arXiv:1912.07231v1 [math.AG] 16 Dec 2019

FROBENIUS SPLIT ANTICANONICAL DIVISORS

SÁNDOR J KOVÁCS

Dedicated to Emma Previato on the occasion of her 65th birthday

Abstract. In this note I extend two theorems of Sommese regarding abelian varieties to arbitrary characteristic; that an abelian variety cannot be an ample divisor in a smooth projective variety and that a cone over an abelian variety of dimension at least two is not smoothable.

1. Introduction

The main goal of this note is to extend to arbitrary characteristic two theorems of Sommese regarding abelian varieties; that an abelian variety cannot be an ample divisor in a smooth projective variety [Som76] and that a cone over an abelian variety of dimension at least two is not smoothable [Som79]. Note that the latter statement has already been extended to arbitrary characteristic in [KK18], but the proof given here is different and arguably more direct. I give a new proof and a slightly stronger version of both results of Sommese already in the characteristic zero case. The main technical ingredient in positive characteristic is a sort of lifting theorem (for the definition of F -split see Definition 5):

Theorem 1 (cf. Corollary 14). Let X be a smooth projective variety over an algebraically closed field k of char k > 0 and D ⊆ X an effective anti-canonical divisor, i.e., such that ω_X ≃ O_X (−D). If D is F -split then so is X.

This in turn is used to prove the vanishing of several cohomology groups:

Theorem 2 (cf. Theorem 16). Let X be a smooth projective variety over an algebraically closed field k of char k > 0 and D ⊆ X an effective ample divisor such that ω_D ≃ O_D. If D is F -split and dim X ≥ 3, then (i) H^i(X, O_X ) = 0 for i > 0, and (ii) H^j(D, O_D) = 0 for 0 < j < dim D.

Remark 3. See Corollary 14 and Theorem 16 for stronger versions of these statements. Finally, these vanishing results and Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing [Kaw82, Vie82] in characteristic zero are used to prove characteristic independent versions of Sommese’s theorems in Corollary 18 and Corollary 23.

Acknowledgment. I would like to thank Max Lieblich for useful conversations and the referee for helpful comments.

This work was supported in part by NSF Grant DMS-1565352 and the Craig McKibben and Sarah Merner Endowed Professorship in Mathematics at the University of Washington.

Date: February 3, 2019.

Supported in part by NSF Grant DMS-1565352 and the Craig McKibben and Sarah Merner Endowed Professorship in Mathematics at the University of Washington.

1

2. Frobenius splitting and vanishing The following notation will be used throughout the article.

Notation 4. Let k be an algebraically closed field and X a scheme over k. If char k = p > 0 then let F : X → X denote the (absolute) Frobenius morphism. Recall that F is the identity on the underlying space X and its comorphism on the sheaf of regular functions is the p^{th} power map: O_X → F_∗O_X given by f → f^p.

Definition 5. A scheme X over k of char k > 0 is called Frobenius split or F -split if the natural morphism η : O_X → F_∗O_X has a left inverse, i.e., ∃η^′ : F_∗O_X → O_X such that η^′ ∘ η = id_{OX} .

It was proved in [MR85, Prop. 2] that Kodaira vanishing [Kod53] holds on smooth projective F -split varieties. In fact, Mehta-Ramanathan’s proof works in a slightly more general setting: Theorem 6 (Mehta-Ramanathan). Let X be an equidimensional projective Cohen-Macaulay scheme over k of char k > 0 and let L be an ample line bundle on X. If X is F -split, then H^j(X, L^{−1}) = 0 for j < dim X.

Proof. This follows directly from Serre duality [Har77, 7.6(b)] and [MR85, Prop. 1]. □ The proof of the following simple lemma uses the usual trick of obtaining a more precise vanishing statement from Serre vanishing and surjective maps.

Lemma 7. Let X be an equidimensional projective Cohen-Macaulay scheme over k (of arbitrary characteristic) and D ⊆ X an effective, ample Cartier divisor. Fix an m_0 ∈ Z and a j ∈ N such that j < dim X and let E be a locally free sheaf on X. Assume that H^j(D, (E (−mD))|_D) = 0 for each m ≥ m_0. Then H^j(X, E (−mD)) = 0 for each m ≥ m_0. Proof. Consider the following short exact sequence: 0 // E (−(m + 1)D) // E (−mD) // (E (−mD))|_D // 0.

