, is not ample and is trivial on the fibers of f. By the
base point free theorem we can write

(6.5) /= [y,

where .7, is a linear system of Cartier divisors on X. Moreover, the contraction f is birational
and contracts M1 to a curve T C X such that ///4 T = ///4 ]\/[2 = 1. In particular, Xisa

Q-Fano threefold. By Lemma B2l the group C1(X) is torsion free and £ = f(F) is a generator
of CI(X). Since —K ¢ ~¢ 5M; + 3E, we have qyw(X) = 3 and

(6.6) My ~y 2F.

Since .#, is Cartier, X is isomorphic to a hypersurface of degree 6 in P(12%,2% 3) by [CF93,
Theorem 1.5] (see also [Pro24a, Theorem 2.2.5|). Then the linear system .#; = |2A| is base

point free and defines a finite degree 2 morphlsm VX = Q C P, where Q' ~ P(1,1,2,2) is a

quadric of corank 2. Since 4y - T =1, ¥(T) is a line on @'. Therefore, T is a smooth rational
curve. U

6.3.1. Remark. The restriction fE E — E coincides with the normalization. Moreover, Y C F
is the nonnormal locus and f;'(T) = E N M.

6.3.2. Corollary. P; ¢ Bs|3Ax].

Proof. Since dim .#5 = 2 and dim|Ag| = 1, we have s3 > 2. Then from (LX) for k& = 3 we
obtain s3 = 2 and 3 = 0. Ll

6.3.3. Corollary. For general members My € My, M3 € M3, and My € M, we have

MlﬂMgﬂMgz{P4} and MlmMgﬂMgﬂM4:®
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Proof. By Corollary we have My N My N Mz F P3. Assume that M; N M, N M3 contains a
curve, say C'. Then M, - C € Z because M, is Cartier along C. On the other hand, M, - C' <
My - My - My = 2/3, a contradiction. Therefore, the set M; N My N Mj is zero-dimensional. Since
Ml'MQ'M3:1/2 and MlmM2mM3 9P4, we have MlﬂMgmM:g: {P4} O

6.3.4. Corollary. In the above notation the following assertions hold.
() Ao = |Ag| and Ay = |2A%];
(ii) Ay C |2A5| and M5 C \3AA| are subsystems of codimension two consisting all the
members passing through T;
(iii) Bs My = @ and Bs My is an irreducible smooth rational curve that is different from T ;
(iv) E € |Ag¢| and E is singular along T.

Proof. Tt follows from the proof of Proposition that e = 1 and s, = 2. From (Z£) we obtain
s9 < 1. Since .#, is movable, sy > 0, hence s; = 1 and My C |A¢|. Since dim [2Ax| =
dim|Ag| = 1, we obtain .#, = |Ag|. The equality .#; = [2A¢| follows from (G3) and (G.6).
This proves|(i)] For[(ii)| we note that s3 < 2 and s; < 3 by ([@H)). Since dim [3Ax| = dim [2A¢|—2
and dim |5Ax| = dim [3A | — 2, one can see that .# C |24¢| and .45 C |3A]| are subsystems
of codimension two. Further, the relations (A6 in our case have the form

b = 30—05,
MW = Sk0 —k, k=23,4,5.

Since f is generically a blowup of a curve, b = 1. Then § = 2, v, = v4 = 0, and v3 = v5 = 1.
The last equality means that T C Bs.#s and T C Bs.#s. This proves Since v, = 0, we
have T ¢ Bs.#,. Denote I' := Bs|Ag|. It follows from the explicit equations (see [Pro24b)
Proposition 5.2]) that I’ can be given in P(2,2,3) ~ P(1,1,3) by one of the following equations

x?), + $2y2(x2 + yz) =0, I;%, + $§Z/2 =0, $§ + x% =0.

Then it is easy to see that [ is smooth. This proves . The assertion follows from
equalities e = 1 and 6 = 2. 0

6.3.5. Corollary. The collection of non-Gorenstein points ofX is_either one index-2 point P,
with aw(X, Py) = 3 or two index-2 points Py and Py with aw(X,Py) = 2 and aw(X, P,) = 1.

In particular, X is not quasi-smooth. The points P() f(f‘l(P;))) are distinct and they are
Gorenstein (terminal) singularities of X.

