Moduli spaces of rational curves on Fano threefolds

Roya Beheshti, Brian Lehmann, Eric Riedl, Sho Tanimoto

arXiv:2010.06795
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.06795v3

A finiteness theorem across all degrees

Work over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. For a smooth Fano threefold X, let Rat(X) be the union
of those components of M o(X) whose general stable map has irreducible domain. The degree of a curve C is its
anticanonical degree —Kx - C.

Main theorem (Beheshti-Lehmann-Riedl-Tanimoto, Theorems 1.1 and 7.8). For every smooth Fano threefold X,
there is a polynomial P(d) such that the number of components of Rat(X) parametrizing curves of anticanonical
degree at most d is at most P(d).

The polynomial depends on X and is not asserted to be optimal. The result proves the polynomial-growth bound
suggested by Batyrev’s heuristic and, more structurally, reduces the study of high-degree free curves to finitely many
low degrees.

The proof separates components whose curves dominate X from those sweeping only a proper subvariety. The two
halves require rather different geometry.

Non-dominant families live on controlled surfaces
For a big and nef divisor L on a smooth projective variety Y, the Fujita invariant is

a(Y,L) = inf{t € R: Ky + tL is pseudo-effective}. (1)

Here a(X,—Kx) = 1. Theorem 4.2, imported from earlier work, places every non-dominant component inside the
proper closed union of subvarieties Y C X with a(Y, —Kx) > 1. The paper’s Theorem 4.1 then classifies the surface
components: each is either swept out by —K x-lines or is an exceptional divisor of one of Mori’s contraction types
E1-E5. Consequently only finitely many surfaces Y; need be counted.

On a resolution S; of a contractible Y;, the finite list of polarized surfaces has an irreducible rational-curve space in
every numerical class. A line-swept S; is ruled (Lemma 4.5): over a base of positive genus its only rational curves are
fibers, while over P! it is a Hirzebruch surface, hence toric, with at most one family in each numerical class. Lattice
counting against the big and nef divisor —Kx|g, is therefore polynomial (indeed at most linear at each fixed degree).
This controls every non-dominant component.

The dominant engine: Movable Bend-and-Break
The original technical input is stronger than a mere count.

Main theorem (Movable Bend-and-Break, Theorem 1.4). Let M C Rat(X) generically parametrize free curves. If
the general curve has anticanonical degree at least 6, then M contains a stable map from a two-component curve such
that both restrictions are free curves on X.

Thus a high-degree component meets a boundary stratum obtained by gluing two lower-degree free families. Iterating
this decomposition makes low-degree families into generators. The final proof of Theorem 7.8 invokes this result
together with the combinatorial component bound of [LT19b, Theorem 5.13] to obtain a polynomial bound for all
dominant families.

How the breaking family is forced

Suppose first that a general free map is birational onto its image and is an immersion, with normal bundle
Ny/x ~ O(a) © O(b), a<b, —Kx-C=a+b+2. (2)

Lemma 6.4 shows that passing through r general points costs 2r conditions, while meeting s general members of a
basepoint-free family of curves costs s. The authors choose r, s so the incidence locus is one-dimensional. Mori’s
Bend-and-Break then supplies a reducible limit. Degree bookkeeping in Proposition 6.5 shows that a limit with at
least two free components has only four possible shapes:

(i)  exactly two free components;

(ii)  two free components joined by an E5-line;
(iii) free components plus two E5-lines;

(iv) free components plus an exceptional conic.

3)

The incidence conditions leave too little degree or freedom for any other non-free component. If the restricted tangent
bundle has only one positive summand, Propositions 6.1-6.2 instead identify the maps as multiple covers of a free
anticanonical conic and break the cover directly.
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Why the exceptional E5 line is the hard point

When X has no E5 contraction, the authors contract the disjoint relevant E1, E3, and E4 divisors and choose the
basepoint-free incidence curves as pullbacks from the contraction. They avoid every possible non-free piece in (3),
leaving only (i) (Theorem 6.7).

An E5 divisor is different: its lines move in dimension greater than one and can connect two otherwise disjoint free
curves. The obstruction is real. On Ppz(O & O(2)), the lines in the minimal family of moving P? sections form a
degree-5 curve family that breaks into two bundle fibers joined by a line in the rigid E5 divisor, not into two free
curves (Example 6.8).

There are exactly six smooth Fano threefold types admitting an E5 contraction. For the five with a unique E5 divisor,
Proposition 6.10 uses induction: if a connector C; U £ U C5 occurs and one C; already breaks, transversality and
smoothness of the stable-map point let one regroup and smooth the chain into the desired two free pieces. Only
degrees 6-9 remain, and Proposition 6.11 checks them from the classification. The unique threefold with two E5
divisors is handled separately in Claim 8.14 using six generators of its nef monoid, low-degree uniqueness, and explicit
treatment of the remaining connector classes. This is why the uniform theorem starts at degree 6.

Toy model and proof roadmap

For a conic in P?, a pencil can specialize it to two intersecting lines. Both lines are free, and smoothing their node
returns to the original component. Movable Bend-and-Break is this picture with two extra burdens: one must impose
enough incidences to force breaking inside an arbitrary component, and then exclude the non-free exceptional pieces
in (3).

The argument for the polynomial bound can be summarized as

non-dominant families — finitely many ruled or contractible surfaces — polynomial surface count,
dominant free families — two-free-component boundary — low-degree generation and polynomial count.

(4)
Alongside this, Theorem 1.3 says that when —Kx is very ample, a dominant universal-family evaluation with
non-irreducible general fiber comes only from conic images or curves lying in fibers of a del Pezzo fibration.

Scope

The theorem concerns a fixed smooth Fano threefold and the subspace Rat(X); it does not count components whose
general stable map already has reducible domain. Neither very ampleness of —K x nor a Picard-rank hypothesis is
needed for Theorem 7.8 or Movable Bend-and-Break, although very ampleness is used for some finer Manin-component
statements. The paper establishes an upper bound, not the conjectural exact asymptotic or the optimal exponent,
and its dominant-family count explicitly depends on the earlier result [LT19b, Theorem 5.13].
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