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ABSTRACT. We formulate a number of new results in Algebraic Geometry
and outline their derivation from Theorem [2.T12] which belongs to Algebraic
Combinatorics.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we present a derivation of a number of results in Algebraic Geom-
etry from a theorem (Theorem [2.12]) in Algebraic Combinatorics and it extension
(Theorem B3)) to the case of p-adic rings. In the first half of the article we out-
line the derivations of results in Algebraic Geometry relying on results of [10] and
[T1]. Afterwards we present a proof of an extension of Theorem 212 to the p-adic
realm and an application of this result to Algebraic Geometry.

1.1. Basic definitions. We will denote finite fields by k and general fields by K.
It will be important to distinguish between an algebraic variety X defined over a
field K and the set X := X(K) of K-points of X. For a polynomial P:V — K
we write Xp:= P71(0) C V and Xp:= P71(0) C V. So Xp = Xp(K).

In this paper we heavily use the notion of rank of polynomials introduced in a
paper by Schmidt [20], which characterizes complexity of polynomials. I

Definition 1.1 (Schmidt rank). Let P be a polynomial of degree d on a K-vector
space V. We define the rank rx(P) as the minimal number r such that P can
be written in the form P =Y | Q;R;, where Q;, R; are K-polynomials on V' of
degrees < d.

When there is no confusion we will omit the subscript K from rx(P).

Example 1.2. If P: V — K is a non-degenerate quadratic form then dim (V") /2 <
r(P) < 3dim(V)/2.

We show that morphisms P : V. — A€ defined by polynomials of sufficiently
high rank and degree less then characteristic of K possess a number of nice
properties. In particular we show that these morphisms are flat and that their

The second author is supported by ERC grant ErgComNum 682150.
IThis notion of complexity was also introduced later in the work of Ananyan and Hochster
[1] where it is called strength.
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fibers are complete intersections with rational singularities. In the case of fields
of small characteristic we have to replace the rank r(P) by the non-classical rank
Tne(P) defined in 23]

For polynomials over finite fields there is also a notion of an analytic rank.

Definition 1.3 (Analytic rank). Let £ = F, and P be a polynomial of degree
d on a k-vector space V. Fix a non trivial additive character ¢ : k — C* and
define the analytic rank a,(P) := —log,|q~ ™V 3", ¥(P(v))|.

To simplify notations we assume throughout most of the introduction that
V =V, x ... x Vg and that polynomials P : V — K are multilinear. In this case
the analytic rank does not depend on a choice a non-trivial additive character.

Most of the results in this paper are based on the following Theorem relating
rank and analytic rank for multilinear polynomials over finite fields (see [3, [19]):

Fact 1.4. There exist a function v4(s), lims o ya(s) = 00, such that for any
finite field k, and degree d multilinear polynomial P we have ax(P) > va(rx(P)).

1.2. Basic conjectures and questions. Before describing the our results we
formulate some basic questions and conjectures regarding the notions of rank
defined above.

Conjecture 1.5 (d). For any d > 2 there exists x4 > 0 such that for any
multilinear polynomial P we have rg(P) < kqriz(P) where K is the algebraic
closure of K.

Remark 1.6.
(1) It is easy to see that Conjecture [[.5 holds for d = 2 with ko = 1/2.
(2) Since in the case when d = 3 the Schmidt rank is equal to the slice rank the
validity of Conjecture [L5(3) follows from Theorem 2.5 and Proposition
4.9 in [6].
Conjecture 1.7 (d). For any d > 2 there exists ¢; > 0 such that ap, (P) >
€qrr, (P) for any multilinear polynomial of degree d.

Remark 1.8.
(1) The inequality ag,(P) < r5,(P) is known. See [13] [16].
(2) It is easy to see that Conjecture [[.7 holds for d = 2 with e; = 1/2.

Let K be an algebraically close field, and (P;)ses be a family of polynomials.
We define U C S as the subset of points ¢ € S such that 7(P;) = maxes r(Ps).
It is easy to see that this subset is constructible.

Question 1.9. Is the subset U C S locally closed?

1.3. Main results. We formulate in the introduction special cases of the main
results. To simplify notations we assume that K is an algebraically closed field
of characteristic > d = deg P. For the validity of these results we do not have to
assume that polynomials P are multilinear.
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Theorem 1.10. For any d > 2 there exists r(d) such that varieties Xp C 'V are
geometrically vrreducible normal varieties with rational singularities.

For a formulation of two other results we need a couple of definitions.

Definition 1.11. A polynomial P of degree d on a K-vector space K™ is m-
universal if for any @ € K|xy, ..., x| of degrees < d there exists an affine map
¢ : K™ — V such that Q = ¢*(P).

Theorem 1.12 (Universal). There ezists a function R(d, m) such that any poly-
nomial P of degree d and rank > R(d, m) is m-universal.

Definition 1.13. Let V be a K-vector space and X a subset of V. A function
f X — K is weakly polynomial of degree < a, if for any affine subspace L C X
the restriction of f on L is a polynomial of degree < a.

Theorem 1.14. For any a,d > 1 there exists r(a,d) such that the following
holds.

For any polynomial P : V. — K of degree d and rank > r(a,d), any weakly
polynomial function of degree < a on Xp C V' 1is a restriction of a polynomial of
degree < a on V.