Proof. Since B(X) = (2%,3,4) and f is a Kawamata blowup of P;, we have B(X) = (23,4).
Thus the non-Gorenstein points of X are as follows: the 1ndex—4 point Py = f~'(P,) that is of
the same type as P; € X, either one or two index-2 points P2 = f- (PQZ ), ©=1,...,m that
are also of the same type as PQ(Z) € X, and the “new” index-2 point P, € E. We distinguish two
possibilities:

a) ff ) & ]\:41,

b) P € M.
Let M5 € M5 be a general member and let A := M;NM;. Note that the points P, Pz(l),. . P2(m)
lie on the curve f(A) and f(A) # Ps because 83 = 0 by (&5). Hence we have P, 152(1), cee J52m) €
A,

245 - f(N) = My - N= M, My - M, = (4Ax) - (3Ax) - Ax = 1.
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Since 24 is an ample Cartier divisor, f(A) is irreducible. Since f(A) does not pass through Ps,
the divisor 44 is Cartier along f(A) and f(A) is irreducible because f*(4Ax)-A = 1. Therefore,

A is 1rreduc1ble as well and f induces an isomorphism between A and Y. This implies, that the
pomts Py, P2 ,.. P2m lie on different fibers of fM M, — Y. In particular, the points f(Py),
f ( ), o f ( ) are distinct. Since the curve T is smooth, for any singular point P € X the
variety X must be singular at f(P). In particular, the points f(P,), f(pz(l)), ce f(pz(m)) are
singular. By [KM92, Theorem 4.7] the points f(pz(l)), e f(pz(m)) are Gorenstein. On the other

hand, the point P; must be of index 2 because B(X) = (23). This point is not a cyclic quotient
by [Kaw96]. Moreover, aw(X, P;) = 2 in the case [a)] and aw (X, ;) = 3 in the case [b)] O

6.4. Proposition. In the notation of Proposition[6.2 the link has the following form

v .
(6.7) S
X

P(1,2,3)
where f is a Q-conic bundle with discriminant curve Aj e | —2Kpuaz3)-

Proof. First, we claim that the linear system ///3 is nef. Indeed, assume that .#;-C < 0 for some
irreducible curve C. Then C' C Bs.#5 and CN E #+ &, hence £ N Bs My #+ @ and P; € Bs. 5.
This contradicts Corollary £3.2. Thus .#5 is nef. Now it follows from (6.2) that 35 = 3/4, i.e.
My ~o [Fls — %E. Then the relation

~Kg g [*5Ax) = YE~g Ml + B

implies that — K3 is ample because .#; is nef. Since .45 = f*|3AX|, the linear system is not
big and neither is //13 Hence .3 is a supporting linear system for an extremal nonbirational
Mori contraction X — X. This implies that in the diagram (4] the map x is an isomorphism
and X = X. Further,

0= (M3)* = (3Ax)* — (BE)* = & — 2LE?,

which implies E* = 16/3. Then by (3.) and (3.2) we have
AL = —1Kg¢ M} =1L(5f"Ax —1E)- (f*Ax —i )2 =5A% — LES =1
Ag-Aj = —K%L-M;—4Kg¢ Ay =—(5f*Ax — 1E)*- (fAX——E)+24A2_2
Hence X ~ P(1,2,3) (see Corollary B:3.1)) and Af~ 12AX ~ —2K. O

6.4.1. Corollary. Assume that every non-Gorenstein singularity of X is a cyclic quotient and
every Gorenstein singularity is either node or cusp. Furthermore, assume that the number of
Gorenstein singularities is at most two. Then X is not rational.

Proof. We have an isomorphism X \ {P;} ~ X \ E. Hence every non-Gorenstein singularity of
X is a cyclic quotient and B(X) = (22, 3%). By Proposition BI0 the germ of f over the type A,
point 0; € P(1,2,3) has type (T3) and over the type A, point oy € P(1,2,3) it has type (T3).

In particular, Gorenstein singularities of X are not contained in the fibers over o; nor os. By
Theorem the variety X is not rational. O

6.5. Theorem. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qp(X) = 5. Assume that X is not rational
and at least one of the following holds:
(i) B(X) = (2%,3,4),
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(ii) A% =1/12 and g(X) > 5,

(iil) py(X) = 2.
Then X is isomorphic to a hypersurface X190 C P(1,2,3,4,5). In particular, the group C1(X) is
torsion free.

Proof. By [Pro24al Proposition 7.4] for a nonrational Q-Fano threefold X with qg(X) = 5 the
condition implies both and Conversely, the computer search shows that either |(i)

or implies Therefore, in the assumptions of Theorem the conditions [(i)]

are equivalent. Thus for the proof of Theorem we may assume that X is a Q-Fano threefold
satisfying the conditions [6.11
For m=1,...,5, let g, be a general element of H°(X, mAy). By Corollary [6.3.3 the map

U:X --»P(1,2,3,4), Pr— (q(P),w(P),s(P),u(P)).

is a morphism. For short, let P :=P(1,2,3,4) and let Ap be the positive generator of C1(P). By
the construction, Ax = U*Ap. Since A% = 1/12 and A3 = 1/24, the morphism ¥ is finite of
degree 2. By the Hurwitz formula we have

U*(5Ap) =5Ax = —Kx = U* (—Kp + 3R) = ¥* (104p — 1R) ,

where R is the branch divisor. This gives us R ~ 104p. Thus X — P(1,2,3,4) is a double
cover branched over a divisor R ~ 10Ap. Then X must be a hypersurface of degree 10 in
P(1,2,3,4,5). O

6.6. Proposition. Let X be a hypersurface of degree 10 in P(1,2,3,4,5). Assume that the
singularities of X are terminal. Then in some coordinate system x1,xs, X3, T4, x5 the equation
of X can be written in one of following forms:

(6.8) 2% + 2519 + 24¢6(21, 3) + d10(21, T2, 23) = 0,
(6.9) 22 4 2475 + M\2375 + 2466(21, T2) + Pr0(71, T2, 73) = 0,

where \ is a constant, x; is a variable of degree i and, in the case ([6.8), either ¢g > x3 or
b10 D 231, The index-4 point is a cyclic quotient in the case ([6.8) and has type cAx/4 in the

case ([6.9).

