arXiv:2311.15559v2 [math.AG] 28 Jul 2024

BIGNESS OF TANGENT BUNDLES AND DYNAMICAL RIGIDITY OF FANO MANIFOLDS OF PICARD NUMBER 1

WITH AN APPENDIX BY JIE LIU

FENG SHAO AND GUOLEI ZHONG

Abstract. Let f : X → Y be a surjective morphism of Fano manifolds of Picard number 1 whose VMRTs at a general point are not dual defective. Suppose that the tangent bundle T_X is big. We show that f is an isomorphism unless Y is a projective space. As applications, we explore the bigness of the tangent bundles of complete intersections, del Pezzo manifolds, and Mukai manifolds, as well as their dynamical rigidity.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 5 3. Examples and Proof of Proposition 1.9 11 4. Bigness of tangent bundles of certain projective manifolds 12 4.1. Smooth complete intersections, Proof of Theorem 1.6 12 4.2. Del Pezzo manifolds, Proof of Theorem 1.7 14 4.3. Mukai manifolds, Proof of Proposition 1.8 17 Appendix A. Finite covering of intersections of two quadrics 18 A.1. Intersection of two quadrics 19 A.2. Proof of Theorem A.1 20 References 21

1. Introduction

We work over the field C of complex numbers. A classical question in algebraic and complex geometry asks for a description of a Fano manifold of Picard number 1 admitting a non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism. The following folklore conjecture of the 1980s predicts that the projective space is the only possibility for the existence of such a nontrivial endomorphism. This conjecture serves as one of the starting points of this paper.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14J40, 14J45.

Key words and phrases. endomorphism, big tangent bundle, Fano manifold, VMRT. 1

Conjecture 1.1. Let X be a Fano manifold of Picard number 1. Suppose that X admits a non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism. Then X is a projective space.

Conjecture 1.1 has been verified in low dimension and many other special cases: (1) Almost homogeneous spaces ([PS89], [HN11]);

(2) Smooth hypersurfaces of a projective space ([PS89], [Bea01]; cf. [KT23]); (3) Fano threefolds ([ARVdV99], [HM03]; cf. [KT23]);

(4) Fano manifolds containing a rational curve with trivial normal bundle ([HM03]); (5) Fano fourfolds with Fano index ≥ 2 ([SZ24]; cf. [KT23]); and (6) Del Pezzo manifolds, i.e., the Fano index = dim(X) − 1 ([SZ24], [AKP08]). In this paper, we investigate Conjecture 1.1 for the case when the tangent bundle T_X is big. Recall that the tangent bundle T_X of a smooth projective variety X is called big (resp. pseudo-effective) if the tautological line bundle O_{P(TX)}(1) of the projectivized tangent bundle (in the sense of Grothendieck) is big (resp. pseudo-effective). After Mori’s magnificent solution [Mor79] to the Hartshorne conjecture, it has become evident that a certain positivity condition of the tangent bundle would impose restrictive geometry on the underlying variety. In the spirit of this expectation, our first main result below gives a dynamical rigidity when the tangent bundle of the source is big and the variety of minimal rational tangents (VMRT for short) is not dual defective along a general point of X and of Y .

Theorem 1.2. Let X and Y be the Fano manifolds of Picard number 1. Suppose that the VMRT C_x ⊆ P(Ω_{X,x}) (resp. C_y ⊆ P(Ω_{Y,y} )) at a general point x ∈ X (resp. y ∈ Y ) is not dual defective. Suppose further that the tangent bundle T_X is big. Then any surjective morphism X → Y has to be an isomorphism unless Y is a projective space; in particular, X admits no non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism unless it is a projective space.

Let Z ⊆ P^N = P(V ) be a projective variety. The closure of the set of all tangent hyperplanes of Z is called the dual variety Ž ⊆ P^N = P(V^∗), where V^∗ is the dual vector space of V . We say that Z is dual defective, if N − 1 − dim(Ž) > 0 holds (cf. [Tev05]). Indeed, a projective variety is dual defective only in very special cases and our non-dual defective assumption in Theorem 1.2 is not very restrictive, for example, it is known that any Fano threefold of Picard number 1 has a dominating family of minimal rational curves whose VMRT along a general point is not dual defective (see [HM03]). Various examples satisfying the assumption in Theorem 1.2 can be found; see [Liu23, Introduction] for a nice summary of recent progress (cf. Section 4).

In [HM99], Hwang and Mok gave an affirmative answer to a question raised by Lazarsfeld (see [Laz84]), asserting that any surjective morphism from a rational homogeneous space of Picard number 1 to a smooth projective variety which is different from the projective space, has to be an isomorphism. Inspired by their work and the fact that every rational homogeneous space has a big tangent bundle (cf. Example 3.1), as an extension of Lazarsfeld’s question, it is natural to ask the following question.

Question 1.3. Let f : X → Y be a finite surjective morphism between Fano manifolds of Picard number 1. Suppose that T_X is big and Y is not isomorphic to a projective space. Is f an isomorphism?

Note that, in addition to rational homogeneous spaces, Question 1.3 also has a positive answer if dim X ≤ 3 by [HL23, Corollary 1.2], [Laz84] and Theorem 1.2.

To establish Theorem 1.2, we give the following Theorem 1.4, which possesses its own independent interest. Theorem 1.4 offers a potential approach to address Conjecture 1.1 when the total dual VMRT is a hypersurface in the projectivized tangent bundle. For precise definitions, we direct the reader to [HLS22, Section 2.B.] and the references therein (cf. Section 2).

Theorem 1.4. Let f : X → Y be a finite surjective morphism between Fano manifolds of Picard number 1. Let K and G be the dominating families of minimal rational curves on X and Y whose VMRTs along a general point are not dual defective. Suppose that Y is not isomorphic to a projective space, and via the induced rational map P(T_X ) P(T_Y ), the proper transform of the total dual VMRT of K is the total dual VMRT of G. Then the f-image of a general minimal rational curve of X is a general minimal rational curve of Y . If moreover the VMRT along a general point of X is of positive dimensional, then f is an isomorphism.

Before proceeding to the applications, we give some remarks on Theorem 1.4.

Remark 1.5. (1) In Theorem 1.4, the assumption that the induced rational map preserves the total dual VMRTs is satisfied if the tangent bundle T_X is big (see Proof of Theorem 1.2).

(2) To prove the first half of the statement, we show that f maps general minimal rational curves to general minimal rational curves and there is an induced generically finite dominant rational map K G; in particular, the dimensions of VMRTs along a general point are the same.

(3) To prove that f is indeed an isomorphism, we need that a general minimal rational curve is even birational to its image, which is the case if the VMRT along a general point has positive dimension (see Proof of Theorem 1.4). This conclusion would fail if one drops the assumption on the dimension of the VMRT, see e.g. [IP99, P. 86-87, Example and the paragraph after it].

As one might expect, there are several applications of our main results. Regarding positivity, Theorem 1.2 provides a criterion for proving the non-bigness of the tangent bundles of certain Fano manifolds via finite non-trivial covers. In what follows, combining Theorem 1.2 with other techniques, we explore the bigness of the tangent bundles of complete intersections, del Pezzo manifolds and Mukai manifolds, yielding the results presented in Theorems 1.6, 1.7 and Proposition 1.8 below. Let us begin with smooth complete intersections in a projective space.

Theorem 1.6. Let X be a non-linear smooth complete intersection of multi-degree d = (d_1, · · · , d_k) in a projective space. Then the tangent bundle T_X is big if and only if X is a quadric hypersurface. Moreover, suppose that X is very general in its deformation family. Then T_X is pseudo-effective if and only if d = (2) or d = (2, 2).

Recall that when X is a smooth hypersurface of degree d, the joint paper of Höring, Liu and the first author shows that the tangent bundle T_X is pseudo-effective if and only if d ≤ 2 (see [HLS22, Theorem 1.4]); when X is a smooth complete intersection of two quadrics, [BEH^+23] verifies that the tangent bundle T_X is Q -effective but not big; when X is a smooth Fano complete intersection of dimension at least 3 and of Fano index 1 or 2, [HL23, Theorem 1.1] implies that T_X is not big. We refer the reader to Theorem A.1 written by Liu, which shows that a general smooth finite cover over a general complete intersection of two quadrics cannot have a pseudo-effective tangent bundle.

