arXiv:2211.14288v1 [math.AG] 25 Nov 2022

OPTIMAL PLANE CURVES OF DEGREE q − 1 OVER A FINITE FIELD

WALTEIR DE PAULA FERREIRA AND PIETRO SPEZIALI

Abstract. Let q ≥ 5 be a prime power. In this note, we prove that if a plane curve X of degree q − 1 defined over Fq without Fq -linear components attains the Sziklai upper bound (d − 1)q + 1 = (q − 1)^2 for the number of its Fq -rational points, then X is projectively equivalent over Fq to the curve C_{(α,β,γ)} : αX^{q−1} + βY^{q−1} + γZ^{q−1} = 0 for some α, β, γ ∈ F^∗_q such that α + β + γ = 0. This completes the classification of curves that are extremal with respect to the Sziklai bound. Also, since the Sziklai bound is equal to the Stöhr-Voloch’s bound for plane curves of degree q − 1, our main result classifies the Fq -Frobenius extremal classical plane curves of degree q − 1.

1. Introduction

Let X be a (projective, geometrically irreducible, algebraic) curve defined over a finite field F_q where q = p^h for some prime p and some positive integer h. It is a classical problem to count the number N_q(X ) of F_q -rational points of X . However, since this problem is rather hard to solve, it is often desirable to find good upper bounds for N_q(X ) depending on some invariants of the curve X . For instance, the famous Hasse- Weil upper bound states that N_q(X ) ≤ 1+q+2g √ q where g is the genus of X . Note that the same bound holds for any curve defined over F_q and genus g. Once we have a bound, it is a natural question to see whether such a bound is sharp or not, and then, it is also natural to try and classify the optimal curves, that is, the curves attaining said bound. In the context of the Hasse-Weil bound, such optimal curves do exist and are called maximal curves. Maximal curves may exist when q = n^2 is a square, and it is known that the genus of an F_q -maximal curve is upper bounded by (n − 1)(n − 2)/2. Up to birational equivalence, there is exactly one F_q -maximal curve of genus (n − 1)(n − 2)/2: the Hermitian curve H_n given by the homogeneous equation

H_n : Y^nZ + Y Z^n = X^{n+1}.

Date: November 2022.

Walteir de Paula Ferreira is with the Instituto de Matemática, Estatística e Computação Científica, Universidade Estadual de Campinas, Campinas, SP 13083-859, Brazil. e-mail: w235426@dac.unicamp.br.

Pietro Speziali is with the Instituto de Matemática, Estatística e Computação Científica, Universidade Estadual de Campinas, Campinas, SP 13083-859, Brazil. e-mail: speziali@unicamp.br.

Keywords: Algebraic curves; Rational points; Sziklai bound; optimal curves; arcs. Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 114H37, 14H05. 1

It is a classical and yet unsolved problem to find the spectrum of the genera of F_q - maximal curves; see [1].

Now, let X be a plane curve of degree d ≥ 2 without F_q -linear components. In [19], Sziklai conjectured the following result: N_q(X ) ≤ (d − 1)q + 1. The unique exception to Sziklai’s conjecture was found in [9, Section 3] and it is given by the curve over F_4 with homogeneous equation

X^4 + Y^4 + Z^4 + X^2Y^2 + Y^2Z^2 + Z^2X^2 + X^2Y Z + XY^2Z + XY Z^2 = 0.

The Sziklai bound was later proved by Homma and Kim in a sequence of three papers [9, 13, 14]. We are interested in curves attaining the Sziklai bound. Let X be a nonsingular plane curve that is optimal with respect to the Sziklai upper bound; then [13, Section 5] its degree d must belong to the set {2, √ q + 1, q − 1, q, q + 1, q + 2}. This means that the spectrum of the degrees of optimal Sziklai curves is pretty small, hence, it seems feasible to classify, up to projective equivalence, the curves attaining the Sziklai bound. So far, this is known in the cases d = 2, √ q + 1, q, q + 1 or q + 2; see [8, Section 5.1]), [7, Theorem 8]), [15, Main Theorem], [16, Theorem 1.3], [20] and [10]. For the case d = q − 1, a family of optimal curves is given by the homogeneous equation C_{(α,β,γ)} : αX^{q−1} + βY^{q−1} + γZ^{q−1} = 0 with α, β, γ ∈ F^∗_q and α + β + γ = 0. Recently, Homma [12] has stated the following question:

Question 1.1. Are there curves of degree q − 1 that attain the Sziklai’s upper bound such that are not projectively equivalent over F_q to a curve of type C_{(α,β,γ)}?

In the same paper, he gives a positive solution to this problem for q = 4, since in this case, the Hermitian cubic attains Sziklai’s bound but is not projectively equivalent to any C_{(α,β,γ)}. In this paper, we give a negative answer to Question 1.1 for q ≥ 5, thus completing the classification of optimal Sziklai curves; see Theorem 4.4.

This paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we give the necessary background, as well as, a brief survey of the existing literature on the Sziklai bound and related topics.

In Section 3, we will give several technical results that are necessary to prove our classification of curves of degree q − 1 that are optimal with respect to the Sziklai bound.

Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.4, which is the main result of our paper. Here, we remark that while our technique applies to all q ≥ 8, the cases q = 5, 7 need to be dealt with by using two different approaches, which are of independent interest. The former needs the knowledge of L-polynomial of curves of genus 3 with small defect [17], the latter is based on the classification on (36, 6)-arcs in P^2(F_7 ) [3].

Finally, in Section 5, we give a brief discussion regarding topics that are directly linked to (or are possible applications of) our results. More in detail, we show as our main result is related to the F_q -Frobenius classical plane curves of degree q −1 attaining the Stöhr-Voloch upper bound. Further, curves attaining the Sziklai upper bound are related to nonsingular hypersurfaces with many F_q -rational points in even-dimensional projective spaces; see [4, 21].

2. Background and preliminary results

2.1. Plane Curves. Our notation and terminology are standard. For definitions and basic properties of plane curves, see [6, Chapter 1-5]. In the projective plane P^2(F_q ), a plane curve C in P^2(F_q ) of homogeneous equation F (X, Y, Z) = 0, where F ∈ F_q [X, Y, Z], is denoted by C = v(F ) and consists of all points (x : y : z) ∈ P^2(F_q ) such that F (x, y, z) = 0. We regard C as a curve over a fixed algebraic closure K := F_q. By doing so, the points in (x : y : z) ∈ P^2(F_q ) such that F (x, y, z) = 0 are called F_q -rational points (or simply, rational points) of C and C(F_q ) := P^2(F_q )∩C. A plane curve C = v(F ) in P^2 := P^2(K), where F ∈ K[X, Y, Z], is said to be defined over F_q if there is λ ∈ K^∗ such that λ · F ∈ F_q [X, Y, Z]. A point P = (x : y : z) of a plane curve C in P^2 is singular if ∂F ∂X (x, y, z) = ∂F ∂Y (x, y, z) = ∂F ∂Z (x, y, z) = 0. Otherwise, P is a nonsingular (or a simple) point. The degree of C, denoted by deg(C), is deg(F ). A component of C is a curve X of homogeneous equation G = 0 such that G|F . A curve C is said to be absolutely irreducible if F is irreducible over K. A projectivity φ_A : P^2 → P^2 is given as follows:

φ_A(x : y : z) = A · x y z where A ∈ GL_3(K). Two curves C and X are said projectively equivalent over F_q , denoted by C ≃_{proj} X , if there is a projectivity φ_A : P^2 → P^2 with A ∈ GL_3(F_q ) such that φ_A(C) = X . The q-Frobenius map Ψ_q : P^2 → P^2 is defined by Ψ_q(x : y : z) := (x^q : y^q : z^q). The dual projective space P̌^2 = P̌^2(K) is the space of all line in P^2 and P̌2(F_q ) we mean the set of lines defined over F_q of P̌2. For a point P ∈ P2(F_q ), define P̌ (F_q ) := {l ∈ P̌2(F_q ) | P ∈ l}. The proof of the next result can be found in [6, section 4.5].

Theorem 2.1 (Nother’s “AF + BG” Theorem). Let F = v(F ) and G = v(G) be two plane curves defined over F_q with no common components. If F ∩ G = {P_1, ..., P_s} and the multiplicity of F and G at each point P_i is equal to 1, then for all plane curve X = v(H) defined over F_q with F ∩ G ⊆ X there are A, B ∈ F_q [X, Y, Z] such that H = AF + BG. Note that Theorem 2.1 gives a method to find all plane curves passing through a given set of points of P^2(F_q ).

