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Abstract

Cactus varieties are a generalization of secant varieties. They are defined using linear spans of

arbitrary finite schemes of bounded length, while secant varieties use only isolated reduced points. In

particular, any secant variety is always contained in the respective cactus variety, and, except in a few

initial cases, the inclusion is strict. It is known that lots of natural criteria that test membership in secant

varieties are actually only tests for membership in cactus varieties. In this article, we propose the first

techniques to distinguish actual secant variety from the cactus variety in the case of the Veronese variety.

We focus on two initial cases, κ14(νd(P
n)) and κ8,3(νd(P

n)), the simplest that exhibit the difference

between cactus and secant varieties. We show that for d ≥ 5, the component of the cactus variety

κ14(νd(P
6)) other than the secant variety σ14(νd(P

6)) consists of degree d polynomials divisible by a

(d − 3)-rd power of a linear form. We generalize this description to an arbitrary number of variables.

We present an algorithm for deciding whether a point in the cactus variety κ14(νd(P
n)) belongs to the

secant variety σ14(νd(P
n)) for d ≥ 6, n ≥ 6. We obtain similar results for the Grassmann cactus variety

κ8,3(νd(P
n)). Our intermediate results give also a partial answer to analogous problems for other cactus

varieties and Grassmann cactus varieties to any Veronese variety.

1 Introduction

The topic of secant varieties and ranks goes back to works of Sylvester on apolarity in the 19th century.
But at that time, the problems of computing ranks of tensors or polynomials were inaccessible (except for
a few initial cases). Nowadays, the situation is better—this is mainly due to the development of algebraic
geometry, representation theory, commutative algebra, and (last but not least) computational power, thanks
to which substantial progress has been made.

Throughout this article, we consider the Waring rank of a homogeneous polynomial G of degree d, that
is, the smallest number r such that G is a sum of r d-th powers of linear forms (such a sum is called a
minimal decomposition). By analogy with analyzing complicated data coming from the physical world,
the rank should correspond to the number of simple ingredients affecting our complicated state. Waring
decomposition is applicable in the process of blind identification of underdetermined mixtures. For more
details and other applications see [21], [22], [23], and the references therein.

There are two basic problems to solve: determining the rank, and finding an explicit minimal decompo-
sition. In this article we address the former problem.

In order to better understand the notion of rank, we consider the secant varieties of the Veronese variety.
Let us start with a complex vector space C

n+1. For a positive integer d consider the map of projective
spaces νd : PC

n+1 → P(Symd
Cn+1), which assigns to a form its d-th power. Here P denotes the naive

projectivization of a vector space, i.e. its set of lines through 0 and Symd
Cn+1 denotes the space of symmetric

tensors of order d in n + 1 variables. The r-th secant variety σr(νd(PC
n+1)) is the Zariski closure in
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P(Symd
Cn+1) of the classes of points of Waring rank less than or equal to r. In particular, σr(νd(PC

n+1))
is given by some polynomial equations, so if we know them, we can check if a given point is in the secant
variety. Unfortunately, these equations are hard to compute and are unknown in general.

The paper [38] presents many methods of obtaining equations vanishing on the secant variety in the
setting of vector bundles. However, the equations given in this way are equations of a bigger variety, the
so-called cactus variety. It is defined by

κr(νd(PC
n+1)) =

⋃

R→֒PCn+1

〈νd(R)〉,

where the union ranges over all zero-dimensional subschemes R of length r. The overline denotes the Zariski
closure, and 〈·〉 denotes the linear span of a scheme. See [28], and the discussion in [8] and [37, §10.2]. In
fact, we are not aware of any explicit equation of the secant variety σr(νd(PC

n+1)) which does not vanish on
the respective cactus variety. Moreover, the cactus varieties fill up the projective spaces much quicker than
the secant varieties, see [3].

In this paper, we solve the problem of identification of points of the secant variety inside the cactus variety
in the minimal cases where these varieties differ. If r < 14, then the equality σr(νd(PC

n+1)) = κr(νd(PC
n+1))

holds for every d, n ≥ 1 ([8, Prop. 2.2] and [18, Thm. A]). That is why in Section 5 we focus on studying
κ14(νd(PC

n+1))—the minimal cases when κr(νd(PC
n+1)) can be reducible. We show that κ14(νd(PC

n+1))
has two irreducible components for d ≥ 5, n ≥ 6, and we describe the one different from the secant variety.
However, in order to give this description, we need to introduce some notation.

We give the definitions for any algebraically closed field k since we will need this generality in Theorems 1.8
and 1.9. Fix a positive integer n and let T ∗ = k[α0, . . . , αn] be a polynomial ring with graded dual ring
T = kdp[x0, . . . , xn], where the index dp refers to the divided power structure (see [26, §A2.4]). The duality
between T ∗ and T can be written in the form

αu

yx[v] =

{
x[v−u] if vk ≥ uk for k = 0, . . . , n

0 otherwise.

In the above formula, u and v are multi-indices. Note that we use divided powers since they are a standard
tool for computing Waring rank over fields of non-zero characteristic. If chark = 0, divided powers have a
simple form. Namely, x[v] = xv

v! , where v! = v0!v1! · · · vn!.
For ease of reference, in the following definition we collect a few notions and conventions.

Definition 1.1. Let k be a positive integer, R∗ = k[α0, α1, . . . , αk] be a polynomial ring, and R =
kdp[x0, x1, . . . , xk] be its graded dual. Given a finite dimensional linear subspace V ⊆ R we denote by
Ann(V ) the ideal Ann(V ) = {θ ∈ R∗ | θyV = 0}. We write Apolar(V ) for the corresponding quotient ring
R∗/Ann(V ) and we call it the apolar algebra of V . If V = 〈f〉 we write Ann(f) instead of Ann(〈f〉) and
Apolar(f) instead of Apolar(〈f〉). For a finite local k-algebra (A,m) the (local) Hilbert function of A is the
Hilbert function of the associated graded ring grmA ([26, §5.1]).

For any graded ring P , by Pi we denote the homogeneous part of degree i, and

P≤i =
⊕

j≤i

Pj .

Definition 1.2. Assume that k = C. Then R from Definition 1.1 becomes C[x0, . . . , xk]. Given positive
integers d and m with d ≥ m and a linear subspace W ⊆ R≤m we define

WHd = {(d−m)!Fm + (d−m+ 1)!Fm−1 + . . .+ d!F0, where Fm + Fm−1 + . . .+ F0 ∈ W and Fj ∈ Rj}.

For a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yk) of R1, and a linear subspace W ⊆ R we define W |y0=1 to be the dehomoge-
nization of W with respect to that basis.

We explain the need for WHd in Remark 1.10.
It follows from [18] that for n ≥ 6 and d ≥ 2 the cactus variety κ14(νd(PC

n+1)) has at most two irreducible
components. In general it can be irreducible. Consider for instance the case of ν3 : PC7 → P(Sym3

C7),
where the secant variety σ14(ν3(PC

7)) fills the ambient space (which follows from the Alexander-Hirschowitz
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theorem). In the following theorem in Part (i) we verify that for all d ≥ 5 and all n ≥ 6 the cactus variety
κ14(νd(PC

n+1)) is reducible. The main result is Part (ii) which describes the irreducible component other
than σ14(νd(PC

n+1)).

Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 6 and d ≥ 5 be integers and consider the polynomial ring T = C[x0, . . . , xn].

(i) The cactus variety κ14(νd(PT1)) has two irreducible components, one of which is σ14(νd(PT1)), and we
denote the other one by η14(νd(PT1)).

(ii) The irreducible component η14(νd(PT1)) is the closure of the following set

{[yd−3
0 P ] ∈ PTd | y0 ∈ T1 \ {0}, [P ] ∈ PT3, and there exists a completion of y0 to a basis

(y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1 such that Apolar((P |y0=1)
Hd) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1)}.

For n = 6, Theorem 1.3 has the following simple form.