Now, let’s consider del Pezzo manifolds. A smooth Fano variety X of dimension n is called a del Pezzo manifold, if there exists an integral ample divisor H_X such that the anti-canonical divisor −K_X is linearly equivalent to (n − 1)H_X ; the self-intersection d(X) := H^n_X is called the degree of X. Applying Theorem 1.2, we prove the non-bigness of del Pezzo manifolds of lower degree, leading to the following result.

Theorem 1.7. Let X be a del Pezzo manifold of degree d. Then the tangent bundle T_X is big if and only if d ≥ 5.

The essential cases we deal with are when d = 1, 2. Indeed, if one of the following conditions holds: (1) dim(X) ≤ 3; (2) d = 3; or (3) d ≥ 6, Theorem 1.7 has been proved in [HLS22, Theorems 1.2 and 1.5] (cf. [HL23]); if d = 5 and dim(X) ≥ 4, it has been proved in [Liu23, Proposition 3.15 and Example 4.5]; if d = 4, it has been proved in [BEH^+23]. However, the pseudo-effectiveness of the tangent bundle in the case d ≤ 2 is still unknown.

In addition to del Pezzo manifolds, we also study the bigness of tangent bundle of Mukai manifolds, i.e., a smooth Fano variety X of dimension n whose anti-canonical divisor −K_X is linearly equivalent to (n − 2)H_X for some integral ample divisor H_X ; the genus g(X) is defined as^1_2 H^n_X + 1. It is known that if X is of Picard number 1, then 2 ≤ g(X) ≤ 12 and g(X) ≠ 11 hold.

Proposition 1.8. Let X be a Mukai manifold of Picard number 1 and genus g(X). If g(X) ≤ 5, or g(X) = 6 and dim(X) ≠ 6, then the tangent bundle T_X is not big.

Recently, an interesting result [KT23] due to Kawakami and Totaro showed that if the Fano manifold X of Picard number 1 admits a non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism, then it satisfies the Bott vanishing; in particular, such X is locally rigid, i.e., H^1(X, T_X ) = 0. This fact, along with Theorem 1.2 and previous results, allows us to affirmatively answer Conjecture 1.1 for Mukai manifolds and smooth complete intersections in a projective space. This serves as another application of Theorem 1.2 from the dynamical viewpoint.

Proposition 1.9. Let X be a Mukai manifold of Picard number 1 or a non-linear smooth complete intersection of dimension ≥ 3. Then X admits no non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to express their gratitude to Jun-Muk Hwang for suggesting this project and for many inspiring discussions. The authors would also like to thank Jie Liu for numerous valuable discussions and suggestions, especially pointing out Example 3.3 and providing the appendix to us, without which they could not verify Theorem 1.6 for the pseudo-effectiveness of tangent bundles. The authors thank the referee for the very careful reading and the suggestions to improve the paper. Special thanks of the second author to IMS at NUS for the warm hospitality and kind support. Both authors were supported by the Institute for Basic Science (IBS-R032-D1-2023-a00).

Data availability. This manuscript has no associated data.

Conflict of interest. On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that there is no conflict of interest.

2. Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.4

In this section, after briefly reviewing the theory of minimal rational curves, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.4. For the standard notion and terminology, we refer to [Hwa01].

Let X be a smooth projective variety. Denote by RatCurves^n(X) the normalization of the open subset of Chow(X) parametrizing integral rational curves. A dominating family of minimal rational curves K is an irreducible component of RatCurves^n(X) such that the locus Locus(K) of X swept out by curves from K is dense in X and for a general point x ∈ Locus(K) the closed subset K_x ⊆ K parametrizing curves through x is proper.

It is known that any uniruled projective manifold carries a dominating family of minimal rational curves. A general element [ℓ] ∈ K is called a standard rational curve, i.e., there exists a non-negative integer p such that

f^∗T_X ∼= O_P1(2) ⊕ O_P1(1)^{⊕p} ⊕ O^{⊕(dim(X)−p−1)}

P^1

where f : P^1 → ℓ is the normalization. Let x ∈ X be a general point, and K^n_x the normalization of K_x, which is a finite union of smooth projective varieties of dimension p. There is a tangent map τ_x : K^n_x P(Ω_{X,x}) sending a curve that is smooth at x to its tangent direction at x. Let C_x be the image of τ_x, which is called the variety of minimal rational tangents (VMRT for short) at x associated to K. By [Keb02] and [HM04], the map τ_x is the normalization morphism of C_x and hence the dimension of C_x is equal to the dimension of K_x which is exactly p.

For a standard rational curve [ℓ] ∈ K, a minimal section ℓ of P(T_X ) over the curve ℓ is a section which is given by a surjection f^∗T_X → O_P1. If X is not a projective space, then the main theorem of [CMSB02] shows that such a minimal section ℓ always exists; clearly, we have O_{P(TX)}(1) · ℓ = 0. The total dual VMRT of K is defined as

Č := ⋃ general [ℓ]∈K

ℓ^{Zar} ⊆ P(T_X )

where the union is taken over all minimal sections over all standard rational curves in K. Note that Č ⊆ P(T_X ) is an irreducible projective variety dominating X. Let Č_x be the fibre of Č → X at x ∈ X. It follows from [MnOSC^+15, Proposition 5.14] that Č_x is the dual variety of C_x and hence the total dual VMRT Č ⊆ P(T_X ) is a prime divisor if and only if for a general point x ∈ X, C_x ⊆ P(Ω_{X,x}) is not dual defective. We refer to [OCW16], [HLS22, Section 2.B.] and [FL22, Section 3.A.] for more information involved.

We stick to the notations and assumptions below in the remaining part of this section.

Notation 2.1. Let f : X → Y be a non-isomorphic surjective morphism between Fano manifolds of Picard number 1. Let T_X and T_Y be the tangent bundles of X and Y respectively. Assume that Y is not isomorphic to a projective space. Then X is not isomorphic to a projective space, either; see [Laz84, Theorem 4.1].

(1) Dualizing the right exact sequence f^∗Ω_Y → Ω_X → Ω_{X/Y} → 0 and noting that Ω_{X/Y} is a torsion sheaf, we obtain a left exact sequence 0 → T_X → f^∗T_Y which is indeed an isomorphism away from the ramification divisor R_f .

(2) By (1), we obtain the following commutative diagram associated with the injection 0 → T_X → f^∗T_Y such that the induced map P(f^∗T_Y ) P(T_X ) is an isomorphism away from the inverse image of R_f and hence birational. Let Γ be its graph. Γ β ––www www www_α ””E EEE EEE EE P(T_Y ) ϕ fflffl P(f^∗T_Y ) //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ φ fflffl

~f oo P(T_X ) τ fflffl Y X f oo X

(3) Denote by ξ (resp. η) the tautological line bundle of P(T_X ) (resp. P(T_Y )). Let ~η be the pullback ~f^∗η which is the tautological line bundle of P(f^∗T_Y ).

(4) Let K (resp. G) be a dominating family of minimal rational curves on X (resp.

on Y ). Assume that both VMRTs along a general point are not dual defective. (5) Denote by D_X ⊆ P(T_X ) and D_Y ⊆ P(T_Y ) the total dual VMRTs of K and G respectively. By our assumption, both D_X and D_Y are irreducible hypersurfaces.

(6) Let H_X be the ample generator of the Picard group Pic(X).

First, we prove Theorem 1.4. For the convenience of the proof, we also recall the following notion in [Hwa15, Definition 2.1]. Let M be a complex manifold equipped with a closed holomorphic 2-form ω. For a point z ∈ M, let

Null_z(M) := {u ∈ T_z(M) | ω(u, v) = 0 for all v ∈ T_z(M)}.