2.2. Arcs of P^2(F_q ) and Codes. The following brief account of the theory of plane arcs and their relationship to linear codes is based on [2, Chapter 10 and 17], to which we refer the reader for further details. In the projective plane P^2(F_q ), a (k, n)-arc K is a set of k points such that each line contains at most n point of K and there is a line that contains exactly n points of K. A (k, 2)-arc is simply called an arc. Let K ⊆ P^2(F_q ) be a (k, n)-arc, for 0 ≤ i ≤ q + 1, define A_i(K) := {l ∈ P̌^2(F_q ) | #(l ∩ K) = i}, a_i(K) := #A_i(K) and k_0(K) := min{i | a_i ≠ 0}. When there is no possibility of confusion we will denote it simply by A_i, a_i and k_0.

A linear subspace C of F^n_q of dimension k is called an [n, k]_q-code. The elements of a linear code C are called codewords. The weight of a codeword x = (x_1, ..., x_n) ∈ C ⊆ F^n_q is the number of nonzero coordinates in x, denoted by wt(x). The minimum distance of C is min{wt(x)|x ∈ C, x ≠ 0}. If the minimum distance of C is d, then we write that C is an [n, k, d]_q -code. A generator matrix G of an [n, k, d]_q-code C is a matrix with k rows and n columns whose rows form a basis of C. The code C is recovered from G by taking all linear combinations of rows. If C contains c_i codewords of weight i, for i = 1, ..., n, then the weight enumerator is defined by

W_C (z) := c_0 + c_1z + c_2z^2 + · · · + c_nz^n ∈ Z[z].

Let C be a linear [n, 3, d]_q -code described by a generator matrix G. We assume that there is no 0 column in G. We can then consider the columns of G as generators of points in P^2(F_q ). A linear [n, 3, d]_q-code C is called projective if there is a generator matrix whose columns generate different points in P^2(F_q ). For a projective [n, 3, d]_q-code C with a generator matrix G, the n points in P^2(F_q ) corresponding to columns of G form an (n, n − d)-arc in P^2(F_q ). For each i in 0, . . . , n − d, the number a_i of lines in A_i is related to the coefficients c_i of the weight enumerator as follows: (q − 1) · (a_0, · · · , a_{n−d}) = (c_n, · · · , c_d).

2.3. Stöhr-Voloch Theory. In [18], Stöhr and Voloch gave a geometric method to obtain upper bounds for the number of rational points of a curve of P^n. Here, we give the necessary background on a particular case of the Stöhr-Voloch theorem that we will need in Section 4.

Let C a plane curve defined over F_q and 0 = ϵ_0 < ϵ_1 = 1 < ϵ_2 the order sequence of C. Let P ∈ C. If C is nonsingular, then the hermitian P -invariants are j_0(P ) = 0, j_1(P ) = 1 and j_2(P ) = I(P, T_P (C)∩C) where T_P (C) is the tangent line to C at P and I(P, T_P (C)∩C) is the intersection multiplicity of T_P (C) and C at P . Since C is defined over F_q , then there is a smallest integer ν ∈ {1, ϵ_2} such that

det x^q_0 x^q_1 x^q_2 x_0 x_1 x_2 D^{(ν)}_ζ x_0 D^{(ν)}_ζ x_1 D^{(ν)}_ζ x_2 ≢ 0 where D^{(k)}_ζ is the k-th Hasse derivative with respect to a separating variable ζ of K(C)|K, and x_0, x_1, x_2 are the coordinate functions on C ⊆ P^2. The number ν is called the q- Frobenius order of C, and such a curve is called q-Frobenius classical if ν = 1. The following is a slight rewording of [18, Theorem 0.1].

Theorem 2.2. Let C be an irreducible plane curve of degree d defined over a finite field F_q . If C is q-Frobenius classical, then

N_q(C) ≤ 1 2 d(d + q − 1). A refined version of this theorem can be obtained if one can gather sufficient information on the number and the weight of F_q -rational inflection points. Theorem 2.3. Let C ⊆ P^2 be an irreducible nonsingular algebraic curve of genus g and degree d defined over F_q . If ν is the q-Frobenius order of C, then

2 · N_q(C) ≤ ν(2g − 2) + (q + 2)d − ∑ P ∈C A(P ) where A(P ) = j_2(P ) − ν − 1 if P ∈ C(F_q ) and A(P ) = 0 otherwise. 2.4. Sziklai’s upper bound and optimal curves. Let C_d(F_q ) be the set of plane curves of degree d ≥ 2 defined over F_q without F_q -linear components. For C ∈ C_d(F_q ), let N_q(C) := |C(F_q )|. In [19], Sziklai conjectured the bound N_q(C) ≤ (d − 1)q + 1. Actually, Sziklai’s conjecture fails for curves of degree 4 over F_4 , as the plane curve with equation

X^4 + Y^4 + Z^4 + X^2Y^2 + Y^2Z^2 + Z^2X^2 + X^2Y Z + XY^2Z + XY Z^2 = 0 (1) has 14 points over F_4 (see [9, section 3]), while Sziklai’s bound is equal to 13. Later on, in a sequence of three papers [9, 13, 14], Homma and Kim proved the modified Sziklai’s Conjecture:

Theorem 2.4 (Sziklai’s upper bound). If C ∈ C_d(F_q ), then N_q(C) ≤ (d − 1)q + 1, (2) except for the curve over F_4 which is projectively equivalent to curve defined by (1). Remark 2.5. Let C ∈ C_q(F_q ) with (d, q) ≠ (4, 4). If N_q(C) = (q − 1)q + 1, then C is absolutely irreducible and any rational point of C is nonsingular, see [13, section 2].

In [13, section 5], Homma and Kim observe that the possible degrees d of a nonsingular curve with (d − 1)q + 1 rational points are q + 2, q + 1, q, q − 1, √ q + 1 and 2. Also, for each degree d in the list, there is a nonsingular curve of degree d attaining the bound. For d ≠ q −1, the complete classification of such optimal curves is known; we summarize these results in the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.6. Let C ∈ C_d(F_q ) a nonsingular curve with N_q(C) = (d − 1)q + 1.

(i) If d = 2, then C ≃_{proj} v(X^2 + Y Z) over F_q ([8, Section 5.1]).

(ii) If d = √ q + 1, then C ≃_{proj} v(X^{√q+1} + Y^{√q+1} + Z^{√q+1}) over F_q when q > 4 is a square ([7]).

(iii) If d = q + 2, then C is projectively equivalent over F_q to the curve of type v(Y (Y^qZ − Y Z^q) + Z(Z^qX − ZX^q) + (aX + bY + cZ)(X^qY − XY^q)) where t^3 − (ct^q + bt + a) is irreducible over F_q ([20] and [10]).

(iv) If d = q + 1, then C is projectively equivalent over F_q to the curve

C_{q+1} := v(X^{q+1} − X^2Z^{q−1} + Y^qZ − Y Z^q) when q ≥ 5 or q = 2. If q = 4, then C is projectively equivalent over F_4 to either C_5 or the curve

v(μG(X, Y, Z) + XY Z(μ^2(X^2 + Y^2 + Z^2) + XY + Y Z + ZX))

where G(X, Y, Z) = X^4Y +XY^4 +Y^4Z +Y Z^4 +Z^4X +ZX^4 and μ^2 +μ+1 = 0. Moreover, those two curves are not projectively equivalent to each other over F_4 . If q = 3, then C is projectively equivalent over F_4 either to C_4 or to the curve v(X^3Y − XY^3 + Y^3Z − Y Z^3 + Z^3X − ZX^3 + XY Z(X + Y − Z)).

Moreover, those two curves are not projectively equivalent to each other over F_3 ([16]) .

(v) If d = q, then C ≃_{proj} v(X^q − XZ^{q−1} + Y^{q−1}Z − Z^q) over F_q ([15]).

For d = q − 1, as was mentioned by Sziklai in [19], the curve C_{(α,β,γ)} := v(αX^{q−1} + βY^{q−1} + γZ^{q−1}) with α, β, γ ∈ F^∗_q and α+β +γ = 0 has (q−1)^2 rational points. This curve is nonsingular and the set of its F_q -rational points is C_{(α,β,γ)}(F_q ) = P^2(F_q )\{X = 0} ∪ {Y = 0} ∪ {Z = 0}. Recently, Homma [12], has studied the number of projective equivalence classes over F_q in this family of curves. More precisely, he proves the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.7. [12, Theorem 1.3] The number ν_q of projective equivalence classes over F_q in the family of curves {C_{(α,β,γ)} | α, β, γ ∈ F^∗_q , α + β + γ = 0} is as follows:

(i) Suppose that the characteristic of F_q is neither 2 or 3.