It follows from the assumption that the induced morphism H^j(X, E (−(m + 1)D)) // // H^j(X, E (−mD)) is surjective for each m ≥ m_0. By iterating this step we obtain that the induced morphism H^j(X, E (−(m + l)D)) // // H^j(X, E (−mD)) is surjective for any l ∈ N. However, H^j(X, E (−(m + l)D)) = 0 for l ≫ 0 by Serre duality [Har77, 7.6(b)] which implies the desired statement. □ Corollary 8. Let X be an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme over k and D ⊆ X an effective, ample Cartier divisor such that ω_D ≃ O_D. Assume that if char k > 0 then D is F -split and if char k = 0 then X has rational singularities. Then H^j(X, ω_X (−mD)) = 0 for j < dim X − 1 and each m ∈ N.

Proof. First note that by the adjunction formula the assumption implies that ω_X (D)|_D ≃ O_D. Fix a j < dim X − 1 = dim D. Then

H^j(D, ω_X (−mD)|_D) ≃ H^j(D, (ω_X (D) ⊗ O_X (−(m + 1)D)) |_D) ≃ ≃ H^j(D, O_D(−(m + 1)D|_D)) = 0 for each m ∈ N by Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing [Kaw82, Vie82] in case char k = 0 and by Theorem 6 if char k > 0. Hence the statement follows from Lemma 7 by taking E = ω_X and m_0 = 0. □ Theorem 9. Let X be an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme over k and D ⊆ X an effective, ample Cartier divisor such that ω_D ≃ O_D. Assume that dim X ≥ 3 and if char k > 0 then assume further that D is F -split. Then ω_X ≃ O_X (−D). Proof. Consider the following short exact sequence: 0 // ω_X // ω_X (D) // ω_D ≃ O_D // 0.

Observe that H^j(X, ω_X ) = 0 for j < dim X − 1 by Corollary 8. In particular this holds for j = 1, i.e., H^1(X, ω_X ) = 0, and so the induced morphism H^0(X, ω_X (D)) // // H^0(D, ω_D) ≃ H^0(D, O_D) is surjective. It follows that there exists a section 0 ≠ s ∈ H^0(X, ω_X (D)) such that (s = 0) ∩ D = ∅. Because D is ample, this implies that (s = 0) = ∅ and hence that ω_X (D) ≃ O_X . This proves the statement. □

3. Lifting Frobenius splittings The following is a simple criterion for Frobenius splitting, probably well-known to experts. A proof is included for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 10. Let X be a projective Cohen-Macaulay scheme of equidimension n over k of char k > 0. Then X is F -split if and only if there exists a morphism σ : ω_X → F_∗ω_X such that the induced morphism H^n(σ) : H^n(X, ω_X )^{≠0} // H^n(X, F_∗ω_X ) is non-zero. Any morphism σ satisfying the above criterion will be a called a dual splitting morphism of X.

Remark 11. Note that an important feature of this criterion is that there is no assumption of functoriality or any other constraints on σ, only that H^n(σ) ≠ 0.

Proof. If X is F -split, then letting σ be the Grothendieck dual of the splitting morphism η^′ : F_∗O_X → O_X given by the definition shows the “only if” part of the claim.

To show the other direction, first notice that since both H^n(X, ω_X ) and H^n(X, F_∗ω_X ) are 1-dimensional, the assumption is equivalent to saying that H^n(σ) is an isomorphism.

Next observe that by Serre duality the morphism H^n(τ) : H^n(X, F_∗ω_X ) → H^n(X, ω_X ) induced by the Grothendieck trace map τ : F_∗ω_X → ω_X is also non-zero, and again, since both H^n(X, ω_X ) and H^n(X, F_∗ω_X ) are 1-dimensional, it is an isomorphism.

It follows that the composition τ ∘ σ : ω_X → ω_X , which factors through F_∗ω_X , induces an isomorphism on H^n(X, ω_X ). In particular, τ ∘ σ ≠ 0. Now let η : O_X → F_∗O_X be the comorphism of the Frobenius, which is of course the Grothendieck dual of τ and let η^′ : F_∗O_X → O_X be the Grothendieck dual of σ. Then we see that η^′ ∘ η : O_X → O_X cannot be zero, since otherwise so would be its Grothendieck dual, τ ∘ σ. However, if η^′ ∘ η ≠ 0, then it must be an isomorphism. Replacing η^′ with itself composed with the inverse of this isomorphism we obtain that X is F -split. □

Definition 12. Let X be an equidimensional projective Cohen-Macaulay scheme over k of char k > 0 and D ⊆ X a non-empty effective Cartier divisor. Assume that D is F -split and let α : ω_X (D) → ω_D denote the adjunction morphism. Then we have the following diagram:

(12.1) ω_X (D) ? λ fflffl α // ω_D σ fflffl F_∗ (ω_X (D))^{F∗α} // F_∗ω_D.