This defines a distribution, called the null distribution on a Zariski open subset of M. If Null_z(M) = 0 holds for every point z ∈ M, then ω is a symplectic form and M is a symplectic manifold. Now let (M, ω) be a symplectic manifold equipped with a non-degenerate symplectic 2-form ω. Given an irreducible subvariety Z ⊆ M with the smooth locus of Z denoted by Z_{sm}, we consider the restriction ω|_{Zsm} . The rank of the null distribution of ω|_{Zsm} is no more than the codimension codim_M Z and if the equality holds, then we say that Z is coisotropic. The null distribution on Z defines a foliation on a Zariski open subset of Z which we call the null foliation of ω on Z.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We consider the following rational map Φ between the cotangent spaces T^∗X and T^∗Y : T^∗X^Φ T^∗Y (s, t) → (f(s), (df^∗_s )^{−1}(t)) where s ∈ X is a point outside the support of the ramification divisor of f, t ∈ T^∗_s X is a cotangent vector and df^∗_s : T^∗_{f(s)}Y → T^∗_s X is the dual of the differential map. We note that for any point x ∈ X, the cotangent space T^∗_x X is the affine cone over P(T_{X,x}).

Let ω be the natural symplectic form on T^∗Y . In the following, by abuse of notation, we identify D_X and D_Y with their affine cones. For a general point z ∈ T^∗X, dΦ_z is an isomorphism and Φ induces a 2-form Φ^∗(ω) of T^∗X defined by the following:

Φ^∗(ω)(u, v) := ω(dΦ_z(u), dΦ_z(v)),

where u, v ∈ T_z(T^∗X) and Φ^∗(ω) is a symplectic form on a open subset of T^∗X.

Suppose that C is a general leaf of the null foliation of Φ^∗(ω) on D_X . For a general z ∈ C, we have Φ^∗(ω)(u, v) = 0 for arbitrary v ∈ T_zC and u ∈ T_zD_X . Consider the image Φ(C). By our assumption, the total dual VMRT D_X is mapped onto the total dual VMRT D_Y along the rational map Φ; hence Φ(C) is contained in D_Y . Given any v^′ ∈ T_{Φ(z)}Φ(C) and any u^′ ∈ T_{Φ(z)}D_Y , we obtain that

ω(u^′, v^′) = Φ^∗(ω)(dΦ^{−1}_z (u^′), dΦ^{−1}_z (v^′)) = 0,

noting that dΦ^{−1}_z (u^′) ∈ T_zD_X and dΦ^{−1}_z (v^′) ∈ T_zC. Therefore, Φ(C) is a leaf of the null foliation of ω on D_Y . By [Hwa15, Proposition 2.4], both D_X and D_Y are coisotropic and the closure of C and the closure of Φ(C) are minimal sections over minimal rational curves; moreover, a general minimal section of τ (resp. ϕ) can be realized as the closure of a leaf of the null foliation of Φ^∗(ω) (resp. ω) on D_X (resp. D_Y ).

Let M_X ⊆ Chow(P(T_X )) and M_Y ⊆ Chow(P(T_Y )) be the families of minimal sections of τ and ϕ, respectively. Then we have the following commutative diagram

Chow(P(T_X )) //˙˙˙ τ_∗ fflffl Chow(P(T_Y )) ϕ_∗ fflffl Chow(X) //˙˙˙˙˙ Chow(Y )

Since the proper transform of D_X is D_Y and a general minimal section of τ (resp. ϕ) is the closure of a leaf of the null foliation on D_X (resp. D_Y ), by the above argument, a general minimal section of τ is mapped to a general minimal section of ϕ; in particular, M_X is sent to M_Y via the first horizontal map. Therefore, we obtain the induced map K G via the second horizontal map which is also dominant. In particular, f maps a general minimal rational curve ℓ of K to a general minimal rational curve ℓ^′ of G and the first half of our statement is completed.

Assume that the normal bundle O_{ℓ/Y} (resp. O_ℓ′_{/Y} ) is of the form O_ℓ(1)^{⊕p}⊕O^{⊕(dim(X)−1−p)}_ℓ (resp. O_ℓ′ (1)^{⊕p′} ⊕ O^{⊕(dim(Y )−1−p′)}

ℓ^′ ). Let U and V be the universal families of K and G re-

spectively. Then we obtain the following commutative diagram K fflfflØ Ø Ø U ρ_1

oo^{e1} // X f fflffl G V ρ_2

oo^{e2} // Y

On the one hand, as K G is dominant, for a general point x ∈ X, the induced map

K_x = ρ_1(e^{−1}_1 (x)) G_{f(x)} = ρ_2(e^{−1}_2 (f(x)))

is also dominant. Hence, p = dim(K_x) ≥ dim(G_{f(x)}) = p^′. On the other hand, since f is finite and the inverse image f^{−1}(G) contains K as an irreducible component, it follows that p^′ = dim(f^{−1}(G)_x) ≥ dim(K_x) = p.

This implies that p = p^′.

In the following, we assume that p ≥ 1. We claim that, for a general point x ∈ X away from the ramification divisor, there exists a general element [ℓ] ∈ K_x which is birational to its image ℓ^′ := f(ℓ). Indeed, as the normal bundle N_{ℓ/X} cannot have sections vanishing along two distinct points, the deformation family of minimal rational curves with two points fixed is 0-dimensional. Hence there exists a minimal rational curve ℓ passing through the point x but away from Supp (f^{−1}(f(x)))\{x} so that deg(f|_ℓ) = 1 (cf. [Hwa01, Lemma 2.1]). So our claim is thus proved.

From the following normal bundle sequences

0 → T_ℓ = O_ℓ(2) → T_X |_ℓ → N_{ℓ/X} = O_ℓ(1)^{⊕p} ⊕ O^{⊕(dim(X)−1−p)}_ℓ → 0, and 0 → T_ℓ′ = O_ℓ′ (2) → T_Y |_ℓ′ → N_ℓ′_{/Y} = O_ℓ′ (1)^{⊕p′} ⊕ O^{⊕(dim(Y )−1−p′)}_ℓ′ → 0, we obtain that

K_X · ℓ = − det(T_X |_ℓ) = − det(T_Y |_ℓ′ ) = K_Y · ℓ^′ = K_Y · f_∗(ℓ).

However, this leads to a contradiction to the ampleness of the ramification divisor R = K_X − f^∗K_Y , noting that Y is simply connected and X is of Picard number 1. Theorem 1.4 is thus proved. □

Second, we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. As ξ is big, it follows from [FL22, Theorem 3.4] (cf. [HLS22]) that (∗) D_X ≡ aξ − bτ^∗H_X holds where a > 0 is the codegree of the VMRT C_x at a general point and b > 0 is an integer. Since the total dual VMRT D_X (as a prime divisor in

P(T_X ) by our assumption) D_X is covered by minimal sections ℓ ⊆ P(T_X ) of K such that ξ · ℓ = 0, we have D_X · ℓ < 0. Hence, D_X |_{DX} is not pseudo-effective and thus the irreducible divisor D_X is not big; in particular, D_X is extremal in the pseudo-effective cone PE(P(T_X )) = R_{≥0} [D_X ] + R_{≥0} [τ^∗H_X ] (see [FL22, Theorem 3.4 (3)]). In addition, as P(T_X ) is simply connected, the numerical equivalence of integral Cartier divisors (∗) is indeed a linear equivalence. Let D^′_X := β_∗(α^{−1}_∗ (D_X )) ⊆ P(f^∗T_Y ) be the proper transform of D_X along the birational map P(f^∗T_Y ) P(T_X ).

To apply Theorem 1.4, we are left to show the equality D^′_X = ~f^∗D_Y . By the natural injection 0 → T_X → f^∗T_Y , we have the induced injection

0 → H^0(X, Sym^a T_X ⊗ O_X (−bH_X )) → H^0(X, Sym^a(f^∗T_Y ) ⊗ O_X (−bH_X )).

