arXiv:2211.06784v1 [math.AG] 13 Nov 2022

Duality Related with Key Varieties of Q -Fano 3-folds. I

HIROMICHI TAKAGI

ABSTRACT. In our previous paper [Tak2], we show that any prime Q-Fano 3-folds X with only 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularities in certain 5 classes can be embedded as linear sections into bigger dimensional Q-Fano varieties called key varieties, where each of the key varieties is constructed from certain data of the Sarkisov link staring from the blow-up at one 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularity of X. In this paper, we introduce varieties associated with the key varieties which are dual in a certain sense. As an application, we interpret a fundamental part of the Sarkisov link for each X as a linear section of the dual variety. In a natural context describing the variety dual to the key variety of X of genus 5 with one 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularity, we also characterize a general canonical curve of genus 9 with a g^2_7 .

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Background 2 1.2. Duality for the key varieties 2 1.3. Prime Q-Fano 3-fold and Sarkisov link 2 1.4. Main result 3 1.5. Classification of algebraic curves 5 2. Duality related with key varieties 6 2.1. Generalities on vector bundle 6 2.2. Linear sections of P(E) and P(E^⊥), and the basic diagram 6 3. Q-Fano 3-fold of genus 4 8 3.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) 8 3.2. Curve of genus 8 9 4. Q-Fano 3-fold of genus 5 9 4.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) 9 4.2. Curve of genus 9 10 5. Q-Fano 3-fold of Genus 6 and Q-type 15 6. Q-Fano 3-fold of Genus 6 and C-type 15 6.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) 15 6.2. Cubic 3-fold and 4-fold 17 7. Q-Fano 3-fold of genus 8 19 7.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) 19 7.2. Curve of genus 2 19 8. Trinity 20 References 21

2020 Mathematics subject classification: 14J45, 14E30, 14H45. Key words and phrases: Q-Fano 3-fold, Key variety, Sarkisov link, Linear duality, Classification of curves, Cubic 3-fold and 4-fold. 1

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. This is a companion paper to [Tak2].

In this paper, we work over C , the complex number field. For a vector bundle E on a variety X, the notation P_X (E) or simply P(E) is just the projectivization (We don’t use the Grothendieck notation).

A projective variety X is called a Q-Fano variety if X has only terminal singularities and −K_X is ample. A Q-Fano variety X is called prime if −K_X generates the group of numerical equivalence classes of Q-Cartier divisors on X.

In [Tak2], we study prime Q-Fano 3-folds X in the 5 classes No.1.1, 1.4, 1.9, 1.10, and 1.13 among [Tak1, Table 1], and construct key varieties for them (see Theorem 1.1 below for the precise statement).

1.2. Duality for the key varieties . Let X be a smooth prime Fano 3-fold of genus 9. Fano [Fa, p.207-208] and Iskovskih [Is] showed that the double projection of X from a line ends with the blow-up of P^3 along a non-hyperelliptic smooth curve C of genus 3 and degree 7. Mukai [Mu1, Mu6] showed that X is a linear section of the symplectic Grassmanian Sp(3, 6). Note that the projectively dual variety of Sp(3, 6) is a quartic hypersurface H. He also showed that the canonical model of C is a linear section of H ([Mu5]). He obtained similar results in the case of genus 7 or 10. Hence Mukai revealed that the projective duality amplifies the geometry of the Sarkisov link of smooth Fano 3-folds. The main result of this paper concerns suitable dual varieties to our key varieties and is modeled on these results on duality by Mukai.

1.3. Prime Q-Fano 3-fold and Sarkisov link. In this subsection, we quickly review the result of [Tak2] while introducing notation which is needed in this paper. The data of Q-Fano 3-folds X in the 4 classes 1.4, 1.9, 1.10, and 1.13 are summarized in the following table:

Name No. g(X) deg C g(C) X^′ genus 5 1.4 5 9 9 P^3 genus 6, C-type 1.9 6 3 0 B_3 genus 6, Q-type 1.10 6 9 6 Q^3 genus 8 1.13 8 7 2 B_5

In the first column of the table, we rename the 4 classes. The number g(X) in the third column of the table is the genus of X defined to be h^0(−K_X ) − 2. We explain the data in 4th–6th column below. We recall that each X in the 4 classes has only one 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularity. We classify them in [Tak1] by constructing the following Sarkisov links:

(1.1) Y //˙˙˙ f ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ Y^′ f^′ !!B BB BB BB B

X X^′, where f : Y → X is the blow-up of X at the unique 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularity, Y Y^′ is a flop, and f^′ is the blow-up of a smooth Q-Fano 3-fold X^′ along a smooth curve

C with the genus g(C) and the degree deg C as in the 4th and 5th column of the table, where the degree of C is measured by the primitive Cartier divisor on X^′. In the 6th column, B_3 is a smooth cubic 3-fold in P^4, B_5 is a codimension 3 smooth linear section of G(2, 5), and Q^3 is a smooth quadric 3-fold.

For a prime Q-Fano 3-fold X of No.1.1, we rename it a prime Q-Fano 3-fold of genus 4. Note that X has two 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularities. For such an X, we construct the following diagram in [Tak2]:

(1.2) Z //˙˙˙ g ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ Z^′ g^′ !!B BB BB BB B

X B_6, where g : Z → X is the blow-up of X at the two 1/2(1, 1, 1)-singularities, Z Z^′ is a flop, and g^′ is the blow-up of B_6 := P(Ω^1_{P2}) along a smooth curve C with the genus 8 and the degree 14.

In this paper, we call collectively the diagram (1.2) in the genus 4 case and the diagram (1.1) in the other cases the basic diagram (we also keep the name the Sarkisov link for the diagram (1.1)).

We say that a projective variety X is a linear section of a projective variety Σ with respect to a linear system |M_Σ| if it holds that X = Σ ∩ D_1 ∩ · · · ∩ D_k for k = dim Σ − dim X and some D_1, . . . , D_k ∈ |M_Σ|. We usually do not mention the linear system |M_Σ| if M_Σ generates the group of the numerical equivalence classes of Q-Cartier divisors on Σ. We can say that the main result of [Tak2] as follows is a classification of Q-Fano 3-folds in the 5 classes in different nature to that in [Tak1].

Theorem 1.1 (Embedding theorem [Tak2]). For each one of the 5 classes, there is a unique rational Q-Fano variety Σ of Picard number 1 such that any prime Q-Fano 3-fold X in the class is a linear section of Σ. The Q-Fano varieties Σ are of 11-, 12-, 9-, 8-, and 5-dimensional for X of genus 4, 5, of genus 6 and Q-type, of genus 6 and

C-type, and of genus 8, respectively.

For a prime Q-Fano 3-fold X in each of the 5 classes, we will call the variety Σ the key variety for X.

1.4. Main result. Through the constructions of the key varieties Σ, we obtain their birational models which are projective bundles over Fano manifolds S associated with certain vector bundles E such that E^∗ is globally generated. In this paper, the projective bundle P(E) in each case is more important than the key variety itself.

We set V_E := H^0(S, E^∗)^∗. Following [Ku4, Sect.8], another vector bundle E^⊥ on S is defined by the following exact sequence:

0 → E^⊥ → (V_E )^∗ ⊗ O_S → E^∗ → 0.

Here is the table of the data as we have mentioned with notation and conventions below:

Table 1

g = 4

S B_6 ⊂ P(S^{−1,0,1}U^3) ≃ P^7 E p^∗_1O_{P((U} 3_)∗_)(−1) ⊕ p^∗_2O_{P(U} 3_)(−1) ⊕ Ω^1_{P(S−1,0,1U 3 )}(1)|_{B6} E^⊥ p^∗_1Ω^1_{P((U 3)∗)}(1) ⊕ p^∗_2Ω^1_{P(U 3)}(1) ⊕ O_{P(S}−1,0,1_U 3_)(−1)|_{B6}

g = 5

S P(U^4) ≃ P^3 E U^3 ⊗ Ω^1_{P(U 4)}(1) ⊕ O_{P(U} 4_)(−1) E^⊥ (U^3)^∗ ⊗ O_{P(U} 4_)(−1) ⊕ Ω^1_{P(U 4)}(1)

g = 6, Q-type

S Q^3 ⊂ P(U^5) E U|_Q3 ⊕ O_Q3 (−1) ⊕ Ω^1_{P(U 5)}(1)|_Q3 E^⊥ Q^∗|_Q3 ⊕ Ω^1_{P(U 5)}(1)|_Q3 ⊕ O_Q3 (−1)

g = 6, C-type S ^A_C E a^∗O_{AC} (−1) ⊕ b^∗Ω^1_{P(U 5)}(1) E^⊥ a^∗(Ω^1_{P(U 8)}(1)|_{AC} ) ⊕ b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(−1)

g = 8

S B_5 ⊂ P(U^7) E U|_{B5} ⊕ O_{B5} (−1) E^⊥ Q^∗|_{B5} ⊕ Ω^1_{P(U 7)}(1)|_{B5}

• U^i: a i-dimensional vector space. • (For the genus 4 case) We consider

B_6 = {^tyx = 0} ⊂ P((U^3)^∗) × P(U^3),

where^ty∈ (U^3)^∗ and x ∈ U^3 are considered as row and column vectors respectively. We also identify B_6 with its image by the Segre embedding

S : P((U^3)^∗) × P(U^3) → P((U^3)^∗ ⊗ U^3) [y] × [x] → [y ⊗ x]. Then B_6 spans P(S^{−1,0,1}U^3), where S^{−1,0,1}U^3 is the 8-dimensional irreducible component of (U^3)^∗ ⊗ U^3 as SL(U^3)-representation space. We denote the natural projections by p_1 : B_6 → P((U^3)^∗) and p_2 : B_6 → P(U^3), and set O_{B6} (1, 0) := p^∗_1O_{P((U} 3_)∗_)(1) and O_{B6} (0, 1) := p^∗_2O_{P(U} 3_)(1).