Corollary 1.4. For d ≥ 5, the cactus variety κ14(νd(P
6)) has two irreducible components: the secant variety

σ14(νd(P
6)), and the variety η14(νd(P

6)) consisting of degree d forms divisible by the (d − 3)-rd power of a
linear form.

Remark 1.5. For n > 6, the variety η14(νd(P
n)) is strictly contained in the set of projective classes of

forms divisible by the (d− 3)-rd power of a linear form. This follows from the fact that for a general P ∈ T3,
the Hilbert function of Apolar(P |y0=1) is (1, n, n, 1). For a non-general P ∈ T3, other Hilbert functions can
occur, such as (1, 1, 1, 1), (1, 2, 2, 1), . . . , (1, n − 1, n − 1, 1), as well as some non-symmetric ones, such as
(1, 7, 5, 1). Therefore, it is only for n = 6 that η14(νd(P

n)) is the variety of forms divisible by (d − 3)-rd
power of a linear form.

In the following theorem we present an algorithm which checks if a point in the cactus variety κ14(νd(P
n))

is in the secant variety σ14(νd(P
n)) for d ≥ 6, n ≥ 6. The case of P6 is implemented in Macaulay2, see

Appendix B.

Theorem 1.6. Let T = C[x0, . . . , xn] be a polynomial ring with n ≥ 6. Given an integer d ≥ 6 and
[G] ∈ κ14(νd(PT1)) ⊆ PTd the following algorithm checks if [G] ∈ σ14(νd(PT1)).
Step 1 Compute the ideal a =

√
((AnnG)≤d−3).

Step 2 If a1 is not n-dimensional, then [G] ∈ σ14(νd(PT1)) and the algorithm terminates. Otherwise com-
pute {K ∈ T1 | a1yK = 0}. Let y0 be a generator of this one dimensional C-vector space.

Step 3 Let e be the maximal integer such that ye0 divides G. If e 6= d − 3, then [G] ∈ σ14(νd(PT1)) and
the algorithm terminates. Otherwise let G = yd−3

0 P , pick a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1 and compute
f = P |y0=1 ∈ R := C[y1, . . . , yn].

Step 4 Let I = Ann(fHd) ⊆ R∗. If the Hilbert function of R∗/I is not equal to (1, 6, 6, 1), then [G] ∈
σ14(νd(PT1)), and the algorithm terminates.

Step 5 Compute r = dimC HomR∗(I, R∗/I). Then [G] ∈ σ14(νd(PT1)) if and only if r > 14n− 8.

We prove Theorem 1.6 in Section 5.
The notion of the Waring rank of a homogeneous polynomial can be generalized to the rank of a subspace

which corresponds to the problem of finding a minimal simultaneous decomposition of many forms as sums
of powers of the same set of linear forms. This leads to a generalization of secant varieties to the notion of
a Grassmann secant variety σr,k(νd(PC

n+1)) for positive integers r, k, d, n (see Section 2 for the definitions).
We have σr,1(νd(PC

n+1)) = σr(νd(PC
n+1)) as defined above. For a Grassmann secant variety, there is an

analogous notion of a Grassmann cactus variety κr,k(νd(PC
n+1)) (see Section 2).

In this paper, we solve the problem of identification of points of the Grassmann secant variety inside
the Grassmann cactus variety in the minimal cases where these varieties differ. If r < 8, then the equality
σr,k(νd(PC

n+1)) = κr,k(νd(PC
n+1)) holds for every d, n, k ≥ 1 ([17, Thm. 1.1]). That is why in Section 6 we

focus on studying κ8,3(νd(PC
n+1))—the minimal case when κr,k(νd(PC

n+1)) can be reducible (see Remark 6.4
for the reason why we study the particular case of κ8,3(νd(PC

n+1))). Theorem 6.1, which is proven in
Section 6, is a counterpart of Theorem 1.3 in the Grassmann case.
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In Theorem 6.11 we present an algorithm analogous to Theorem 1.6 which checks if a point in the
Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(P

n)) is in the Grassmann secant variety σ8,3(νd(P
n)) for d ≥ 5, n ≥ 4.

On our way to establishing Theorems 1.3 and 6.1, we prove Theorems 1.8 and 1.9, which determine the
border cactus rank of forms and subspaces divisible by a large power of a linear form, and which can be
applied in more general settings.

Let S∗ = k[α1 . . . , αn] ⊆ T ∗ (we omit the variable α0 from T ∗). Then the graded dual ring S =
kdp[x1, . . . , xn] is naturally a subring of T .

Definition 1.7. Let d1 ≥ 1, d2 ≥ 0 be integers. Given a linear subspace W ⊆ S≤d1
, define a linear subspace

Whom,d2 =

{
deg f∑

i=0

Fix
[d2+d1−i]
0 | f = Fdeg f + . . .+ F0 ∈W, where Fi ∈ Si

}
⊆ Td1+d2

.

If W = 〈f〉, we write fhom,d2 instead of 〈f〉hom,d2.

In the statements of Theorems 1.8, 1.9 below we will use the notion of the cactus rank and the border
cactus rank defined in Section 2.

Theorem 1.8 (Polynomial case). Let f ∈ S≤d1
, f = Fd1

+ · · ·+F0, where Fi ∈ Si and r = dimk S
∗/Ann(f).

Assume that Fd1
is not a power of a linear form. Then we have the following:

(i) The cactus rank of fhom,d2 is not greater than r.

(ii) If d2 ≥ d1 − 1, then the border cactus rank of fhom,d2 equals r. In particular, the cactus rank and
border cactus rank of fhom,d2 are equal.

Theorem 1.9 (Subspace case). Let W ⊆ S≤d1
, and r = dimk S

∗/Ann(W ). We have the following:

(i) The cactus rank of Whom,d2 is not greater than r.

(ii) If d2 ≥ d1, then the border cactus rank of Whom,d2 equals r. In particular, the cactus rank and border
cactus rank of Whom,d2 are equal.

Additionally, we show more or less the uniqueness of the border cactus decomposition (see Theorems 4.3,
4.2 for more precise statements).

Remark 1.10. Assume that k = C. Then the ring S is canonically isomorphic to the polynomial ring
C[x1, x2 . . . , xn]. Therefore, given a polynomial f ∈ S≤d1

, we may consider fhom, i.e. its homogenization
with respect to x0 in T = C[x0, x1, . . . , xn]. Then for any non-negative integer d2 we have the equality

(fHd1+d2)hom,d2 = x
d2+d1−deg(f)
0 fhom.

Since Theorem 1.8 is one of our main tools, and the ()hom,d2 operator appears there, we consider the triangle
operator.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definitions of different kinds of
rank of a subspace of a polynomial ring. We also discuss the related versions of Apolarity Lemma. In
Section 3 we prove a series of algebraic results which will be needed later. These are mainly about Hilbert
functions and annihilator ideals. Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorems 1.8 and 1.9. In Section 5 we
study κ14(νd(P

n)) for n ≥ 6 and d ≥ 5. Then we describe the irreducible components of the Grassmann
cactus variety κ8,3(νd(P

n)) for n ≥ 4 and d ≥ 5, see Section 6. Proofs of our main results use the existence
of a certain morphism to the Hilbert scheme. Since its proof is technical, we defer it to Appendix A. Finally,
in Appendix B we present an implementation of the algorithm from Theorem 1.6.

4



1.1 Acknowledgments

We thank Jarosław Buczyński for introduction to this subject and constant support. We are grateful to
Jarosław Buczyński and Joachim Jelisiejew for many discussions, in particular suggestions on how to improve
the presentation. Piotr Achinger and Francesco Galuppi read our article and provided us with helpful
comments.

This project originated as an aftermath of the secant variety working group of the Simons Semester
Varieties: Arithmetic and Transformations at the Banach Center (https://www.impan.pl/~vat/). The
event was supported by the grant 346300 for IMPAN from the Simons Foundation and the matching 2015-
2019 Polish MNiSW fund.