On the one hand, as both α and β are birational with connected fibres, we have the induced injection 0 → H^0(Γ, aα^∗ξ − bα^∗τ^∗H_X ) → H^0(Γ, aβ^∗~η − bβ^∗φ^∗H_X ). On the other hand, by the linear equivalence D_X ∼ aξ − bτ^∗H_X and the fact that T_X → f^∗T_Y is an isomorphism away from the ramification divisor R_f of f, there exists some m ≥ 0 such that a~η + φ^∗(−bH_X ) ∼ D^′_X + mφ^∗H_X , noting that the induced birational map α ∘ β^{−1} is then an isomorphism away from the pullback φ^∗(Supp R_f ) of the support of R_f . Therefore, we have D^′_X ∼ a~η − (b + m)φ^∗H_X . Since both α and β are birational and isomorphisms over the étale locus of f, together with D_X being dominant over X, it follows that D^′_X is a prime divisor. As the total dual VMRT D_Y is covered by minimal sections c such that η ·c = 0, by the projection formula, its pullback ~f^∗D_Y is covered by curves c^′ such that ~η · c^′ = 0. In particular, c^′ · D^′_X = c^′ · (a~η − (b + m)φ^∗H_X ) < 0, where we used the fact that b > 0 due to the bigness of T_X (cf. [FL22, Theorem 3.4]). Therefore, c^′ ⊆ D^′_X and hence Supp ~f^∗D_Y ⊆ Supp D^′_X . By the irreducibility of D^′_X , the desired equality is proved. So if the VMRT at a general point of X has positive dimension, then the result follows from Theorem 1.4.

Now assume that the dimension of VMRT at a general point of X is 0. Then the dimension of VMRT at a general point of Y is also 0 (see Remark 1.5). By Lemma 4.1, T_Y is also big. Then it follows from [HL23, Theorem 1.1] that both X and Y are isomorphic to quintic del Pezzo threefolds. As there is a unique isomorphic class of quintic del Pezzo threefolds (see e.g. [BFM20, Remark 3.8]), we obtain from [HM03, Corollary 3] that any surjective morphism from X to Y is an isomorphism. □

3. Examples and Proof of Proposition 1.9

In this section, after collecting some typical examples of Theorem 1.2, we prove Proposition 1.9.

Example 3.1 (Rational homogeneous spaces of Picard number 1). By the generic finiteness of the Springer map, the tangent bundle of a rational homogeneous space is always big (cf. [GW20, Corollary 4.4], [Sha23, Proposition 6.2] and [Liu23, Example 3.9.2]). Besides, the VMRT of a rational homogeneous space of Picard number 1 can be fully determined by [LM03, Theorem 4.8]. We refer the reader to [FL22, Appendix A] for a full classification of rational homogeneous spaces of Picard number 1 whose VMRTs are not dual defective.

Example 3.2 (Quintic del Pezzo fourfolds). Let X be a del Pezzo manifold of Picard number 1 and dimension n. Let H_X be the ample generator of Pic(X) such that the degree d(X) := H^n_X is 5. Then it is known that 3 ≤ n ≤ 6 and the tangent bundle T_X is big (see [HLS22, Theorem 1.5] and [Liu23, Proposition 3.15 and Example 4.5]; cf. [HL23, Theorem 1.1]). If n ≤ 5, then the VMRT at a general point is not dual defective, and hence such X does not admit any non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism by applying Theorem 1.2 (cf. [HN11, Theorem 1.4]). If n = 6, then X is homogeneous and hence there is no non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism, either (see [PS89]); however, in this case, the VMRT along a general point is P^1 × P^2 ⊆ P^5 which is dual defective.

The following is a typical example that is not almost homogeneous but has a big tangent bundle with the VMRT along a general point not dual defective.

Example 3.3. Let X be a smooth linear section of a 10-dimensional spinor variety of codimension 3. It is known that there are four isomorphism classes and the general one is not almost homogeneous (see [SK77, Proposition 33, p. 126]). On the other hand, the tangent bundle T_X is big and the VMRT along a general point is not dual defective; see [Liu23, Corollary 4.18]. By Theorem 1.2, such X does not admit any non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism.

Proof of Proposition 1.9. Suppose to the contrary that X admits a non-isomorphic surjective endomorphism. By [KT23, Proposition 2.7], such X satisfies Bott vanishing and then X is locally rigid. However, as proved in [BFM20], no smooth complete intersection in a given projective space is locally rigid except for the projective space and the hyperquadric, while the latter one admits no endomorphism by [PS89, Proposition 8].

In the following, we assume that X is a Mukai manifold of Picard number 1, of dimension n, and of genus g(X). We refer the reader to [Muk89] for the classification of Mukai manifolds. We may further assume that n ≥ 5 (cf. [ARVdV99], [HM03] and [SZ24, Corollary 5.2]). By [SZ24, Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.6] and [Bea01] (cf. [SZ24, Remark 3.8]), we may assume that g(X) ≥ 4 and hence the ample generator H_X of the Picard group Pic(X) is very ample (see e.g. [IP99, Theorem 5.2.1 and the paragraph after it]). As X is locally rigid, by [BFM20, Theorem 1.1] and [Per16, Lemma 1.10], such X can only be one of the following:

(1) a general codimension k (with k ≤ 3) linear section of a 10-dimensional spinor variety;

(2) a general hyperplane section of Gr(2, 6);

(3) a general hyperplane section of the symplectic Grassmannian SG(3, 6). On the other hand, it follows from [BFM20, Theorem 1.2, Propositions 4.7 and 4.8] that all of the above varieties except for Case (1) with k = 3 are almost homogeneous, and hence they admit no non-isomorphic surjective endomorphisms (see [HN11, Theorem 1.4]). The only case left when X is a smooth linear section of a 10-dimensional spinor variety of codimension 3 has been excluded by our Theorem 1.2 and [Liu23, Corollary 4.18] (cf. Example 3.3). □

4. Bigness of tangent bundles of certain projective manifolds

In this section, using Theorem 1.2 and developing some other techniques, we study the bigness of tangent bundles of smooth complete intersections, del Pezzo manifolds, and Mukai manifolds.

4.1. Smooth complete intersections, Proof of Theorem 1.6.

Lemma 4.1. Let f : X → Y be a generically finite surjective morphism between smooth projective varieties. If the tangent bundle T_X is big (resp. pseudo-effective), then the tangent bundle T_Y is also big (resp. pseudo-effective).

Proof. Consider the surjective morphism P(f^∗T_Y ) → P(T_Y ) induced by f. Then the tautological line bundles of P(f^∗T_Y ) and P(T_Y ) have the same Kodaira dimension by [Uen75, Theorem 5.13]. Hence, T_Y is big if and only if f^∗T_Y is big. Since f is generically surjective and T_X is locally free, there is a natural injection 0 → T_X → f^∗T_Y , and thus the bigness of T_X implies the bigness of T_Y .

Now suppose that T_Y is not pseudo-effective. Let η (resp. ~η) be the tautological line bundle of P(T_Y ) (resp. P(f^∗T_Y )) and let π : P(T_Y ) → Y and ~π : P(f^∗T_Y ) → X be the natural projections. Let A be any ample divisor on Y . Then η +^1_n π^∗A is not Qeffective for any sufficiently large integer n. Hence, ~η +^1_n ~π^∗f^∗A is not Q -effective for any sufficiently large integer n (cf. [Uen75, Theorem 5.13]). Applying [HLS22, Lemma 2.2] and the injection 0 → T_X → f^∗T_Y , we see that T_X is not pseudo-effective, either. □

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a smooth non-linear Fano complete intersection of dimension ≥ 3. Then the VMRT is not dual defective along a general point.