• U : the universal subbundle of rank 2 on G(2, n), Q : the universal quotient bundle of rank n − 2 on G(2, n).

• (For the case of genus 6 and C-type) Let A_C be a smooth 4-dimesional linear section of G(2, 5);

A_C = G(2, 5) ∩ P(U^8).

By [Fuj], A_C is unique up to isomorphism, and has a unique plane Π such that, for the blow-up a: ^A_C → A_C along Π, there exists a morphism b: ^A_C → P(U^5) which is the blow-up along a twisted cubic γ_C. Let Σ^∗ ⊂ P((V_E )^∗) be the image of P(E^⊥) by the tautological linear system. The main result of this paper asserts the relationship between the basic diagram and a linear section of Σ^∗ in each case:

Theorem 1.2. The following assertions hold:

(1) In the case of genus 6 and C-type, Σ^∗ is a cubic 11-fold, and the cubic 3-fold X^′ appearing in (1.1) is a linear section of Σ^∗ (Theorem 2.3 (2), Proposition 6.1 and Corollary 6.2).

(2) In the genus 8 case, Σ^∗ = P((V_E )^∗) ≃ P^{11} and the map P(E^⊥) → Σ^∗ is a generically finite double cover branched along a sextic hypersurface. The canonical map of the curve C ⊂ X^′ of genus 2 can be identified with the restriction of P(E^⊥) → Σ^∗ over a line in Σ^∗ (Theorem 8.1, Proposition 7.1 and Corollary 7.2).

(3) In each of the other cases, the canonical model of the curve C ⊂ X^′ is a linear section of Σ^∗ (Theorem 8.1 and Proposition 3.1 (the genus 4 case), Theorem 8.1 and Proposition 4.1 (the genus 5 case) and Theorem 8.1 and the explanation as in the section 5 (the case of genus 6 and Q-type)).

The results of Mukai which we have mentioned in this subsection are developed in perspective of derived category by Kuznetsov ([Ku1, Ku2, Ku3, Ku4]). Our result mentioned in this subsection can be interpreted by linear duality [Ku4, Sect.8], which is a special important case of Kuznetsov’s theory of homological projective duality.

1.5. Classification of algebraic curves. In the series of works [Mu2, Mu3, Mu4, Mu7, MuId], Mukai, partly with Ide in the genus 8 case, has been relating generality conditions of algebraic curves (gonality, Clifford index, Brill-Noether condition) with key variety descriptions of them. For example, he showed in [Mu3] that a curve C of genus 8 has no g^2_7 if and only if C is a linear section of G(2, 6). As for curves of genus 8, he, partly with Ide, completed this type of equivalence in any case ([Mu2, Mu7, MuId]). We refer to [Mu2, Mu3, Mu4, Mu7] for the results about curves of different genus.

In this paper, we give a contribution in this direction as follows:

Theorem 1.3 (=Corollary 4.6). Let C be a smooth curve of genus 9. The following assertions (a) and (b) are equivalent:

(a) There exists a birational morphism ι_1 from C to a septic plane curve C_1 with only double points and an isomorphism ι_2 : C → C_2 to a space curve C_2 of degree 9 such that ι^∗_1O_{C1} (1) + ι^∗_2O_{C2} (1) = K_C .

(b) C is isomorphic to a linear section of Σ^∗ associated with prime Q-Fano 3-fold of genus 5.

We note that a curve of genus 9 with condition (a) has Clifford index 3 and admit a g^2_7 (cf. [Sa]) but the converse is not true in general. We refer Remark 4.5 to more detailed explanations as for this.

We also reproduce a result of Mukai in [Mu7] about a curve of genus 8 while interpreting the key variety of the curve as the dual to the key variety of prime Q-Fano 3-folds of genus 4 (Corollary 3.2).

Notation and Conventions

• Tautological line bundle: Setting P = P(E), we often denote by O_P (1), or H_P the tautological line bundle associated to the vector bundle E.

• Point of a projective space: Let V be a vector space. For a nonzero vector x ∈ V and a 1-dimensional subspace V^1 ⊂ V , we denote by [x] and [V^1] the point of P(V ) corresponding to x and V^1 respectively.

• Cartier divisor and invertible sheaf: We sometimes abuse notation of a Cartier divisor and an invertible sheaf. For example, we sometimes use the expression like D = f^∗O_X (1).

Acknowledgment: I am grateful to Professor Shinobu Hosono for his encouragement while writing this paper. Through previous collaborations with him, my understanding about linear duality were deepened and this led me to Theorem 2.3. A strong motivation to obtain results in this paper came from Professor Mukai’s another side of works [Mu3, Mu4]. From personal conversations with him, I learned a lot of things about this. I appreciate him giving me a lot of ideas generously. This work is supported in part by Grant-in Aid for Scientific Research (C) 16K05090.

2. DUALITY RELATED WITH KEY VARIETIES

2.1. Generalities on vector bundle. We follow [Ku4, Sect.8] but we only consider the situation as in the subsection 1.2.

We denote by π : P(E) → S the natural projection, and by φ: P(E) → P(V_E ) the morphism defined by the tautological linear system of P(E). Similarly, we denote by σ : P(E^⊥) → S the natural projection, and by ψ : P(E^⊥) → P((V_E )^∗) the morphism defined by the tautological linear system of P(E^⊥). It should be convenient to keep these in mind as in the following diagram:

(2.1) P(E) φ ––xxx xxx xxx π A AA AA AA A P(E^⊥)_ψ

%%KK KKK KKK KK σ ˝˝––– ––– ––– P(V_E ) S P((V_E )^∗).

Definition 2.1. Let Λ be a subspace of (V_E )^∗ of dimension l. We set

P(E)_Λ := P(E) ×_{P(VE)} P(Λ^⊥), P(E^⊥)_Λ := P(E^⊥) ×_{P((VE)}∗_) P(Λ).

We say that P(E)_Λ and P(E^⊥)_Λ are mutually orthogonal linear section of P(E) and P(E^⊥) respectively if the codimension of P(E)_Λ in P(E) is equal to l and the codimension of P(E^⊥)_Λ in P(E^⊥) is equal to dim V_E − l.

We refer to [HoTak, Lem.4.1.1] for a proof of the following lemma, which is elementary but plays a crucial role in the sequel:

Lemma 2.2. We set r := rank E. Let s ∈ S be a point. It holds that dim(E_s ∩ Λ^⊥) = dim(E^⊥_s ∩ Λ) + r − l.

2.2. Linear sections of P(E) and P(E^⊥), and the basic diagram. In the following theorem, we interpret a part of the basic diagram (1.1) or (1.2) as orthogonal linear sections of P(E) and P(E^⊥).

Theorem 2.3. Let the pair (S, E, E^⊥) be as in Table 1 for each of the 5 classes of prime Q-Fano 3-folds. The following assertions hold: (1) (On the key variety side) (1-1) In the case of genus 4, the morphism Z^′ → B_6 appearing in the basic diagram (1.2) can be identified with π|_{P(E)Λ} : P(E)_Λ → S for a linear subspace Λ of V^∗. (1-2) In the case of genus 5, 8, or genus 6 and Q-type, f^′ : Y^′ → X^′ appearing in the Sarkisov link (1.1) can be identified with π|_{P(E)Λ} : P(E)_Λ → S for a linear subspace Λ of V^∗.

(1-3) In the case of genus 6 and C-type, f^′ : Y^′ → X^′ = B_3 can be identified with the morphism P(E)_Λ → b ∘ π(P(E)_Λ) induced by (b ∘ π)|_{P(E)Λ} for a linear subspace Λ of V^∗.

(2) (On the dual side) In the case of genus 6 and C-type, the morphism f^′ : Y^′ → X^′ = B_3 can be identified with the morphism P(E^⊥)_Λ → b ∘ σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ) induced by (b ∘ σ)|_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} with the same Λ as in (1-3). In each of the other cases, the curve C appearing in the basic diagram (1.1) or (1.2) is isomorphic to both P(E^⊥)_Λ and σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ) with the same Λ as in (1-1) or (1-2).

Proof. (1). In the case of genus 6 and C-type or of genus 8, the assertion is just a restatement of [Tak2, Cor. 5.18 or 3.8]. In the case of genus 6 and Q-type or genus 4 (resp. genus 5), the assertion follows from [Tak2, Cor. 5.18 and Prop. 5.22] (resp. [Tak2, Cor. 6.16]) since the φ_{|H ^Σ|}-image of E_{^Σ} is disjoint from W by [Tak2, Lem. 5.16] (resp. [Tak2, Proof of Thm. 6.15]). (2).

Cases except the case of genus 6 and C-type: To treat these cases, we assume that r − l = 1. Then, for a point s ∈ S, we have

(2.2) dim(E_s ∩ Λ^⊥) = dim(E^⊥_s ∩ Λ) + 1

by Lemma 2.2.