Proof. Let ¢ = 0 be an equation of X. If ¢ does not contain x2, then the point Ps lies on X and
it is the quotient of a hypersurface singularity by ps(1,2,3,4). Such a point cannot be terminal.
Thus ¢ > zZ. Completing the square we may assume that ¢ does not contain other terms that
depend on x5. The point P; lies on X and must be a cyclic quotient singularity, hence ¢ contains
either z;23 or x4z3. Further, P, € X and if it is a cyclic quotient, then ¢ > z3x5 and we are done
with (6.8). Otherwise P, € X is the quotient of a hypersurface singularity by p,(1,2,3,1). Such
a point must be of type cAx/4 and so ¢ 3 x4x3. Then the equation can be reduced to (69). O

6.6.1. Corollary. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 5 and B(X) = (22,3,4) (see
Theorem [6.0). If X has an index-2 point P € X that not a cyclic quotient singularity, then
P € X is of type cA/2 or cAx/2. In this case the index-4 point is a cyclic quotient singularity.

6.6.2. Corollary. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 5 and B(X) = (22,3,4) (see
Theorem[6.5)). If the indez-4 point is not a cyclic quotient singularity, then X is rational.

Proof. Assume that X is not rational. By Theorem X is a hypersurface X9 C P(1,2,3,4,5)
and we may assume that its equation has the form (6.9]) (see Proposition [6.6]). If A\ = 0, then

the projection X --+ P(1,2,3,5) is a birational map, which proves the rationality of X. Thus
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we may assume that A = —1 and then in the affine chart x; # 0 this equation can be written as
follows:

(25 — 24)(T5 + 24) + 2475 + 2406(1, 22) + H10(1, 29, 73) = 0.

Applying the linear coordinate change zf = x5 — x4, o), = x5 + x4 one can see that X is
rational. U

7. Q-FANO THREEFOLDS OF INDEX 6 AND 7: RATIONALITY

In this section we generalize Theorem [[.T]in the cases qp(X) = 7 and 6.

7.1. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 7. If py(X) > 0, then X is
rational.

Proof. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 7 and p;(X) > 0. Assume that X is not
rational. By Proposition the group Cl(X) is torsion free, hence |Ax| # @. Recall that
by Theorem [IT] we have ps(X) < 1, hence by Proposition 231 there are only two numerical
possibilities: [[? and 87 in Table I The former case is impossible by Lemma 5.7l Consider the
latter one.

Case 87 Then B(X) = (2,3,13). By Proposition 231 we have dim |Ax| = dim [4Ax| = 0 and
dim [6Ax| = 1. So, the linear system |6Ax| is movable and has no fixed components. Apply the
construction (A1) with .# = |6Ax|. If P is the point of index 13, then .# e 12(—Kx) and so
B > 12a by ([@3)). Since 6M; € 4, we have 63; > 3. Hence ; > %B > 2a. The relation (35
for k =1 and (@4]) have the form

(7.1) Gg="Ts1+ (701 — a)e > Ts; + 13ae > Ts; + e,
(7.2) 6G = Ts+ (76 — 6a)e > 7s + T8ae > Ts + Ge.

Since ¢ < 7, from (IZ.I]) we obtain s; = 0.

Assume that ¢ = 1. Then s = s; = 0 by (Z.2). Hence, f is a fibration. If X isa surface,
then .# = f*4 and M; = f*N, for some complete linear system .# and Weil divisor IV,
on X such that dim.# = 1 and dim|N;| = 0. Therefore, X is either P(1,2,3) or Spp, (see
Corollary B3.1). But then .4 ~ 2N; and so .# ~ 2M,. Pushing this relation down to X we
obtain 6Ax ~ # ~ 2M; ~ Ax, a contradiction. Therefore, X ~ P! and f is a del Pezzo
fibration. Then M, is a multiple fiber of multiplicity 6. In this case by [MPQO9|] the general
fiber X, of f is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 6 over the field C(X). Since C(X) is a
c;-field, the surface X,, has a C(X)-point. Hence X, is rational over C(X) (see e. g. [Man74),
Theorem 29.4|) and so is X over C, a contradiction.