Proof. If the Fano index ≥ 2, then X is covered by lines; in particular, the VMRT is not dual defective by [Hwa01, Example 1.4.2] and [Tev05, Theorem 5.11]. Suppose that the Fano index is 1. Then it is known that X is covered by conics; see [CM80]. In this case, the VMRT along a general point is 0-dimensional which is not dual defective, either. □

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Without loss of generality, we may assume that X ⊆ P^{n+k} is a smooth complete intersection of dimension n ≥ 2 and of multi-degree (d_1, · · · , d_k) with d_i ≥ 2 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. First, we consider the bigness of the tangent bundle. If T_X is big, then X is uniruled by Miyaoka’s generic semipositivity theorem (cf. [GW20, Proposition 4.6]). Since X is a complete intersection, X is Fano. If dim(X) = 2, then the result follows from [HLS22, Theorem 1.2]. So in the following, we assume dim(X) ≥ 3 and hence X has Picard number 1 by the Lefschetz theorem. If k = 1, then X is a smooth hypersurface of degree d ≥ 2; hence T_X is big if and only if d = 2; see [HLS22, Theorem 1.4]. Let us further assume that k ≥ 2. Consider the following projection map:

P^{n+k} \{p := [0 : · · · : 0 : 1]}^π−→ P^{n+k−1} [x_0 : · · · : x_{n+k−1} : x_{n+k}] → [x_0 : · · · : x_{n+k−1}].

Let Y ⊆ P^{n+k−1} be a general smooth complete intersection of multi-degree (d_1, ..., d_{k−1}). Take Y^′ ⊆ P^{n+k} to be the projective cone over Y , in other words, Y^′ is defined by the closure of π^{−1}(Y ). It is clear that the ideal sheaf I_Y ′ of Y^′ is generated by the same polynomials as that of Y . By Bertini’s theorem, one can take a sufficiently general degree d_k hypersurface H_k in P^{n+k} such that the scheme-theoretic intersection X^′ := Y^′ ∩ H_k is a smooth complete intersection of multi-degree (d_1, · · · , d_k). By construction, X^′ → Y is a finite cover of degree d_k, noting that X^′ does not pass through the singular vertex p. By Lemma 4.2, the VMRT of X^′ and the VMRT of Y at general points are not dual defective. Applying Theorem 1.2, we obtain that the tangent bundle of X^′ is not big. As X^′ and X are both smooth complete intersections of the same multi-degree, they can be deformed to each other. By [Liu23, Proposition 4.16], the tangent bundle of X is not big.

Second, we consider the pseudo-effectiveness of the tangent bundle. By Semicontinuity theorem [Har77, Chapter III, Theorem 12.8] and [HLS22, Lemma 2.2], it is sufficient to show that there exists a non-degenerate smooth complete intersection of multi-degree (d_1, d_2, .., d_k) such that its tangent bundle is not pseudo-effective. We may assume that d_1 ≥ · · · ≥ d_k. If k = 1, then the result follows from [HLS22, Theorem 1.4]. Suppose that k ≥ 2. Then by the first half of the proof, there exists a smooth complete intersection X of multi-degree (d_1, ..., d_k) and a finite morphism from X to a smooth hypersurface Y of degree d_1. If d_1 ≥ 3. By [HLS22, Theorem 1.4] again, T_Y is not pseudo-effective, and hence T_X is not pseudo-effective either; see Lemma 4.1. Suppose finally that d_1 = 2. By assumption, we may assume that k ≥ 3 and then by the first half of the proof, there exists a general finite double cover from a smooth complete intersection of k quadrics X onto a general smooth complete intersection of (k − 1) quadrics Y . We note that here, every double cover is uniquely determined by the Y and a given branch divisor H ∈ |O_Y (2)|, in other words, once we fix such Y and H, the induced cyclic double cover X is a complete intersection of k quadrics; see e.g. [Dim86, Proposition 15]. Hence, in this case, the result follows from the induction, Lemma 4.1 and Theorem A.1. □

4.2. Del Pezzo manifolds, Proof of Theorem 1.7. The following proposition is a bit technical and has its own independent interest especially when we consider the projective dual of a singular variety with its normalization being smooth (cf. [Ein86, Proposition 3.1]). We refer the reader to [OCW16, Section 2] for certain similar arguments under a stronger assumption of nodal singularities.

Proposition 4.3. Let M be a smooth quasi-projective variety, X ⊆ M a smooth projective subvariety, and H a base-point-free ample Cartier divisor on X. Suppose that the morphism t: X → P := P^N induced by the linear system |H| is birational to its image Y (in particular, X → Y is the normalization). Suppose further that there is a smooth morphism t^′ : M → P which is a lift of t, i.e., t = t^′|_X . If the twisted normal bundle N_{X/M} ⊗ O_X (−H) is ample, then the dual variety Y^∗ ⊆ P^∗ of Y ⊆ P is a hypersurface.

Proof. Let V = H^0(X, H) with dim(V ) = N + 1. First, we have the following natural Euler sequence 0 → O_P (−1) → V → T_P (−1) → 0.

Pulling it back to X, we obtain the surjection V → t^∗T_P (−H) → 0. Second, we have the following natural short exact sequence of coherent sheaves 0 → T_X (−H) → t^∗T_P (−H) → N (−H) → 0, where N (−H) is not necessarily locally free as the normalization map t is not necessarily unramified. Hence, the composite surjection V ↠ N (−H) gives rise to an injection W := P_X (N (−H)) → X × P^{N ∗}.

Note that here W is merely a projective scheme, possibly very singular. On the other hand, as t^′ : M → P is smooth, we have the surjective map T_M → t^{′∗}T_P . Restricting the map to X, we obtain the following commutative diagram of short exact sequences

0 // T_X (−H) // T_M |_X (−H)

fflfflfflffl

// N_{X/M} (−H) //

fflfflfflffl 0

0 // T_X (−H) // t^∗T_P (−H) // N (−H) // 0

where the first horizontal sequence is the normal bundle sequence for the smooth projective variety X. Now that the middle vertical one is a surjection, we obtain that N_{X/M} (−H) → N (−H) is also a surjection. By the ampleness of N_{X/M} (−H), we see that the coherent sheaf N (−H) is ample in the sense that O_W (1) is ample. Let us consider the following commutative diagram X × P^{N ∗} // Y × P^{N ∗} // P^{N ∗}

W // ?Ø OO

fflffl W^′ // ?Ø OO

fflffl Y^∗ ?Ø OO

X // Y where W^′ and Y^∗ are the images of W along the composite maps W → X×P^{N ∗} → Y ×P^{N ∗} and W → X × P^{N ∗} → P^{N ∗}. By definition, W^′ is the conormal variety of Y which is the closure of P_U (N_{U/P} ⊗ O_U (−1)) in Y × P^{N ∗} where U is the smooth locus of Y , and Y^∗ is the dual variety of Y . Now that O_W (1) (which coincides with the pullback of O_PN ∗ (1)) is ample, we see that W → Y^∗ is a finite (and thus surjective) morphism; in particular, the equality

dim(Y^∗) = dim(W ) = dim(X) + rank(N (−H)) − 1 = dim(P ) − 1 = N − 1

concludes our proposition. □

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let X be a del Pezzo manifold of dimension n such that −K_X ∼ (n − 1)H_X where H_X is an integral ample divisor. We may assume that n ≥ 3 in view of [HLS22, Theorem 1.2]. It is known that 1 ≤ d ≤ 8. If d ≥ 6, then T_X is big (see [HLS22, Proposition 5.16]). If d = 5, then it follows from [HLS22, Theorem 5.4] and [Liu23, Propositino 3.15 and Example 4.5] that T_X is big. If d = 3, by [HLS22, Theorem 1.4], T_X is not pseudo-effective. Suppose that d = 4. Then X is a smooth complete intersection of two hyperquadrics. By [BEH^+23], T_X is Q-effective but not big; alternatively, applying Theorem 1.6, we have T_X is not big. So we are left to consider d = 1 or 2.

The case d = 2. Then X is a double cover of P^n branched along a smooth hypersurface of degree 4. Its VMRT C_x ⊂ P(Ω_{X,x}) at a general point x ∈ X is a smooth complete intersection of multi-degree (3, 4) by [HK13, Theorem 1.1] and hence not dual defective by [Tev05, Theorem 5.11]. Thanks to [Liu23, Proposition 4.16] and the Semicontinuity theorem, we only need to show a special one in the deformation family of del Pezzo manifolds of degree 2 having the non-big tangent bundle. Consider the del Pezzo manifold X of degree 2 defined by the following equation in the weighted projective space P(2, 1, ..., 1)

x^2_0 + x^4_1 + ... + x^4_{n+1} = 0.