Since Z^′ → B_6 (resp. Y^′ → X^′) is the blow-up along a smooth curve C in the genus 4 case (resp. in each of the other cases), it holds that dim(E_s ∩Λ^⊥) = 1 (resp. = 2) if and only if s ∉ C (resp. s ∈ C) by (1). Therefore, by the equality (2.2), the σ-image of P(E^⊥)_Λ is equal to C and the induced morphism P(E^⊥)_Λ → C is injective, hence is an isomorphism as desired since C is smooth. Case of genus 6 and C-type: To treat this case, we assume that r = l. Then, for a point s ∈ S = ^A_C, we have

(2.3) dim(E_s ∩ Λ^⊥) = dim(E^⊥_s ∩ Λ)

by Lemma 2.2. This implies that σ ( P(E^⊥)_Λ ) = π (P(E)_Λ) and hence b∘σ ( P(E^⊥)_Λ ) = b ∘ π (P(E)_Λ) = X^′ by (1). Moreover, since P(E)_Λ → π (P(E)_Λ) → b ∘ π (P(E)_Λ) is the blow-up along C by (1), and b: ^A_C → P(U^5) is the blow-up along C, we have P(E)_Λ → π (P(E)_Λ) is an isomorphism and π (P(E)_Λ) → b ∘ π (P(E)_Λ) is the blowup along C. Therefore, P(E^⊥)_Λ → σ ( P(E^⊥)_Λ ) is an isomorphism by (2.3) and σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ) → b ∘ σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ) = X^′ is the blow-up along C as desired. □

In the following sections, we investigate the morphism ψ : P(E^⊥) → P((V_E )^∗) and the ψ-image Σ^∗in detail in each of the 5 cases, and show the main result Theorem 1.2. The way of investigations of ψ and Σ^∗ is similar to that of P(E) → P(V_E ) and Σ as in [Tak2].

Remark 2.4. We can also construct the Sarkisov links related with ψ. For the moment, however, we do not find an appropriate dual perspective for them. So we do not write down them and we will revisit them in a future.

The following result is frequently used in the sequel. A proof for this is omitted since it is elementary.

Lemma 2.5. Let S be a projective manifold and A, B vector bundles on S whose dual bundles are globally generated. Let U_A := H^0(S, A^∗)^∗and U_B := H^0(S, B^∗)^∗.

Let p: P_S(A ⊕ B) → S be the natural morphism and μ: P_S(A ⊕ B) → P(U_A ⊕ U_B) the morphism defined by the tautological linear system |H_{P(A⊕B)}|. The following assertions hold:

(1) The projective bundle P_S(A ⊕ B) is contained in P(U_A ⊕ U_B) × S as a subbundle, and the morphism μ is nothing but the composite P_S(A ⊕ B) → P(U_A ⊕ U_B) × S → P(U_A ⊕ U_B). The pull-back of O_{P(UA⊕UB )}(1) by this morphism is the tautological line bundle of P_S(A ⊕ B).

(2) For a point s ∈ S, let A_s and B_s the fibers of A and B at s respectively, which are subspaces of U_A and U_B respectively. The μ-image coincides the locus {[x + y] ∈ P(U_A ⊕ U_B) | ∃_{s∈S} , x ∈ A_s, y ∈ B_s} and the μ-fiber over a point [x + y] coincides with the locus {s ∈ S | x ∈ A_s, y ∈ B_s} .

Lemma 2.5 also holds for a direct sum of three or more vector bundles.

3. Q-FANO 3-FOLD OF GENUS 4

3.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) .

Proposition 3.1. The following assertions hold:

(1) Σ^∗ ⊂ P(U^3 ⊕ (U^3)^∗ ⊕ S^{−1,0,1}U^3) ≃ P^{12} is defined by the following equations : (3.1)^tpD =^t0, Dq = 0, D^† = O, trD = 0, where^tp ∈ U^3, q ∈ (U^3)^∗, and D ∈ S^{−1,0,1}U^3, and these are considered as a 3- dimensional row vector, a 3-dimensional column vector and a traceless 3 × 3 matrix, respectively, and D^† is the adjoint matrix of D.

(2) We set E_ψ := P(p^∗_1Ω^1_{P((U 3)∗)}(1) ⊕ p^∗_2Ω^1_{P(U 3)}(1) ⊕ 0). The morphism ψ is a crepant divisorial contraction whose exceptional locus is the divisor E_ψ.

(3) The singular locus of Σ^∗ coincides with P(U^3 ⊕ (U^3)^∗ ⊕ 0), which is the ψ-image of E_ψ.

(4) Σ^∗is a 7-dimensional Fano variety of degree 14 with only Gorenstein canonical singularity and with −K_Σ∗ = O_Σ∗ (5).

(5) The linear projection of P(U^3 ⊕(U^3)^∗ ⊕S^{−1,0,1}U^3) from P(U^3 ⊕(U^3)^∗ ⊕0) induces the rational map Σ^∗ B_6 ⊂ P(S^{−1,0,1}U^3).

Proof. (1) Let [W^1 ⊗ U^1] ∈ B_6 be a point. The σ-fiber over the point [W^1 ⊗ U^1] is P (( (U^3)^∗/W^1 )_∗ ⊕ (U^3/U^1)^∗ ⊕ W^1 ⊗ U^1 ) . With this description, we immediately see that Σ^∗ is contained in the variety defined by the equation (3.1), which we temporarily denote by (Σ^∗)^′. Let [^tp, q, D] be a point of (Σ^∗)^′ such that D ≠ 0. Then, by Lemma 2.5 (2), we see that the ψ-fiber over [^tp, q, D] consists of one point [W^1 ⊗ U^1] such that W^1 ⊗ U^1 = C D. Therefore, P(E^⊥) → (Σ^∗)^′ is dominant, hence is surjective, and is also birational.

(2). Since −K_{P(E} ⊥_) = 5H_{P(E}⊥_), the morphism ψ is crepant. Since Pic P(E^⊥) is spanned by H_{P(E} ⊥_), σ^∗p^∗_1O_{P((U} 3_)∗_)(1), σ^∗p^∗_2O_{P(U} 3_)(1), any ψ-exceptional curve δ is positive for σ^∗p^∗_1O_{P((U} 3_)∗_)(1) or σ^∗p^∗_2O_{P(U} 3_)(1) since H_{P(E} ⊥_) · δ = 0. Since E_ψ ∼ H_{P(E} ⊥_) − σ^∗(p^∗_1O_{P((U} 3_)∗_)(1) + p^∗_2O_{P(U} 3_)(1)), we have E_ψ · δ < 0, and hence δ ⊂ E_ψ. Therefore E_ψ is contained in the ψ-exceptional locus. Since ψ(E_ψ ) = P(U^3 ⊕(U^3)^∗) and dim E_ψ > dim P(U^3 ⊕ (U^3)^∗), E_ψ coincides with the ψ-exceptional divisor.

The assertion (3) follows from (2). As for the assertion (4), deg Σ^∗ = 14 follows from H^7_{P(E ⊥)} = 14, the derivation of which we omit since it is similar to the proof of Proposition 6.1 (1) or 7.1 below based on computations of Chern classes of vector bundles. The remaining assertions of (4) follows from (2) and (3). The assertion (5) immediately follows from the equation (3.1). □

3.2. Curve of genus 8 . Let C be any smooth non-hyperelliptic curve of genus 8 with a non half-canonical g^2_7 and no g^1_4 . By [MuId], the canonical model of C is the complete intersection in P^2 × P^2 of three divisors of (1, 1)-, (2, 1)- and (1, 2)-types. The following corollary is just a special case of [Mu7, Thm.2] for such a curve C such that the (1, 1) divisor containing C is smooth. Since it is also obtained in our context naturally, we write it down.

Corollary 3.2 (Curve of genus 8). Let C be a smooth curve of genus 8. The following are equivalent:

(1) the canonical model of C is the complete intersection in B_6 of two divisors of (2, 1)- and (1, 2)-types.

(2) C is projectively equivalent to a linear section of Σ^∗.

Proof. The implication (1) ⇒ (2) is a special case of [Mu7, Thm.2]. The converse follows by reversing the discussion. □

Remark 3.3. The following remark should be well-known for experts: Assume that a curve C of genus 4 is the complete intersection in P^2×P^2 of three divisors of (1, 1)- , (2, 1)- and (1, 2)-types. Then C has a non half-canonical g^2_7 and no g^1_4 . This can be proved in a similar way to Corollary 4.3 and Proposition 4.4 (2) ⇒ (1) below (note that the assertion of Lemma 4.2 holds also for P^2 ×P^2 with the same proof). We add one more remark. If a curve C of genus 4 is the complete intersection in P^2 × P^2 of three divisors of (1, 1)-, (2, 1)- and (1, 2)-type, then it has two plane models which are the images of the first and the second projections P^2 × P^2 → P^2 respectively. Two g^2_7 ’s which add up to K_C are obtained as the pull-backs by the two projections of the restrictions of lines to the two plane models. Using the Koszul resolution of the ideal sheaf of C ⊂ P^2 × P^2, we see that two g^2_7 ’s are not linearly equivalent.

4. Q-FANO 3-FOLD OF GENUS 5

4.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) .

Proposition 4.1. The following assertions hold:

(1) Σ^∗ ⊂ P((U^3)^∗ ⊗ U^4 ⊕ (U^4)^∗) ≃ P^{15} is defined by the following equations :

(4.1)^tpD = 0, and rank D ≤ 1,

where^tp ∈ (U^4)^∗, and D ∈ (U^3)^∗ ⊗ U^4, and these are considered as a 4-dimensional row vector, and a 4 × 3 matrix, respectively.

(2) Let S_ψ := P(0 ⊕ Ω^1_{P(U 4)}(1)). The morphism ψ is a crepant small contraction whose exceptional locus is S_ψ.

(3) The singular locus of Σ^∗ coincides with P(0 ⊕ (U^4)^∗), which is the ψ- image of S_ψ.

(4) Σ^∗is a 8-dimensional Fano variety of degree 16 with only Gorenstein canonical singularity and with −K_Σ∗ = O_Σ∗ (6).

(5) The linear projection of P((U^3)^∗ ⊗ U^4 ⊕ (U^4)^∗) from P(0 ⊕ (U^4)^∗) induces the rational map Σ^∗ P((U^3)^∗) × P(U^4) ≃ P^2 × P^3.