Here σ : ω_D → F_∗ω_D is a dual splitting morphism of D provided by Proposition 10. Note that the morphism λ does not always exist. If a morphism λ making the diagram commutative does exist then we will say that the dual splitting morphism σ can be lifted to X.

Theorem 13. Let X be an equidimensional projective Cohen-Macaulay scheme over k of char k > 0 and D ⊆ X an effective (non-empty) Cartier divisor. Assume that D is F -split and that σ : ω_D → F_∗ω_D, a dual splitting morphism of D, can be lifted to X (cf. Definition 12). Then X is also F -split.

Proof. I will use the notation of Definition 12. Let λ : ω_X (D) → F_∗ (ω_X (D)) be a lifting of σ, i.e., such that λ completes (12.1) to a commutative diagram. Note that ker α ≃ ω_X and hence setting σ_X : = λ|_{ωX} we have the following commutative diagram of short exact sequences:

0 // ω_X σ_X fflffl // ω_X (D) // λ fflffl ω_D // σ fflffl 0

0 // F_∗ω_X // F_∗ (ω_X (D)) // F_∗ω_D // 0.

Let n: = dim X and consider the induced diagram of long exact sequences of cohomology: . . . // H^{n−1}(D, ω_D) H^{n−1}(σ) fflffl // H^n(X, ω_X )

H^n(σ_X ) fflffl // H^n(X, ω_X (D))

. . . // H^{n−1}(D, F_∗ω_D) // H^n(X, F_∗ω_X ) // H^n(X, F_∗ (ω_X (D)))

Observe that H^n(X, F_∗ (ω_X (D))) ≃ H^n(X, ω_X (D)) = 0 by Serre duality and hence we have a commutative square where the horizontal maps are isomorphisms: H^{n−1}(D, ω_D) H^{n−1}(σ) fflffl

≃ // H^n(X, ω_X )

H^n(σ_X ) fflffl H^{n−1}(D, F_∗ω_D)^≃ // H^n(X, F_∗ω_X ).

This implies that H^n(σ_X ) ≠ 0, hence X is F -split by Proposition 10. □ Corollary 14. Let X be an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme over k of char k > 0 and D ⊆ X an effective (non-empty) anti-canonical divisor, i.e., such that ω_X ≃ O_X (−D). If D is F -split then so is X.

Proof. Since D is an anti-canonical divisor it follows that ω_X (D) ≃ O_X and ω_D ≃ O_D, so the adjunction short exact sequence

0 // ω_X // ω_X (D) // ω_D // 0

becomes 0 // O_X (−D) // O_X // O_D // 0 If D is F -split, then the natural morphism η_D : O_D → F_∗O_D splits and hence H^n(η_D) ≠ 0. In other words, η_D is a dual splitting morphism of D. The natural morphism η_X : O_X → F_∗O_X is a lifting of η_D to X and hence X is F -split by Theorem 13. □ Corollary 15. Let X be an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme over k of char k > 0 and D ⊆ X an effective (non-empty) anti-canonical divisor, i.e., such that ω_X ≃ O_X (−D). If D is F -split then Kodaira vanishing holds on X, i.e., for any ample line bundle L on X,

H^j(X, L^{−1}) = 0

for j < dim X.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Corollary 14 and Theorem 6. □

4. Frobenius split anti-canonical divisors on Fano varieties We are now ready to prove the main result.

Theorem 16. Let X be an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme over k and D ⊆ X an effective, ample Cartier divisor such that ω_D ≃ O_D. Assume that dim X ≥ 3 and also that if char k > 0 then D is F -split and if char k = 0 then X has rational singularities. Then (i) if char k > 0 then X is F -split, (ii) Kodaira vanishing holds on X, (iii) ω_X ≃ O_X (−D), (iv) H^i(X, O_X ) = 0 for i > 0, and (v) H^j(D, O_D) = 0 for 0 < j < dim D.

Proof. Theorem 9 implies (iii), which combined with Corollary 14 implies (i) and if char k > 0 then that combined with Theorem 6 implies (ii). Of course, if char k = 0 then (ii) is wellknown by Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing [Kaw82, Vie82]. Since O_X ≃ ω_X ⊗ O_X (D) and D is ample, Serre duality and (ii) implies (iv). Finally, consider the short exact sequence,

0 // O_X (−D) // O_X // O_D // 0.