(1) If q ≡ 2 mod 3, then ν_q = (q + 1)/6. (2) If q ≡ 1 mod 3, then ν_q = (q + 5)/6.

(ii) Suppose that q is a power of 3. Then ν_q = (q + 3)/6. (iii) Suppose that q is a power of 2:

(1) If q ≡ 2 mod 3, then ν_q = (q − 2)/6. (2) If q ≡ 1 mod 3, then ν_q = (q + 2)/6.

In the same paper, the curves of degree 3 over F_4 are classified.

Theorem 2.8. [12, Theorem 3.1] Let C be a nonsingular plane curve of degree 3 over F_4 . If N_4(C) = 9, then C is either

(i) the Hermitian cubic H_3 given by v(X^3 + Y^3 + Z^3) or

(ii) projectively equivalent to the curve C_α given by v(X^3 + αY^3 + α^2Z^3) where F_4 = {0, 1, α, α^2 }.

Remark 2.9. It can be shown that the Hermitian cubic H_3 and the curve C_α are birationally equivalent over F_4 . Also, they are projectively equivalent over F_26 (see, [12, section 4]).

3. Preliminary results

In this section, we give several technical results that are necessary to prove our main result Theorem 4.4. First of all, not that, by Theorem 2.8, we may assume q ≥ 5. We begin by proving the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.1. [12, Proposition 2.1] Let C be a (possibly reducible) plane curve over F_q of degree q − 1. Then C ∈ {C_{(α,β,γ)} | α, β, γ ∈ F^∗_q , α + β + γ = 0} if and only if

C(F_q ) = P^2(F_q )\(v(X) ∪ v(Y ) ∪ v(Z)).

Fix a curve X ∈ C_{q−1}(F_q ) with N_q(X ) = (q − 1)^2. Let Z(X ) := P^2(F_q )\X (F_q ). By Proposition 3.1, if Z(X ) = (v(X) ∪ v(Y ) ∪ v(Z))(F_q ) then X = C_{(α,β,γ)} for some α, β, γ ∈ F^×_q such that α+β +γ = 0. Since the general projective linear group PGL(2, q) 3-transitively on the set of lines of P^2(F_q ) and #Z(X ) = 3q, if there are three lines l_1, l_2, l_3 ∈ P̌^2(F_q ) such that Z(X ) = (l_1 ∪ l_2 ∪ l_3)(F_q ), then l_1, l_2, l_3 are not concurrent and we can choose coordinates X, Y, Z of P^2 such that l_1 = v(X), l_2 = v(Y ) e l_3 = v(Z). This means that, in order to prove our main result, it is enough to show the existence of such three lines. We start by proving the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. The set X (F_q ) ⊆ P^2(F_q ) is a ((q − 1)^2, q − 1)-arc.

Proof. Since deg(X ) = q − 1, then #(l ∩ X (F_q )) ≤ q − 1 for every line l ∈ P̌^2(F_q ). Let t := max{#(l ∩ X (F_q )) | l ∈ P̌^2(F_q )} ≤ q − 1. If P ∈ X (F_q ) then each line in P̌ (F_q ) contains at most t points of X (F_q ). Since #P̌ (F_q ) = q+1 then 1+(q+1)(t−1) ≥ (q−1)^2. Hence, q − 1 ≥ t ≥ q(q − 2) q + 1

+ 1 = q − 2 + 3 q + 1 > q − 2. This implies that t = q − 1. Therefore, X (F_q ) is a ((q − 1)^2, q − 1)-arc in P^2(F_q ). □

For 0 ≤ i ≤ q + 1, recall the definition of A_i = {l ∈ P̌^2(F_q ) | #(l ∩ X (F_q )) = i} and a_i = #A_i.

Since deg(X ) = q − 1, then a_q = a_{q+1} = 0. A line l ∈ P̌^2(F_q ) is called an i-line if l ∈ A_i. A point P ∈ P(F_q ) is said to be of type i^{r1}_1 ...i^{rt}_t (i_1 > · · · > i_t and r_1, ..., r_t ≥ 0) if the number of i_j -lines through P is r_j for j = 1, ..., t. Also, as X (F_q ) is a ((q −1)^2, q −1)-arc, we may use the following result:

Lemma 3.3. [8, Lemma 12.1.1] With the same notation as above, we have the following equalities.

(i) q−1∑ i=0 a_i = q^2 + q + 1.

(ii) q−1∑ i=1 ia_i = (q + 1)(q − 1)^2.

(iii) q−1∑ i=2 i(i − 1)a_i = q(q − 2)(q − 1)^2.

Lemma 3.4. Let P ∈ P^2(F_q ) be a point of type i^{r1}_1 ...i^{rt}_t . Then r_1 + · · · + r_t = q + 1. Moreover,

(i) If P ∈ X , then i_j ≥ 1 for all j = 1, ..., t and 1 + ∑ r_j(i_j − 1) = (q − 1)^2.

(ii) If P /∈ X then ∑ r_j i_j = (q − 1)^2.

Proof. Since the F_q -lines through P cover the whole plane P^2(F_q ) and N_q(X ) = (q −1)^2, the proof is straightforward. □ Corollary 3.5. Let i and j be (not necessarily distinct) non-negative integers. Suppose that there are different F_q -lines l_1, l_2 with l_1 ∈ A_i and l_2 ∈ A_j. If P = l_1 ∩ l_2 ∈ X (F_q ), then i + j ≥ q.

Proof. Suppose that P is of type i^{r1}_1 ...i^{rt}_t . By Lemma 3.4 item (i), we have (q − 1)^2 = 1 + ∑ r_j (i_j − 1) ≤ 1 + (i − 1) + (j − 1) + (q − 1)(q − 2) = i + j − 1 + q^2 − 3q + 2 = i + j − q + (q − 1)^2.

Therefore, i + j ≥ q. □ Definition 1. For i = 0, . . . , q − 1 we define ψ_i : P^2(F_q ) → {0, 1, ..., q + 1} as ψ_i(P ) := #(P̌ (F_q ) ∩ A_i).

Lemma 3.6. If P ∈ X (F_q ), then ψ_{q−1}(P ) ≥ 3. In particular, a_{q−1} ≥ 3(q − 1). Also, if ψ_{q−1}(P ) = 3, then P is of type (q − 1)^3(q − 2)^{q−2}.

Proof. Let r_P = ψ_{q−1}(P ). By Lemma 3.4 item (i), if P is of type i^{r1}_1 ...i^{rt}_t then (q − 1)^2 = 1 + ∑ r_j (i_j − 1) ≤ 1 + r_P (q − 2) + (q + 1 − r_P )(q − 3) = 1 + qr_P − 2r_P + q^2 − 3q + q − 3 − qr_P + 3r_P = r_P + (q − 1)^2 − 3, hence, r_P ≥ 3. We get 3(q − 1)^2 lines in A_{q−1}. However, each line was counted at most (q − 1) times. This implies a_{q−1} ≥ 3(q − 1). If ψ_{q−1}(P ) = 3, let s_P = ψ_{q−2}(P ), then

(q − 1)^2 = 1 + ∑ r_j(i_j − 1) ≤ 1 + 3(q − 2) + s_P (q − 3) + (q − 2 − s_P )(q − 4) = 3q − 5 + qs_P − 3s_P + q^2 − 4q − 2q + 8 − qs_P + 4s_P = s_P + (q − 1)^2 + 2 − q,

hence, s_P ≥ q − 2. This means that the other lines in P̌ (F_q ) are in A_{q−2}. Therefore, P is of type (q − 1)^3(q − 2)^{q−2}. □

Loosely speaking, in order to prove our result, we need that there exists a point Q_0 ∈ Z(X ) such that ψ_{q−1}(Q_0) is big enough. In order to do so, we give the following proposition, which is inspired by [13, Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2].