Thus ¢ > 1. Then f is birational and s > 0 [Pro24a, Lemma 5.1]. Since s; = 0, the group
C1(X) is torsion free and e = 1 (see Lemma E2T). If o > 1/3, then ¢ > 6 and s < 2. This
contradicts by Theorem [[LIl Thus f(F) = P and o = 1/13. Then (1)) gives us 133, =
(13G+1)/7. Since 13/ is an integer and ¢ < 7, the only possibility is ¢ = 1, a contradiction. [

7.2. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 6. Then X is rational.

Proof. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qg(X) = 6. Assume that X is not rational. Then
p3(X) < 1 by Theorem [[T] and we have one of the cases [[% 27 B9 of Table Il In all these
cases the group CI(X) is torsion free and |5Ax]| is a pencil without fixed components. Apply

the construction (A.1l) with .# = |5Ax|. If P is the point of index 11 (resp. index 17), then
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M 10(—Kx) (resp. A L 15(—Kx)) and so 5 > 10a by (A3]). The relation (4.4) has the

form
(73) 5@ = 685 + (6ﬁ5 — 50&)6 > 685 + Hoae.

First, consider the cases where s5; = 0. Then f is a fibration, § =1, e = 1, and a < 1/11. In
this case .# = f*.# for some complete linear system with dim .4 = 1. Assume that |Ax| # @.
Then dim |Ax| = dim [24x| = 0. From (£4) we obtain s; = 0, hence M, is f-vertical and
5My, ~ #. If X is a surface, then M; = f*N;, where N; is an effective divisor such that
dim |Ny| = 0. In this case .# ~ 5N;. This contradicts Corollary B3I Thus X ~ P! and
N = |Op(1)|. Since 5M, ~ .#, M is a fiber of multiplicity 5. By [MP09] the general fiber
X, of f is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 5 over the field C(X ). Then X, is rational
over C(X) (see e. g. [SB92|) and so is X over C, a contradiction. Therefore, |[Ax| = @.
Then dim|2Ax| = dim [3Ax| = 0 and so the linear system |2Ax| (resp. |3Ax|) consists of
a unique irreducible divisor My (resp. Mj). From (44]) we obtain s, = s3 = 0, hence the
divisors M, and Ms are vertical with respect to f, that is, they do not dominate f. If X is
a surface, then My = f*N, and M3 = f*N3 for some effective Weil divisors N,, N3 such that
dim [Ny | = dim |Ny| = 0. Since C1(X) ~ Z, we have N ~ Nj, a contradiction. Hence X ~ P!
and A" = |Opi1(1)|. Then M, and M; are contained in fibers. Since the divisors M, and M;
are reduced and irreducible, they must be multiple fibers: moMy ~ msMs ~ .# . Pushing down
this relations to X we obtain myMy ~ msMs ~ # ~ 5Ax, a contradiction.

Thus s5 > 0, § > 1, and f is birational (see Remark E3.1). If a > 1, then § > 7 by (Z3).
The contradiction shows that a = 1/r, where r € {5, 7, 11, 17} because the singularities of X
are cyclic quotients. Then from (7.3]) one obtains two possibilities:

e (=T e=1;

e (=5,e=1,r=7 and s5; < 2.
In the former case we have pl(f( ) > 0. This contradicts Proposition [[[Jl In the latter case,
we are in the situation of 27 in Table @l and p,(X) > 2. Hence |[Ax| = @ and Cl(X); # 0 by
Lemma 211 This contradicts Theorem [6.5 O

8. NONRATIONAL Q-FANO THREEFOLDS OF INDEX 7

In this section we study Q-Fano threefolds of index 7 that can potentially be nonrational.
According to our results in the previous section and Proposition 2.3.1] there are only three
“numerical candidates”.

8.1. Theorem. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 7. Assume that X is not rational.
Then X is birationally equivalent to a Q-Fano hypersurface of degree 10 in P(1,2,3,4,5).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this theorem. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold
with qg(X) = 7. Assume that X is not rational. Then p5(X) < 1 and p;(X) = 0 by Theorem [L.1]
and Proposition [[Il By Proposition 2.3.1] we have only three numerical possibilities: 49 [,
in Table [Il Thus, Theorem B.1] is a consequence of Propositions [8.2.1] 8.3.1], and R.4.1] below.

8.2. Case [ Then B(X) = (2?,3,4,5). Denote by P, P, and Ps points of index 3, 4, and 5,
respectively.

8.2.1. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold of type 4 in Table 0. Assume that X is not
rational. Then there exists a Sarkisov link of the form (A1), where X is a hypersurface of degree
10 i P(1,2,3,4,5), f is the Kawamata blowup of the point of index 5, and f contracts the proper

transform of the unique element M3 € |3Ax| to a curve.
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More precise description of this link will be given in Proposition 9.3

Proof. In this case the linear system |4Ax| is a pencil without fixed components. Apply the

construction (LIl with .# = |[4Ax|. If P is the point of index 5, then .# L 2(—Kx) and so
B > 2a by ([@3). The relation (€4]) has the form

(8.1) 4G ="Ts+ (76 — da)e > Ts + 10ce > Ts + 2e.