The last result we state is for polynomials over finite fields IF,,.

Theorem 1.15. There ezists a function p(d) > 0 such that for any finite field F,
of characteristic > d and polynomials P,Q € Fy[x1,...,xn]| such that deg(P) = d,
e, (P) > p(d), deg(Q) < q/d and such that Q(T) = 0 for all & € F) such that
P(z) =0, we have Q = PR for some R € F[xy,...,zN].

In the paper all the above mentioned results are extended to the case when we
replace a polynomial P by a collection P = (P, ..., P.) of polynomials on V.

1.4. Acknowledgement. We thank U. Hrushovski for his help with simplifying
the proof of Theorem

2. THE MAIN TOOL
We start with defining the Schimdt rank for a family of polynomials.

Definition 2.1 (Schmidt rank). (1) Let P be a polynomial of degree d on a
K-vector space V. We define the rank rx(P) as the minimal number r
such that P can be written in the form P =Y. Q;R;, where Q;, R; are
polynomials on V' of degrees < d.

(2) For a collection of polynomials P = (P;)1<j<. on V we define the rank

re(P) as the minimal rank of polynomials P; :=>:_, a; P, a € K\ {0}.
Remark 2.2. (1) We will often consider P as a morphism from V to A°.

(2) When there is no confusion we write r(P) instead of ri(P).
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When the characteristic of the field is smaller then the maximal degree in P
we need to replace the notion of rank with non-classical rank.

Definition 2.3. Let P be a polynomial of degree d on a K-vector space V.
(1) We denote by P : V¢ — k the symmetric multilinear form given by

P(hy,....ha) == Apy ... Ay, P - V? =k, where ApP(z) := P(x + h) —
P(zx). Note that P only depends on the top-degree part of P. )
(2) We define the non-classical rank (nc-rank) rn.(P) to be the rank of P.
(3) For a collection P = (P;)i<i<c of polynomials on V' we define the nc-
rank r,.(P) as the minimal nc-rank of polynomials P; :== > ¢  a;P;, a €
k< \ {0}.
Remark 2.4. (1) If char(K) > d then 7(P) ~ ru.(P) (see [10]). )
(2) In low characteristic it can happen that P is of high rank while P is of
low rank.

Example 2.5. Let K be a field of characteristic 2, V.= A™ and P(x1,...,x,) =
D icicjekei<n TiTjTETy is of rank ~ n, but of ne-rank 3, (see [21]).

Definition 2.6. Let k := F,,V be a k-vector space and P : V — k¢ be a map.
We define

(1) Fi(P):={veV|P() =1t} ,tek" )

(2) vp : k¢ — C is the function given by vp(t) := |Fy(P)|/q™") <.

(3) A map P is s-uniform if |vp(t) — 1] < ¢7° for all ¢ € k°.

Lemma 2.7. Let P = (Py,...,P.) , P, : V. — k be a collection of maps such
that all the maps Py := Y ;_, a;P;, a € k°\ {0} are s-uniform. Then the map P
is (s — ¢)-uniform.

Proof. Let A be a finite commutative group written additively and = the group
of characters y : A — C* of A. For a function f: A — C we define the Fourier

transform f(x) : 2 — C by f(x) = |A|™! > acaX(a)f(a). The next statement is
the formula for the inverse Fourier transform.

Fact 2.8. > = FOO)x(—=ag) = flag) for any ag € A.

Let A = k°. We fix a non-trivial additive character ¢ : K — C* and associate
with any a € k¢ a character x5 : k& — C* by xa(t) = ¥({a,t)) where (,) :
k¢ x k¢ — k is the natural pairing. The map a — x5 is a group isomorphism
between A and the group = of characters of A.

The Fourier transform of the function v is given by

Up(Xa) = q_cz vp(H)x(f) = g Z@Z)(Pa(v))

Since, by the assumptions of the Lemma, for any @ # 0 the map P; is s-uniform
we see that |Up(xa)| < ¢=° for a # 0.
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As follows from Claim 2.8 we have

vp(t) =) va(=Dop(@) =1+ Y a(~Hip(a)

acke acke\{0}
for all £ € k¢. So |vp(t) — 1| < ¢, O
The following result is from Algebraic Combinatorics (see [3], [19]).

Fact 2.9. There exist a function ay(s), lims_,o aq(s) = 0o, such that all polyno-
mials PV — k of degree d and r,.(P) > aq4(s) are s-uniform.

Remark 2.10. (1) Fact is the corner stone of our work.
(2) Note that ag4(s) is independent of the finite field k£ and of the (dimension
of the) k-vector space V.
(3) A stronger form of this result showing the existence of explicitly definable
functions e(d), v(d) such that one can take ay(s) = e(d)s"@ is proven in
[19] and [8]. This improvement has a number of important applications
in Algebraic Combinatorics. One can ask whether it is possible to replace

y(d) by 1.
Definition 2.11. For d = (dy, ..., d.) we write rj := ag(c+ 2).

The following result, to which we often refer, follows immediately from Lemma
2.7 and Claim 2.9

Theorem 2.12 (Uniform). Let P = (Py,..., P.) be a collection of polynomials
of degrees < d and of nc-rank v > rg. Then |vp(t) — ¢ ¢| < ¢~ 2 for all t € k°.