There is a finite morphism from X to the hyperquadric Q^n defined by the following X −→ Q^n = (x^2_0 + x^2_1 + ... + x^2_{n+1} = 0) ⊂ P^{n+1} (t_0 : t_1 : ... : t_{n+1}) → (t_0 : t^2_1 : ... : t^2_{n+1}).

Hence T_X is not big by Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 4.2.

The case d = 1. We apply Proposition 4.3 to show that the VMRT at a general point of X is not dual defective. By [HK15, Propositions 5.2 and 6.7], the tangent map τ_x (which is a normalization morphism due to [Keb02] and [HM04]) along a general point sends a smooth complete intersection K_x of multi-degree (4, 5, 6) in the weighted projective space P := P(2, 1^n) to a codimension two subvariety C_x in P^{n−1} such that τ_x is the restriction of the natural projection P(2, 1^{⊕n})\{[1 : 0 : · · · : 0]} → P^{n−1}. Since the twisted normal bundle N_{Kx/P}(−1) of the smooth complete intersection of multi-degree (4, 5, 6) is isomorphic to O_{Kx} (3) ⊕ O_{Kx} (4) ⊕ O_{Kx} (5) which is ample, the VMRT C_x is not dual defective by applying Proposition 4.3.

Using [Liu23, Proposition 4.16], we only need to show a special one in the deformation family of del Pezzo manifolds of degree 1 having the non-big tangent bundle. In fact, in [Liu23, Proposition 4.16], the assumption of smoothness of the VMRT is not needed if the VMRT of any element in the deformation family at a general point is not dual defective. Consider the del Pezzo manifold X of degree 1 defined by the following equation in the weighted projective space P(3, 2, 1, ..., 1)

x^2_0 + x^3_1 + x^6_2 + ... + x^6_{n+1} = 0.

Let Y be the smooth Fermat hypersurface of degree 6 in the projective space P^{n+1} defined by x^6_0 + x^6_1 + x^6_2 + ... + x^6_{n+1} = 0.

Then there is a finite morphism g : Y → X sending the point (t_0 : t_1 : t_2 : ... : t_{n+1}) to the point (t^3_0 : t^2_1 : t_2 : ... : t_{n+1}). Consider the natural injection

0 → g^∗Ω_X → Ω_Y .

Taking the (n − 1)-th exterior power of the above exact sequence and then tensoring with (n − 1)H_Y , we get an injection:

0 → g^∗T_X → T_Y (3).

Noting that the pushforward g_∗O_Y has a direct summand O_X , we have

H^0(X, Sym^r T_X ) → H^0(Y, g^∗(Sym^r T_X )) → H^0(Y, Sym^r(T_Y (3))) ∀r ≥ 1.

Observe that H^0(Y, Sym^r(T_Y (3))) = 0 for r ≥ 1 (see [HLS22, Theorem 1.3]). This implies that H^0(X, Sym^r T_X ) = 0 for any r ≥ 1; hence, T_X is not big. □

4.3. Mukai manifolds, Proof of Proposition 1.8. Before proving Proposition 1.8, we first consider Gushel-Mukai manifolds. We note that for a Gushel-Mukai sixfold, it admits a double cover over the Grassmannian Gr(2, 5), the VMRT of which along a general point is self-dual and hence dual defective (cf. Example 3.2); in particular, we could not apply our Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.4 (Gushel-Mukai manifold). Let X be a Gushel-Mukai manifold, i.e., a Mukai manifold of genus 6. If dim(X) ≠ 6, then the tangent bundle T_X is not big.

Proof. Let Gr(2, 5) be the Grassmannian of 2-dimensional subspaces of a complex vector space of dimension 5, viewed in P(∧^2C^5 ) ∼= P^9 via the Plücker embedding. Let CGr(2, 5) ⊆ P(C ⊕ ∧^2C^5 ) ∼= P^{10} be the cone over Gr(2, 5) of vertex ν := P(C ). A smooth Gushel-Mukai (GM for short) variety of dimension 3 ≤ n ≤ 6 is a smooth dimensionally transverse intersection X = CGr(2, 5) ∩ P(W ) ∩ Q, where W is a vector space of dimension n+5 of C ⊕∧^2 C^5 and Q is a quadric hypersurface in P(W ) ∼= P^{n+4}. Smooth GM varieties are isomorphic to either quadric sections of a linear section of Gr(2, 5) ⊆ P^9 (called ordinary GM varieties) when 3 ≤ n ≤ 5, or to double covers of a linear section of Gr(2, 5) branched along a quadric section (called special GM varieties). We note that such X is a Fano manifold of Picard number 1 and of Fano index n − 2. By our assumption, n ≠ 6. So we may pick an ordinary GM manifold X; then its VMRT is the intersection of the VMRT of the linear section of Gr(2, 5) and the VMRT of the quadric hypersurface, which is smooth and not dual defective (cf. [Ein86, Proposition 3.1] and [Tev05, Theorem 5.3]). In particular, it follows from [Liu23, Lemma 4.14] that the VMRT of a special GM manifold is not dual defective, either. By Theorem 1.2 and [Liu23, Proposition 4.16], the tangent bundle T_X is not big. □

Proof of Proposition 1.8. By [HL23, Corollary 1.2 or Corollary 1.3], we may assume that the dimension of X is at least 4. Recall that g(X) ≥ 2. We refer the reader to [Muk89] for a full classification of Mukai manifolds. If g(X) = 6, then X is a Gushel-Mukai manifold and the result follows from Proposition 4.4. If g(X) = 5 (resp. g(X) = 4), then X is a smooth complete intersection of three quadrics (resp. smooth complete intersection of a cubic and a quadric), which has a non-big tangent bundle by Theorem 1.6. The case g(X) = 3. Then X is either a smooth quartic hypersurface in a projective space or a double cover of a quadric Q^n branch along the intersection of Q^n with a quartic hypersurface. In the former case, T_X is not big by [HLS22, Theorem 1.3]. So we may assume that X is a double cover over a quadric of dimension ≥ 4. By [Kim16, Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 4.3], the VMRT along a general point of X is smooth and there is a special one whose VMRT along a general point is a smooth complete intersection which is not dual defective. By Theorem 1.2, the tangent bundle of this special one is not big; hence our result follows from [Liu23, Proposition 4.16].

The case g(X) = 2. Then X is a smooth hypersurface of degree 6 in the weighted projective space P(3, 1, ..., 1). Let [y : x_0 : · · · : x_n] be the coordinates of the weighted projective space. After a suitable coordinate base change, we may assume that X is defined by the equation y^2 + F_6(x_0, · · · , x_n) = 0 where F_6 is a degree 6 homogeneous polynomial. Let X^′ be the hypersurface of degree 6 in the projective space P^{n+1} defined by Y^6 + F_6(y_0, · · · , y_n) = 0, where [Y : y_0 : · · · : y_n] are the coordinates of P^{n+1}. Then there is a finite morphism g : X^′ → X sending the point [Y : y_0 : · · · : y_n] to the point [Y^3 : y_0 : · · · : y_n]. Clearly, X^′ is also smooth. Consider the natural injection

0 → g^∗Ω_X → Ω_X′ .

Taking the (n − 1)-th exterior power of the above exact sequence and then tensoring with (n − 2)H_X , we get an injection:

0 → g^∗T_X → T_X′ (2).

By [HLS22, Theorem 1.3], for any k ∈ N, we have H^0(X^′, Sym^k(T_X′ (3))) = 0. Therefore, T_X′ (2) is not pseudo-effective, for otherwise, T_X′ (3)) would be big, a contradiction. Applying [HLS22, Lemma 2.2] to the injection 0 → g^∗T_X → T_X′ (2), we see that T_X is not big (and even not pseudo-effective), either. □

Appendix A. Finite covering of intersections of two quadrics

By Jie Liu The aim of this appendix is to prove the following result:

Theorem A.1. Let f : Y → X be a general smooth finite cover of a general complete intersection X of two quadrics in P^{n+2} with n ≥ 2. Then T_Y is not pseudo-effective.