Assume that ¢ = 1. Then s = 0, « < 1/3, and e < 2 because o > 1/5. Therefore,
f(E) is a point of index r € {3,4,5} and o = 1/r, hence § € Z. From (BI) we obtain
78 =4/e+4/r > 14/r and 2r > 5e. If e = 1, then 8 = 4(r + 1)/(7r) ¢ 1Z, a contradiction.
Therefore, e = 2 and r = 5. Then from (@3H) for £ = 3 we obtain

3= 3(} = 783 + (7ﬁ3 — 30&)6 = 783 + 14ﬁ3 — 6/5, S3 + Qﬁg = 3/5

The only possibility is s3 = 0 and then 53 = 3/10 ¢ %Z, a contradiction.

Thus ¢ > 1 and s > 0. By (1)) we have ¢ > 3. If § = 3, then s = 1, pl(f() > 2, and then
the group CI(X) is torsion free by Corollary (.50l Hence e > 1 by Lemma L2711 As above,
78 =4/r+5/e > 14/r and r > 2e. Since 8 € +7Z, we get a contradiction.

Therefore, ¢ > 4, pl(f() < 1, and s > 2 by Theorem [T If ¢ = 1, then Cl(X)t % 0 by
Lemma B2 because |[Ax| = @. In this situation, § = 4 by Proposition 5.6 and C1(X); ~ Z/2Z
by Corollary 551l Hence, qw(X) # qo(X) (see Lemma 52). Further, (81) implies s = 2
and a = 1/5. By |[Pro24al, Proposition 3.2] there exists only one effective divisor D such that
D~y Ag. Sincee =1, D = E. On the other hand, from (LX) we obtain s, s3 € {0, 1}, so
either D = M, or Mg, a contradiction.

Thus e > 1 and ¢ > 5. If § > 6, then s > 4 by Theorem [Tl This contradicts (81I). It

remains to consider the case ¢ = 5. Then s = 2, hence pz(f( ) > 2. By Theorem the only
possible case is where X is isomorphic to a hypersurface X;o C P(1,2,3,4,5). From (45) we
obtain e = 3, 55 = 1, s3 = 0, s¢ = 3, that is, £ ~ 3A¢, My ~ Ay, M C 1244, Mg C 13A¢|.
Comparing the dimensions of linear systems we see that .4 = |2A¢| and Mg = |3A¢|. The
relations (4.0 have the form

3b=56—T1,
3’}/2:’)/6:(5—2,
3’74:25—4.

Therefore, § > 2 and b > 1. If § > 2, then 7»,74,7s > 0. This means that f(F) is contained
in the base loci of linear systems |2A| and |3A¢|. On the other hand, it can be seen from
the equation (6.8) that Bs|2A¢| N Bs|3A| is a single point that has index 4. But in this case
b = 1/4 by Lemma 224 a contradiction. Hence 6 =2, b =1, v9 = 74 = 76 = 0, and 75 = 1.
This shows that f(F) is a curve that is not contained in Bs|2A | nor in Bs[3A4¢|. O

8.2.2. Corollary. In the notation of Proposition 8211 we have B < 1 for k=2,...,6.
8.2.3. Corollary. Ps ¢ Bs|bAx]|.
Proof. Follows from the equality 85 = 0. U

8.3. Case 6% Then B(X) = (3,8,9), |Ax| = |2Ax| = @, dim |3Ax| = dim|4Ax| = 0, and
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8.3.1. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold of type 6 in Table[l. Assume that X is not
rational. Then there exists a Sarkisov link of the form (&1l), where f is the Kawamata blowup
of the point of index 9, the variety X is isomorphic to a hypersurface X0 C P(1,2,3,4,5), and
f contracts a divisor to a Gorenstein (or smooth) point.

Proof. In this case the linear system |6Ax| is a pencil without fixed components. Apply the

construction (41]) with .# = |6Ax|. If P is the point of index 9, then .Z L 6(—Kx) and so
B > 6a by ([@3). The relation (€4]) has the form

(8.2) 6G="Ts+ (78 — 6a)e > 7s + 36ce > Ts + 4de.

If o> 1,then§ >6,s > 2 and ¢ > 7, a contradiction. Thus f(F) is a cyclic quotient singularity
of index r € {3,8,9} and @ = 1/r. The number \ := fr is integral, A > 6 and ([82) can be

rewritten in the following form
6Gr = Tsr + (TA — 6)e > Tsr + 306e, 6(gr +e) =T7(sr + Xe).