Proof. We can show the assertions in a quite similar way to the proof of Proposition 3.1, so we only show (1). Let [U^1] ∈ P(U^4) be a point. The σ-fiber over the point [U^1] is P ( (U^3)^∗ ⊗ U^1 ⊕ (U^4/U^1)^∗ ) . With this description, we immediately see that Σ^∗ is contained in the variety defined by the equation (4.1), which we temporarily denote by (Σ^∗)^′. Let [D, p] be a point of (Σ^∗)^′ such that D ≠ 0. Then, by Lemma 2.5 (2), we see that the ψ-fiber over [D, p] consists of one point [U^1] ∈ P(U^4) such that U^1 spans the image of the linear map U^3 → U^4 defined by the rank 1 matrix D. Therefore, P(E^⊥) → (Σ^∗)^′ is dominant, hence is surjective, and is also birational. □

4.2. Curve of genus 9 . In this subsection, we characterize smooth 1-dimensional linear sections of Σ^∗ in the framework of the classification of algebraic curves. We denote by π_1 the first projection P^2 × P^3 → P^2 and by π_2 the second projection P^2 × P^3 → P^3.

The following lemma should be well-known for experts but we include a proof since we cannot find any reference.

Lemma 4.2. Let P^{11} be the ambient space of the Segre embedded P^2 × P^3. The following assertions hold:

(1) For a line l in P^{11}, it holds that l ⊂ P^2 × P^3 or l ∩ (P^2 × P^3) consists of at most two points.

(2) Let P be a plane in P^{11}. If P ∩ (P^2 × P^3) contains infinite number of points, then P ⊂ P^2 × P^3, or P ∩ (P^2 × P^3) is a conic, a line or the union of a line and a point. Otherwise, P ∩ (P^2 × P^3) consists of at most three points.

Proof. The assertion (1) immediately follows since P^2×P^3 is defined by the quadrics.

We show the assertion (2). The first assertion follows since P^2 × P^3 is defined by the quadrics. Therefore, for the second assertion, we may assume that P ∩(P^2 ×P^3) consists of a finite number of points, and contains at least 3 points, say, p_1, p_2, p_3. If p_1, p_2, p_3 are colinear, then P ∩ (P^2 × P^3) contains the line they span by (1), a contradiction. Thus p_1, p_2, p_3 span the plane P . If two of them are contained in a fiber of π_1 or π_2, then P ∩ (P^2 × P^3) contains the line joining the two points, a contradiction. Thus no two of them are contained in a fiber of π_1 or π_2. Let q_i and r_i be the images of p_i by π_1 and π_2 respectively (i = 1, 2, 3). Then L_q := ⟨q_1, q_2, q_3⟩ and L_r := ⟨r_1, r_2, r_3⟩ are lines or planes. Note that P is contained in the ambient space of L_q ×L_r and hence P ∩(P^2 ×P^3) = P ∩(L_q ×L_r). If L_q and L_r are lines, then P ∩ (L_q × L_r) is a conic, a contradiction. If one of L_q and L_r is a line and another is a plane, then P ∩ (L_q × L_r) consists of three points p_1, p_2, p_3 as desired since deg(L_q × L_r) = 3. Finally, assume that L_q and L_r are planes. Then, by coordinate changes of L_q and L_r if necessary, we may assume that p_1 = q_1 = (1 : 0 : 0), p_2 = q_2 = (0 : 1 : 0), and p_3 = q_3 = (0 : 0 : 1). Then it is easy to check that P ∩ (L_q × L_r) consists of three points p_1, p_2, p_3 as desired. □

Corollary 4.3. Let C be a smooth non-hyperelliptic curve of genus 9. Assume that (1) the canonical model of C is contained in the Segre embedded P^2 × P^3 (then we identify C with its canonical model), and

(2) the first projection π_1 induces a birational map from C onto a septic plane curve with only double points as its singularities.

(3) the second projection π_2 induces a birational map from C onto the curve with at worst double points as its singularities.

Then C is not 4-gonal and the Clifford index of C is 3.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that C has a g^1_3 , say, δ. Since C is non-hyperelliptic, |δ— has no base points. Let D ∈ |δ| be a general element. By the Riemann-Roch theorem, we have h^0(K_C − D) = 7, which implies that Supp D spans a line l_D. By Lemma 4.2 (1) and the assumption (1), l_D must be contained in P^2 × P^3. It is easy to see that l_D is contained in a fiber of π_1 or π_2. Then the image by π_1 or π_2 of C has a triple point, a contradiction to the assumption (2) or (3).

Assume by contradiction that C has a g^1_4 , say, ε. Since C is non-trigonal as we have seen above, |ε— has no base points. Let E ∈ |ε| be a general element. By the Riemann-Roch theorem, we have h^0(K_C −E) = 6, which implies that Supp E spans a plane P_E . By Lemma 4.2 (2) and the assumption (1), it holds that P_E ∩ (P^2 × P^3) is P_E , or contains a line, or coincides with a smooth conic, say, q_E . In the the first case, P_E must be contained in a fiber of π_1 or π_2, and then the image by π_1 or π_2 of C has a quadruple point, a contradiction to the assumption (2) or (3). In the the second case, at least three points of E is contained in the line. Since the line is contained in a fiber of π_1 or π_2, the image by π_1 or π_2 of C has a triple or a quadruple point, a contradiction to the assumption (2) or (3). Assume the third case occurs. If the smooth conic q_E is contained in a fiber of π_1 or π_2, we may derive a contradiction in the same way as the first and the second cases. Therefore q_E is mapped to a line by π_1 and π_2. Let l_E := π_1(q_E ). Then π^∗_1 (l_{E1} ) ∩ C and π^∗_1 (l_{E2} ) ∩ C are linearly equivalent for E_1, E_2 ∈ |ε|. Since E_1 ⊂ π^∗_1 (l_{E1} )∩C and E_2 ⊂ π^∗_1 (l_{E2} )∩C and E_1 ∼ E_2, it holds that (π^∗_1 (l_{E1} ) ∩ C) − E_1 and (π^∗_1 (l_{E2} ) ∩ C) − E_2 are linearly equivalent. Since deg(π^∗_1 (l_{Ei} ) ∩ C − E_i) = 3, this implies that C is trigonal, a contradiction. Therefore we have shown that C is not 4-gonal.

Now the assertion that the Clifford index of C is 3 follows from [Sa, Cor. 3.1.1 and 3.2.1]. □

The following result for a curve of genus 9 is similar to the one for a curve of genus 8 as in [MuId].

Proposition 4.4. Let C be a smooth curve of genus 9. The following assertions (1) and (2) are equivalent:

(1) There exists a birational morphism ι_1 from C to a septic plane curve C_1 with only double points and an isomorphism ι_2 : C → C_2 to a space curve C_2 of degree 9 such that ι^∗_1O_{C1} (1) + ι^∗_2O_{C2} (1) = K_C .

(2) C is isomorphic to the complete intersection in P^2 × P^3 of three divisors of (1, 1)- type and a divisor of (1, 2)-type.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Assume that the assertion (1) holds. It is easy to check by standard calculations for curves on surfaces that the curve C_2 is not contained in a plane nor a quadric surface since deg C_2 = 9 and g(C_2) = 9. Let ι_3 : C → P^2 × P^3 → P^{11} be the composite of the morphism induced by ι_1 × ι_2, and the Segre embedding. Since ι_2 is an isomorphism, ι_3 defines an isomorphism onto the image, which we denote by C_3. Note that, by the construction and the condition that ι^∗_1O_{C1} (1) + ι^∗_2O_{C2} (1) = K_C , the restriction to C_3 of the divisor of (1, 1)-type in P^2 × P^3 is K_{C3} . By the Riemann-Roch theorem, we see that there are at least three linearly independent forms of bidegree (1, 1) on P^2 × P^3 vanishing on C_3. We take any such three η_1, η_2, η_3. Let x_1, x_2, x_3 be coordinates of P^2 and y_1, . . . , y_4 coordinates of P^3. We may write ( η_1 η_2 η_3 ) = ( x_1 x_2 x_3 ) M, where M is a certain 3 × 3 matrix whose entries are linear forms with respect to y_1, . . . , y_4.

We show that det M is a nonzero cubic form. Assume by contradiction that det M ≡ 0. Then we may consider M defines a 3-dimensional linear subspace in the determinantal cubic hypersurface of the generic 3 × 3 matrix. By the classification result in [At] (see also [EH, Thm.1.1], [CI, 7A]), we have the following possibilities of M by changing coordinates of P^2 and P^3, and η_1, η_2, η_3 if necessary: 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ , 0 0 ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ , ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ 0 0 ∗ , ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 .

The first case is impossible since then η_1 = 0. In the second and third cases, each of η_1, η_2 is the product of linear forms of P^2 and P^3. Then C_1 is a line or C_2 is a plane curve, a contradiction. Now we consider the 4th case. We write the

matrix more explicitly as M = a_1 a_2 a_3 b_1 b_2 b_3 0 0 0

, where a_i, b_j are linear forms

of y_1, . . . , y_4. Then the locus {η_1 = η_2 = η_3 = 0} contains {(0 : 0 : 1)} × P^3 and the image in P^3 of {η_1 = η_2 = η_3 = 0} \ {(0 : 0 : 1)} × P^3 is contained

in the locus S := { rank ( a_1 a_2 a_3 b_1 b_2 b_3 ) ≤ 1 } . Since C_3 cannot be contained

in {(0 : 0 : 1)} × P^3, we see that C_2 ⊂ S. Since S cannot coincide with P^3 and defined by quadrics, C_2 is contained in a quadric surface, a contradiction. Therefore we have shown that det M is a nonzero cubic form for any choice of η_1, η_2, η_3. Moreover, we see that C_2 ⊂ {det M = 0}. Since C_2 is not contained in a plane nor a quadric, the cubic surface {det M = 0} is irreducible.

