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Low-degree curves on the degree-five Fano sections
Let G = Gr(2, 5) ⊂ P9 be the Pluecker Grassmannian and, over C, let

Y m
5 = G ∩H1 ∩ · · · ∩H6−m, 2 ≤ m ≤ 6, (1)

for general hyperplanes. Thus Y m
5 is a smooth Fano m-fold of degree 5 and coindex 2. Write Rd(Y m

5 ) for the moduli
space of smooth rational curves of Pluecker degree d, and Hd(Y m

5 ) for its Hilbert closure with Hilbert polynomial
dt + 1.

Main theorem (Chung–Hong–Lee, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2). For d ≤ 3 and 2 ≤ m ≤ 6, the spaces Rd(Y m
5 ) are

rational. Moreover the Hilbert schemes H2(Y m
5 ) of conics are smooth and irreducible for m = 4, 5; their dimensions

are respectively 7 and 10.

For m = 2 the source gives an explicit componentwise description: there are ten lines; the conic locus is five copies of
P1 \ {0, 1,∞}; and the cubic locus is one P2 minus four lines together with four copies of P2 \P1.

Ingredient I: split the universal bundle
A degree-d map f : P1 → G pulls back the dual universal bundle as

f∗U∨ ≃ OP1(d1)⊕OP1(d2), d1 + d2 = d. (2)

For d = 1, 2, 3, the possible splittings turn the family of lines in P4 parameterized by the curve into a small rational
normal scroll. Consequently a line in G has a vertex p ∈ P4; a conic has an envelope P3 ⊂ P4 containing all its lines;
and a general twisted cubic has an axis, a line meeting every member of the family. These define

η1 : R1(G)→ P4, η2 : R2(G) 99K Gr(4, 5) = P4, η3 : R3(G) 99K Gr(2, 5). (3)

The general fibers are low-dimensional Grassmannian parameter spaces inside the corresponding Schubert cycles.
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Ingredient II: intersect the fibers, not the moduli space
For Y 3

5 , known descriptions give

H1(Y 3
5 ) ≃ P2, H2(Y 3

5 ) ≃ P4, H3(Y 3
5 ) ≃ Gr(2, 5). (4)

An incidence correspondence with linear subspaces containing the curve then proves Rd(Y m
5 ) irreducible for m ≥ 3.

For m ≥ 4, imposing the hyperplanes in (1) cuts the vector spaces in the fibers of (3). The resulting birational models
are

m R1 R2 R3
6 Gr(2, 4)/P4 Gr(3, 6)/P4 Gr(4, 7)/ Gr(2, 5)
5 P2/P4 Gr(3, 5)/P4 Gr(4, 6)/ Gr(2, 5)
4 P4 P3/P4 P4/ Gr(2, 5),

(5)

where “fiber/base” denotes a generically Grassmannian bundle. Since both the bases and fibers are rational, (5),
together with (4) and the del Pezzo surface calculation, proves the first theorem.

Ingredient III: control the conic boundary
Rationality only sees the open locus. To understand its Hilbert compactification, let U be the universal rank-4 bundle
on Gr(4, 5) and, for m = 5 or 4, put

K = ker
( 2∧

U −→ O⊕(6−m)

)
, S(Y ) = Gr(3,K). (6)

Over Gr(4, 5), the relative Hilbert scheme of conics in Gr(2,U) maps to H2(G) and gives a common resolution: one
morphism blows up the two flag loci corresponding to the two types of planes in G, while the other blows up the
locus of conics lying in a σ2,2-plane.
Intersecting this diagram with S(Y ) is subtle. Lemma 5.6 identifies tangent spaces and proves that the intersection
with the two flag loci is scheme-theoretic, so its blow-up is the proper transform. The restricted normal bundle in the
exceptional direction is O(−1); the Fujiki–Nakano criterion therefore contracts the other ruling smoothly. Let S̃(Y )
denote this proper transform, equivalently the common blow-up of S(Y ) along the intersected flag loci. Thus

S(Y )←− S̃(Y ) −→ H2(Y ) (7)

is one blow-up followed by one blow-down. Irreducibility comes from the ambient diagram, and the local-complete-
intersection argument used for lines shows the Hilbert scheme is reduced. Proposition 6.7 repeats the construction for
the second hyperplane.

Toy model, hardest point, and scope
For the threefold Y 3

5 , the map in (6) has rank 3 and Y 3
5 contains no planes. Hence no boundary modification is

needed: H2(Y 3
5 ) ≃ S(Y ) ≃ Gr(4, 5) = P4. This is the clean model for (7): the envelope already determines the

conic. In dimensions four and five, planes create competing degenerations, and the hardest point is proving that their
scheme-theoretic centers and normal directions permit a smooth flip-like replacement.
Generality of the hyperplane sections and the ground field C are part of the setup. The rationality theorem concerns
the open spaces of smooth curves, while the smoothness assertion concerns only conic Hilbert schemes for m = 4, 5.
The paper also records compactifications for lines and twisted cubics in G from earlier work, but does not claim
analogous new smoothness theorems for every degree and dimension.
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2