Proposition 3.7. Fix a point Q_0 ∈ Z(X ) and l_∞ ∈ P̌^2(F_q )\Q̌_0(F_q ). Suppose there are lines l_1, ..., l_t ∈ Q̌_0(F_q ) (2 ≤ t ≤ q − 1) such that l_i(F_q )\({Q_0} ∪ l_∞) ⊆ X (F_q ). For a line l ∈ Q̌_0(F_q ) other than these t lines, if #(l\l_∞) ∩ X (F_q ) ≥ q − t, then l(F_q )\({Q_0} ∪ l_∞(F_q )) ⊆ X (F_q ).

Proof. Choose coordinates X, Y, Z of P^2 such that l_1 = v(X), l_2 = v(Y ) and l_∞ = v(Z), whence Q_0 = (0 : 0 : 1). Let G_0 = Z^{q−1} − X^{q−1} − Y^{q−1}, G_1 = XY ∈ F_q [X, Y, Z]. Note that v(G_0) and v(G_1) are plane curves with no common components. A direct computation shows that #(v(G_0) ∩ v(G_1)) = 2(q − 1). Also, since l_i(F_q )\({Q_0} ∪ l_∞) ⊆ X (F_q ) for i = 1, 2 then v(G_0) ∩ v(G_1) ⊆ X (F_q ). Let F be a homogeneous equation for X over F_q , by Nother’s “AF + BG” Theorem 2.1, we can write

F (X, Y, Z) = a_{00}(Z^{q−1} − X^{q−1} − Y^{q−1}) + XY (g_{q−3}(X, Y ) + g_{q−4}(X, Y )Z + · · · + g_0Z^{q−3})

where g_ν ∈ F_q [X, Y, Z] is homogeneous of degree ν and a_{00} ∈ F^∗_q . In general, any line L ∈ Q̌_0(F_q )\(l_1 ∪ l_2) is defined by an equation of the form Y − μX = 0 for some μ ∈ F^∗_q . So L(F_q )\(Q_0 ∪ l_∞(F_q )) = {(1 : μ : β) | β ∈ F^∗_q }.

Since a_{00}(β^{q−1} − 1 − μ^{q−1}) = −a_{00} when β, μ ∈ F^×_q , then

(3) F (1, μ, β) = (μ(g_{q−3}(1, μ) − a_{00}) + μq_{q−4}(1, μ)β + · · · + μg_0β^{q−3}.

In particular, if l_{2+μ} = v(Y − a_μX) with μ = 1, ..., t − 2, we must have a_μ ≠ 0. Let

B = . . 1 β β^2 · · · β^{q−3} . . β∈F^∗_q \{1} .

Since l_{2+μ}(F_q )\({Q_0} ∪ l_∞) ⊆ X (F_q ), by equation (3), then

B · a_μg_{q−3}(1, a_μ) − a_{00} a_μg_{q−4}(1, a_μ) . . a_μg_0 = 0 0 . . 0 .

Since B is a Vandermonde matrix, we have det(B) ≠ 0. This implies that

g_{q−4}(1, a_μ) = · · · = g_0(1, a_μ) = 0.

If ν < t − 2, since g_ν (1, y) has t − 2 roots {a_1, ..., a_{t−2}} but its degree is less than t − 2, then g_ν (1, y) ≡ 0 as a polynomial in y. So F (1, y, z) = a_{00}(z^{q−1} −y^{q−1})+(yg_{q−3}(1, y)−a_{00})+yq_{q−4}(1, y)z +· · · +yg_{t−2}(1, y)z^{q−t−1}. Let l = v(Y − μX), where μ ∈ F^∗_q , and {(1, μ, β_i) | 1 ≤ i ≤ q − t} a set of chosen points of (l\l_∞)(F_q ) ∩ X . So μ ≠ 0 and β_i ≠ 0 for i = 1, ..., q − t. Hence, . . 1 β_i β^2_i · · · β^{q−t−1}_i . . i=1,...,q−t

μg_{q−3}(1, v) − a_{00} μg_{q−4}(1, v) . . μg_{t−2}(1, v) = 0 0 . . 0 .

This implies that μg_{q−3}(1, μ) − a_{00} = μg_{q−4}(1, μ) = μg_{t−2}(1, μ) = 0. So F (1, μ, β) = 0 for any β ∈ F^∗_q . Therefore, l(F_q )\({Q_0} ∪ l_∞(F_q )) ⊆ X (F_q ). □ Corollary 3.8. Suppose there is a point Q ∈ Z(X ) such that r = ψ_{q−1}(Q) ≥ 2. If these r lines are l_1, ..., l_r then {(l_i(F_q )\{Q}) ∩ Z(X ) | i = 1, ..., r} is contained in a line.

Proof. Let Q_i = (l_i(F_q )\{Q}) ∩ Z(X ) with i = 1, ..., r. Since r ≥ 2, we can consider the line l_∞ := Q_1Q_2. Since l_i ∈ A_{q−1}, then #(l_i\l_∞) ∩ X (F_q ) ≥ (q + 1) − 3 = q − 2 for i = 3, ..., r. By Proposition 3.7, we have l_i\(l_∞ ∪ {Q}) ⊆ X (F_q ). Therefore, {(l_i(F_q )\{Q}) ∩ Z(X ) | i = 1, ..., r} ⊆ l_∞. □ We now prove some interesting Corollaries to Proposition 3.7. They can be thought of as partial negative answers to Question 1 when assuming stronger conditions on the structure of Z(X ).

Corollary 3.9. If there are two lines l^1_∞, l^2_∞ ∈ P̌^2(F_q ) such that (l^1_∞ ∪ l^2_∞)(F_q ) ⊆ Z(X ), then a_0 = 3.

Proof. Let Z^∗(X ) := Z(X )\(l^1_∞ ∪ l^2_∞) and Q ∈ l^1_∞ ∩ l^2_∞. Since #Z(X ) = 3q, we have #Z^∗(X ) = q − 1. Since #Q̌(F_q )\{l^1_∞, l^2_∞} = q − 1 and deg(X ) = q − 1, then each line l ∈ Q̌(F_q )\{l^1_∞, l^2_∞} contains exactly one point of Z^∗(X ). By Corollary 3.8, Z^∗(X ) is contained in a line. Therefore, a_0 = 3. □

Corollary 3.10. Let q ≥ 8. If Q ∈ Z(X ) is a point such that r = ψ_{q−1}(Q) ≥ 4, then r = q − 1. In particular, a_0 = 3.

Proof. Since r ≥ 4, by Lemma 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, the lines in Q̌(F_q )\A_{q−1} have at most q − r points of X (F_q ). Then q^2 − 2q + 1 = (q − 1)^2 ≤ r(q − 1) + (q + 1 − r)(q − r) = qr − r + q^2 + q − qr − qr − r + r^2 = q^2 + q − qr + r(r − 2).

Hence q(r − 3) ≤ r(r − 2) − 1. Since q ≥ 8, we must have r ≥ 7. So q ≤ r(r − 2) − 1 r − 3 = (r + 1)(r − 3) + 2 r − 3 = r + 1 + 2 r − 3 . Since r ≤ (q − 1), this implies that r = q − 1. Therefore, Q is of type (q − 1)^{q−1}0^2 and, by Corollary 3.9, a_0 = 3. □ Corollary 3.11. Let q ≥ 7. If there is a line l^∞_1 ∈ P̌^2(F_q ) such that l^∞_1 (F_q ) ⊆ Z(X ), then a_0 = 3.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, a_{q−1} ≥ 3(q − 1). Since q ≥ 7, if ψ_{q−1}(Q) ≤ 2 for every point Q ∈ l^∞_1 then a_{q−1} ≤ 2(q + 1) < 3(q − 1), a contradiction. Hence, there is a point Q ∈ l^∞_1 such that r = ψ_{q−1}(Q) ≥ 3. Also, by Lemma 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, the other lines have at most q − r points of X (F_q ). This implies that q^2 − 2q + 1 = (q − 1)^2 ≤ 0 + r(q − 1) + (q − r)(q − r) = qr − r + q^2 − 2qr + r^2 = q^2 − qr + r(r − 1).

Hence q(r − 2) ≤ r(r − 1) − 1. Since q ≥ 7, we must have r ≥ 6. So q ≤ r(r − 1) − 1 r − 2 = (r + 1)(r − 2) + 1 r − 2 = r + 1 + 1 r − 2 . Since r ≤ q − 1, this implies that r = q − 1. Therefore, Q is of type (q − 1)^{q−1}0^2. Then the result follows from Corollary 3.9. □ Let k_0 = min{i | a_i ≠ 0}. By the previous Corollary, in order to prove our main result for q ≥ 7, it is enough to show that k_0 = 0. We start by giving an upper bound for k_0.