If § =1, then s =0, e =1, and 6(r +1) = 0 mod 7, a contradiction. Hence, ¢ > 1, f is
birational and s > 1. If ¢ = 2, then again s = e = 1, and 6(2r + 1) =0 mod 7, hence r = 3
and A = 3 < 6, a contradiction. Hence, § > 3. Assume that § =3. If e > 2, then s =1, e = 2.
In this case r must be even, so r = 8 and A is not an integer, a contradiction. Hence, e = 1.
Then s < 2. Since |[Ax| = [24x| = @, | C1(X),| > 3 by Lemma 21l Then by Corollary 5.5.1]
the variety X is rational, a contradiction. Thus G > 4 and by Theorem [Tl we may assume that
s> 2

[fg=4. Then s=2,e<2 and 4r +e =0 mod 7. The only possibility is r = 3, e = 2, and
A = 3 < 6, a contradiction. If § = 6, then X is rational by Proposition [[.2l If ¢ = 7, then e
must be divisible by 7 and s > 4 by Theorem [Tl This contradicts (8.2).

Finally, assume that ¢ = 5. Then s < 3. If s = 3, then e < 2 and e = 1 because sr + \e =0
mod 2. But then ¢gr+e = 5r+1 mod 7, which is impossible for r € {3,8,9}. Thus s = 2 and so
pz(X) > 2. By Theorem the variety X is isomorphic to a hypersurface X1y C P(1,2,3,4,5).
Hence CI(X) = 0 and e > 2 by Lemma 121 From ([82) and (£4) with £ = 3, 4, 5 we
obtain r =9, a =1/9, e =4,s3=1,8, =0, 55 =3, s =2, thatis,E~4AX, Ms ~ Ay,
My C 1344, M C |2A¢|. Comparing the dimensions of linear systems we see that M = |24 ¢|.
The relations (4.6]) have the form

4b =50 — 7,

We obtain § > 3 and b > 2. Therefore, f(F) is a Gorenstein (or smooth) point by Lemma 2.2.4]
and Corollary [6.6.1] O

8.4. Case[5?. Then B(X) = (23,5,8), |[Ax| = @, dim|2Ax| = dim [3Ax| = 0, and dim |[4Ax| =
1.

8.4.1. Proposition. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold of type 5% in Table[. Assume that X is not
rational. Then there exists a Sarkisov link of the form (41l), where f is the Kawamata blowup
of the point of index 8, the variety X is 1somorphic to a hypersurface X1 C P(1,2,3,4,5), and
f contracts a divisor to a Gorenstein (or smooth) point.

Proof. In this case the linear system |[4Ax| is a pencil without fixed components. Apply the

construction (4.1) with .#Z = |4Ax|. If P is the point of index 8, then .# L 4(—Kx) and so
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B > 4a by ([A3). The relation ([44]) has the form
(8.3) 4G ="Ts+ (76 — da)e > Ts + 24ae > Ts + 3e.

Ifg=1,thens=0,e=1,a=1/8 and § =9/14 ¢ %Z, a contradiction. Thus ¢ > 1, hence
s>1and ¢>3. If « > 1/2, then ¢ > 5. In this case s > 2 by Theorem [[LT] then ¢ > 6, s > 4,
and ¢ > 7, a contradiction.

Therefore, ¢ > 3, f(E) is a point of index r > 1, and o = 1/r, where r € {5, 8}. If § = 3,
then s = e =1 and = (5r +4)/7 ¢ 1Z, a contradiction. Therefore, ¢ > 4 and s > 2 by
Theorem [Tl In this case ¢ > 5 by (83]). Assume that ¢ > 6. In this case s > 4 by Theorem [LT]
and so ¢ > 7. Again we get a contradiction. Therefore, § =5 and so s = 2. By Theorem [6.5] the
variety X is isomorphic to a hypersurface X9 C P(1,2,3,4,5). Hence CI(X) =0 and e > 2 by
Lemma .21 because |Ax| = @. From (83]) we obtain e =2, « = 1/8, and r = 8.

From (@4]) we also obtain s, = k—2 for k = 2,...,6, that is, E ~ 2A¢ and ,///k C|(k—2)As]
for k = 3,...,6. Comparing the dimensions of linear systems we see that My = 124 ¢], My =

3A¢|, and ,//26 is a codimension 1 subsystem in [4A|. Finally, the relations in our situation
X Y X Y
have the form

2b="55 -7,
29 =(k—2)0 —k fork=3,...,6.

We obtain § > 3 and b > 4. Hence, f(F) is a Gorenstein (or smooth) point by Lemma 2.2.4 and
Corollary [6.6.11 O

8.4.2. Corollary. By <1 fork=2,...,6.

9. A FAMILY OF NONRATIONAL Q-FANO THREEFOLDS OF INDEX 7
In this section we consider Q-Fano threefolds as in [4% of Table Il Thus we assume that
w(X) =7, B(X)=(2%3,45), A% =g
and then
|Ax| =@, dim|24x|=dim|3Ax| =0, dim|[4Ax|=dim[5Ax|=1, dim|6Ax|=2.
The collection of non-Gorenstein singularities of X is as follows:

e a unique point Ps of index 5 that is a cyclic quotient,
e a unique point P; of index 3 that is a cyclic quotient,
e a unique point P, of index 4 that is either a cyclic quotient or a singularity of type cAx/4,
e index 2 singularities Pz(l),. . ,P2(m), where 0 < m < 3and aw(X, Py)+>_ aw(X, P2(i)) =4.
We will show in Theorem that a monrational variety of this type is isomorphic to a
hypersurface X4 C P(2,3,4,5,7). Moreover, we explicitly describe a birational transformation
of this variety to a special hypersurface of degree 10 in P(1,2,3,4,5) (see Sect. [f]). First, we
need auxiliary facts (Lemmas and [0.2) describing two Sarkisov links that allow us to make
conclusion on some linear systems on X (see Corollaries @.T.T], [0.2.1] and 0.2.2)).