Gałązka is supported by the National Science Center, Poland, project number 2017/26/E/ST1/00231.
Mańdziuk is supported by the National Science Center, Poland, projects number 2017/26/E/ST1/00231

and 2019/33/N/ST1/00858.
Rupniewski is supported by the National Science Center, Poland, projects number 2017/26/E/ST1/00231

and 2019/33/N/ST1/00068.

2 Ranks and Apolarity Lemmas

One of the main tools in studying certain notions of rank is the Apolarity Lemma in its many variants. It
translates geometric questions into algebraic problems of existence of some ideals. Not only can it be applied
for establishing upper bounds for rank by constructing certain ideals, but it also can provide lower bounds.
The latter is done by proving the non-existence of ideals satisfying given properties. Some of the many
examples of applying Apolarity Lemmas in both directions are [29, Thm. 1.5], [9, §4], as well as Theorems
4.2, 4.3.

In this section we recall the definitions of various types of ranks and the corresponding variants of the
Apolarity Lemma. Subsections 2.1 and 2.2 introduce ranks of subspaces and corresponding geometric objects,
Grassmann secant and Grassmann cactus varieties.

The problem of decomposing many forms simultaneously as sums of powers of the same set of linear
forms and the connected notion of Grassmann secant variety originates from the work of Terracini [43] and
was later studied by Bronowski [6]. The paper [15] investigates the relation between the ranks of tensors in
the Segre embedding of 3 copies of projective space and the ranks of subspaces in the Segre embedding of 2
copies of projective space. The problem of defectivity of Grassmann secant varieties is addressed in [2], [20],
[27]. Simultaneous decomposition of forms of different degrees is studied among others in [1] and [16].

We will use the following notation. Let n be a positive integer, T ∗ = k[α0, α1, . . . , αn] be a polynomial
ring over an algebraically closed field k and T be the graded dual ring of T ∗. Let νd : PT1 → PTd, [L] 7→ [L[d]]
be the d-th Veronese map. Given a subscheme R ⊆ PTd we denote by 〈R〉 the projective linear span in PTd
of the scheme R, i.e. the smallest projective linear subspace of PTd containing the scheme R. For a subset
Y in a variety X , by Y we denote the Zariski closure of Y in X . Let Gr(k, V ) be the Grassmannian of
k-dimensional subspaces of a linear space V . We use these notations in the whole section.

We introduce the following definition, which will be used in the next subsection.

Definition 2.1. For a positive integer s, let hs : Z≥0 → Z≥0 be given by hs(a) = min{dimk T
∗
a , s}. Notice

that hs depends on n. More generally, a function h : Z≥0 → Z≥0 satisfying the following conditions will be
called an (s, n+ 1)-standard Hilbert function:

(a) h(d) ≤ h(d+ 1) for all d,

(b) if h(d) = h(d+ 1), then h(e) = s for all e ≥ d,

(c) 0 ≤ h(d) ≤ hs(d) for all d.

2.1 Rank and border rank

Definition 2.2. The rank of a k-dimensional linear subspace V of Td is

r(V ) = min{r ∈ Z>0 | PV ⊆ 〈L
[d]
1 , . . . , L[d]

r 〉 for some Li ∈ T1}.
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The (r, k)-th Grassmann secant variety of the d-th Veronese variety is

σr,k(νd(PT1)) = {[V ] ∈ Gr(k, Td) | r(V ) ≤ r}.

The border rank of V is
br(V ) = min{r ∈ Z>0 | [V ] ∈ σr,k(νd(PT1))}.

If k = 1, i.e. if V = 〈F 〉 for an element F ∈ Td we obtain the classical notions of rank and border rank
of F and the secant variety σr(νd(PT1)).

Note that border rank is more natural from the point of view of algebraic geometry than rank, since it
provides a condition for [F ] to be a point of a Zariski closed subset of PTd. However, the variant of apolarity
for border rank has been stated only very recently (see [11] for the case V = 〈F 〉 and [10] for the general
case). Nevertheless, it has already been applied in [24],[34], and [39].

In order to formulate this result, we have to consider multigraded Hilbert schemes, see [32]. Denote
by Hilbhr

T∗ the multigraded Hilbert scheme associated with the polynomial ring T ∗ (with the standard Z-

grading) and the function hr, as defined in Definition 2.1. Let Slipr,PT1
be the closure in Hilbhr

T∗ of points
corresponding to saturated ideals of r points. Then the following holds.

Proposition 2.3 (Border Apolarity Lemma). Let V ⊆ Td be a k-dimensional subspace. Then br(V ) ≤ r if
and only if there exists an ideal [I] ∈ Slipr,PT1

such that

I ⊆ Ann(V ).

Proof. This follows from the proof of [10, Thm. 1.3] if we specify H = Hilbsmr (Pn), the smoothable component
of the Hilbert scheme. Here are the details. We know that

br(V ) ≤ r ⇐⇒ [V ] ∈ σr,k(νd(P
n)) ⇐⇒ ∃[I]∈Slipr,PT1

Id ⊆ V ⊥

where V ⊥ is the subspace of T ∗
d of forms annihilating V . The latter equivalence follows from [10, Prop. 6.1].

We need to prove that
∃[I]∈Slipr,PT1

Id ⊆ V ⊥ ⇐⇒ ∃[I]∈Slipr,PT1
I ⊆ Ann(V ).

One implication is clear. We show the implication from the left to the right. Let φ ∈ Ie for e ∈ Z, then
T ∗
d−e · φ ∈ Id ⊂ V ⊥ ⊂ Ann(V ). Thus (T ∗

d−e · φ)yV = 0, which implies T ∗
d−ey(φyV ) = 0. We obtain

φyV = 0.

2.2 Cactus rank and border cactus rank

Definition 2.4. The cactus rank of a k-dimensional linear subspace V of Td is

cr(V ) = min{r ∈ Z>0 | PV ⊆ 〈νd(R)〉 for a zero-dimensional subscheme R ⊆ PT1, lengthR = r}.

The (r, k)-th Grassmann cactus variety of the d-th Veronese variety is

κr,k(νd(PT1)) = {[V ] ∈ Gr(k, Td) | cr(V ) ≤ r}.

The border cactus rank of V is

bcr(V ) = min{r ∈ Z>0 | [V ] ∈ κr,k(νd(PT1))}.

Proposition 2.5 (Cactus Apolarity Lemma). Let V ⊆ Td be a non-zero subspace and I(R) be the saturated
ideal of a subscheme R ⊆ PT1. Then

I(R) ⊆ Ann(V ) ⇐⇒ PV ⊆ 〈νd(R)〉.

Therefore cr(V ) ≤ r if and only if there exists a zero-dimensional subscheme R ⊆ PT1 of length r such that

I(R) ⊆ Ann(V ).
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For a proof, see [42, Thm. 4.7]. Due to Proposition 2.5, the cactus rank of V could be defined as the smallest
length of a scheme R ⊆ PT1 such that I(R) ⊆ Ann(V ). This approach is taken for instance in [4] or [35,
Def. 5.1].

In order to formulate a version of apolarity for border cactus rank, we need to consider all (r, n + 1)-
standard Hilbert functions (see Definition 2.1), instead of hr as in Border Apolarity Lemma 2.3.

Proposition 2.6 (Weak Border Cactus Apolarity Lemma). Let V ⊆ Td be a non-zero subspace. If bcr(V ) ≤
r, then there exists a homogeneous ideal I ⊆ Ann(V ) ⊆ T ∗ such that T ∗/I has an (r, n+1)-standard Hilbert
function.

See [10, Thm. 1.1] for a proof.

3 Algebraic results

In this section we present some algebraic results which will be needed in Section 4. We will use the following
notation. Fix a positive integer n and let S∗ = k[α1, . . . , αn] ⊆ T ∗ = k[α0, . . . , αn] be polynomial rings over
an algebraically closed field k with graded dual rings S = kdp[x1, . . . , xn] ⊆ T = kdp[x0, . . . , xn]. We shall
also use notations from Definitions 1.2 and 1.7.