Here by a general finite cover we mean that there exists an irreducible component B of the branch locus of f such that B is a general smooth element in the complete linear system |O_X (d)| for some d ≥ 1, where O_X (1) ∼= O_Pn+2(1)|_X .

A.1. Intersection of two quadrics. Let X be a smooth complete intersection of two quadrics in P^{n+2} with n ≥ 2. In an appropriate system of coordinates (x_0, . . . , x_{n+2}), the variety X is defined by the two equations q_1 = q_2 = 0, where q_1 = ∑ x^2_i , q_2 = ∑ μ_ix^2_i with μ_i distinct.

Let ζ_X be the tautological divisor of P(T_X ). By [BEH^+23, Theorem, a)], the complete linear system |2ζ_X | is defined by a dominant rational map φ: P(T_X ) P^{n−1} such that 2ζ_X ∼ φ^∗O(1), noting that 2ζ_X is movable (see [BEH^+23, Corollary 3.3]). Denote by Z the base locus of |2ζ_X |. Let B ∈ |O_X (d)| be a general smooth hypersurface of degree d ≥ 1 and let s: B → P(T_X ) be the section corresponding to the natural quotient T_X |_B → N_{B/X} .

Lemma A.2. φ(s(B)) = P^{n−1}.

Proof. Firstly we assume that n = 2. Then X is a del Pezzo surface which contains exactly 16 lines, namely l_i (1 ≤ i ≤ 16). Denote by l̄_i ⊂ P(T_X ) the section of P(T_X ) over l_i corresponding to the quotient T_X |_{li} → N_{li/X} . Then we have Z = ∪l̄_i by [HLS22, §,3.2]. On the other hand, as B is general, we may assume that B is not tangent to l_i to any points; that is, s(B) is disjoint from l̄_i and thus s(B) is disjoint from Z. In particular, the map φ is well-defined along s(B). On the other hand, since ζ_X |_B ∼= O_B (d) is ample, we obtain that φ(s(B)) = P^1.

Now we assume that n ≥ 3. Note that it suffices to prove that s(B) is not contained in any element in |2ζ_X |. Let X^′ be the complete intersection X ∩ {x_0 = 0}. Then X^′ is a smooth intersection of two quadrics in P^{n+1}. Moreover, the involution is defined as

(x_0, x_1, · · · , x_{n+2}) → (−x_0, x_1, · · · , x_{n+2})

induces a canonical splitting T_X |_X′ ∼= T_X′ ⊕ N_X′_{/X} (see [BEH^+23, §,7.3]). Then it follows from [BEH^+23, Proposition 7.6] that the induced map

H^0(X, Sym^2 T_X ) → H^0(X^′, Sym^2 T_X′ )

is surjective and its kernel is generated by a non-zero element σ ∈ H^0(X, Sym^2 T_X ). By Kodaira’s vanishing theorem, the restriction

H^0(X, O_X (d)) → H^0(X^′, O_X′ (d)) is surjective. In particular, we may assume that B^′ := X^′ ∩ B is also a general element in |O_X′ (d)|. Let s^′ : B^′ → P(T_X′ ) be the section corresponding to T_X′ |_B′ → N_B′_{/X}′ . Then we have s(B) ∩ P(T_X′ ) = s^′(B^′). By induction on n and using the natural isomorphism

H^0(X^′, Sym^2 T_X′ ) ∼= H^0(P(T^′_X ), O_{P(T} ′_{X)}(2ζ_X′ )),

we only need to show that s(B) is not contained in the divisor C ∈ |2ζ_X | on P(T_X ) defined by σ, which follows immediately as B is general. □

A.2. Proof of Theorem A.1. Denote by R the ramification divisor of f. Consider the following exact sequence of sheaves 0 → T_Y → f^∗T_X → Q → 0, where Q is supported on Supp(R). Moreover, there exists a closed subset W of X with codimension two such that Q|_{R\W} ∼= O_R(R)|_{R\W} , where W = f^{−1}(W ). Let μ: M → P(T_X ) be the resolution of the indeterminacy locus of φ. Then we get the following commutative diagram

M

P(T_X ) P^{n−1}

X μνφ p_X

Let W^′ be the strict transformation of p^{−1}_X (W ) in M. Then W^′ has codimension two in M. In particular, the intersection F^′ ∩ W has also codimension two in F^′, where F^′ is a general fibre of ν. It follows that F ∩p^{−1}_X (W ) has codimension two in F , where F = μ(F^′). As X is general, by [BEH^+23, Theorem, c)], the general fiber of the Lagrangian fibration Φ : T^∗_X → C^n is of the form A \ Z, where A is an abelian variety and codim(Z) ≥ 2. Note that there is an étale double cover from the general fiber of the Lagrangian fibration Φ : T^∗_X → C^n to F \ Z (see the explanation between Proposition 5.5 and Lemma 5.6 in [BEH^+23]). Hence F \ Z is an open subset of a quasi-étale quotient of an abelian variety by the involution, whose complement is of codimension at least two. As a consequence, F_∘ := F \ (Z ∪ p^{−1}_X (W )) is also an open subset of a quasi-étale quotient of an abelian variety by the involution, whose complement is of codimension at least two. Let B be an irreducible component of the branch locus of f which is a general hypersurface of degree d ≥ 1. In particular, we may assume that s(B) is not contained in Z ∪ p^{−1}_X (W ) (see [BEH^+23, Proposition 3.1]). Then it follows from Lemma A.2 that the intersection s(B) ∩ F_∘ is non-empty. As a consequence, there exists a dominating family {C_t}_{t∈T} of irreducible curves on P(T_X ) such that a general member C_t is contained in F_∘ for some general F and meets s(B). In particular, we have ζ_X · C_t = 0 as φ is the Iitaka fibration.

Denote by f̄ : P(f^∗T_X ) → P(T_X ) the induced morphism and let ζ_X be the tautological divisor of P(f^∗T_X ). Then we have f̄^∗ζ_X = ζ_X . Denote by Y_∘ the open subset Y \ W whose complement is also of codimension two in Y . Then the induced exact sequence 0 → T_Y |_{Y∘} → f^∗T_X |_{Y∘} → Q|_{R∩Y∘} ∼= O_R(R)|_{Y∘} → 0 induces an elementary transformation of vector bundles (see [Mar73, § 1]) and it induces a commutative diagram Γ

P(T_Y |_{Y∘} ) P(f^∗T_X |_{Y∘} ) P(T_X |_{X\W} ), g h f̄_∘

where h is the blowing-up of the subscheme D := P(O_R(R)|_{Y∘} ) ⊂ P(f^∗T_X |_{Y∘} ). Let E be the exceptional divisor of h. By [Mar73, Theorem 1.1], we have

O_Γ(g^∗ζ_Y ) ∼= O_Γ(h^∗ζ_X − E).

As f̄_∘ is surjective and h is birational, the family {C_t}_{t∈T} of curves on P(T_X |_{X\W} ) can be lifted to a dominating family {C~_t}_{t̃∈}~_T of irreducible curves on Γ. Moreover, since C_t always meets s(B), by the definition of D and s(B), there exists an irreducible component E^′ of E such that s(B) is the closure of f̄_∘(h(E^′)) and C~_t always meets E^′. In particular, we have E · C~_t > 0 (see [BDPP13, Theorem 2.2]). As ζ_X · C_t = 0, we get h^∗ζ_X · C~_t = 0 by the projection formula. In particular, we obtain

g^∗ζ_Y · C~_t = (h^∗ζ_X − E) · C~_t < 0.

This implies that g^∗ζ_Y is not pseudo-effective and thus ζ_Y is not pseudo-effective, either.

References

[AKP08] Marian Aprodu, Stefan Kebekus, and Thomas Peternell. Galois coverings and endomorphisms of projective varieties. Math. Z., 260(2):431–449, 2008.

[ARVdV99] Ekaterina Amerik, Marat Rovinsky, and Antonius Van de Ven. A boundedness theorem for morphisms between threefolds. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 49(2):405–415, 1999.

[BDPP13] Sébastien Boucksom, Jean-Pierre Demailly, Mihai Păun, and Thomas Peternell. The pseudo-effective cone of a compact Kähler manifold and varieties of negative Kodaira dimension. J. Algebraic Geom., 22(2):201–248, 2013.