9.1. Lemma. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold of typed® in Table[. Assume that X is not rational.
Then there exists a Sarkisov link of the form (A1), where f is extremal blowup of the point of
index 4, f is birational, X is a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 3 and CI(X); = 0, p,(X) > 2,
pz(X) > 3, and f contracts the divisor M, to a point. Moreover, we have

s59=0, s3=s5=1, e=s4=8=2, and <1 fork=2,...,6.
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Proof. Apply the construction (A1) with .# = |5Ax|. Then f5 > 3« by (43). In particu-
lar, f(E) # Ps by Corollary B2:3l Taking Theorem [[T] into account we obtain the following
possibilities:

(1) a=1/2,G=3,e=1, s5 =1,

(2) a=1/4,G=3,e=2,s5 =1,

3) a=1/4,G=5,e=1, s5 <3.
Thus pl(X ) > 2 if ¢ = 3. Then the group CI(X ) is torsion free by Corollary [5.5.1l Recall that
|Ax| = @. Therefore, ¢ > 1 by Lemma .2.1] and we are in the case [(2)] Then from (Z4) we
obtain so =0, s3 =1, s4 = s¢ = 2, and By < 1 for k = 2,...,6. In particular, 54 = 0. Finally,
(£8) has the form

2b = 30—T,
This implies that § > 5 and b > 4. Hence, f(F) is a point. O

9.1.1. Corollary. P, ¢ Bs|4Ax]|.

9.2. Lemma. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold of typed® in Table[dl. Assume that X is not rational.
Then there exists a Sarkisov link of the form (A1), where f is the Kawamata blowup of the point
of index 3, f is birational and contracts the divisor My. Moreover, one of the following holds:
(i) §=2,e=1, CUX), ~ Z/2Z;
(ii) § =4, e =2, CI(X), = 0.
In both cases s, =0 and s3 = e.

Sketch of the proof. Apply the construction (AI]) with noncomplete linear system .# C [6Ax]|
consisting of all divisors passing through P;. Clearly, dim .#Z > 1 and .# has no fixed compo-
nents. Apply the construction (AJ]) with .#Z. Then § > 3a by (43]). By Theorem [T we have
s> 1if ¢ > 4. Assume that e = 1. Then C1(X); # 0 by Lemma B2l because |Ax| = @. In the
case ¢ = 3 we have s > 1 by Corollary B.5.1] In the case § = 5 we have s > 2 by Theorem [6.5
Taking these facts into account in addition to |(i)| and we obtain the following possibilities:

(1) a=1/4,4=5e=1,

(2) a=1/54=1,c=2,

(8) a=1/5g=4e=1,

(4) a=1/5,G=5,e=s5=3, =3/5,

In the case we get a contradiction by (A3 with k£ = 3. In the case by Corollary
we have 5 < 1 and then s, > 0 again by ([@5). This implies that | C1(X),| > 3 and then X is
rational by Corollary B.5.1], a contradiction. Similar arguments work in the case (here we can
use Proposition 5.0]). Thus we are left with the case and then ct(X,.#) = 1/3. Moreover,
both Ps and Pj is a center of canonical singularities for (X, 5.#). Then the Kawamata blowup
of Ps is crepant with respect to Kx + %/// , hence a Sarkisov link of the form (4.1]) with center
Py exists and it must satisfy either [(i)] or [(ii)] Finally, from (@H) with k£ = 2 and 3 we obtain
sp = 0 and s3 = e. O

9.2.1. Corollary. P ¢ M; and P; ¢ Bs|6Ax]|.

Proof. In both casesz}ndby (A.5)) we have 33 = 0, that is, Ms = f*Ms. Since 3Ms € |6Ax],
for the linear system .#s = |6Ax| we also have .#5 = f* . O
9.2.2. Corollary. For general members My € My and My € #5 we have

MQﬂMgﬂM4:{P5} and MgmMgﬂM4ﬂM5:®.
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Proof. By Corollaries 0.1.1] and 0.2.1] we have My N M3 N My F Py and My N Ms N My % Ps.
Assume that My N M3 N M, contains a curve, say C'. Then M; - C' € %Z by Corollary On
the other hand, My - M3 - M5 = 1/2, hence C' = My N M3 > Py, a contradiction. Therefore, the
set My N M3 N My is zero-dimensional. Since My - My - My = 2/5 < 1/2, this set does not contain
points of index < 2, hence My N Ms N My = {Ps}. O