If J ⊆ S∗ is an ideal, we denote by Jhom ⊆ T ∗ its homogenization with respect to α0, see [25, §8.4]. If
J ⊆ T ∗ is an ideal, we denote by Jsat its saturation with respect to the ideal (α0, . . . , αn), see [26, §15.10.6].
If M is a Z-graded module, and e is an integer, we denote by H(M, e) the Hilbert function of M at e.

The following lemma says that the homogenization in T ∗ of an ideal in S∗ is saturated. This will enable
us to use Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.5 in the proofs of Theorems 1.8 and 1.9.

Lemma 3.1. Let I ⊆ S∗ be an ideal. Then the homogenization Ihom ⊆ T ∗ is saturated with respect to the
irrelevant ideal (α0, . . . , αn).

Proof. It is enough to show that {θ ∈ S∗ | θα0 ∈ Ihom} ⊆ Ihom. Take θ ∈ S∗ such that θα0 ∈ Ihom.
We may assume that θ is homogeneous. By assumption, for some integer s, there are ζ1, . . . , ζs ∈ I and
ξ1, . . . , ξs ∈ T ∗ such that

θα0 = ξ1ζ
hom
1 + . . .+ ξsζ

hom
s .

Hence θ|α0=1
∈ I, so (θ|α0=1

)hom ∈ Ihom. Thus

θ = α
deg θ−deg(θ|α0=1

)

0 (θ|α0=1
)hom ∈ Ihom,

as claimed. We used [25, Prop. 8.2.7 (iii) and (iv)].

If I ⊆ S∗ is a homogeneous ideal, then there is a simple way to calculate the Hilbert function of T ∗/Ihom

from the Hilbert function of S∗/I, namely

H(T ∗/Ihom, e) =

e∑

i=0

H(S∗/I, i) for e ∈ Z≥0.

In particular if the Hilbert polynomial of S∗/I is zero, then for large enough e we have H(T ∗/Ihom, e) =
dimk S

∗/I. Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3 generalize this to inhomogeneous ideals.
In the following lemma we use the definitions of monomial orders <, leading terms LT<, leading mono-

mials LM<, and Gröbner bases as in [25, Ch. 2].

Lemma 3.2. Let I ⊆ S∗ be an ideal. Let < be any monomial order on S∗ that respects the degree. Then
for every non-negative integer e

H(T ∗/Ihom, e) = #{µ ∈ S∗ | µ is a monomial, deg µ ≤ e and µ /∈ LT<(I)}.
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Proof. Let e ∈ Z≥0 and consider sets

A≤e = {µ ∈ S∗ | µ is a monomial, deg µ ≤ e}

and
Be = {µ ∈ T ∗ | µ is a monomial, deg µ = e}.

These sets are in bijection given by
A≤e ∋ µ 7→ αe−degµ

0 µ ∈ Be

and
Be ∋ µ 7→ µ|α0=1 ∈ A≤e.

Let <h be the monomial order on T ∗ defined by αa0

0 . . . αan
n <h αb0

0 . . . αbn
n if and only if αa1

1 . . . αan
n <

αb1
1 . . . αbn

n or αa1

1 . . . αan
n = αb1

1 . . . αbn
n and a0 < b0. We have H(T ∗/Ihom, e) = #{µ ∈ Be | µ /∈ LT<h

(Ihom)}
(see [26, Thm. 15.3]). Therefore it is enough to show that for µ ∈ A≤e we have µ ∈ LT<(I) if and only if

αe−degµ
0 µ ∈ LT<h

(Ihom).

Assume that µ ∈ A≤e ∩ LT<(I) and let θ ∈ I be such that LM<(θ) = µ. Then αe−deg µ
0 θhom ∈ Ihom and

LM<h
(αe−degµ

0 θhom) = αe−degµ
0 LM<h

(θhom) = αe−degµ
0 µ. The latter equality follows from the following

observation: for θ ∈ S∗ we have LM<h
(θhom) = LM<(θ).

Now assume that αe−degµ
0 µ ∈ Be ∩ LT<h

(Ihom). Let G = {ζ1, . . . , ζk} be a Gröbner basis for I with
respect to <. Then Ghom = {ζhom1 , . . . , ζhomk } is a Gröbner basis for Ihom with respect to <h (see [25, Thm.

8.4.4]). Therefore for some j ∈ {1, . . . , k} the monomial LM<h
(ζhomj ) = LM<(ζj) divides αe−deg µ

0 µ. Thus,
LM<(ζj) divides µ.

The following corollary of Lemma 3.2 will be used extensively. It shows that the Hilbert polynomial of
the subscheme defined by Ann(W )hom is equal to dimk S

∗/Ann(W ). Moreover it provides an upper bound
on the minimal degree from which the Hilbert function agrees with the Hilbert polynomial.

Corollary 3.3. Let W ⊆ S≤d1
be a linear subspace. Then for e ≥ d1

H(T ∗/Ann(W )hom, e) = dimk S
∗/Ann(W ).

Proof. All monomials of degree at least d1+1 are in Ann(W ). Therefore for e ≥ d1 it follows from Lemma 3.2
that

H(T ∗/Ann(W )hom, e) = H(T ∗/Ann(W )hom, d1)

is equal to the number of monomials in S∗ that do not belong to LT<(Ann(W )). This number is the
dimension of the quotient algebra S∗/Ann(W ) as a k-vector space ([26, Thm. 15.3]).

The following result is similar to Lemma 3.2. It compares the Hilbert functions of two related quotient
algebras, one of S∗ and one of T ∗. We will use it in the proof of Part (iii) of Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let J ⊆ T ∗ be a homogeneous ideal and θ = αd
0 + ρ be an element of Jd with ρ of degree

smaller than d with respect to α0. Consider the contraction Jc = J ∩ S∗. Then for any integer e we have

H(T ∗/J, e) ≤ H(S∗/Jc, e) +H(S∗/Jc, e− 1) + . . .+H(S∗/Jc, e− d+ 1).

Proof. Let < be the graded lexicographic order on T ∗ with αn < αn−1 < . . . < α0 and consider its restriction
<′ to S∗. It follows from [26, Thm. 15.3]) that H(T ∗/J, e) is the number of monomials of degree e, not in
LT<(J). Observe that every monomial divisible by αd

0 is in LT<(J). Therefore, we have

H(T ∗/J, e) =

d−1∑

i=0

#{µ ∈ S∗
e−i | µ is a monomial and αi

0µ /∈ LT<(J)}.

Fix 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1 and let µ be a monomial of degree e − i from S∗. If µ ∈ LT<′(Jc), then there is
a homogeneous ζ ∈ Jc such that LM<′(ζ) = µ. Therefore, αi

0ζ ∈ J and LM<(α
i
0ζ) = αi

0µ. Thus for
i ∈ {0, . . . , d− 1} we have

#{µ ∈ S∗
e−i | µ is a monomial and αi

0µ /∈ LT<(J)} ≤ H(S∗/Jc, e− i).
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In [12, Prop. 1.6] it is proven that annihilator of a homogeneous degree d polynomial that is not a power
of a linear form has a set of minimal generators of degrees at most d. The following lemma generalizes it to
inhomogeneous polynomials.

Lemma 3.5. Let f = Fd1
+ Fd1−1 + . . .+ F0 be a polynomial of degree d1 ≥ 2 in S where Fi ∈ Si. Assume

that Fd1
is not a power of a linear form. Then Ann(f)hom ⊆ T ∗ has a set of minimal generators of degrees

not greater than d1.

Proof. We have Ann(f) ⊇ S∗
d1+1 so we may choose a set of its generators of the form

Ann(f) = ({αu | u ∈ Z
n
≥0 s.t. |u| = d1 + 1}) + (ζ1, . . . , ζk) with deg(ζi) ≤ d1.