As H^j(X, O_X (−D)) = 0 for j < dim X by (ii), (v) follows from (iv). □

As a consequence of Theorem 16 we will obtain the generalization of the main result of [Som76] to ordinary abelian varieties in positive characteristic promised in the introduction. Note that by [MS87, 1.1] an abelian variety is ordinary if and only if it is F -split. In particular, the methods of this paper do not say anything about what happens for non-ordinary abelian varieties.

For the definition of ordinary varieties in general the reader is referred to [BK86] although the definition of ordinariness will not be used directly. We will only use the following properties, proved respectively by Illusie [Ill90], and Joshi and Rajan [JR03].

Proposition 17. Let Z be an ordinary smooth projective variety over a field k of positive characteristic. Then (i) [Ill90, Prop. 1.2] any small deformation of Z is also ordinary, and (ii) [JR03, Prop. 3.1] if in addition ω_Z ≃ O_Z , then Z is F -split.

Corollary 18. Let A be an abelian variety of dimension at least 2 over k. If char k > 0 assume that A is ordinary. Suppose A is an ample divisor on X. Then X cannot be an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme if char k > 0 and an equidimensional projective Gorenstein scheme with only rational singularities if char k = 0.

Proof. If char k > 0 then A is F -split by [MS87, 1.1] or Proposition 17(ii). By the dimension assumption H^1(A, O_A) ≠ 0 and hence the statement follows from Theorem 16(v). □

Remark 19. If char k = 0, essentially the same statement as Corollary 18 was proved in [Som76]. However, the proof given here is quite different even in the char k = 0 case. In particular, [Som76] relied on topological arguments and it only stated that A could not be an ample divisor on a smooth projective variety.

5. Non-smoothable singularities

In this section I prove Sommese’s second theorem which is an application of Theorem 16 showing that certain singularities are not smoothable.

Next recall that the Betti numbers of smooth projective varieties are defined as the dimension of ℓ-adic cohomology groups, i.e., let Z be a smooth projective variety over k and let ℓ be a prime different from char k. Then b_i(Z): = dim H^i_{ét}(Z, Q_ℓ ). Note that this definition is valid in all characteristics. In characteristic zero these numbers are the same as the dimension of singular cohomology groups of the underlying topological space of Z, which is the more common definition in this case.

The following lemma is folklore. For the reader’s convenience a proof is provided. It also follows from various stronger statements which we will not need here.

Lemma 20. Let Z be a smooth projective variety over an algebraically closed field k. If b_1(Z) ≠ 0 then H^1(Z, O_Z) ≠ 0.

Proof. If b_1(Z) ≠ 0 then by the expression of étale cohomology as a limit implies that there are arbitrarily high order torsion elements in Pic Z (cf. [Tam94, 4.4.4]). It follows that then Pic^∘ Z cannot be finite by the Theorem of the Base [Sev34, Nér52]. Hence Pic^∘ Z is positive dimensional and then so is H^1(Z, O_Z ) = T_{[OZ ]} Pic^∘ Z. □

I will use the notion of smoothability used in [Som79] and [Har74]. This is slightly more restrictive than the one used in [KK18].

Definition 21 cf. [Har74, Som79]). For a morphism f : X → T and t ∈ T , the fibre of f over t will be denoted by X_t = f^{−1}(t). Let X be a closed subscheme of a scheme P over an algebraically closed field k. A deformation of X in P is a morphism (f : X → T ) where (i) T is a connected positive dimensional scheme of finite type over k, (ii) X ⊆ P × T is a closed subscheme which is flat over T , (iii) there exists a closed point 0 ∈ T , such that X_0 ≃ X, and (iv) f is the restriction of the projection morphism P × T → T to X . A deformation (f : X → T ) of X in P will be called a Gorenstein deformation if for all t ∈ T , t ≠ 0, the fibre X_t is Gorenstein. It will be called a smooth deformation if for all t ∈ T , t ≠ 0, the fibre X_t is smooth over k(t). In this latter case we also say that X is smoothable in P .

A somewhat weaker statement than the following was proved in [Som79, 2.1.1] in characteristic zero and a somewhat more general statement, as a consequence of much deeper results, was established in [KK18, Cor. 8.7] in all characteristics.