9.3. Proposition. In the notation of Proposition B2.1] the map x is an isomorphism, i.e. the
link (A1) has the form

0.1 / \

and f contracts a divisor Ms to a smooth rational curve T C X such that Ag - T = 1/2. The
image of the f-exceptional divisor E ~P(1,1,4) is a member of |3A| that is singular along T.
The non-Gorenstein singularities ofX are as follows:

e a cyclic quotient singularity Q4 of index 4;

e a cyclic quotient singularity Py = g(Ps) of index 3;

e indez-2 singularity Py, = g(Py) that is not a cyclic quotient.

In particular, X is not quasi-smooth.

Proof. We use the notation of the proof of Proposition B2l First, we claim that dim(M3 N
Bs|4A|) < 0. Indeed, assume that there exists an irreducible curve I" contained in M3 N Bs|4A|.
By Corollaries and we have P3, Py ¢ T'. Let My € .45 be a general member. By
Corollary 823 Ps ¢ Ms. Therefore, M5 - I' € %Z. On the other hand, I' C M, N M5 and
so0 < Ms-T' < Ms-My-Ms =1/2. Hence I' = My N My > Py, a contradiction. Thus,
dim(M; N Bs|44]) < 0.

Now we claim that //Q is nef. Assume that //Q [ < 0 for some irreducible curve L. Since
My has no fixed components and p(E) = 1, we have E-T > 0 and T' ¢ E. On the other hand,
it follows from (A5]) that f5 = 4/5 and By = 28, = 2/5. Therefore,

«%4 NQ f*(4AX) — %E NQ 2M2 NQ %F’ + %E

Hence F - T < 0. Thus the curve I' := f(I) is contained in Bs|4Ax| and in the surface Ms.
In other words, I' is contained in the set {z2 = x4 = 23 = 0} N X that is zero-dimensional, a
contradiction. This proves that .#, is nef.

Since 4 = 0, we have .#, ~g f* //Q In particular, .#, is nef. Since the varieties X and X
are isomorphic in codimension one, we see that for n >> 0 the linear systems |n.#,| and |n.,|
define morphisms Q. X — PN and (IR X — PV with the same image that must

coincide with X. This implies that <I>|n( | contracts a divisor and so x is an isomorphism. Let
T := f(Ms;). Since Og(E) = Op1,1,4)(5), we have E® = 25/4. Taking this fact into account, we
obtain . . )
245 - T = —My- (M3)? = — (f*(4Ax) — 2E) - (f*(34x) — 2E)" = 1.
The index-5 point of X is of type (1, 1,4). Hence the non-Gorenstein singularities of X are
as follows:

e a cyclic quotient singularity Q4 of 1ndeX 4, where Q4 SO

e index-2 singularities Pz() = f‘l(P ) where P() € Mg, P() ¢ L,
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e index-4 singularity P, = f~'(P,), where P, € Ms, P, ¢ E;
e a cyclic quotient singularity Py = f~'(Ps) of index 3, where P3 ¢ M;, P; ¢ E.

Then Py := f (P3) is a cyclic quotient singularity of index 3, f(P) is a point of index < 4,
and f(p(z)) are Gorenstein points. Since B(X) = (22 3,4), we see that Q, := f(Q4) must be a
point of index 4, hence f is an isomorphism near Q4. Hence Q4 ¢ M and Q. ¢ Y. Then f (Py)
must be a point of index 2 that is a not a cyclic quotient by [Kaw96|. The curve T does not pass
through Py nor through Q4 Hence the lelSOI‘ 2A is Cartier near T. It can be seen from Gﬂl)
and (6.9) that the set FNBs|24¢] i 24| =
Since Q4 ¢ T, the restriction of [24¢| to T is a linear system of positive dimension (and degree
1). This implies that T is a smooth rational curve. U

9.4. Theorem. Let X be a Q-Fano threefold with qo(X) = 7, B(X) = (23,3,4,5), and A% =
1/60. Assume that X is not rational. Then X is isomorphic to a hypersurface X14 C P(2,3,4,5,7).

Proof. For m = 3,...,7, let g, be a general element of H°(X, mAx). By Corollary [0.2.2] the
map

U: X --»P(2,3,4,5), P+ (@P),s(P),u(P),s(P))

is a morphism. For short, let P :=P(2,3,4,5) and let Ap be the positive generator of CI(P). By
the construction, Ax = U*Ap. Since A% = 1/60 and A2 = 1/120, the morphism ¥ is finite of
degree 2. By the Hurwitz formula we have

U (TAp) = TAxy = —Kx = U* (—Kp + 1R) = ¥* (144p — L1R),

where R is the branch divisor. This gives us R ~ 14Ap. Therefore, X is a hypersurface of
degree 14 in P(2,3,4,5,7). O
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