Lemma 3.12. We have that k_0 ≤ q − 4.

Proof. Suppose that k_0 ≥ q − 3. Hence, by Lemma 3.3, we have

(1) a_{q−3} + a_{q−2} + a_{q−1} = q^2 + q + 1;

(2) (q − 3)a_{q−3} + (q − 2)a_{q−2} + (q − 1)a_{q−1} = (q + 1)(q − 1)^2;

(3) (q − 3)(q − 4)a_{q−3} + (q − 2)(q − 3)a_{q−2} + (q − 1)(q − 2)a_{q−1} = q(q − 2)(q − 1)^2.

A direct computation shows that the system above implies that 2a_{q−3} = 3(q^2 − 3q + 2), a_{q−2} = −2(q^2 − 5q + 4) and 2a_{q−1} = 3(q^2 − 3q + 4). Since q ≥ 5, then a_{q−2} = −2(q^2 − 5q + 4) < 0, a contradiction. Therefore, k_0 ≤ q − 4. □ We now prove a lower bound for k_0 whenever k_0 ≠ 0. We start with the following lemma:

Lemma 3.13. ∑_{q−1} i=k_0 (i − k0)(i − q + 2)ai = 3(q − 1)

2 − 3k_0. In particular, (q − k_0 − 1)a_{q−1} ≥ 3(q − 1)^2 − 3k_0.

Proof. First, note that (i − k_0)(i − q + 2) = i(i − 1) + i(3 − q) + k_0(q − 2 − i) = i(i − 1) + i(3 − q) − ik_0 + k_0(q − 2) = i(i − 1) + i(3 − q − k_0) + k_0(q − 2).

By Lemma 3.3, we have q−1∑ i=k_0 (i − k_0)(i − q + 2)a_i = q−1∑ i=k_0 i(i − 1)a_i + (3 − q − k_0) q−1∑ i=k_0 ia_i + k_0(q − 2) q−1∑ i=k_0 a_i = q(q − 2)(q − 1)^2 + (3 − q − k_0)(q + 1)(q − 1)^2+ + k_0(q − 2)(q^2 + q + 1) = 3(q − 1)^2 − 3k_0.

Moreover, if i = q − 1 then (i − k_0)(i − q + 2) = (q − k_0 − 1) and if k_0 ≤ i ≤ q − 2 then (i − k_0)(i − q + 2) ≤ 0. Also, by Lemma 3.12, k_0 ≤ q − 4. Hence, 3(q − 1)^3 − 3k_0 ≥ 0. Therefore, (q − k_0 − 1)a_{q−1} ≥ 3(q − 1)^2 − 3k_0. □ Proposition 3.14. Let q ≥ 7. If k_0 ≠ 0, then k_0 ≥ 2.

Proof. Suppose that k_0 = 1. Let l_1 ∈ A_1. Also, consider P_0 = l_1 ∩ X (F_q ) and l_1 ∩ Z(X ) = {Q_1, ..., Q_q}. By Corollary 3.5, P_0 is of type (q − 1)^q1^1. If r_i := ψ_{q−1}(Q_i) for i = 1, ..., q then r_i(q − 1) + 1 ≤ N_q(X ) = (q − 1)^2 Hence, r_i ≤ q − 2. If r_i ≥ 3, by Lemma 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, the lines in Q̌_i(F_q )\A_{q−1} have at most q − r_i points in X (F_q ). On the other hand, we have q^2 − 2q + 1 = (q − 1)^2 ≤ 1 + r_i(q − 1) + (q − r_i)(q − r_i) = 1 + r_iq − r_i + q^2 − 2qr_i + r^2_i = q^2 + 1 − qr_i + r_i(r_i − 1), hence, q(r_i − 2) ≤ (r_i − 1)r_i. Since q ≥ 7, we must have r_i ≥ 6. So q ≤ (r_i − 1)r_i (r_i − 2) = (r_i + 1)(r_i − 2) + 2 r_i − 2

= r_i + 1 + 2 r_i − 2 . This implies that r_i ≥ q − 1, a contradiction. Therefore r_i ≤ 2 for i = 1, ..., q, hence, a_{q−1} ≤ q + 2q = 3q. By Lemma 3.13, (q − 2)a_{q−1} ≥ 3(q − 1)^2 − 3 = 3q(q − 2). So a_{q−1} = 3q. By Lemma 3.13, we have q−1∑ i=1 (i − 1)(i − q + 2)a_i = 3q(q − 2).

Since (q − 2)a_{q−1} = 3q(q − 2), this implies that a_2 = · · · = a_{q−3} = 0. By Lemma 3.3, we have

(1) a_1 + a_{q−2} + 3q = q^2 + q + 1, (2) a_1 + (q − 2)a_{q−2} + 3q(q − 1) = (q + 1)(q − 1)^2.

A direct computation shows that the system above implies that (q − 3)a_1 = 3(q − 1) and (q − 3)a_{q−2} = q(q^2 − 5q + 4). Note that

a_1 =

3(q − 1) q − 3 = 3 + 6 q − 3 Since q ≥ 7 then (q − 3) ∤ 6, but a_1 is a integer, a contradiction. Therefore, k_0 ≥ 2. □

4. Characterization of optimal Sziklai curves of degree q − 1 In this section, we provide the characterization of optimal Sziklai curves of degree q − 1. First, we deal with the cases q = 5, 7, as they need some ad hoc techniques. Proposition 4.1. If X ∈ C_4(F_5 ) and N_5(X ) = 16, then there exist α, γ, β ∈ F^∗_5 with α + β + γ = 0 such that X ≃_{proj} C_{(α,β,γ)} over F_5 .

Proof. By Lemma 3.12, we have k_0 ≤ 1. Suppose that k_0 = 1. Let l_1 ∈ A_1 with l_1 ∩ X (F_q ) = {P_0}. By Corollary 3.5, P_0 is of type 4^51^1. In this case, l_1 is the tangent line to X at P_0. Since deg(X ) = 4, then the divisor

l_1 · X := ∑ I(P, l_1 ∩ X )P = 2P_0 + P_1 + P_2

for some points P_1, P_2 ∈ l_1 ∩ X , where I(P, l_1 ∩ X ) is the intersection multiplicity of l_1 and X at P . Since the divisor l_1 ·X is defined over F_q , applying the 5-Frobenius map Ψ_5, we have P_1 + P_2 + 2P_0 = Ψ_5(P_1) + Ψ_5(P_2) + 2P_0, which implies that P_1, P_2 ∈ P^2(F_{25} ). If P_1 = P_2 then P_1 = P_2 = P_0 and P_0 is a inflexion point. On the other hand, by Stohr-Voloch’s Theorem 2.3, we have 32 = 2N_q(X ) ≤ 32 − ∑ P ∈X A(P ). This implies that 0 = A(P_0) = j_2(P_0) − 2, hence, I(P_0, l_1 ∩ X ) = j_2(P_0) = 2, a contradiction. So P_1 ≠ P_2 and P_1, P_2 ∈ P^2(F_{25} )\P^2(F_5 ). By Lemma 3.3, we have

(i) a_1 + a_2 + a_3 + a_4 = 31; (ii) a_1 + 2a_2 + 3a_3 + 4a_4 = 96; (iii) 2a_2 + 6a_3 + 12a_4 = 240.

A direct computation shows that the system above implies that a_1 = 21 − a_4, a_2 = 3(a_4 − 15) and a_3 = 55 − 3a_4. Since a_1, a_2, a_3 ≥ 0, then 15 ≤ a_4 ≤ 18. Hence a_1 ≥ 3. Follows from the above that a_1 ≥ 3 implies that N_{25}(X ) ≥ 16 + 3 ∗ 2 = 22. On the other hand, let L(t) =

∏_6 i=1(1 − ω_it) the L-polynomial of X into linear factors in some finite extension of Q. By [6, Theorem 9.10], we have

N_qn (X ) = q^n + 1 − 2g∑ i=1 ω^n_i . Since 16 = N_5(X ) = 5 + 1 + 3 · 4 − 2 = 5 + 3 · 4 − 1. As mentioned in [17, fact 3.3], the curve X has zeta function of type [4, 4, 2], this means that ω_1 + ω_1 = −4, ω_2 + ω_2 = −4 and ω_3 + ω_3 = −2.