Now we show that there are exactly three linearly independent forms of bidegree (1, 1) on P^2 × P^3 vanishing on C_3. Assume the contrary. Let η_1, η_2, η_3, η_4 be four linearly independent forms of bidegree (1, 1) on P^2 × P^3 vanishing on C_3. Let M_1 and M_2 be the matrix M defined for η_1, η_2, η_3 and η_1, η_2, η_4 respectively. We have shown that C_2 ⊂ {det M_1 = 0} ∩ {det M_2 = 0}. If {det M_1 = 0} ≠ {det M_2 = 0}, then C_2 = {det M_1 = 0}∩{det M_2 = 0} by the reason of degree since {det M_1 = 0} and {det M_2 = 0} are irreducible. However, the genus of C_2 is not equal to that of the curve {det M_1 = 0} ∩ {det M_2 = 0}, a contradiction. Therefore we must have {det M_1 = 0} = {det M_2 = 0}. Then, for suitable nonzero constants α, β, we have det(αM_1 + βM_2) ≡ 0. By the previous paragraph, this implies that η_1, η_2, αη_3 + βη_4 must be linearly dependent, a contradiction. Thus we have shown that there are exactly three linearly independent forms of bidegree (1, 1) on P^2 × P^3 vanishing on C_3, and hence C_3 is a canonical curve.

In particular, C_3 is non-hyperelliptic and then H^0(K_{C3} ) generates the canonical ring of C_3 by the Max Noether theorem (cf. [ACGH, p.117]). Therefore, by the

Riemann-Roch theorem, we see that the number of linearly independent quadratic forms on ⟨C_3⟩ vanishing along C_3 is 45 − 24 = 21.

Since ⟨C_3⟩ is of codimension 3 in P^{11}, the dimension of the space of forms of bidegree (1, 2) in P^2 × P^3 ∩ ⟨C_3⟩ is at least 3 × 10 − 3 × 4 = 18. On the other hand, since deg O_{C3} (1, 2) = 25, we have h^0(O_{C3} (1, 2)) = 17 by the Riemann-Roch theorem. Therefore there exists a form ξ of bidegree (1, 2) in P^2 × P^3 ∩ ⟨C_3⟩ vanishing along C_3. Producting ξ with three linearly independent forms x_1, x_2, x_3 of bidegree (1, 0), we obtain three linearly independent quadratic forms on ⟨C_3⟩ vanishing along C_3. These and the 18 quadratic forms defining P^2 × P^3 ∩ ⟨C_3⟩ are clearly linearly independent, thus they form the 21-dimensional space of quadratic forms on ⟨C_3⟩ vanishing along C_3. Since C_3 satisfies the assumptions of Corollary 4.3, C_3 is non-trigonal. Therefore C_3 is scheme theoretically the intersection of quadrics containing C_3 by Enriques-Babbage-Petri theorem (cf. [ACGH, p.124,p.131]). Thus it holds that C_3 = ( P^2 × P^3 ∩ ⟨C_3⟩ ) ∩ {ξ = 0} scheme-theoretically, and hence the assertion (2) holds.

(2) ⇒ (1). Assume that the assertion (2) holds. We identify C with its model in P^2 × P^3 as in (2). Let S_C be the complete intersection of three divisors of type (1, 1) containing C. Since C is a smooth curve and an ample divisor on S_C , we see that S_C is an irreducible Gorenstein surface and is smooth along C. Since a divisor of type (1, 1) is degree 1 on a fiber of π_1 or π_2, the restriction of a fiber of π_1 or π_2 to S_C is a point or a line. Then we see that S_C is rational since S_C birationally dominates P^2, and π_2(S_C ) is a cubic surface since it follows that deg O_{SC} (0, 1) = 3.

We show that S_C is normal. Since S_C → P^2 is birational and P^2 is smooth, S_C is possibly non-normal only along lines which are the restrictions of π_1-fibers to S_C by the Zariski main theorem. However, S_C is smooth along C and such lines intersects C since C is an ample divisor on S_C , S_C cannot be non-normal.

We check the desired properties of π_1(C). By the assumption (2), it is easy to obtain deg O_C (1, 0) = 7. Let l be a line (if it exists) which is the restriction of a π_1-fiber to S_C . Since C is the restriction to S_C of a divisor of type (1, 2), we have C · l = 2. Since it holds that −K_{SC} · l = 1, we see that π_1(C) has a double point at π_1(l) by [LS, Thm.0.1]. Therefore π_1 induces a birational map from C to a septic plane curve with only double points as singularities.

We check the desired properties of π_2(C). By the assumption (2), it is easy to obtain deg O_C (0, 1) = 9. Let m be a line which is the restriction of a π_2-fiber to S_C . Since C is the restriction to S_C of a divisor of type (1, 2), we have C · m = 1. Since it holds that −K_{SC} · m = 1, we see that π_2(S_C ) and π_2(C) are smooth at π_1(m) by [LS, Thm.0.1]. Now let p be a point of C such that S_C → π_2(S_C ) is finite near p. We may choose two divisors D_1, D_2 of (1, 1)-type containing S_C such that D_1 ∩ D_2 → P^3 is finite near p. Then, D_1 ∩ D_2 is a section of the P^2-bundle P^2 × P^3 → P^3 near p, hence D_1 ∩ D_2 → P^3 is an isomorphism near p. Therefore S_C → π_2(S_C ) is also an isomorphism near p. Now we have seen that C → π_2(C) is isomorphic at any point as desired.

Thus we have verified that the assertion (2) holds. □

Remark 4.5. (1) In the proof of (1) ⇒ (2) of Proposition 4.4, a famous classic construction of a cubic surface by C. Segre [Se] (see also [D, Sect.2]) naturally appears.

(2) The assumption on C_1 as in Proposition 4.4 is natural in view of gonality and Clifford index (cf. [Sa]). The assumption on C_2, however, is more delicate as we see in the following example.

Let C_1 ⊂ P^2 be a septic 6-nodal plane curve such that the 6 nodes are located on a smooth conic q. Let S_C → P^2 be the blow-up at the six nodes of C_1 and f_i (1 ≤ i ≤ 6) the exceptional curves. By the assumption, S_C is a cubic weak del Pezzo surface and there is a birational morphism from S_C to a cubic surface T contracting the strict transform q^′ of q. The strict transform ~C_2 of C_1 on S_C is smooth and is linearly equivalent to 7m − 2

∑_6 i=1 f_i and q^′ ∼ 2m −

∑_6 i=1 f_i, where m is the total transform on S_C of a line of P^2. In this case, we have a naturally induced morphism ~C_2 → P^2 × P^3 and it induces an isomorphism from ~C_2 onto the image C_3 since ~C_2 → C_3 is an isomorphism outside q^′ ∩ ~C_2 and ~C_2 → C_1 is isomorphism near q^′ ∩ ~C_2. Since ~C_2 · q^′ = 2, the image C_2 ⊂ T of ~C_2 has a double point at the image of q^′ as its singularity. Therefore, by Proposition 4.4, C_3 cannot be the complete intersection in P^2 × P^3 of three divisors of (1, 1)-type and a divisor of (1, 2)-type. However, the Clifford index of C_3 is 3 by Corollary 4.3. Note that, since C_3 ∼ 3(3m −

∑_6 i=1 f_i) − q^′, and 3m −

∑_6

i=1 f_i is the pull-back of O_T (1), we see that C_2 is the complete intersection between T and another cubic surface T^′.

The following result connects a property of curve of genus 9 with the key variety.

Corollary 4.6. Let C be a smooth curve of genus 9. The following assertions (a) and (b) are equivalent:

(a) There exists a birational morphism ι_1 from C to a septic plane curve C_1 with only double points and an isomorphism ι_2 : C → C_2 to a space curve C_2 of degree 9 such that ι^∗_1O_{C1} (1) + ι^∗_2O_{C2} (1) = K_C . (b) C is isomorphic to a linear section of Σ^∗.

Proof. It suffices to show the equivalence of (b) and the assertion (2) of Proposition 4.4.

Assume that the assertion (2) of Proposition 4.4 holds. Let C_3 and ξ be as in the proof of Proposition 4.4 (1) ⇒ (2), and ~ξ a form of bidegree (1, 2) on P^2 × P^3 which is a lift of ξ. We write ~ξ = l_1y_1 + · · · + l_4y_4, where l_i are forms of bidegree (1, 1). Let L_i be the linear forms on P^{11} corresponding to l_i. We have

{~ξ = 0} = P^2 × P^3 ∩ r_{11} r_{12} r_{13} r_{14} r_{21} r_{22} r_{23} r_{24} r_{31} r_{32} r_{33} r_{34}

L_1 L_2 L_3 L_4 = o ,

where r_{ij} are coordinates of P^{11}. We consider r_{ij} are the entries of^tD and let p_1, . . . , p_4 be the entries of p as in the equations (4.1) of Σ^∗. Then we see that {~ξ = 0} is projectively equivalent to Σ^∗ ∩ {p_1 = L_1, p_2 = L_2, p_3 = L_3, p_4 = L_4}, which is a linear section of Σ^∗. Therefore, finally, we have seen that C_3 is projectively equivalent to a linear section of Σ^∗ as desired.

The converse follows by reversing the above discussion. □

Remark 4.7. We do not see the relation of Σ^∗ with the symplectic Grassmanian Sp(3, 6).

5. Q-FANO 3-FOLD OF GENUS 6 AND Q-TYPE

In this case, it holds that P(E) ≃ P(E^⊥) since U|_Q3 ≃ Q^∗|_Q3 . This self-duality could be compared to that of the orthogonal Grassmanian OG(5, 10) (see [Mu4]). We only give a few remark about a curve C of genus 6 which is a linear section of Σ^∗. By self-duality, we identify Σ^∗with Σ. Since C is a smooth linear section of Σ, we see that C is disjoint from the singular locus of Σ. Therefore C can be consider as a linear section of a quadric section of A_Q. It is easy to see the converse holds; if C is a linear section of a quadric section of A_Q, then C is also a linear section of Σ. By [Mu3, Sect. 5], a general smooth curve of genus 6 is a linear section of a quadric section of A_Q, hence is a linear section of Σ.