3. IRREDUCIBILITY OF FIBERS
In this section we show a derivation of the following result from Theorem 2.121

Theorem 3.1. (1) For any field K and a collection P = (Py,...,P.), of
polynomials P; € Klxy,...,x,] of degrees d = (dy,...,d.) and nc-rank

over the algebraic closure of K is greater then rg, all the fibers Fg(P) :=
P~Y(t) C A", t € K¢ are non-empty reduced, geometrically irreducible
complete intersections.

(2) The schemes Fg(P) are reduced.

(3) The schemes F(P) are normal. )
(4) If K = R and all degrees d;; 1 < i < ¢ are odd, then F(P)(R) # 0,t € Re.

Remark 3.2. For fields of characteristic zero Theorem B.1] follows from [20]. We
include proofs to present our technique in details in the simplest case.

Proof. We first prove part (1). As is well known (see Krull’s principal theorem,

[17]) any irreducible component Y of Fz(P) is of dimension > (n — ¢). So it

is sufficient to show that the varieties Fz(P) are irreducible and of dimension
<(n-—c).
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We first consider the case when K is a finite field when we can use the following
result (see [15]).

Let k := Fy, k; := F,. Let X be an m-dimensional algebraic variety defined
over k and ¢(X) be the number of irreducible components of X of dimension m
(considered as a variety over the algebraic closure k of k). We define 7(X) :=
XL for 1> 1.

qml )

Claim 3.3. There exists u > 1 such that lim;_,, 7,(X) = ¢(X).

For a proof of Theorem B.1]in the case when K = F it is sufficient to observe
that Claim B.3land Theorem 212/ imply that dim(Fz(P)) = n—c and ¢(Fg(P)) =
1.

Now we consider the case when K is an algebraic closure of F,. Since K =
UFg» we may assume that ¢ € Fg.. So dim(Fg(P)) = n —c and ¢(F¢(P)) = 1.
Therefore Theorem B.1]is proven in the case when K is an algebraic closure of a

finite field.

We start the reduction of the general case of Theorem [3.1] to the case when K
is an algebraic closure of a finite field with a reformulation.

Definition 3.4. Let d = (di,...,d.) and n > 1. A field K has property x(n, d) if
for any collection P = (P;)$_, of polynomials P; € K[z, ..., x,] of degrees d; and
ne-rank > rg, all the varieties Fy, ¢ € K¢ are irreducible of dimension dim(V') —¢,
where r; is as in Definition 2111

Claim 3.5 (n). All fields have the property x(n,d) for any > 1,d = (d,, ..., d.).

Proof. 1t is clear that it is sufficient to prove this claim for algebraic closed fields.
Our proof of Claim B.5(n) uses the following result from Model theory (see [1§]).

Fact 3.6. Let T be the theory of algebraically closed fields. Then any first order
property in T which is true for all algebraic closures of finite fields is true for all
algebraically closed fields.

Since *(n, d) is a first order property in T, Claim B.5(n), n > 1 are proven. [J

Since the constant r(d) does not depend on n, the validity of Claim B.5(n) for
all n > 1, implies the validity of the part (1) of Theorem [B.11

Our proof of parts (2) and (3) is based on the following statement (see [14]).

Fact 3.7. There exists a function 7 (r, d) such that for any collection P of degree
d and nc-rank > 7(r,d) there evist v;,w; € V,1 < i < ¢ such that the collection
Q = (P, P;/0y,,0P;/0y,)1<i<c 1S of nc-rank > r.

(2) Since (as follows from (1)) varieties Fz(P) are irreducible complete inter-

sections, to show that schemes Fj(P) are reduced it is sufficient to show that

they are reduced at the generic point, and to show the normality of Fz(P) it is
sufficient to show that they are non singular in codimension 1.
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To show that a variety Fz(P) is reduced at the generic point it is sufficient to
show the existence of vectors vy, ..., v, € V such that dP;/9,,(z) # 0,z € Fg(P).

For © € V¢ we define the collection R(v) by R(v) = (P,0P;/0,,)1<i<c. Let d’
be the degree of the collection R. As follows from Claim B.7] in the case when
nc-rank of P is greater than #(rg, d) we can find © € V¢ such the nc-rank of R(v)
is greater than ry. We fix such © and write R := R(v). We consider R as a
morphism R : V — A° x A°.

As follows from the part (1) we have dim(R;;) = dim(V) —2c for all £, 5 € A°.

Let Z C A€ be the subvariety of § = (s1,...,5s.) such that s1s5...5. = 0 and
Y = Rt x Z) C Fy. Since dim(Ryz5) = dim(V) — 2¢ for all £,5 € A° we see
that dim(Y) = dim(V) —c—1 < dim(Fj). Since the scheme F; is reduced at any
x € Fy\'Y we see that the scheme F7 is reduced.

The proof of (3) is completely analogous. We choose v;,w; € V, 1 < i < ¢
such that the rank of the collection Q = (P, dP;/0,,, OPF;/0y,)1<i<. is greater than
7(rg,d) where d” be the degree of the collection Q. We consider Q as a morphism
Q:V — A°x A° x A°. As follows from (1) the fibers of the morphism @ are of
dimension dim(V') — 3ec.