Hence,

∑_6 i=1 ω^2_i = 36 − 2(|ω_1|^2 + |ω_2|^2 + |ω_3|^2). By [6, Theorem 9.16], |ω_i|^2 = 5. This implies that

22 ≤ N_{25}(X ) = 26 − 6∑ i=1 ω^2_i = 26 − (36 − 30) = 20,

a contradiction. Then k_0 = 0.

Suppose that a_1 ≠ 0. Let l_0 ∈ A_0 and l_1 ∈ A_1. By Corollary 3.5, we have Q = l_0 ∩ l_1 ∈ Z(X ).

If r_Q = ψ_4(Q), by Lemma 3.4, we have 16 ≤ 0 + 1 + 4r + 3(4 − r) = 13 + r, hence, r ≥ 3. This means that Q is of type 4^33^11^10^1. On the other hand, since ψ_4(Q) ≥ 3, by Proposition 3.7, we must have ψ_3(Q) = 0, a contradiction. So a_1 = 0. By Lemma 3.3, we have

(1) a_0 + a_2 + a_3 + a_4 = 31; (2) 2a_2 + 3a_3 + 4a_4 = 96; (3) 2a_2 + 6a_3 + 12a_4 = 240.

A direct computation shows that the system above implies that 3a_0 = 21 − a_4, a_2 = 2(a_4 − 12) and 3a_3 = 144 − 8a_4. If a_0 = 1, then a_2 = 12 and a_3 = 0. Let l_2 ∈ A_2 and P_0 ∈ l_2 ∩ X (F_5 ). If r = ψ_4(P_0), by Lemma 3.4, we have 16 ≤ 2 + 3r + 2(5 − r) = 12 + r. Since 2 + 3r ≤ 16, this implies that r = 4. Hence, ψ_2(P_0) = 1, ψ_3(P_0) = 1 and ψ_4(P_0) = 4, a contradiction. Therefore, a_0 ≥ 2 and the result follows Corollary 3.9. □

Proposition 4.2. If X ∈ C_6(F_7 ) and N_7(X ) = 36, then there exist α, γ, β ∈ F^∗_7 with α + β + γ = 0 such that X ≃_{proj} C_{(α,β,γ)} over F_7 .

Proof. First, recall the definition of k_0 = min{i | a_i ≠ 0}. Also, by Proposition 3.14 and Corollary 3.11, it is enough to prove that k_0 ≤ 1.

By Lemma 3.2, we have that X (F_7 ) ⊆ P^2(F_7 ) is a (36, 6)-arc. Up to projective equivalence, there are exactly 194 (36, 6)-arcs in P^2(F_7 ), see [3, Remark 1]. The full list can be found online at http://mars39.lomo.jp/opu/36 3 30.txt, where the points of such arcs are arranged as a generator matrix for a [36, 3, 30]_7 -code together with the weight enumerator. Recall that, by the relation between projective [n, 3, d]_q -codes and (n, n − d)-arcs in P^2(F_q ), we have

6 · (a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4, a_5, a_6) = (c_{36}, c_{35}, c_{34}, c_{33}, c_{32}, c_{31}, c_{30}).

By Lemma 3.12, k_0 ≤ 3. Hence, from our initial observation, it is enough to prove that the condition k_0 ∈ {2, 3} leads to a contradiction, equivalently, the exactly six (36, 6)-arcs of the [36, 3, 30]_7 -codes such that the weight of a codeword is at most 34 is not projectively equivalent to X (F_7 ).

Suppose that k_0 = 3. Since there is only one [36, 3, 30]_7 -code such that the maximal weight of a codeword is exactly 33, then there is only one (36, 6)-arc with k_0 = 3, up to projective equivalence. So we can choose coordinates X, Y, Z of P^2 such that

X (F_7 ) = {(1 : 1 : 3), (1 : 1 : 5), (1 : 2 : 3), (1 : 2 : 5), (1 : 2 : 6), (1 : 3 : 3), (1 : 3 : 4), (1 : 3 : 5), (1 : 3 : 6), (1 : 3 : 0), (1 : 4 : 2), (1 : 4 : 4), (1 : 4 : 5), (1 : 4 : 6), (1 : 4 : 0), (1 : 5 : 2), (1 : 5 : 3), (1 : 5 : 4), (1 : 5 : 6), (1 : 5 : 0), (1 : 6 : 1), (1 : 6 : 3), (1 : 6 : 4), (1 : 6 : 5), (1 : 6 : 0), (1 : 0 : 1), (1 : 0 : 2), (1 : 0 : 4), (1 : 0 : 6), (1 : 0 : 0), (0 : 1 : 3), (0 : 1 : 4), (0 : 1 : 5), (0 : 1 : 6), (0 : 1 : 0), (0 : 0 : 1)}.

Let G = Y Z(Z − 3Y )(Z − 4Y )(Z − 5Y )(Z − 6Y ) ∈ F_7 [X, Y, Z]

H = X(X + Y − Z)(2X + Y − Z)(X + 2Y − 2Z) ∈ F_7 [X, Y, Z]

A direct computation shows that #(v(G) ∩ v(H)) = 24 and v(G) ∩ v(H) ⊆ X (F_7 ). Let F ∈ F_7 [X, Y, Z] be a homogeneous equation for X over F_7 , by Noether’s “AF + BG” Theorem 2.1, we have

F = G + (α_1X^2 + α_2Y^2 + α_3Z^2 + α_4XY + α_5XZ + α_6Y Z) · H for some α_1, ..., α_6 ∈ F_7 . Since 0 = F (1, 0, 0) = 2α_1,

0 = F (1, 5, 4) = G(1, 5, 4) + (5^2α_2 + 4^2α_3 + 5α_4 + 4α_54 + 20α_6)H(1, 5, 4) = 4(4α_2 + 2α_3 + 5α_4 + 4α_5 + 6α_6), 0 = F (1, 4, 0) = G(1, 4, 0) + (4^2α_2 + 4α_4)H(1, 4, 0) = 4(2α_2 + 4α_4), 0 = F (1, 0, 6) = G(1, 0, 6) + (6^2α_3 + 6α_5)H(1, 0, 6) = 4(α_3 + 6α_5), 0 = F (1, 2, 5) = G(1, 2, 5) + (2^2α_2 + 5^2α_3 + 2α_4 + 5α_5 + 10α_6)H(1, 2, 5) = 4(4α_2 + 4α_3 + 2α_4 + 5α_5 + 3α_6), 0 = F (1, 6, 4) = G(1, 6, 4) + (6^2α_2 + 4^2α_3 + 6α_4 + 4α_5 + 24α_6Y Z)H(1, 6, 4) = 4(α_2 + 2α_3 + 6α_4 + 4α_5 + 3α_6Y Z), It is easy to check that this implies that α_1 = · · · = α_6 = 0. Therefore, F = G and X has F_7 -linear components, a contradiction.

Suppose that k_0 = 2. Since there are five [36, 3, 30]_7 -codes such that the maximal weight of a codeword is exactly 34, then there are five (36, 6)-arc with k_0 = 2, up to projective equivalence. For instance, we can choose coordinates X, Y, Z of P^2 such that X (F_7 ) = {(1 : 1 : 4), (1 : 1 : 5), (1 : 1 : 6), (1 : 1 : 0), (1 : 2 : 2), (1 : 2 : 4), (1 : 2 : 6), (1 : 2 : 0), (1 : 3 : 2), (1 : 3 : 3), (1 : 3 : 4), (1 : 3 : 5), (1 : 4 : 2), (1 : 4 : 3), (1 : 4 : 5), (1 : 4 : 6), (1 : 5 : 3), (1 : 5 : 5), (1 : 5 : 6), (1 : 5 : 0), (1 : 6 : 1), (1 : 6 : 2), (1 : 6 : 4), (1 : 6 : 6), (1 : 6 : 0), (1 : 0 : 2), (1 : 0 : 3), (1 : 0 : 4), (1 : 0 : 5), (1 : 0 : 0), (0 : 1 : 3), (0 : 1 : 4), (0 : 1 : 5), (0 : 1 : 6), (0 : 1 : 0), (0 : 0 : 1)}.

Let Q_0 = (1 : 5 : 2) ∈ Z(X ). A direct computation shows that Q̌_0(F_7 ) ∩ A_5 = {x + 3y + 6z, x + 4y} and Q̌_0(F_7 ) ∩ A_6 = {y + z, 4x + 3y + z, x + 3z}. Since ψ_6(Q_0) = 3, by Corollary 3.8 and Proposition 3.7, we must have ψ_5(Q_0) = 0, a contradiction.