6. Q-FANO 3-FOLD OF GENUS 6 AND C-TYPE

6.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) . We use the notation in Table 1. Let y_1, . . . , y_5 be coordinates of U^5 and we may assume that the twisted cubic γ_C is equal to { y^2 − y_1y_3 = y_1y_4 − y_2y_3 = y^2_3 − y_2y_4 = y_5 = 0 } . Let F_a and F_b be the a- and b-exceptional divisors, respectively. Since b∘a^{−1} : A_C P(U^5) is the restriction of the linear projection from Π, we have (6.1) b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1) = a^∗O_{AC} (1) − F_a.

As in [Tak2, the subsec.2.4], we consider A_C ⊂ P(∧^2V^3 ⊕ U^5), where V^3 is a 3-dimensional vector space.

Proposition 6.1. The following assertions hold:

(1) Σ^∗ is the cubic hypersurface in P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ U^5) ≃ P^{12} with the following equation:

(6.2) p_1(q^2 − q_1q_3) + p_2(q_1q_4 − q_2q_3) + p_3(q^2_3 − q_2q_4) + q_5

(_5 ∑ i=1 r_iq_i ) = 0,

where q_1, . . . , q_5 are coordinates of U^5, p_1, p_2, p_3 are those of (∧^2V^3)^∗, and r_1, . . . , r_5 are those of (U^5)^∗. The morphism ψ is birational onto Σ^∗.

(2) The singular locus of Σ^∗ is the union of P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) ≃ P^7 and the closure S_F of the 6-dimensional locus { q_1 = 1, q_3 = q^2 , q_4 = q^3_2 , q_5 = 0, p_1 = q^2 p_3, p_2 = q_2p_3, r_1 = −q_2r_2 − q^2 r_3 − q^3_2 r_4 } . The cubic Σ^∗ has ordinary double points generically along each of the irreducible components of Sing Σ^∗.

(3) The ψ-exceptional locus is the union of the two divisors E_{P(E}⊥_) := P(a^∗(Ω^1_P7(1)) ⊕ 0), and F_{P(E} ⊥_) := σ^∗F_b,

and ψ(E_{P(E} ⊥_)) = P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) ≃ P^7 and ψ(F_{P(E} ⊥_)) =

{q^2 − q_1q_3 = q_1q_4 − q_2q_3 = q^2_3 − q_2q_4 = q_5 = 0}, where the latter is the cone over a twisted cubic with P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) as the vertex. The image of the ψ-exceptional locus contains Sing Σ^∗.

(4) The morphism ψ is the blow-up along ψ(F_{P(E}⊥_)) outside Sing Σ^∗. The ψ-fiber over a point t ∈ P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) is isomorphic to the total transform of the hyperplane section of A_C corresponding to t by projective duality. In particular, the ψ-fiber over a general point t ∈ P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) is the smooth 3-fold obtained by blowing up B_5 along a line.

Proof. (1). First we see that the morphism ψ is birational onto a certain cubic hypersurface computing H^{11}_{P(E ⊥)}. It is well-known that

c_t(T_{P(∧}2_V 3_{⊕U} 5_)(−1)|_{AC} ) = 1 + c_1(O_{AC} (1))t + c_1(O_{AC} (1))^2t^2 + c_1(O_{AC} (1))^3t^3 + c_1(O_{AC} (1))^4t^4

= 1 + c_1(O_{AC} (1))t + c_1(O_{AC} (1))^2t^2 + (5l)t^3 + 5t^4,

where l is the class of a line in A_C. We set c_A := c_1(a^∗O_{AC} (1)) and c_B := c_1(b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1)). By a standard computation, we have

c_t((E^⊥)^∗) = 1 + (c_A + c_B )t + (c_Ac_B + c^2_A)t^2 + (c^2_Ac_B + a^∗(5l))t^3 + (c_B . (a^∗(5l)) + 5) t^4.

From this, we have

H^{11}_{P(E} ⊥_) =s_4((E^⊥)^∗)

=c_1((E^⊥)^∗)^4 − 3c_1((E^⊥)^∗)^2c_2((E^⊥)^∗) + 2c_1((E^⊥)^∗)c_3((E^⊥)^∗) + c_2((E^⊥)^∗)^2 − c_4((E^⊥)^∗)

=6 − c^3_Ac_B + c_Ac^3_B .

By (6.1), we have

(6.3) c_B = c_A − c_1(F_a).

By [Fuj, Sect.10], b is the blow-up of P(U^5) along a twisted cubic curve and the bexceptional divisor F_b is linearly equivalent to a^∗O_{AC} (1) − 2F_a. Therefore, together with (6.3), we have

(6.4) c_A = 2c_B − c_1(F_b).

By (6.3) and (6.4), we have c^3_Ac_B = c^3_A(c_A − c_1(F_a)) = 5 and c_Ac^3_B = (2c_B − c_1(F_b))c^3_B = 2. Therefore, we have H^{11}_{P(E ⊥)} = 3. This implies that the ψ is a birational morphism onto a cubic hypersurface in P^{12} or is generically a triple cover of P^{11}. The latter, however, is impossible since h^0(H_{^Σ∗} ) = 13.

Now we show that the equation of the ψ-image can be taken as (6.2). We choose the equation of the twisted cubic γ_C which is the center of b: ^A_C → P(U^5) as above. Note that, since b ∘ a^{−1} : A_C P(U^5) is the projection from Π, ^A_C is contained in A_C × P(U^5). Let v := [x] × [y] ∈ ^A_C be a point with x ∈ ∧^2V^3 ⊕ U^5 and y ∈ U^5. The fiber of P(E^⊥) at v is equal to P (( (∧^2V^3 ⊕ U^5)/C x )_∗ ⊕ C y ) . Therefore, by Lemma 2.5 (2), for a point [p + r + q] ∈ P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ U^5) with p ∈ (∧^2V^3)^∗, r ∈ (U^5)^∗ and q ∈ U^5, the ψ-fiber over [p + r + q] consists of [x] × [y] such that p + r ∈ ( (∧^2V^3 ⊕ U^5)/C x )_∗ and q ∈ C y. Now assume that q ≠ 0 and [q] ∉ γ_C, and such a point [x] × [y] ∈ A_C exists. Then, the condition that q ∈ C y is equivalent to that y ∈ C q, and hence we may assume that y = q, which we write as^t ( q_1 · · · q_5 ) . Then, by the equality a^∗O_{AC} (1) = b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(2) − F_b and the condition that [q] ∉ γ_C, we may write x =^t ( q^2 − q_1q_3 q_1q_4 − q_2q_3 q^2_3 − q_2q_4 q_5q_1 q_5q_2 q_5q_3 q_5q_4 q^2_5 ) taking suitable coordinates of A_C. Taking the coordinates p_1, p_2, p_3, r_1, . . . , r_5 of (∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ dual to ∧^2V^3 ⊕ U^5, we see that the condition that p + r ∈ ( (∧^2V^3 ⊕ U^5)/C x )_∗ is equivalent to the equation of the cubic as in (6.2). Therefore, a point [p + r + q] in the ψ-image with q ≠ 0 and [q] ∉ γ_C is contained in the cubic (6.2). Since we have seen the ψ-image is also a cubic, it must coincide with the cubic (6.2).

The assertion (2) follows from straightforward calculations, which we omit. (3). Let δ be a ψ-exceptional curve. Note that H_{P(E} ⊥_) · δ = 0. Moreover, it holds that either σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1) · δ > 0 or σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1) · δ > 0 since ρ(P(E^⊥)) = 3 and both σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1) and σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1) are nef. Since E_{P(E} ⊥_) ∼ H_{P(E} ⊥_) − σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1), we have δ ⊂ E_{P(E} ⊥_) if σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1)·δ > 0. Since F_{P(E} ⊥_) ∼ σ^∗(b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(2)−a^∗O_{AC} (1)) by (6.1), we have δ ⊂ F_{P(E} ⊥_) if σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1) · δ = 0 and σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1) · δ > 0. Therefore the ψ-exceptional locus is contained in E_{P(E} ⊥_) ∪ F_{P(E}⊥_). By the construction, it is obvious that ψ(E_{P(E} ⊥_)) = P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0). Therefore, E_{P(E} ⊥_) is contained in the ψ-exceptional locus since dim ψ(E_{P(E} ⊥_)) < dim E_{P(E} ⊥_). Since F_b is the exceptional divisor of the blow-up of P(U^5) along the twisted cubic γ_C with the equation as above, we see that ψ(F_{P(E} ⊥_)) is defined by the same equation in P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ U^5) by the descriptions of ψ-fibers as in the proof of (1). The divisor F_{P(E} ⊥_) is contained in the ψ-exceptional locus since dim ψ(F_{P(E} ⊥_)) < dim F_{P(E}⊥_).

By a straightforward calculation, we see that the image of the ψ-exceptional locus contains Sing Σ^∗.