Let Y := Q' (txZx Z) C Fz. Since dim(Rgs) = dim(V)—2c for all £,5 € A°
we see that dim(Y) = dim(V') — ¢ — 2 = dim(F7) — 2. Since the scheme Fy is
smooth at any = € F;\ Y’ we see that the scheme F7 is normal.

For the proof of part (4) we fix a generic subspace W C V of dimension c. Since
dim(Fz(P)) = n — c it follows from the Bézout theorem that |Fz(P) N W(C)| =

[ L, d; is odd. Therefore there exists a point € Fz(P) N W(C) which is invariant

under complex conjugation. But then z € Fz(P) N W(R). O

Corollary 3.8. For any infinite field K, K-vector spaces V;,1 < i < d and a
collection P = (P,..., P.) of polylinear functions P; : Vi x --- x V; — K of

degrees d = (dy, .. .,d.) and rank > rg, we have Fg(P)(K) # 0 fort € K°.

Proof. We fix t € K¢ and for w € W := Vy X -+ X V; define Z(w) = {v; €
Vil(vi,w) € Fg(P)}. Let Y C W be the subvariety of w € W such that
dim(Z(w)) < dim(V;) — ¢. As follows from Theorem B the closure Y C W
of Y is a proper closed subset. Since K is infinite we have (W \ Y)(K) # (). For

any w € W \'Y the subset Z(w) is defined by a system of linear equations in V;.
Since Z(w) # () we see that Z(w)(K) # 0. O

4. UNIVERSALITY OF HIGH RANK POLYNOMIAL MAPPINGS

Definition 4.1. A collection P = (P;);<<. of degree d = (di, . .., d.) of polyno-
mials on a K-vector space V is m-universal if for any collection Q = (Qi)1<i<e
of polynomials @; € K|xy,...,2,] of degrees < d; there exists an affine map
¢ K™ — V such that Q; = ¢*(P;) forall 1 <i<e¢.
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Theorem 4.2 (Universal). There exists a function R(d,m) such that any col-
lection of polynomials P = (Pi,..., F.) of degrees d = (dy,...,d.) and nc-rank
> R(d,m) is m-universal, where K is a field which is either finite or algebraically
closed.

Proof. To simplify notations we only outline the proof in the case when ¢ = 1.
Let @ be the vector space of affine maps ¢ : K™ — V and L be the vector space
of polynomials Q € Klzy,...,z,] of degree < d. Choose a basis \;,j € J of
the dual space to L. For any polynomial P of degree d on V' we define the map
Rp: ® — K’ by Rp(¢) = (A\j(¢*(P)));jes. We have to show the surjectivity of
the map Rp. This surjectivity follows immediately from the following result (see
Claim 3.11 in [10]), and Fact 2.9

Fact 4.3. For any r there exists h(r,d,m) such that the nc-rank of Rp is > r
for any polynomial P on' V' of nc-rank > h(r,d, m).

0

Corollary 4.4. If K =R and all the degrees d;, 1 <1 < ¢ in a collection P are
odd then under the conditions of Theorem[{.2 the collection P is m-universal.

Proof. In this case the polynomials in Rp are of the same degrees and Corollary

4.4 follows from the part (2) of Theorem [B.11 O

5. THE UNIVERSALITY FOR NUMBER FIELDS

Let K be a number field.

Theorem 5.1. For any m,d = (dy,...,d.) there exists r(d,m) such that any
collection P : 'V — K¢ of degree d and rank > r(d,m) is m-universal if either
K is totally imaginary or all degrees d; are odd or the collection P consists of
polylinear functions.

Proof. Let ® be the space of affine maps from A™ to V. The condition ¢*(P) = Q
is equivalent to a system G = G(P,Q) of M = >7¢_, (m;idi) equations of degrees
<d =max;<j<.d; on ¢ € ¢. Let X C ® be the subvariety defined by the system
G and Xsing C X be the singular locus.

Let D = d¥, E = (D —1)D®”) + 1. As follows from Claim 3.10 in [10]
there exist 7 such the inequality rc(P) > r implies rc(G) > DI(E + M). By
Proposition Il of [20] we know that codimx(Xgng) > £ + M. Since the field
K is infinite there exists a K- subspace W C ® of codimension F + M + 1 such
that the intersection Z = X N W is non-singular and geometrically irreducible.
Since dim(W) > M + E and codime(X) < M we have dim(Z) > E. Since
deg(Z) = deg(X) < d™ we see that Z satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.2 in
[22]. Now Theorem [5.1] follows from Theorem 1.1 in [5], part (2) of Theorem B.1]
and Corollary B.8 O



APPLICATIONS OF ALGEBRAIC COMBINATORICS TO ALGEBRAIC GEOMETRY 9

6. WEAKLY POLYNOMIAL FUNCTIONS
We start the next topic with a couple of definitions.

Definition 6.1. (1) Let K be a field, V be a K-vector space and X a subset
of V. A function f : X — K is weakly polynomial of degree < a, if for
any affine subspace L C X the restriction of f on L is a polynomial of
degree < a.

(2) A subset X C V satisfies the condition %, if any weakly polynomial func-
tion of degree < a on X is a restriction of a polynomial function of degree
<aonV.

The following example demonstrates the existence of cubic surfaces X C K?
which do not have the property x; for any field K # Fs.