Using Buchberger’s algorithm for this set of generators and grevlex monomial order, we obtain a Gröbner
basis of Ann(f) of the form

{αu | u ∈ Z
n
≥0 s.t. |u| = d1 + 1} ∪ {ζ1, . . . , ζk} ∪ {ξ1, . . . , ξl}. (1)

We claim that deg ξi ≤ d1. Let G = {αu | u ∈ Zn
≥0 s.t. |u| = d1 + 1}. Note that each S-polynomial

considered in the Buchberger’s algorithm is divided with remainder by a set of polynomials containing G.
Therefore, S-polynomials of degree at least d1 + 1 do not give new elements of the Gröbner basis.

The ideal Ann(f)hom is generated by the homogenizations of the elements in Equation (1) ([25, Thm.
8.4.4]). It is enough to show that we can replace the monomial generators of degree d1 +1 written above by
some generators of degree not greater than d1. Let u ∈ Zn

≥0 with |u| = d1 + 1. Then in S∗, we can write

αu =
∑m

i=1 δiγi for some δi ∈ Ann(Fd1
)d1

and γi ∈ S∗
1 ([12, Prop. 1.6]). We have δi ∈ Ann(f) for degree

reasons. Therefore αu ∈ ((Ann(f)hom)≤d1
) as an element of T ∗.

For a homogeneous polynomial Fd1
∈ Sd1

of positive degree, Ann(Fd1
x
[d2]
0 ) = (αd2+1

0 ) + Ann(Fd1
)hom.

In particular, Ann(Fd1
x
[d2]
0 )≤d2

= (Ann(Fd1
)hom)≤d2

. Lemma 3.6 generalizes it to an arbitrary polynomial.
Part (i) was proven in [4, Lem. 2]. However, from the notation of the authors it is not clear that they use
divided powers, but they are essential for the lemma to work (see Example 3.7). For this reason we present
their proof with explicit use of divided powers.

Recall the notation of fhom,d2 from Definition 1.7.

Lemma 3.6. Let f = Fd1
+ Fd1−1 + . . .+ F0 be a degree d1 ≥ 1 polynomial in S and r = dimk S

∗/Ann(f).
Let d2 be a non-negative integer. We have

(i) Ann(f)hom ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2).

(ii) (Ann(f)hom)≤d2
= Ann(fhom,d2)≤d2

.

(iii) If d2 = d1 − 1, then H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r or H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1. Moreover, in
the latter case Ann(fhom,d2) = (αd1

0 + ρ) + Ann(f)hom, where ρ ∈ T ∗
d1

has degree smaller than d1 with
respect to α0.

Proof. The proof of the lemma is based on the following calculation. Let Γ = αd
0Θ0 + αd−1

0 Θ1 + . . . + Θd,
where Θi ∈ S∗

i . We can rewrite Γyfhom,d2 as follows

Γyfhom,d2 =

d1∑

e=0

min(d1−e,d)∑

j=0

(αd−j
0 Θj)y(x

[d1+d2−(e+j)]
0 Fe+j)

=

d1∑

e=0

min(d1−e,d)∑

j=0

(αd−j
0 yx

[d1+d2−(e+j)]
0 )(ΘjyFe+j)

=

min(d1,d1+d2−d)∑

e=0

min(d1−e,d)∑

j=0

x
[d1+d2−d−e]
0 (ΘjyFe+j)

=

min(d1,d1+d2−d)∑

e=0

x
[d1+d2−d−e]
0

min(d1−e,d)∑

j=0

ΘjyFe+j .

(2)
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(i) Let θ = Θ0 + · · · + Θd ∈ Ann(f), where Θi is homogeneous of degree i. We show that θhom =
αd
0Θ0 + αd−1

0 Θ1 + . . .+Θd is in the annihilator of fhom,d2. We put Γ = θhom in Equation (2).

For every e = 0, . . . ,min(d1, d1 + d2 − d) the sum
∑min(d1−e,d)

j=0 ΘjyFe+j is zero since θyf = 0. Hence

Γyfhom,d2 = 0, and the claim follows.

(ii) We have Ann(f)hom ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2) by Part (i). Assume that d ≤ d2 and let Γ = αd
0Θ0 + αd−1

0 Θ1 +
. . .+Θd, where Θi ∈ S∗

i , be such that Γyfhom,d2 = 0. We claim that (Γ|α0=1)yf = 0.

By Equation (2) we have

0 =

d1∑

e=0

x
[d1+d2−d−e]
0

min(d1−e,d)∑

j=0

ΘjyFe+j .

Since the exponents at x0 are pairwise different, we have

min(d1−e,d)∑

j=0

ΘjyFe+j = 0 for every d1 ≥ e ≥ 0.

This implies that (Γ|α0=1)yf = 0.

(iii) We start with the following

Observation. Assume that k ≥ 0. For Γ = αd1−1
0 Θ1+k + αd1−2

0 Θ2+k + . . .+Θd1+k we have

Γyfhom,d2 = 0 ⇒ Γ ∈ Ann(f)hom.

Indeed, Equation (2) with d2 = d1 − 1, d = d1 + k becomes

0 = Γyfhom,d2 =

d1−k−1∑

e=0

x
[d1−k−e−1]
0

d1−e∑

j=0

ΘjyFe+j .

Since the exponents at x0 are pairwise different, we have

d1−e∑

j=0

ΘjyFe+j = 0 for every d1 − k − 1 ≥ e ≥ 0. (3)

For d1 ≥ e > d1 − k − 1 we have
∑d1−e

j=0 ΘjyFe+j = 0 since Θj = 0 for j < k + 1. Together with

Equation (3), it implies that Γ|α0=1 annihilates f and thus Γ ∈ Ann(f)hom, as claimed.

We proceed to the proof of Part (iii). We claim that Ann(fhom,d2) has at most one minimal homoge-
neous generator of degree d1 modulo the generators of (Ann(f)hom)d1

. Indeed, by the above observation
with k = 0, any such generator is (up to a scalar) of the form αd1

0 + ρ, where αd1

0 does not divide any
monomial in ρ. Given two such generators, say αd1

0 +ρ and αd1

0 +ρ′, we have αd1

0 +ρ = (αd1

0 +ρ′)+(ρ−ρ′).
From the above observation for k = 0, it follows that ρ − ρ′ is in (Ann(f)hom)d1

, so the second new
generator is not needed. Therefore, either

H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = H(T ∗/Ann(f)hom, d1) = r, or

H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = H(T ∗/Ann(f)hom, d1)− 1 = r − 1.

Now we assume H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1. Then there exists a homogeneous generator of
Ann(fhom,d2) of the form αd1

0 + ρ, where αd1

0 does not divide any monomial in ρ. It is enough to
show that for any k ≥ 0, if Γ = αd1−1

0 Θ1+k + αd1−2
0 Θ2+k + . . . + Θd1+k annihilates fhom,d2, then

Γ ∈ Ann(f)hom. This is the observation from the beginning of the proof of Part (iii).
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Example 3.7. Observe that Lemma 3.6 works only when f ∈ kdp[x0, . . . , xn]. We show what goes wrong
when we use polynomial rings and the usual homogenization. Let f = x31+x2 ∈ C[x1, x2] and G = x31+x

2
0x2 ∈

C[x0, x1, x2] be its homogenization. Then

Ann(f)hom = (α2
2, α1α2, α

3
1 − 6α2

0α2),

and
Ann(G) = (α3

0, α
2
2, α0α1, α1α2, α

3
1 − 3α2

0α2).

The element α3
1 − 6α2

0α2 ∈ Ann(f)hom does not annihilate G.

The following lemma is a generalization of Lemma 3.6. Here we use a subspace W ⊆ S≤d1
instead of a

polynomial f ∈ S≤d1
.

Lemma 3.8. Let W ⊆ S≤d1
be a linear subspace with d1 ≥ 1 and fix a non-negative integer d2. We have:

(i) Ann(W )hom ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2),

(ii) (Ann(W )hom)≤d2
= Ann(Whom,d2)≤d2

.