(4). We show the first assertion. Let δ be a ψ-exceptional curve. By the proof of (3), ψ(δ) ∈ E_{P(E}⊥_) ∪ F_{P(E} ⊥_), and if ψ(δ) ∈ E_{P(E} ⊥_), then ψ(δ) is a singular point of Σ^∗. From now on, we assume that ψ(δ) ∉ E_{P(E} ⊥_) and ψ(δ) ∈ F_{P(E} ⊥_). By the proof of (3) again, we have σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1) · δ = 0 and σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1) · δ > 0. Since H_{P(E} ⊥_) · δ = 0, δ cannot be contracted by σ. Therefore, by σ^∗b^∗O_{P(U} 5_)(1) · δ = 0, σ(δ) is the b-exceptional curve over a point s ∈ γ_C. Let P_s := b^{−1}(s) ≃ P^2. Note that the U^5-part of the coordinates of the point ψ(δ) is parallel to the coordinates of s by the description of ψ-fibers as in the end of the proof of (1). Therefore, for any ψ-exceptional curve δ^′ with ψ(δ^′) = ψ(δ), we have b ∘ σ(δ) = b ∘ σ(δ^′). This implies that, over ψ(P(E^⊥|_{Ps} )), the ψ-fibers coincide with the corresponding fibers of P(E^⊥|_{Ps} ) → ψ(P(E^⊥|_{Ps} )). Since P_s is P^2 and is isomorphically mapped to a plane in A_C, we have E^⊥|_{Ps} = Ω^1_{P2}(1) ⊕ O^{⊕6}_{P2} , and then ψ induces the surjective map P(E^⊥|_{Ps} ) → P^8. It is easy to see that this is a P^1-bundle outside the image R_s ≃ P^5 of P(0 ⊕ O^{⊕6}_{P2} ), over which the fibers of P(E^⊥|_{Ps} ) → P^8 are P^2. Let R := ∪_{s∈γC} R_s, which is a 6-dimensional variety. We have seen that δ coincides with the ψ-fiber if ψ(δ) ∈ ψ(F_{P(E}⊥_)) \ (ψ(E_{P(E} ⊥_)) ∪ R). Note that by a standard computation, we have −K_{P(E} ⊥_) = 8H_{P(E} ⊥_) + σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1). Thus, by σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1) · δ > 0, we have −K_{P(E} ⊥_) · δ > 0. Therefore, Σ^∗ is smooth and ψ is the blow-up along ψ(F_{P(E} ⊥_)) outside ψ(E_{P(E} ⊥_)) ∪ R by the proof of [An, Thm.2.3]. By the description of the singular locus of Σ^∗ as in (2), we see that S_F defined as in the statement of (2) must be contained in R. Since S_F and R are 6-dimensional and R is irreducible, we have R = S_F . Therefore, we obtain the first assertion.

The second and third assertions follow since the restriction of ψ over P((∧^2V^3)^∗⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) is the natural morphism P(a^∗(Ω^1_{P7}(1)) ⊕ 0) → P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0) which is nothing but the universal family of the total transforms of hyperplane sections of A_C. □

6.2. Cubic 3-fold and 4-fold.

Corollary 6.2 (Cubic 3-fold). Any smooth cubic 3-fold is a linear section of the cubic Σ^∗.

Proof. We take Λ as in Theorem 2.3. Then P(E^⊥)_Λ → b∘σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ) can be identified with the blow-up Y^′ → B_3 along the twisted cubic curve C. Note that Y^′ has exactly two non-trivial contractions, one of which is Y^′ → B_3 and another is the anti-canonical morphism Y^′ → W . Since Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) is a cubic 3-fold by Proposition 6.1, P(E^⊥)_Λ → Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) must coincide with P(E^⊥)_Λ → b ∘ σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ). Now the assertion follows since any cubic 3-fold appears as X^′ by [Tak1, II, Proof of Thm.0.10 (B) and (C)]. □

Corollary 6.3 (Cubic 4-fold). Let Λ ⊂ (∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ U^5 be a general linear subspace of dimension 6. The following assertions hold:

(1) Σ^∗ ∩P(Λ) is a cubic 4-fold with one ordinary double point v ∈ P((∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕(U^5)^∗ ⊕ 0). (2) Outside of v, the induced morphism ψ|_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} : P(E^⊥)_Λ → Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) is the blowup along ψ(F_{P(E} ⊥_)) ∩ P(Λ) which is a twisted cubic cone with v as the vertex. The ψ|_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} -fiber over v is isomorphic to the smooth 3-fold obtained by blowing up B_5 along a line.

(3) Let T_Λ := π|_{P(E)Λ}(P(E)_Λ) . The morphism π|_{P(E)Λ} : P(E)_Λ → T_Λ is an isomorphism and T_Λ is a smooth K3 surface which is isomorphic to a complete intersection in A_C of a quadric containing Π and a hyperplane.

(4) The morphism σ|_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} : P(E^⊥)_Λ → ^A_C is the blow-up of ^A_C along T_Λ.

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition 6.1 (1) and (2), and the assertion (2) follows from Proposition 6.1 (1) and (4).

(3). Let Λ^′ ⊂ (∧^2V^3)^∗ ⊕ (U^5)^∗ ⊕ U^5 be a general linear subspace of dimension 7 containing Λ. By [Tak2, Cor.5.18], the restriction P(E)_Λ′ → Σ ∩ P((Λ^′)^⊥) of P(E) → Σ can be identified with Y^′ → W . Note that we have H_{^Σ}|_{P(E)Λ′} = π^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1)|_{P(E)Λ′} by [Tak2, (5.7) and Lem.5.16]. Therefore P(E)_Λ′ → Σ ∩ P((Λ^′)^⊥) can be identified with P(E)_Λ′ → W where W is regarded as a quadric section of A_C containing Π. Moreover we may consider P(E)_Λ is a general member of |π^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1)|_{P(E)Λ′} | and hence the image T^′_Λ ⊂ A_C of P(E)_Λ on A_C is a complete intersection in A_C of a quadric containing Π and a hyperplane. Since T^′_Λ is disjoint from exceptional curves of Y^′ → W by generality, we see that P(E)_Λ → T_Λ → T^′_Λ is an isomorphism and hence T_Λ ≃ T^′_Λ is a smooth K3 surface.

(4). Let p be a point of ^A_C. Considering the case that l = dim Λ = 6 and r = 5 in the setting of Lemma 2.2, we have dim(E_p ∩ Λ^⊥) + 1 = dim(E^⊥_p ∩ Λ). This implies that σ|_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} has nontrivial fibers only over T_Λ and they are isomorphic to P^1 by (3). Since −K_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} = (H_{P(E} ⊥_) + σ^∗a^∗O_{AC} (1))|_{P(E} ⊥_{)Λ} , this is relatively ample over ^A_C. We see that the relative Picard number of the morphism σ|_{P(E ⊥)Λ} is one by the description of the fibers. Therefore, by [An, Thm.2.3], σ|_{P(E}⊥_{)Λ} is the blow-up of ^A_C along T_Λ. □

We immediately see that a cubic 4-fold R with a double point t is rational projecting it from t, and if R is general, then the blow-up of R at t is equal to the blow-up of P^4 along a smooth K3 surface which is a complete intersection of a quadric and a cubic in P^3 (see [Ku5, Sect.5] for further discussions). We have seen in Corollary 6.3 that if R is a special one containing a cone over a twisted cubic, then R has another birational model which can be realized as the blow-up along a K3 surface.

7. Q-FANO 3-FOLD OF GENUS 8 7.1. Descriptions of P(E^⊥) .

Proposition 7.1. The following assertions hold: (1) The morphism ψ is surjective and decomposes as P(E^⊥)^{ψ1}−→ P^{ψ2}−→ P(U^3 ⊕ (U^3)^∗ ⊕ S^{−1,0,1}U^3) where the morphism ψ_1 is birational and crepant, and ψ_2 is a finite morphism of degree 2 branched along a sextic hypersurface B.

(2) The ψ-image of the ψ_1-exceptional locus is the singular locus of B. Proof. It is well-known that

c_t(T_{P(U} 7_)(−1)|_{B5} ) = 1 + c_1(O_{B5} (1))t + c_1(O_{B5} (1))^2t^2 + c_1(O_{B5} (1))^3t^3 = 1 + c_1(O_{B5} (1))t + (5l)t^2 + 5t^3, where l is the class of a line in B_5. By [AC, Ex.3.2] for example, we have c_t(U) = 1 − c_1(O_{B5} (1))t + (2l)t^2, and hence the restriction of the universal exact sequence 0 → U|_{B5} → V^′ ⊗ O_{B5} → Q|_{B5} → 0 gives c_t(Q) = 1 + c_1(O_{B5} (1))t + (3l)t^2 + t^3.

Therefore, we obtain, by a standard computation, c_t((E^⊥)^∗) = 1 + c_1(O_{B5} (2))t + (13l)t^2 + 14t^3.

Finally, we obtain

H^{11}_{P(E} ⊥_) = s_3((E^⊥)^∗) = c_1(O_{B5} (2))^3 − 2(c_1(O_{B5} (2)) · (13l) + 14 = 2. Therefore, since dim P(E^⊥) = dim P((V^′)^∗ ⊕ (U^7)^∗) = 11 and −K_{P(E} ⊥_) = 9H_{P(E} ⊥_), the assertion (1) follows (the decomposition of ψ is nothing but the Stein factorization). Since ψ_1 is crepant, the singular locus of P coincides with the ψ_1-image of the ψ_1-exceptional locus. Thus the assertion (2) follows from a standard property of the branched locus of a finite double cover. □ 7.2. Curve of genus 2.

Corollary 7.2. Let Λ be a 2-dimensional subspace of U^3 ⊕ (U^3)^∗ ⊕ S^{−1,0,1}U^3. If P(Λ) ∩ B consists of exactly 6 points, then P(E^⊥)_Λ → P^1 = P(Λ) is a finite double cover branched along 6 points.

Proof. If dim Λ=2 and P(Λ) ∩ B consist of exactly 6 points, P(Λ) is disjoint from the singular locus of B. Therefore the assertion follows from Proposition7.1. □ As a general property of a curve of genus 2, we have the following:

Proposition 7.3. For any smooth curve C of genus 2 and any divisor δ on C of degree 7, there exists a prime Q-Fano 3-fold X of genus 8 such that f^′ : Y^′ → X^′ = B_5 is the blow-up along a curve isomorphic to C and O_{B5} (1) restricts to δ.