Theorem 22. Let X ⊆ P^n be a projective variety over an algebraically closed field k and let H ⊆ P^n be a hypersurface such that Z = X ∩ H is smooth, dim Z > 1, ω_Z ≃ O_Z , and b_1(Z) ≠ 0 (e.g., Z is an abelian variety of dimension at least 2). Further assume that if char k > 0 then Z is ordinary. Let (f : X → T ) be a deformation of X in P^n and assume that if char k = 0 then X_t has rational singularities for t ≠ 0. Then there exists a nonempty open neighbourhood 0 ∈ U ⊆ T such that X_t has isolated non-Gorenstein singularities for every t ∈ U. Consequently X does not admit a Gorenstein deformation in P^n and in particular, it is not smoothable in P^n.

Proof. Observe that there exists a non-empty open set 0 ∈ U ⊆ T such that X_t has the same properties as X = X_0, that is, there exists a hypersurface H_t ⊆ P^n such that Z_t = X_t ∩ H_t is smooth, dim Z_t > 1, ω_{Zt} ≃ O_{Zt} , and b_1(Z_t) ≠ 0. We may also assume that if char k > 0 then Z_t is ordinary by Proposition 17(i) and note that if char k = 0 then X_t has rational singularities for t ≠ 0 by assumption.

It follows that Z_t is F -split by Proposition 17(ii) and H^1(Z_t, O_{Zt} ) ≠ 0 by Lemma 20 and hence X_t is not Gorenstein by Theorem 16(v).

On the other hand, as a hypersurface section of X_t is smooth, its singular set must be zero-dimensional and hence X_t must have isolated non-Gorenstein singularities. □

Finally, this implies the following:

Corollary 23. Let A ⊆ P^{n−1} be an abelian variety of dimension at least 2 over k and let X denote the cone over A in P^n. If char k > 0 further assume that A is ordinary. Then X is not smoothable in P^n.

References

[BK86] S. Bloch and K. Kato: p-adic étale cohomology, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1986), no. 63, 107–152. MR 849653 [Har74] R. Hartshorne: Topological conditions for smoothing algebraic singularities, Topology 13 (1974), 241–253. MR 0349677 (50 #2170) [Har77] R. Hartshorne: Algebraic geometry, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1977, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52. MR 0463157 [Ill90] L. Illusie: Ordinarité des intersections complètes générales, The Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol.

II, Progr. Math., vol. 87, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990, pp. 376–405. MR 1106904 [JR03] K. Joshi and C. S. Rajan: Frobenius splitting and ordinarity, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2003), no. 2, 109–121. MR 1936581 [Kaw82] Y. Kawamata: A generalization of Kodaira-Ramanujam’s vanishing theorem, Math. Ann. 261 (1982), no. 1, 43–46. MR 675204 (84i:14022) [Kod53] K. Kodaira: On a differential-geometric method in the theory of analytic stacks, Proc. Nat. Acad.

Sci. U. S. A. 39 (1953), 1268–1273. MR 0066693 (16,618b) [KK18] J. Kollár and S. J. Kovács: Deformation of log canonical and F -pure singularities.

arXiv:1807.07417 [MR85] V. B. Mehta and A. Ramanathan: Frobenius splitting and cohomology vanishing for Schubert varieties, Ann. of Math. (2) 122 (1985), no. 1, 27–40. MR 799251 [MS87] V. B. Mehta and V. Srinivas: Varieties in positive characteristic with trivial tangent bundle, Compositio Math. 64 (1987), no. 2, 191–212, With an appendix by Srinivas and M. V. Nori. MR 916481 [Nér52] A. Néron: La théorie de la base pour les diviseurs sur les variétés algébriques, Deuxième Colloque de Géométrie Algébrique, Liège, 1952, Georges Thone, Liège; Masson & Cie, Paris, 1952, pp. 119– 126. MR 0052154 [Sev34] F. Severi: La base per le varietà algebriche di dimensione qualunque contenute in una data e la teoria generale delle corrispondénze fra i punti di due superficie algebriche, Mem. Accad. Ital. (1934), no. 5, 239–283.

[Som79] A. J. Sommese: Nonsmoothable varieties, Comment. Math. Helv. 54 (1979), no. 1, 140–146. MR 522037 [Som76] A. J. Sommese: On manifolds that cannot be ample divisors, Math. Ann. 221 (1976), no. 1, 55–72.

MR 0404703 [Tam94] G. Tamme: Introduction to étale cohomology, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1994, Translated from the German by Manfred Kolster. MR 1317816 [Vie82] E. Viehweg: Vanishing theorems, J. Reine Angew. Math. 335 (1982), 1–8. MR 667459 (83m:14011)

University of Washington, Department of Mathematics, Seattle, WA 98195, USA E-mail address: skovacs@uw.edu URL: http://www.math.washington.edu/∼kovacs