The other four (36, 6)-arc with k_0 = 2 can be dealt with by using a similar argument. In each of these cases, we have a contradiction. Therefore, none of these (36, 6)-arcs can be equal to X (F_7 ), and our assertion follows. □ Remark 4.3. As a byproduct of Proposition 4.2, we have that, of the 194 nonequivalent (36, 6)-arcs in P^2(F_7 ), only one is obtained as the set of rational points of an irreducible plane curve of degree 6.

We are now in a position to prove our main result.

Theorem 4.4. Let X ∈ C_{q−1}(F_q ). If N_q(X ) = (q − 1)^2 and q ≥ 5, then there exist α, γ, β ∈ F^∗_q with α + β + γ = 0 such that X ≃_{proj} C_{(α,β,γ)} over F_q .

Proof. Let k_0 = min{i | a_i ≠ 0}. If q ≥ 8, then by Proposition 3.14 and Corollary 3.10, it is enough to prove that either k_0 ≤ 1 or there is a point Q ∈ Z(X ) such that ψ_{q−1}(Q) ≥ 4.

By way of contradiction, assume that k_0 ≥ 2 and r_Q := #Q̌(F_q ) ∩ A_{q−1} ≤ 3 for every point Q ∈ Z(X ). Since #Z(X ) = 3q, the latter hypothesis implies that 2a_{q−1} ≤ 9q.

Now, assume that q ≥ 11. If for every point P ∈ X (F_q ) we have ψ_{q−1}(P ) ≥ 5, then a_{q−1} ≥ 5(q − 1) > 9q/2, a contradiction. Let P_0 ∈ X (F_q ) such that r_0 = ψ_{q−1}(P ) ≤ 4. By Lemma 3.6, we have that r_0 ∈ {3, 4}. We distinguish two cases, namely r_0 = 3 or r_0 = 4.

If r_0 = 3, then by Lemma 3.6, P_0 is of type (q − 1)^3(q − 2)^{q−2}. Let l ∈ P̌ (F_q ) ∩ A_{q−2} and Q ∈ l ∩ Z(X ). If r_Q := ψ_{q−1}(Q) = 3, by Lemma 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, then l ∈ A_{q−1}, a contradiction. So there are at least 3(q − 2) points in Z(X ) such that r_Q ≤ 2. Therefore, 2a_{q−1} ≤ 2(3(q − 2)) + 3 ∗ 6. So a_{q−1} ≤ 3(q − 2) + 9 = 3(q + 1). By Lemma 3.12, k_0 ≤ q − 4 and, by Lemma 3.13, we have

3(q − 1)^2 − 3k_0 q − k_0 − 1

≤ a_{q−1} ≤ 3(q + 1).

This implies that 3q(k_0 − 2) + 6 = 3(q − 1)^2 − 3k_0 − (q − k_0 − 1)(3q + 3) ≤ 0. Therefore, k_0 ≤ 2 − 2/q < 2, a contradiction.

Now, suppose that r_0 = 4. Let s = ψ_{q−2}(P ). We have

(q − 1)^2 ≤ 1 + 4(q − 2) + s(q − 3) + (q − 3 − s)(q − 4)

= 4q − 7 + sq − 3s + q^2 − 3q − sq − 4q + 12 + 4s

= (q − 1)^2 + 4 + s − q.

This implies that s ≥ q − 4, hence P is of type (q − 1)^4(q − 2)^{q−4}(q − 5)^1. As in the previous case, there are at least 3(q − 4) points in Z(X ) such that the image by ψ_{q−1} is less than or equal to 2. Therefore, 2a_{q−1} ≤ 2(3(q − 4)) + 3 · 12, hence, a_{q−1} ≤ 3(q − 4) + 18 = 3(q + 2). Since q ≥ 11, there is point P ∈ X (F_q ) such that ψ_{q−1}(P ) = 3, otherwise, a_{q−1} ≥ 4(q − 1) > 3(q + 2). Again, this implies that k_0 < 2, a contradiction.

We are then left with the cases q = 5, 7, 8, 9. As the cases q = 5, 7 have already been dealt with in Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 respectively, we only need to consider the cases q = 8, 9. We proceed with a careful case-by-case analysis.

For q = 9, by Lemma 3.13, we have

3(64 − k_0) 8 − k_0

≤ a_8 ≤ 40. (4) By Lemma 3.12, we have k_0 ≤ 5, and then 37k_0 − 128 = 3(64 − k_0) − 40(8 − k_0) ≤ 0. This in turn implies k_0 ∈ {2, 3}.

Now, we prove that the condition k_0 = 2 leads to a contradiction for q = 9. If k_0 = 2, by the inequality (4), a_8 ≥ 31. Let l_2 ∈ A_2 with l_2 ∩ X (F_9 ) = {P_0, P_1} and l_2 ∩ Z(X ) = {P_2, ..., P_9}. Let r_j := ψ_8(P_j ) for j = 0, 1, 2, ..., 9. By Lemma 3.4, if j ∈ {0, 1}, then 64 ≤ 2 + 7r_j + 6(9 − r_j) = 56 + r_j. Since 2 + 7r_j ≤ 64, this implies that r_j = 8 for j = 0, 1. If r_j = 3 for some j ∈ {2, ..., 9}, follows from Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.7 that the other lines in Q̌_j (F_q ) contain at most 6 points of X (F_9 ), hence, 64 ≤ 2 + 3 · 8 + 6 · 6 = 62, a contradiction. Then r_j ≤ 2 when j = 2, ..., 9. This implies that a_8 ≤ 2 · 8 + 8 · 2 = 32. If r_P = ψ_8(P ) ≥ 4 for every point P ∈ X (F_q )\{P_1, P_2}, then

a_8 ≥

8 · 2 + 4((q − 1)^2 − 2) q − 1 = 33,

a contradiction. Then there is a point P ∈ X (F_q ) such that r_P = 3. Again, this implies that a_8 ≤ 3(q + 1) = 30, a contradiction.

We now prove that the condition k_0 = 3 leads to a contradiction for q = 9. If k_0 = 3, by inequality (4), a_8 ≥ 37. Let l_3 ∈ A_3 with l_3 ∩ X (F_9 ) = {P_0, P_1, P_2} and l_3 ∩ Z(X ) = {P_3, ..., P_9}. Let r_j := ψ_8(P_j ) where i = 0, 1, 2, ..., 9. By Lemma 3.4 if j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, then 64 ≤ 3 + 7r_j + 6(9 − r_j) = 57 + r_j . Since 3 + 7r_j ≤ 64, this implies that r_j ∈ {7, 8} for j = 0, 1, 2. If r_j = 3 for some j ∈ {3, ..., 9}, it follows from Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.7 that the other lines in Q̌_j(F_q ) contain at most 6 points of X (F_9 ), hence, 64 ≤ 3 + 3 · 8 + 6 · 6 = 63, a contradiction. Then r_j ≤ 2 when j = 3, ..., 9. This implies that a_8 ≤ 3 · 8 + 7 · 2 = 38. If r_P = ψ_8(P ) ≥ 5 for every point P ∈ X (F_q ), then a_8 ≥ 5(q − 1) = 40, a contradiction. There is then a point P ∈ X (F_q ) such that ψ_8(P ) ≤ 4. Again, this implies that a_8 ≤ 3(q + 2) = 33, a contradiction.

For q = 8, by Lemma 3.13, we have 3(49 − k_0)

7 − k_0

≤ a_7 ≤ 36 (5) By Lemma 3.12, we know that k_0 ≤ 4. Then 3(11k_0 − 35) = 3(49 − k_0) − 36(7 − k_0) ≤ 0. Hence, k_0 ∈ {2, 3}.

We are then left with the case q = 8. As in the previous case, we prove that the condition k_0 = 2 leads to a contradiction. If k_0 = 2, by the inequality (5), a_7 ≥ 29. Let l_2 ∈ A_2 with l_2 ∩ X (F_8 ) = {P_0, P_1} and l_2 ∩ Z(X ) = {P_2, ..., P_8}. Let r_j := ψ_7(P_j ) where j = 0, 1, 2, ..., 8. By Lemma 3.4 if j ∈ {0, 1}, then 49 ≤ 2 + 6r_j + 5(8 − r_j ) = 42 + r_j . Since 2 + 6r_j ≤ 49, then r_j = 7 for i = 0, 1. If r_j = 3 for some j = 2, ..., 8, by Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.7, the other lines in Q̌_j(F_q ) contain at most 5 points of X (F_8 ). We thus obtain that 49 ≤ 2 + 3 · 7 + 5 · 5 = 48, a contradiction. Hence, r_j ≤ 2 when j = 2, ..., 8. Therefore a_7 ≤ 2 · 7 + 7 · 2 = 28, a contradiction.