Proof.

(i) Let f ∈W . Then Ann(W ) ⊆ Ann(f). Therefore,

Ann(W )hom ⊆ Ann(f)hom ⊆ Ann

(
deg f∑

i=0

Fix
[d2+d1−i]
0

)

by Lemma 3.6 (i). Varying f , this shows that

Ann(W )hom ⊆
⋂

H∈Whom,d2

Ann(H) = Ann(Whom,d2).

(ii) Let Θ ∈ Ann(Whom,d2)≤d2
be homogeneous and let f ∈ W . Then

Θ ∈ Ann

(
deg f∑

i=0

Fix
[d2+d1−i]
0

)

≤d2

.

Since d2 ≤ d2 + d1 − deg f , it follows from Lemma 3.6(ii) that Θ|α0=1 ∈ Ann(f). We stress that when
we apply Lemma 3.6(ii), we use (deg f, d1 + d2 − deg f) instead of (d1, d2). Since f was arbitrary, we
obtain

Θ|α0=1 ∈
⋂

f∈W

Ann(f) = Ann(W ).

Therefore, Θ ∈ Ann(W )hom.

We recall some notation from Subsection 2.1 which will be used in the proof of the following lemma. Let
Hilbhr

T∗ denote the multigraded Hilbert scheme associated with the polynomial ring T ∗ (with the standard

Z-grading) and the function hr, as defined in Definition 2.1. Let Slipr,PT1
be the closure in Hilbhr

T∗ of points
corresponding to saturated ideals of r points. Let Hilbr(P

n) denote the Hilbert scheme of r points on Pn

and Hilbsmr (Pn) denote the closure of the set of smooth schemes.

Lemma 3.9. Let d1 ≥ 1, d2 ≥ 0 be integers and W ⊆ S≤d1
a linear subspace. Let r = dimk S

∗/Ann(W ). If
S∗/Ann(W ) is smoothable, then the border rank of Whom,d2 is at most r.

Proof. Observe that Slipr,PT1
surjects onto Hilbsmr (Pn) under the natural map

Hilbhr

T∗ → Hilbr(P
n)

given on closed points by [I] 7→ [ProjT ∗/I]. Thus there is an ideal [J ] ∈ Slipr,PT1
with Jsat = Ann(W )hom

(we used Lemma 3.1). Since Ann(W )hom ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2) by Lemma 3.8(i), we have J ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2).
Hence [Whom,d2] ∈ σr,dim(Whom,d2 )(νd(PT1)) by the Border Apolarity Lemma 2.3.
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4 General results

In this section we apply the results of Section 3 to prove Theorems 4.2 and 4.3. These imply Theorems 1.9
and 1.8, respectively.

We will use the following notation. Fix a positive integer n and let S∗ = k[α1, . . . , αn] ⊆ T ∗ =
k[α0, . . . , αn] be polynomial rings over an algebraically closed field k with graded dual rings S = kdp[x1, . . . , xn]
⊆ T = kdp[x0, . . . , xn]. Recall the definitions of an (s, n + 1)-standard Hilbert function given in Definition
2.1 and Whom,d2 from Definition 1.7.

We frequently use the following simple lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let J,K ⊆ T ∗ be homogeneous ideals such that Js = Ks for a positive integer s. If K is
generated in degrees at most s, then Jt ⊇ Kt for t ≥ s. In particular:

(i) if J and K have the same Hilbert polynomial then Jsat = Ksat,

(ii) if the Hilbert polynomial of T ∗/K is zero, then the Hilbert polynomial of T ∗/J is zero.

Proof. We have Jt ⊇ (Js)t = (Ks)t = Kt.

Theorem 4.2 (Subspace case). Let W ⊆ S≤d1
be a linear subspace and r = dimk S

∗/Ann(W ). We have
the following:

(i) The cactus rank of Whom,d2 is not greater than r.

(ii) If d2 ≥ d1, then there is no homogeneous ideal J ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2) such that T ∗/J has an (r−1, n+1)-
standard Hilbert function. In particular, the border cactus rank of Whom,d2 equals r.

(iii) If d2 ≥ d1+1, and J ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2) is a homogeneous ideal such that T ∗/J has an (r, n+1)-standard
Hilbert function, then Jsat = Ann(W )hom.

Proof.

(i) We have Ann(W )hom ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2) by Lemma 3.8(i). Since the Hilbert polynomial of the algebra
T ∗/Ann(W )hom is r by Corollary 3.3 and the ideal Ann(W )hom is saturated by Lemma 3.1, the claim
follows from the Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.5.

(ii) We have H(T ∗/Ann(W )hom, d1) = r by Corollary 3.3. Therefore, by Lemma 3.8(ii) we have

H(T ∗/Ann(Whom,d2), d1) = r.

Thus there exists no ideal J ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2) such that T ∗/J has an (r − 1, n + 1)-standard Hilbert
function. By the Weak Border Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.6 we get bcr(Whom,d2) ≥ r, which together
with Part (i) implies that bcr(Whom,d2) = r.

(iii) Assume that J ⊆ Ann(Whom,d2) is such that T ∗/J has an (r, n + 1)-standard Hilbert function. By
Lemma 3.8(ii) and Corollary 3.3

H(T ∗/Ann(Whom,d2), d2) = H(T ∗/Ann(W )hom, d2) = r.

In particular Jd2
= (Ann(W )hom)d2

. Since Ann(W )hom is generated in degrees at most d1 + 1 ≤ d2
and the ideals J and Ann(W )hom have the same Hilbert polynomial, it follows from Lemma 4.1(i) that
Jsat = (Ann(W )hom)sat = Ann(W )hom. The last equality is true by Lemma 3.1.

Now we can state Theorem 1.8 in the following form, which includes the uniqueness statement hinted at
in the introduction.

Theorem 4.3 (Polynomial case). Let f = Fd1
+ Fd1−1 + . . . + F0 ∈ S = kdp[x1, ..., xn] be a degree d1 ≥ 1

polynomial, r = dimk S
∗/Ann(f). For a non-negative integer d2, we have the following:
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(i) The cactus rank of fhom,d2 is not greater than r.

(ii) If d2 ≥ d1, then there is no homogeneous ideal J ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2) such that T ∗/J has an (r− 1, n+1)-
standard Hilbert function. Moreover, the same is true for d2 = d1 − 1 if we assume further that Fd1

is
not a power of a linear form.

In particular, in both cases the border cactus rank of fhom,d2 equals r.

(iii) Assume that Fd1
is not a power of a linear form. If d2 ≥ d1 and J ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2) is a homogeneous

ideal such that T ∗/J has an (r, n + 1)-standard Hilbert function, then Jsat = Ann(f)hom. Moreover,
the same is true for d2 = d1 − 1 if we assume further that r > 2d1.

Proof.

(i) It follows directly from Theorem 4.2(i).

(ii) If d2 ≥ d1, then the claim follows from Theorem 4.2(ii).

Suppose that d2 = d1−1 and Fd1
is not a power of a linear form. If H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r, then

there is no ideal J ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2) such that T ∗/J has an (r − 1, n + 1)-standard Hilbert function.
Suppose that

H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) 6= r. (4)

From Lemma 3.5 it follows that Ann(f)hom is generated in degrees at most d1. Then Equation (4)
and Lemma 3.6(iii) together imply that H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1 and Ann(fhom,d2) has no
minimal generator of degree greater than d1. Let J ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2) be a homogeneous ideal such
that T ∗/J has an (r − 1, n+ 1)-standard Hilbert function. Then we have Jd1

= Ann(fhom,d2)d1
since

H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r− 1 = H(T ∗/J, d1). Since the Hilbert polynomial of T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2) is
0, it follows from Lemma 4.1(ii) that the Hilbert polynomial of T ∗/J is 0. This contradicts the fact
that T ∗/J has an (r − 1, n+ 1)-standard Hilbert function.