Example 6.2. Let V = K? Q = xy(z — y), and let X be the variety defined
by @. Then X = XyU X; U Xy where Xg ={v e V]jz =0}, X; ={veV|y=
0}, Xo = {v € V|x = y}. The function f : X — K such that f(z,0) = f(0,y) =
0, f(z,z) = x is weakly linear but one can not extend it to a linear function on

V.

Definition 6.3. A field K is e-admissible for e > 1 if K* contains the subgroup
e of roots of order e.

Remark 6.4. To simplify notations we define C := .

Theorem 6.5 (Extension). There exists an S = S(a,d) such that any hyper-
surface Y C V of degree d and nc-rank > S satisfies the condition x, if K 1is
an ad-admissible field which is either finite field or is algebraically closed or is a
number field .

Remark 6.6. (1) The main difficulty in a proof of Theorem is the non-
uniqueness of an extension of f to a polynomial on V' in the case when
a>d.

(2) An analogous statement is true for weakly polynomial functions on subsets
Xp where P is a collection of a sufficiently high nc-rank.

Proof. We fix the degree d of P. The proof consists of two steps. We first
construct a collection X,, C V,,, of hypersurfaces of degree d and nc-rank > m
defined over Z such that for all ad-admissible fields the subsets X, := X,,,(K) C
V.. satisfy the condition x, . In the second step we derive the general case of
Theorem from this special case.

6.1. The first step. We denote by ¢, 1 < i < d the coordinate functions on A%

Definition 6.7.
. d .
(1) W:= A% and o : W — A is the product u(z!, ..., 2%) = [To, 2
(2) Vi :i= W™ and Qp(wy, ..., wp) == > 0 p(w;),
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Proposition 6.8.
(1) 7e(Qun) = m.

(2) For any ad-admissible field K the subvariety X,,(K) C V,,(K) has the
property .

Proof. The proof of the inequality 7,.(Q,,) > m is easy. In the case when K = C
the result follows immediately from Lemma 16.1 of [20].

To outline a proof of the second statement we introduce a number of definitions.
We fix m and write X instead of X,,,. Since our field K is ad-admissible the group
K* contains a finite subgroup C' isomorphic to Z.q4.

Definition 6.9.
(1) Wy = {(a%,...,2%) e W|zt =1,i > 2}.
(2) L:=WrnX.
(3) H c C? c (K*)? is the kernel of the product map uc : C¢ — C. The

group H acts on W by (¢*,...,ch)(at, ..., 2% = (ctat, ... clx?).

(4) © is the group of characters 6 : H™ — K*.

(5) We write elements of V,,, in the form v = (wy,...,wy), 1 <i<m, w; €
W. The group H™ acts on X,, C V,, by (hy, ..., hp)(wy, ... wy) =
(hlwl, Cey hmwm)

(6) P¥(X) C k[X] is the subspace of weakly polynomial functions of degree
<aon X.

(7) Po(X) C P¥(X) is the subspace of functions f : X — k which are
restrictions of polynomial functions on V' of degree < a.

(8) For § € ©, denote by P¥(X)? C P¥(X),P.(X)? C P,(X), the subspaces
f-eigenfunctions.

Since C' C K* we have direct sum decompositions P¥(X) = @geoP¥(X)? and
Po(X) = BpcoPa(X)?. Therefore for a proof of Proposition (.8 it is sufficient to
show the equality P¥(X)? = P,(X)? for all § € ©.

Fix f € P¥(X)? Since L C V is a linear subspace the restriction f|; extends
to a polynomial on V. So (after the subtraction of a polynomial) we may assume
that f|, = 0. As shown in [I0] Section 4.2, any weakly admissible function
f € P¥(X)? vanishing on L is identically 0. So f € P,(X)?. O

6.2. The second step. The proof of the general case of Theorem is based
on the following result.

Proposition 6.10. There exists a function r(d,a) such that the following holds.
Let K be a field which is either finite or algebraically closed, V a K -vector space,
P a polynomial of degree d and W C V' an affine subspace such that the nc-rank
of the restriction of P on W is > r(d,a). Then any weakly polynomial function
[ on X of degree < a such that fixnw extends to a polynomial on W of degree
< a 1s a restriction of a polynomial of degree < a on V.
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Proof. After subtracting a polynomial from f we may assume that f|xrw = 0.
Using induction on the codimension of W we reduce the Proposition to the case
when W C V is a hyperplane. We fix a direct sum decomposition V =W @& K
and denote by ¢ : V' — K the projection. Our proof is by induction on a.

The function ¢’ ;= f/t is defined on X \ X NW. We start with a construction
of an extension of ¢’ to a function g on X. Given a point y € X NW consider the
set £ of lines L C X such that LNW = {y}. Since f is weakly polynomial, the
restriction fr is a polynomial py(t) vanishing at 0. We define g (y) as the value
of pr(t)/t at 0. It is clear that the following two results (see Proposition 4.33 of
[10] ) imply the validity of Proposition 610

Claim 6.11. Under the conditions of Proposition [6.10, there exist g(y) € K such
that

(1) |£7]/|£] < 1/q if K =T, and
(2) dim(£7) < dim(L£) if K is algebraically closed

where L7 = {L € L|gr(y) # 9(y)}-
We extend ¢’ to a function on X whose values on y € X NW are equal to g(y).