Proof. Let ε := δ − K_C , which is a divisor of degree 5 and hence is very ample. We consider that C is embedded in P^3 by |ε|. We choose a projection of P^3 P^2 from a point outside of C such that the image C of C is a quintic 4-nodal plane curve. Since a line cannot pass through 3 nodes of C, the 4 nodes of C is in a general position. Let T → P^2 be the blow-up at the 4 nodes of C, and m and e_i (1 ≤ i ≤ 4) are the total transform of a line on P^2 and the exceptional curves of the blowup respectively. Note that T is a smooth quintic del Pezzo surface and hence we consider T is a hyperplane section of B_5. The strict transform of C is smooth, hence we denote it by C. Then C ∼ 5m − 2

∑_4 i=1 e_i and it holds that ε = m|_C and K_C = (2m −

∑_4 i=1 e_i)|_C . Hence we have δ = K_C + ε = (3m −

∑_4 i=1 e_i)|_C = −K_T |_C = O_{B5} (1). Now, by the proof of [Tak1, Part II, Thm.0.10 (B)], we see that the blow-up of B_5 along C is a part of the Sarkisov link (1.1) for a prime Q-Fano 3-fold Xof genus 8. □

8. TRINITY

Finally, with some compensations, we sum up three types of appearances of the curve C appearing in the basic diagram except in the case of genus 6 and C-type:

Theorem 8.1. We fix one of the 5 classes of Q-Fano 3-fold except the class of genus 6 and C-type, and let E be the vector bundle as in Table 1 for the class. The following assertions are equivalent for a smooth curve C:

(1) For a linear subspace of V^∗_E of dimension r − 1, P(E)_Λ appears as Y^′ or Z^′ in the basic diagram and P(E)_Λ → S is the blow-up along a curve isomorphic to C. (2) C ≃ σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ) ≃ P(E^⊥)_Λ for a linear subspace of V^∗_E of dimension r − 1. (3) For a linear subspace of V^∗_E of dimension r − 1, C is the double cover of P(Λ) branched along B ∩ P(Λ) in the genus 8 case, or C ≃ Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) in the other cases.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) This is proved in Theorem 2.3 (2).

(2) ⇒ (1) Actually we only need the assumption that C ≃ P(E^⊥)_Λ. Since P(E^⊥)_Λ has the expected dimension, P(E)_Λ has also the expected dimension by Lemma 2.2 with r − l = 1. Since P(E^⊥)_Λ is smooth, so is P(E)_Λ by [Ku4, Thm.7.12]. By Lemma 2.2 with r − l = 1 again, nontrivial fibers of P(E)_Λ → S are P^1’s over σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ). Since −K_{P(E)Λ} = H_{P(E)}|_{P(E)Λ}, we see that −K_{P(E)Λ} is relatively ample over S. Therefore, by [An, Thm.2.3], the morphism P(E)_Λ → S is the blow-up along σ(P(E^⊥)_Λ).

Since we see that −K_{P(E)Λ} = H_{P(E)}|_{P(E)Λ} and (−K_{P(E)Λ})^3 = 2g(X) − 2 > 0, P(E)_Λ is a smooth weak Fano 3-fold. Restricting the diagram [Tak2, (3.2), (5.10), or (6.7)], we can verify the assertion.

(2) ⇒ (3) By the assumption (2), C is the normalization of the double cover of P(Λ) branched along P(Λ) ∩ B in the genus 8 case by Proposition 7.1, or the normalization of Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) in each of the other cases by Proposition 3.1, 4.1 or [Tak2, Prop.4.12] with explanations as in the section 5. According to case-by-case check, the arithmetic genus of the double cover of P(Λ) branched along P(Λ) ∩ B in the genus 8 case (resp. the 1-dimensional linear section Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) in each of the other cases) is the same as the genus of C. Therefore C ≃ Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ). (3) ⇒ (1) Since Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) is smooth and is a 1-dimensional linear section of Σ^∗, P(Λ) is disjoint from Sing Σ^∗. Therefore P(E^⊥)_Λ ≃ Σ^∗ ∩ P(Λ) ≃ C. Note that

(2) ⇒ (1) holds by the weaker assumption that P(E^⊥)_Λ ≃ C as we have remarked in the proof. Therefore (3) ⇒ (1) follows. □

REFERENCES

[An] T. Ando, On extremal rays of the higher-dimensional varieties, Invent. Math. 81 (1985), no. 2, 347–357.

[ACGH] E. Arbarello, M. Cornalba, P. A. Griffiths, J. Harris, Geometry of algebraic curves. Vol. I, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], 267. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1985. xvi+386 pp.

[AC] E. Arrondo, L. Costa, Vector bundles on Fano 3-folds without intermediate cohomology, Comm.

Algebra 28 (2000), no. 8, 3899–3911.

[At] M. D. Atkinson, Primitive spaces of matrices of bounded rank. II, J. Austral. Math. Soc. Ser. A 34 (1983), no. 3, 306–315.

[CI] M. Chan, N. Ilten, Fano schemes of determinants and permanents, Algebra Number Theory 9 (2015), no. 3, 629–679.

[D] I. Dolgachev, Luigi Cremona and cubic surfaces. Luigi Cremona (1830–1903) (Italian), 55–70, Incontr. Studio, 36, Istituto Lombardo di Scienze e Lettere, Milan, 2005.

[EH] D. Eisenbud, J. Harris, Vector spaces of matrices of low rank, Adv. in Math. 70 (1988), no. 2, 135–155.

[Fa] G. Fano, Su alcune varietà algebriche a tre dimensioni razionali, e aventi curve-sezioni canoniche, Comment. Math. Helv. 14 (1942), 202–211.

[Fuj] T. Fujita, On the structure of polarized manifolds with total deficiency one. II, J. Math. Soc. Japan 33 (1981), no. 3, 415–434.

[HoTak] S. Hosono, H. Takagi, Derived categories of Artin-Mumford double solids, Kyoto J. Math. 60 (2020), no. 1, 107–177.

[Is] V. A. Iskovskih, Fano threefolds. II, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 42 (1978), no. 3, 506–549. [IsP] V. A. Iskovskikh, Y. G. Prokhorov, Fano varieties. Algebraic geometry, V, 1–247, Encyclopaedia Math. Sci., 47, Springer, Berlin, 1999.

[Ku1] A. Kuznetsov, Derived category of a cubic threefold and the variety V_{14}, Proc. Steklov Inst.

Math. 2004, no. 3(246), 171–194.

[Ku2] A. Kuznetsov, Derived categories of the Fano threefolds V_{12} , Math. Notes 78 (2005), no. 3-4, 537–550.

[Ku3] A. Kuznetsov, Hyperplane sections and derived categories, Izv. Math. 70 (2006), no. 3, 447–547. [Ku4] A. Kuznetsov, Homological projective duality, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. No. 105 (2007), 157–220.

[Ku5] A. Kuznetsov, Derived categories of cubic fourfolds, Cohomological and geometric approaches to rationality problems, 219–243, Progr. Math., 282, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2010.

[LS] J. Lipman, and A. J. Sommese, On blowing down projective spaces in singular varieties, J. Reine Angew. Math. 362 (1985), 51–62.

[Mo] S. Mori, Threefolds whose canonical bundles are not numerically effective, Ann. of Math. (2) 116 (1982), no. 1, 133–176.

[Mu1] S. Mukai, Biregular classification of Fano 3-folds and Fano manifolds of coindex 3, Proc. Nat.

Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 86 (1989), no. 9, 3000–3002.

[Mu2] S. Mukai, Curves and symmetric spaces, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci. 68 (1992), no. 1, 7–10.

[Mu3] S. Mukai, Curves and Grassmannians, Algebraic geometry and related topics (Inchon, 1992), 19–40, Conf. Proc. Lecture Notes Algebraic Geom., I, Int. Press, Cambridge, MA, 1993.

[Mu4] S. Mukai, Curves and symmetric spaces. I, Amer. J. Math. 117 (1995), no. 6, 1627–1644. [Mu5] S. Mukai, Moduli and moduli theoretic descriptions of Fano threefolds (in Japanese) in Proc. of algebraic geometry symposium (Kinosaki, Nov. 1998) (1998) [Mu6] S. Mukai, New developments in the theory of Fano threefolds: vector bundle method and moduli problems, Sugaku Expositions 15 (2002), no. 2, 125–150.

[Mu7] S. Mukai, Curves and symmetric spaces III: BN-special vs. 1-PS degeneration, Proc. Indian Acad.

Sci. Math. Sci. 132 (2022), no. 2, Paper No. 57.

[MuId] M. Ide, S. Mukai, Canonical curves of genus eight, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci. 79 (2003), no. 3, 59–64.

[Sa] M. Sagraloff, Special Linear Series and Syzygies of Canonical Curves of Genus 9, preprint, arXiv:math/0605758.

[Se] C. Segre, Sur la génération projective des surfaces cubiques. (Extrait d’une lettre adressée à M.

le Prof. R. Sturm), Arch. der Math. und Physik, Vol. 10 (1906), p. 209–215.

[Tak1] H. Takagi, On classification of Q-Fano 3-folds of Gorenstein index 2. I, II, Nagoya Math. J. 167 (2002), 117–155, 157 – 216.

[Tak2] H. Takagi, On classification of Q-Fano 3-folds of Gorenstein index 2. III, preprint, arXiv:2210.16008.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, GAKUSHUIN UNIVERSITY, MEJIRO, TOSHIMA-KU, TOKYO 171-8588, JAPAN

Email address: hiromici@math.gakushuin.ac.jp