From the Weak Border Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.6, it follows that bcr(fhom,d2) ≥ r and from Part (i)
we have an equality.

(iii) Suppose that J ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2) is such that T ∗/J has an (r, n+1)-standard Hilbert function. We will
consider the following five cases:

(I) d2 ≥ d1;

(II) d2 = d1 − 1 and H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r;

(III) d2 = d1 − 1, H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1 and H(T ∗/J, d1) = r − 1;

(IV) d2 = d1 − 1, H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1, H(T ∗/J, d1) = r and Jd1
= (Ann(f)hom)d1

;

(V) d2 = d1 − 1, H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1, H(T ∗/J, d1) = r and Jd1
6= (Ann(f)hom)d1

.

We explain that these are the only possible cases. Suppose that d2 = d1 − 1 and

H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) 6= r.

Then
H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1

by Lemma 3.6(iii). It suffices to show that if H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d1) = r − 1, then H(T ∗/J, d1) ∈
{r − 1, r}. This holds since T ∗/J has an (r, n+ 1)-standard Hilbert function and J ⊆ Ann(fhom,d2).

We prove that Jsat = Ann(f)hom in each case.

(I) By Lemma 3.8(ii) and Corollary 3.3

H(T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2), d2) = H(T ∗/Ann(f)hom, d2) = r.

In particular Jd2
= (Ann(f)hom)d2

. The ideal Ann(f)hom is generated in degrees at most
d1 ≤ d2, by Lemma 3.5. The ideals J and Ann(f)hom have the same Hilbert polynomial, so
by Lemma 4.1(i), we have Jsat = (Ann(f)hom)sat = Ann(f)hom. The last equality is true by
Lemma 3.1.
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(II) We have Jd1
= Ann(fhom,d2)d1

= (Ann(f)hom)d1
. The ideal Ann(f)hom is generated in degrees

at most d1 by Lemma 3.5. The ideals J and Ann(f)hom have the same Hilbert polynomial, so
by Lemma 4.1(i), we have Jsat = (Ann(f)hom)sat = Ann(f)hom. The last equality is true by
Lemma 3.1.

(III) We have Jd1
= Ann(fhom,d2)d1

and the ideal Ann(fhom,d2) is generated in degrees at most d1 by
Lemmas 3.6(iii) and 3.5. The Hilbert polynomial of T ∗/Ann(fhom,d2) is zero, so by Lemma 4.1(ii)
the Hilbert polynomial of T ∗/J is zero. This contradicts the assumption that T ∗/J has an
(r, n+ 1)-standard Hilbert function.

(IV) Proof is as in (II).

(V) The ideal J has a generator of the form αd1

0 + ρ, where ρ ∈ T ∗
d1

has degree smaller than d1 with
respect to α0 (again by Lemma 3.6(iii)). Since codimAnn(fhom,d2 )d1

Jd1
= 1, we have

codim(Ann(fhom,d2 )c)d1
(Jc)d1

≤ 1.

Here Kc denotes K ∩ S∗ for any ideal K ⊆ T ∗. We shall consider I = Ann(Fd1
). We have

Id1
⊆ (Ann(fhom,d2)c)d1

and H(S∗/I, d1) = 1. Therefore, we have

H(S∗/Jc, d1) ≤ H(S∗/Ann(fhom,d2)c, d1) + 1 ≤ H(S∗/I, d1) + 1 = 2.

Since d1 ≥ 2, it follows from the Macaulay’s bound ([7], Theorem 4.2.10) that for d ≥ d1 we have
H(S∗/Jc, d) ≤ 2. Hence

H(T ∗/J, d) ≤ H(S∗/Jc, d) + . . .+H(S∗/Jc, d− (d1 − 1)) ≤ 2d1 < r

for d ≥ 2d1−1. We used here Lemma 3.4. This gives a contradiction since the Hilbert polynomial
of T ∗/J is equal to r.

The following examples show that the assumptions of Theorem 4.3 are in general as sharp as possible.

Example 4.4. Let S = kdp[x1, x2], f = x
[2]
1 + x1x2 and assume d2 = d1 − 2 = 0. Then r = 4 and

Ann(fhom,0) = (α0, α
2
1 − α1α2, α

2
2). Consider the ideal J = (α2

0, α0α1, α
2
1 − α1α2). Then k[α0, α1, α2]/J

has Hilbert function h3. Therefore, the assumption d2 ≥ d1 − 1 in Theorem 4.3 (ii) cannot be weakened in
general.

Example 4.5. As in Example 4.4, let S = kdp[x1, x2] and f = x
[2]
1 + x1x2. Then r = 4 = 2d1. If d2 = 1,

then Ann(fhom,1) = (α2
0, α

2
1 −α1α2, α

2
2). The ideal J = (α2

0, α
2
1 −α1α2) is saturated and k[α0, α1, α2]/J has

Hilbert function h4. However, J does not contain α2
2 ∈ Ann(f)hom. Therefore, the assumption r > 2d1 in

Theorem 4.3 (iii) cannot be skipped.

Example 4.6. Let S = kdp[x1, x2, x3] and f = x1x2x3. Then r = 8 > 6 = 2d1. If d2 = d1 − 2 =
1, then Ann(fhom,1) = (α2

0, α
2
1, α

2
2, α

2
3). Consider the ideal J = (α3

0, α
2
0α1, α

2
1, α

2
0α2, α

2
2, α

2
0α3). Then

k[α0, α1, α2, α3]/J has Hilbert function h8 and Jsat = (α2
0, α

2
1, α

2
2) 6= Ann(f)hom. Therefore, the assumption

d2 ≥ d1 − 1 in Theorem 4.3 (iii) cannot be weakened in general.

5 14-th cactus variety of d-th Veronese embedding of Pn

In this section we assume that d ≥ 5 and n ≥ 6 are integers. We show that the cactus variety κ14(νd(P
n))

has two irreducible components, one of which is the secant variety σ14(νd(P
n)) and we describe the other one

(see Theorem 1.3). Furthermore for n ≥ 6 and d ≥ 6 we present an algorithm (Theorem 1.6) for deciding
whether [G] ∈ κ14(νd(P

n)) is in σ14(νd(P
n)).

Since the results of this section depend on the paper [36], in which the author works over the field
of complex numbers, in this section we will assume that k = C. In that case, the graded dual ring of a
polynomial ring is isomorphic to a polynomial ring.

Let HilbGor
r (X), where X = An or Pn, denote the open subset of the Hilbert scheme of r points on X

consisting of Gorenstein subschemes. Since we shall use the results of Casnati, Jelisiejew, and Notari from
[18] in this section, we give a brief summary.
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Theorem 5.1 (Casnati, Jelisiejew, Notari, [18]). We have the following:

(i) the scheme HilbGor
r (An) is irreducible for r < 14 and any n ∈ N,

(ii) the scheme HilbGor
14 (An) is reducible if and only if n ≥ 6,

(iii) if the scheme HilbGor
14 (An) is reducible, it has two irreducible components: HilbGor,sm

14 (An), the closure
of the set of smooth schemes, and Hn

1661,af , the closure of the set of local algebras with local Hilbert
function (1, 6, 6, 1).

Proof. See [18, Thm. A and B] for Parts (i) and (ii). Part (iii) follows from [18, Thm. 6.17 and Lem. 6.19].
For a precise proof, see [18, p. 1567].

In particular, it follows from Theorem 5.1 that HilbGor
r (Pn) is irreducible for r < 14. Therefore, in that

case, κr(νd(P
n)) = σr(νd(P

n)). Indeed, we have

κr(νd(P
n)) =

⋃
{〈νd(R)〉 | [R] ∈ HilbGor

r (Pn)} (5)

by [8, Prop. 2.2]. Therefore, irreducibility of HilbGor
r (Pn) implies κr(νd(P

n)) = σr(νd(P
n)). If n < 6, then

HilbGor
14 (Pn) is irreducible. Therefore, the cactus variety κ14(νd(P

n)) is irreducible for n < 6. Note that a
description of the cactus variety, similar to the one given by Equation (5), works over an arbitrary field (see
[14, Cor. 6.20]).