Claim 6.12. The function g : X — K is weakly polynomial of degree a — 1.
O

Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 6.5l Fix m such that r,,.(Qy,) > r(d, a).
Let R(d,m) be as Theorem [£.2]or in Theorem [5.T]if K is a number field. We claim
that for any admissible field K which is either finite or algebraically closed, any
hypersurface Y C V of degree d and nc-rank > R(d, m) satisfies %,. Indeed, let
f be a weakly polynomial function on X = Xp of degree < a where P:V — K
is a polynomial of degree d of nc-rank > R(d, m). Since r,.(P) > R(d, m) there
exists an affine map ¢ : K™ — V such that Po ¢ = @Q,,. It is clear that the
function f o ¢ is a weakly polynomial function on X,, of degree < a. Therefore
it follows from Proposition [6.8 that the restriction of f on Im(¢) N X extends to
a polynomial on Im(¢). It follows now from Proposition that f extends to
a polynomial on V.

0

7. NULLSTELLENSATZ

Let K be a field and V be a finite dimensional K-vector space. We denote by
V the corresponding K-scheme, and by P (V) the algebra of polynomial functions
on V defined over K.

For a finite collection P = (P, ..., P.) of polynomials on V we denote by J(P)
the ideal in P(V') generated by these polynomials, and by X the subscheme of
V defined by this ideal.
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Given a polynomial R € P(V), we would like to find out whether it belongs
to the ideal J(P). It is clear that the following condition is necessary for the

inclusion R € J(P).
(N) R(z) = 0 for all K-points z € Xp(K).

Claim 7.1 (Nullstellensatz). Suppose that the field K is algebraically closed and

that the ideal J(P) is radical. Then any polynomial R satisfying the condition
(N) lies in J(P).

We will show that the analogous result hold for £ = IF, if Xp is of high nc-rank.

From now on we fix a degree vector d = (dy, ...,d.) and write D := [[_, ..
We denote by P;(V) the space of d-families of polynomials P = (P;)¢_, on V
such that deg(FP;) < d;.

Theorem 7.2. There exists and an bound r(d) > 0 such that for any finite field
k = F,a < q/D and any collection P of degrees d and nc-rank > r(d) the

following holds. Any polynomial QQ on 'V of degree a vanishing on Xp(k) belongs
to the ideal J(P).

Proof. Our proof is based on the following rough bound (see [T]).

Lemma 7.3. Let P = (B)5_, C F,[zy,...,2,] be a collection of polynomials of
degrees d;,; 1 < i < ¢ such that the variety Y := Xp C A" is of dimension n — c.
Then |Y (F,)| < ¢"°D where D = [];_, d;.

For the convenience we reproduce the proof of this result.

Proof. Let F' be the algebraic closure of F,. Then Y (F,) is the intersection of
Y (F') with hypersurfaces Y;,1 < j < n defined by the equations h;(x1,...,z,) =
0 where hj(z1,...,1,) = 2§ — ;.

Let Hy, ..., H,_. be generic linear combinations of the h; with algebraically in-
dependent coefficients from an transcendental extension F’ of F and Z1, ..., 2, _. C
A" be the corresponding hypersurfaces.

Intersect successively Y with Zy,Zs,...,7Z, .. Inductively we see that for
each j < m — ¢, each component C of the intersection Y N'Z; N --- N Z; has
dimension n — ¢ — j. Indeed, passing from j to j + 1 for j < n — ¢ we have
dim(C) =n —c¢—j > 0. So not all the functions h; vanish on C. Hence by the
genericity of the choice of linear combinations {H;} we see that H; ; does not
vanish on C' and therefore Z;; N C' is of pure dimension n — ¢ — j — 1. Thus the
intersection Y NZ; N --- N Z,_. has dimension 0. This concludes the induction
step.

By Bézout’s theorem we see that |YNZ,N---NZ,_.| < ¢" °D. Since Y(F,) =
Y(F,) NZ(F,) Nn---NZy(F,) € X(Fy) NY1(F,) N---NY,_(F,) we see that
Y(F,)| < ¢"D. 0
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Now we can finish the proof of Theorem Let R € Fylxy,...,x,] be a
polynomial of degree a vanishing on the set Xg(F,). Suppose that R does not
lie in the ideal generated by the P;, 1 < i < c¢. Let Y := Xp. Since R vanishes
on Xp(F,) we have Y (F,) = Xp(F,).

Since X p is irreducible we have dim(Y) = n—c—1. As follows from Lemmal[7.3]
we have the upper bound |Y (F,)| < aDg" “"!. On the other hand as follows from
Theorem there exists an bound r(d) > 0 such that the condition r,.(P) >
r(d) implies the inequality |Xp(F,)| > q”fc%, which is a contradiction to ¢ >
aD. U

8. p-ADIC BIAS-RANK

For the last two applications we formulate and prove an analogue of Claim
for local non-archimedian fields of characteristic zero.

Let K/Q, be a finite extension of degree u, O C K the ring of integers, p C O
the maximal ideal and ¢ = |O/p|. For [ > 1 we write A; = O/p'.

Definition 8.1. (1) For a map P : A — A; and a € A; we write v(a) :=
(0P (a)).

A map P is s-uniform if |v(a) — 1| < g7°.

We denote by =; the group of additive characters x : A; — C*.