[Bea01] Arnaud Beauville. Endomorphisms of hypersurfaces and other manifolds. Internat. Math. Res. Notices, 2001(1):53–58, 2001.

[BEH^+23] Arnaud Beauville, Antoine Etesse, Andreas Höring, Jie Liu, and Claire Voisin. Symmetric tensors on the intersection of two quadrics and Lagrangian fibration. To appear in Moduli, 2023.

[BFM20] Chenyu Bai, Baohua Fu, and Laurent Manivel. On Fano complete intersections in rational homogeneous varieties. Math. Z., 295(1-2):289–308, 2020.

[CM80] Alberto Conte and Jacob P. Murre. The Hodge conjecture for Fano complete intersections of dimension four. In Journées de Géometrie Algébrique d’Angers, Juillet 1979/Algebraic Geometry, Angers, 1979, pages 129–141. Sijthoff & Noordhoff, Alphen aan den Rijn— Germantown, Md., 1980.

[CMSB02] Koji Cho, Yoichi Miyaoka, and N. I. Shepherd-Barron. Characterizations of projective space and applications to complex symplectic manifolds. In Higher dimensional birational geometry (Kyoto, 1997), volume 35 of Adv. Stud. Pure Math., pages 1–88. Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2002.

[Dim86] Alexandru Dimca. Singularities and coverings of weighted complete intersections. J. Reine Angew. Math., 366:184–193, 1986.

[Ein86] Lawrence Ein. Varieties with small dual varieties. I. Invent. Math., 86:63–74, 1986. [FL22] Baohua Fu and Jie Liu. Normalised tangent bundle, varieties with small codegree and pseudoeffective threshold. Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu (to appear), 2022.

[GW20] Daniel Greb and Michael Lennox Wong. Canonical complex extensions of Kähler manifolds. J. Lond. Math. Soc., II. Ser., 101(2):786–827, 2020.

[Har77] Robin Hartshorne. Algebraic geometry, volume 52 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.

[HK13] Jun-Muk Hwang and Hosung Kim. Varieties of minimal rational tangents on double covers of projective space. Math. Z., 275(1-2):109–125, 2013.

[HK15] Jun-Muk Hwang and Hosung Kim. Varieties of minimal rational tangents on Veronese double cones. Algebr. Geom., 2(2):176–192, 2015.

[HL23] Andreas Höring and Jie Liu. Fano manifolds with big tangent bundle: a characterisation of V_5. Collect. Math., 74(3):639–686, 2023.

[HLS22] Andreas Höring, Jie Liu, and Feng Shao. Examples of fano manifolds with nonpseudoeffective tangent bundle. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 106:27–59, 2022.

[HM99] Jun-Muk Hwang and Ngaiming Mok. Holomorphic maps from rational homogeneous spaces of Picard number 1 onto projective manifolds. Invent. Math., 136(1):209–231, 1999.

[HM03] Jun-Muk Hwang and Ngaiming Mok. Finite morphisms onto Fano manifolds of Picard number 1 which have rational curves with trivial normal bundles. J. Algebraic Geom., 12(4):627–651, 2003.

[HM04] Jun-Muk Hwang and Ngaiming Mok. Birationality of the tangent map for minimal rational curves. Asian J. Math., 8(1):51–63, 2004.

[HN11] Jun-Muk Hwang and Noboru Nakayama. On endomorphisms of Fano manifolds of Picard number one. Pure Appl. Math. Q., 7(4):1407–1426, 2011.

[Hwa01] Jun-Muk Hwang. Geometry of minimal rational curves on Fano manifolds. In School on Vanishing Theorems and Effective Results in Algebraic Geometry (Trieste, 2000), volume 6 of ICTP Lect. Notes, pages 335–393. Abdus Salam Int. Cent. Theoret. Phys., Trieste, 2001.

[Hwa15] Jun-Muk Hwang. Dual cones of varieties of minimal rational tangents. In Algebraic geometry in east Asia—Taipei 2011, volume 65 of Adv. Stud. Pure Math., pages 123–141. Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2015.

[IP99] V. A. Iskovskikh and Yu. G. Prokhorov. Fano varieties. In Algebraic geometry, V, volume 47 of Encyclopaedia Math. Sci., pages 1–247. Springer, Berlin, 1999.

[Keb02] Stefan Kebekus. Families of singular rational curves. J. Algebraic Geom., 11(2):245–256, 2002.

[Kim16] Hosung Kim. Cartan-Fubini type rigidity of double covering morphisms of quadratic manifolds. Pacific J. Math., 282(2):329–339, 2016.

[KT23] Tatsuro Kawakami and Burt Totaro. Endomorphisms of varieties and Bott vanishing. Preprint https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11921, 2023.

[Laz84] Robert Lazarsfeld. Some applications of the theory of positive vector bundles. In Complete intersections (Acireale, 1983), volume 1092 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 29–61. Springer, Berlin, 1984.

[Liu23] Jie Liu. On moment map and bigness of tangent bundles of G-varieties. Algebra Number Theory, 17(8):1501–1532, 2023.

[LM03] Joseph M. Landsberg and Laurent Manivel. On the projective geometry of rational homogeneous varieties. Comment. Math. Helv., 78(1):65–100, 2003.

[Mar73] Masaki Maruyama. On a family of algebraic vector bundles. In Number theory, algebraic geometry and commutative algebra, in honor of Yasuo Akizuki, pages 95–146. Kinokuniya Book Store, Tokyo, 1973.

[MnOSC^+15] Roberto Muñoz, Gianluca Occhetta, Luis E. Solá Conde, Kiwamu Watanabe, and Jarosław A. Wiśniewski. A survey on the Campana-Peternell conjecture. Rend. Istit. Mat. Univ. Trieste, 47:127–185, 2015.

[Mor79] Shigefumi Mori. Projective manifolds with ample tangent bundles. Ann. of Math. (2), 110(3):593–606, 1979.

[Muk89] Shigeru Mukai. Biregular classification of Fano 3-folds and Fano manifolds of coindex 3. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 86(9):3000–3002, 1989.

[OCW16] Gianluca Occhetta, Luis E. Solá Conde, and Kiwamu Watanabe. Uniform families of minimal rational curves on Fano manifolds. Rev. Mat. Complut., 29(2):423–437, 2016.

[Per16] Laura Pertusi. A survey on gushel–mukai varieties, 2016.

[PS89] Kapil Hari Paranjape and Vasudevan Srinivas. Self-maps of homogeneous spaces. Invent. Math., 98(2):425–444, 1989.

[Sha23] Feng Shao. On pseudoeffective thresholds and cohomology of twisted symmetric tensor fields on irreducible hermitian symmetric spaces. to appear in Sci. China Math., 2023.

[SK77] Mikio Sato and Tatsuo Kimura. A classification of irreducible prehomogeneous vector spaces and their relative invariants. Nagoya Math. J., 65:1–155, 1977.

[SZ24] Feng Shao and Guolei Zhong. Boundedness of finite morphisms onto fano manifolds with large fano index. J. Algebra, 639:678–707, 2024.

[Tev05] Evgueni A. Tevelev. Projective duality and homogeneous spaces, volume 133 of Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005. Invariant Theory and Algebraic Transformation Groups, IV.

[Uen75] Kenji Ueno. Classification theory of algebraic varieties and compact complex spaces, volume Vol. 439 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1975. Notes written in collaboration with P. Cherenack.

Jie Liu, Institute of Mathematics, Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100190, China

Email address: jliu@amss.ac.cn

Feng Shao, Center for Complex Geometry, Institute for Basic Science (IBS), 55 Exporo, Yuseong-gu, Daejeon, 34126, Republic of Korea.

Email address: shaofeng@amss.ac.cn, shaofeng@ibs.re.kr

Guolei Zhong, Center for Complex Geometry, Institute for Basic Science (IBS), 55 Expo-ro, Yuseong-gu, Daejeon, 34126, Republic of Korea.

Email address: zhongguolei@u.nus.edu, guolei@ibs.re.kr