Finally, we prove that the condition k_0 = 3 leads to a contradiction for q = 8. If k_0 = 3, by the inequality (5), a_7 ≥ 35. Let l_3 ∈ A_3 with l_3 ∩ X (F_8 ) = {P_0, P_1, P_2} and l_2 ∩ Z(X ) = {P_3, ..., P_8}. Let r_j := ψ_7(P_j ) where i = 0, 1, 2, ..., 8. By Lemma 3.4, if j ∈ {0, 1, 2} then 49 ≤ 3 + 6r_j + 5(8 − r_j ) = 43 + r_j . Since 3 + 6r_j ≤ (q − 1)^2 = 49, then r_j ∈ {6, 7} for i = 0, 1, 2. If r_j = 3 for some j = 2, ..., 8, by Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.7 the other lines in Q̌_j (F_q ) contain at most 5 points of X (F_8 ), then 49 ≤ 3+3·7+5·5 = 49. This means that the other 5 lines in Q̌_j are in A_5. By Lemma 3.13, we have −2a_4 −2a_5 +4a_7 = 138. This implies that 4a_7 ≥ 138+2a_5 ≥ 138+10 = 148, hence a_7 ≥ 37, a contradiction. So r_j ≤ 2 when j = 2, . . . , 8. Therefore, a_7 ≤ 3 · 7 + 6 · 2 = 33, a contradiction. The proof of our theorem is then completed.

□ 5. Final remarks

5.1. On F_q -Frobenius classical curves with many points. Let C ⊆ P^2 be an irreducible nonsingular algebraic curve of degree d defined over F_q . If C is q-Frobenius classical, by Theorem 2.2, we have

(6) N_q(C) ≤ d(d + q − 1) 2 . Note that if d = q − 1 then d(d + q − 1)/2 = (q − 1)^2. This means that the Stöhr-Voloch upper bound for a nonsingular q-Frobenius classical plane curve of degree q − 1 is equal to Sziklai’s upper bound. Also, by the proof of our main result, it is inferred that the curves attaining the Sziklai bound are q-Frobenius classical and have no F_q -rational point of inflection. In other words, Theorem 4.4 classifies the F_q -Frobenius classical curves of degree q − 1 attaining the Stöhr-Voloch upper bound (6) up to projective equivalence.

5.2. On hypersurfaces with many rational points. In [11], Homma and Kim gave an upper bound for the number N_q(X ) of F_q -rational points of a nonsingular hypersurface X defined over F_q in an odd-dimensional projective space P^n, namely

(7) N_q(X ) ≤ θ_q (m) ((d − 1)q^m + 1),

where m = (n − 1)/2 and θ_q(m) := |P^m(F_q )| = q^m + · · · + q + 1. In [11, Theorem 1.1], they also characterized, up to projective equivalence, the hypersurfaces attaining the bound (7).

In the same paper, they also conjectured the following for the even-dimensional case: if X ⊆ P^n is a nonsingular hypersurface defined over F_q of degree d with n even, then

(8) N_q(X ) ≤ Θ^{d,q}_n := θ_q (m − 1) ((d − 1)q^m + 1)

where m = n/2.

This conjecture was then proved by Datta in the case n = 4 [4], and by Tironi [21] in the general case. Here, surprisingly, a link with curves that are optimal with respect to the Sziklai bound appears when considering hypersurfaces attaining (8). In fact, let X be a hypersurface in P^4 attaining the bound (8); then by [4, Theorem 4.8] there exists a point P ∈ X (F_q ) such that X ∩ T_P (X ) is a cone, with center at P , over a plane curve C of degree d defined over F_q without F_q -linear components and N_q(C) attains the Sziklai bound. Also, by [21, Theorem 1], this curve must be nonsingular. For n ≥ 6, we have an analogous result; by [21, Theorem 2] the bound (8) is attained by a nonsingular hypersurface X ⊆ P^n defined over F_q of degree d with n ≥ 6 even only if there exists a point P ∈ X (F_q ) such that X ∩ T_P (X ) is a cone, with center at P , over a nonsingular hypersurface Y ⊆ P^{n−2} of degree d defined over F_q without F_q -linear components and N_q(Y) = Θ^{d,q}_{n−2}. Therefore, the extremal hypersurfaces in even dimension can be characterized inductively starting with the ones in P^4, which in turn can be constructed from optimal Sziklai curves. This gives a possible application of Theorem 4.4.

It should be noted, however, that it is still unknown whether all hypersurfaces with a point P such that is a cone, with center at P , over a nonsingular hypersurface Y ⊆ P^{n−2} of degree d defined over F_q without F_q -linear components and N_q(Y) = Θ^{d,q}_{n−2} attains the bound (8).

References

[1] N. Arakelian, S. Tafazolian, F. Torres, On the spectrum for the genera of maximal curves over small fields. Advances in Mathematics of Communications, 12 (2018), 143-149.

[2] J. Bierbrauer, Introduction to coding theory (2nd ed.). Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2016. [3] I. Bouyukliev, E.J. Cheon, T. Maruta, T. Okazaki, On the (29, 5)-Arcs in PG(2, 7) and Some Generalized Arcs in PG(2, q), Mathematics, 8 (2020), 320.

[4] M. Datta, Maximum number of Fq-rational points on nonsingular threefolds in P^4. Finite Fields and Their Applications, 59 (2019), 86-96.

[5] A. Hefez, J.F. Voloch, Frobenius nonclassical curves. Arch. Math, 54 (1990), 263–273. [6] J.W.P Hirschfeld, G. Korchmáros and F. Torres, Algebraic Curves over a Finite Field, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, (2008), xiii + 720 pp.

[7] J.W.P. Hirschfeld, L. Storme, J.A. Thas, A characterization of Hermitian curves, J Geom 41 (1991), 72–78.

[8] J.W.P. Hirschfeld, Projective geometries over finite fields, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1979.

[9] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, Around Sziklai’s conjecture on the number of points of a plane curve over a finite field, Finite Fields Appl, 15 (2009), 468–474.

[10] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, Nonsingular plane filling curves of minimum degree over a finite field and their automorphism groups: Supplements to a work of Tallini. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 438 (2013), 69-985.

[11] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, Number of points of a nonsingular hypersurface in an odd-dimensional projective space. Finite Fields and Their Applications, 48 (2017), 395-419.

[12] M. Homma, On maximal plane curves of degree 3 over F4 , and Sziklai’s example of degree q − 1 over Fq . arXiv preprint arXiv:2105.04784, 2021.

[13] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, Sziklai’s conjecture on the number of points of a plane curve over a finite field II, in: G. McGuire, G.L. Mullen, D. Panario, I.E. Shparlinski (Eds.), Finite Fields: Theory and Applications, in: Contemp. Math., vol. 518, AMS, Providence, 2010, pp. 225–234.

[14] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, Sziklai’s conjecture on the number of points of a plane curve over a finite field III, Finite Fields Appl, 16 (2010), 315–319.

[15] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, The uniqueness of a plane curve of degree q attaining Sziklai’s bound over Fq . Finite Fields and Their Applications, 18 (2012), 567-580.

[16] M. Homma, S.J. Kim, Toward determination of optimal plane curves with a fixed degree over a finite field. Finite Fields and Their Applications, 17 (2011), 240-253.

[17] K. Lauter, J.P. Serre, The Maximum or Minimum Number of Rational Points on Genus Three Curves over Finite Fields. Compositio Mathematica 134 (2002), 87–111.

[18] K.O. Stöhr, J.F. Voloch, Weierstrass points on curves over finite fields, Proc. London Math. Soc.

52 (1986), 1-19.

[19] P. Sziklai, A bound on the number of points of a plane curve. Finite Fields and Their Applications, 14 (2008), 41-43.

[20] G. Tallini, Sulle ipersuperficie irriducibili d’ordine minimo che contengono tutti i punti di uno spazio di Galois Sr, q. Rend. Mat. e Appl.(5), 20 (1961), 431-479.

[21] A.L. Tironi On a Homma–Kim conjecture for nonsingular hypersurfaces. Annali di Matematica Pura ed Applicata (1923-), 201 (2022), 617-635.