For x € Z; we denote by d(x) the smallest number d such that x4, = 1.
=¢ C Z, is the subset of characters x such that d(y) = d.

For x € = we define b(P; x) 1= ¢~ 3 c 4p X(P(v)) = ¢ 3, 4, V(@)X (a).

form P(hy,...hg) = Ap, ... Ap, P, where Ay P(z) = P(x + h) — P(z).
(8) We write P for the reduction of P mod p.

Claim 8.2. If |b(P; x)| < ¢*%X for all y € Z then P is (s — 2)-uniform.
Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.7 O

Theorem 8.3. There exists a function r(d, s,u) such that the following holds: for
any polynomial P : A} — A; of degree d such that the reduction P : (F;‘)d — F,
of P is of rank > r(d, s,u), we have |b(P;x)| < ¢~**%) for all x € Z4.

To simplify notations we assume that K = Q. The proof in the general case
is completely analogous. We denote V; = A7, and e(x) = e*™@. We introduce the
Gowers uniformity norms: if GG is a finite abelian group f : G — C we define

where 0y, f(x) = f(x + h)f(z). Note that O, x(P(z)) = x(ArP(x))
Our proof of Theorem [R.3] which is by induction in d, [ is based on the following
stronger result.
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Proposition 8.4 (d,1). For any s > 0, there exists r = rB(d, s) such that for any
polynomial S of degree < d, any m, if R is of rank > r then

[Eqcvae(R(2)/p' + S(a)/p™)] < g~
Remark 8.5. The constant r = r2(d, s) does not depend on 1.
Proof. We start with the following result.

Lemma 8.6. Let r = aq(22%7'ds) be as in Fact[29. Then Proposition [8.4(d,l)
holds for | < d.

Proof. It suffices to show that for any 1 <[ < d, for any polynomial R :V; — A
of degree d such that the rank of R is > r, a polynomial S : V¢ of degree < d,
and any m we have

|E,evee(R(x)/p' + S(x)/p™)| < g™
Suppose that
[Eycvae(R(z)/p' + S(x)/p™)| > ¢~
for some 1 <[ < d,m > 0. We observe that by the CS inequality we have
[Epevpe(R(x) /o' + S@) /)] < Byeve [Barevi e (Rl y) /b + S, ) /p™) |
=By Eoyvevi e((R(z1 +1,y) — R(z1,9)) /o' + (S(x1 +t,y) — S(x1,y)) /p7).
whiih is equal to
Eyevi Eopsevi,e(R(8y) /0" + (S(x1 +t,y) — S(z1,9))/p™)

Applying CS inequality d — 1 more times in the coordinates xs, ..., x4 we obtain
(since S is of degree < d):

(Bpeyae(R(a)/p))" = g~
In other words

. oy
E,evae(R(z)/p') > ¢~ >
We rewrite the LHS as

Exevde( ( )/p ) = EwaeVl‘ile(R(x + py)/pl)-
We observe that by the CS inequality we have
|E1Ey€‘/l‘ﬂle(é(x + py)/pl) ‘2 < Ewa'eVld_—ll |Eyle\/zf1€(é(xl + pyr, ' + py/)/pl) |2
= ExEylevlill]EyhhleVl—l6((R(x1 +p(yr + M), 2+ py) — R(zy + pys, @' + py ))/Pl)
Which is equal to
EEy ey 1By mevi e (R(phy, o' +9y) /0') = BoByeyar By pevi e ((R(hn, 2" +py') /p'1).
Applying the CS inequality [ — 2 more times we see that
Ezevde( ( )/p ) S [Ethie\ﬁ,le(R(hh ey hlfl, Try ... ,l’d)/p)]1/2l71,
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and therefore
~ _gdtl—1g
Emevlde(R(xla o Ta)/p) 2 g T
Thus R is of rank < ay(2~1ds). O

We prove Proposition [8:4)(d,l) by induction on d, (. Let P be such that P is of
rank > ¢(d, s) where

c(d, s) = max {aqg(2*"ds), aq (27 (r®(d — 1,25 + 1) + 2ds + 1)) }.

By Lemma B.6] Proposition [8.4(d,l) holds when [ < d. So we assume [ > d.

Suppose that Proposition [R4)(d’,]") holds if either d' < d or ' = d and I < .
If Proposition B.4l(d,1) fails then there exists a degree d polynomial R such that
R: V¢ = Ay is of rank > ¢(d, s) and some polynomial S : Vi — A; of degree < d
and m € N such that:

B, cvae(R(x)/p' + S(x)/p™)] > 1/¢".
From this it follows that

q;s B, cye(R(2) /o + S() /5™

=B, yevee((R(z +y) — R(x))/p' + (S(z +y) — S(x))/p™))
= BB yeviymip Evevae (R(x +y) — R(x))/p' + (S(z +y) — S(2))/p"™)
Fix t and consider the inner average:
@ = Byeyym i Boevae (R(e +y) — R(@)) /' + (S(x +y) — S(x)) /p™)
By shifting x — = + ' and averaging we see that
ar = Boeyaly yevity=u(p).=00)

e((Rx+y +y)— Rz +y)/p'+ (S@+y +y) — S +y))/p™)
= E,ev|Bymrme (R(x +9)) /' + Sz + 1)) /p™)|
Lemma 8.7. |a;| < q2<z+d>s
Proof.
[By=ime((R(z +y))/p' + S(x +y))/p™)]|
= [Eyevaymome (Rl +t+y))/p + Sz +1+y))/p7)|
= [Eyea e((R(z+t+py)/p + Sz +t+py))/p")]

Rly) Sy | Seapy) | Tealpy)
:}E de( —d T pm—d T m T l )’
p p p p
(if d > m the second term does not exist) where T}, ;(py) is of degree < (d — 1)
in y. By the induction hypothesis the latter is < q(l_;d)s. U
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Clalm 8.8. Let by > 0 be such that E;cgb; > 2lls and b, < wl_d)s then for

E| many t we have that b, > % -

2q2ds

Proof. Let F be the set where b, > % —L_. We have that

1
218 ‘<Z|at|<z 2(1— d)s Z W

tek tGF teE—F

Rearranging we get

1
B < |F|(¢** —1/2) + |El5

|E|

Applying this Claim to b; := |a;| we see that for > 5 [V/’| many ¢ € Vi* we
have that
1 1

ey Brevpe((R(e-+9) = R@) '+ (S(at) ~S@)/0")| 2 5 >

Now @, = Ay R is of degree < d so by the induction on the degree Qy is of rank
<rB(d—1,2s+1).

This implies that for > Qq% V¥ many t € Vi, if y = t(p) then

R A 1
[Eecre(Ble +9) = R@) /)y, , 2 Zmaimm

But this now implies that

R R 1
EtevldHEyevﬂryEt(P)EmeVﬂe((R(x +y) - R(x))/p) HUd_l = P d=1.25+1) g2ds+1

But LHS is bounded by

le(R@)/p)IIZ, < le(R@)/p)llo, < |Esevie(R(z)/p)["*

and we are given that R is of rank > ay (2¢(rP(d—1,2s+1)+2ds+1)), contra-
diction.

U

9. RATIONAL SINGULARITIES

Definition 9.1. Let X be a normal irreducible variety over a field of characteristic
zero and a : X — X a resolution of singularities. We say that X has rational
singularities if R'a,(Ox) = {0} for i > 0.

Remark 9.2. This property of X does not depend on a choice of a resolution
a: X — X.
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Theorem 9.3. There exists a function v(d),d = (dy,...,d.) such that the fol-
lowing holds.

Let P = (P)¢_, C Clxy,...,2,] be a collection of (not necessarily homoge-
neous) polynomials of degrees d;, 1 < i < ¢ of rank > r(d). Then the variety Xp
has rational singularities.

Proof. To simplify the exposition we assume that ¢ = 1. Thus P = (P) where
P € Clzy,...,x,] is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d.

We first consider the case when P € Klxy,...,2,] where K/Q is a finite
extension. In this case there exists an infinite set S of prime ideals in Ok such
that

(1) for any m € S the completion O, of Ok at 7 is isomorphic to Z, where
p = char(Ok /),
(2) P € Okgylr1,...,2,) and
(3) the reduction P € F[zy, ..., x,] is of rank r(P) over the algebraic closure
of .
We fix 7 € S such that p > deg(P). As follows from Theorem A of [2] it is
sufficient to establish the inequalities |X(Z/p™Z) —p™—V| < pm(=D=1/2 1y > 1,
We see that for number fields the validity of Theorem in the case when
P € Klzy,...,x,] follows immediately from Theorem B3]
We show now how to derive the general case of Theorem from the case
when P € K[xy,...,x,] where K/Q is a finite extension.

Definition 9.4. Let a : X — Y be a morphism between complex algebraic
varieties such that all the fibers X, are normal and geometrically irreducible. We
write Y = Y (C) and denote by Y, C Y the subset of points y such that the fiber
X, has rational singularities.

Lemma 9.5. If a projective morphism a is defined over Q then the subsetY, CY
15 also defined over Q.

Proof. The proof is by induction in d = dim(Y). Suppose that the Lemma is
known in the case when the dimension of the base is < d. Let t be the generic
point of Y and X; the fiber of X over t. Fix a resolution b: Xt — X, over the
field k(t) of rational functions on Y. Then there exists a non-empty open subset
U C Y such that b := b‘ aob)-1y7 18 @ resolution of Xy := a~1(U). By definition
Y,NU = {u € URb(Og), = {0}} for all i > 0. Since the sheaves Rb,(Oy)
are coherent we see that the subset Y, N U is defined over Q. On the other hand,
the inductive assumption implies that Y, N (Y \ U) is defined over Q. D

Now we can finish a proof of Theorem in the general case. Consider the
trivial fibration a : A" x Y — Y where Y C P is the constructible subset of
polynomials of degree d on A™ and of rank > r(d). Let X C A™ x Y be the
hypersurface such that a='(P) N X = Xp and a : X — Y be the restriction of
a onto X. As follows from Theorem [B.I] and Proposition III¢ of [20] all fibers
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of a are irreducible and normal. For a proof of Theorem we have to show
that Y, = Y. The validity of Theorem in the case when P € K|xy,...,x,],
where K/Q is any finite extension, shows that any point of Y defined over a finite
extension K of Q belongs to Y,. Since the subset Y, of Y is is defined over Q we
see that Y, =Y. O
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