Part (iii) of Theorem 5.1 is the reason why in the next subsection we analyze algebras with local Hilbert
function (1, 6, 6, 1). It follows from the theory of Macaulay’s inverse systems ([26, Thm. 21.6]), that every
such algebra is the apolar algebra of a cubic polynomial.

5.1 The set of cubics with Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1)

In Lemma 5.3, we give a useful characterization of cubics f such that the Hilbert function of Apolar(f) is
(1, 6, 6, 1). This is inspired by [3, Ex. 8]. Then we establish Lemma 5.4 about topological properties of the
set of such cubics.

In this subsection S∗ = C[α1, . . . , αn], and S = C[x1, . . . , xn] is its graded dual. We assume that n ≥ 6.
Given f ∈ S, we denote by Fj its homogeneous part of degree j.

Lemma 5.2. Let W ⊆ S be a linear subspace. Then

H(Apolar(W ), k) = codimS∗
k
Ek,

where Ek = {θk ∈ S∗
k | there exists θ≥k+1 ∈ S∗

≥k+1 such that (θk + θ≥k+1)yW = 0}.

Proof. Let m be the maximal ideal of Apolar(W ). Then

H(Apolar(W ), k) = dimC m
k/mk+1

= codimS∗
≥k

Ann(W ) ∩ S∗
≥k − codimS∗

≥k+1
Ann(W ) ∩ S∗

≥k+1

= codimS∗
≥k
S∗
≥k+1 − codimAnn(W )∩S∗

≥k
Ann(W ) ∩ S∗

≥k+1

= dimC S
∗
k − dimC

Ann(W ) ∩ S∗
≥k

Ann(W ) ∩ S∗
≥k+1

= dimC S
∗
k − dimCEk.

Lemma 5.3. For [f ] ∈ PS≤3 the following are equivalent:

(a) Apolar(f) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1),

(b) there exists [U ] ∈ Gr(6, S1) such that F3 ∈ Sym3 U , F2 ∈ U · S1 and H(Apolar(F3), 1) = 6.
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Proof. By Iarrobino’s symmetric decomposition (see [18, Thm. 2.3 and the following remarks]), the algebra
Apolar(f) has Hilbert function (1, c + e, c, 1), where (1, c, c, 1) is the Hilbert function of Apolar(F3). From
Lemma 5.2, we know that c+ e = codimS∗

1
E1, where

E1 = {θ1 ∈ S∗
1 | there exists θ≥2 ∈ S∗

≥2 such that (θ1 + θ≥2)yf = 0}.

We use the following computation

(θ3 + θ2 + θ1)y(F3 + F2 + F1 + F0) = (θ1yF3) + (θ1yF2 + θ2yF3) + (θ1yF1 + θ2yF2 + θ3yF3). (6)

Assume that Apolar(f) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1). We will show that condition (b) is satisfied. Let
U be S∗

2yF3, which is 6 dimensional, since the Hilbert function of Apolar(F3) is (1, 6, 6, 1) by the above
discussion. It is enough to show that F2 ∈ U · S1. Assume that this does not hold. Up to a linear change of
variables we can assume that U = 〈x1, x2, . . . , x6〉. Let V = 〈x7, x8, . . . , xn〉. By classification of quadratic
forms over C we may assume that F2 = x2n +H +K, where H ∈ Sym2(〈x7, x8, . . . , xn−1〉) and K ∈ S1 · U .
Then αnyF2 /∈ U and hence αn /∈ E1 by Equation (6).

We claim that dimCE1 ≤ n − 7. It suffices to show that the classes of α1, α2, . . . , α6, αn are linearly
independent in the vector space S∗

1/E1. Let ω = a1α1 + a2α2 + . . . + a6α6 for some a1, . . . , a6 ∈ C and
assume that there is b ∈ C and θ≥2 ∈ S∗

≥2 such that (ω + bαn + θ≥2)yf = 0. Then by Equation (6) we
get (ω + bαn)yF3 = 0. Since U = S∗

2yF3 = 〈x1, x2, . . . , x6〉, it follows that F3 is a polynomial in x1, . . . , x6.
Therefore, bαnyF3 = 0 and as a consequence ωyF3 = 0. We know that Apolar(F3) has Hilbert function
(1, 6, 6, 1), thus ω = 0. As a result, bαn ∈ E1, which shows that b = 0.

Having established that dimCE1 ≤ n − 7, we get from Lemma 5.2 that H(Apolar(f), 1) ≥ 7. This
contradicts the assumption that H(Apolar(f), 1) = 6.

For the other direction, assume that (b) holds, we will show that Apolar(f) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1).
It is enough to show that codimS∗

1
E1 = 6. By assumption dimC Ann(F3)1 = n − 6, so it suffices to show

that E1 = Ann(F3)1. Assume that θ = θ3 + θ2 + θ1 ∈ Ann(f). Then it follows from Equation (6) that
θ1 ∈ Ann(F3)1. Thus E1 ⊆ Ann(F3)1. Let us take θ1 ∈ Ann(F3)1. From the assumption F2 =

∑
i uihi,

where ui ∈ U, hi ∈ S1. Therefore,

θ1yF2 =
∑

i

ui(θ1yhi) ∈ U.

Since (−)yF3 : S∗
2 → U is surjective, there exists θ2 ∈ S∗

2 such that θ2yF3 = −θ1yF2. By Equation (6) it is
enough to observe that there exists θ3 ∈ S∗

3 such that θ3yF3 = −(θ1yF1 + θ2yF2).

Lemma 5.4. The following subset

A = {[f ] ∈ PS≤3 |Apolar(f) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1)}

is irreducible, of dimension 13n+ 5, and locally closed. Moreover the set

B = {[f ] ∈ A |[SpecApolar(f)] /∈ HilbGor,sm
14 (An)}

is dense in A.

Proof. Consider

A = {([U ], [f ]) ∈ Gr(6, S1)× PS≤3 | [f ] ∈ P(Sym3 U ⊕ (S1 · U)⊕ S≤1)}

and
A0 = {([U ], [f ]) ∈ A | H(Apolar(F3), 1) = 6}.

We have a pullback diagram

A Fl(1, 7n+ 42, S≤3)

Gr(6, S1) Gr(7n+ 42, S≤3)
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where Fl(1, 7n+42, S≤3) is the flag variety parametrizing flags of subspaces M ⊆ N ⊆ S≤3 with dimCM = 1,
dimCN = 7n+ 42 and the lower horizontal map sends [U ] to [Sym3 U ⊕ (S1 · U)⊕ S≤1].

The varieties A and Gr(6, S1) are projective. Moreover, the left vertical map is surjective and its fibers
are irreducible varieties isomorphic to P7n+41. Since P7n+41 is irreducible, it follows from [41, Thm. 1.25 and
1.26] that A is irreducible and of dimension 6(n− 6) + 7n+ 41 = 13n+ 5.

We will show that A0 is open in A. Consider the subset

B = {([U ], [f ]) ∈ Gr(6, S1)× PS≤3 | H(Apolar(F3), 1) ≥ 6}.

Observe that A0 = A ∩ B. It is enough to show that B is open in Gr(6, S1)× PS≤3. Let

C = {[f ] ∈ PS≤3 | H(Apolar(F3), 1) ≥ 6}.

It suffices to show that C is open in PS≤3, which holds since its complement is given by catalecticant minors.
We have established that A0 = A∩ B is open in A.

By Lemma 5.3 we have A = π2(A
0), where π2 : Gr(6, S1) × PS≤3 → PS≤3 is the projection. Since

π2|A0 : A0 → A has a finite fiber over every point, it follows from [44, Thm. 11.4.1] that A is irreducible and
of dimension 13n+ 5.

We know that A = π2(A
0) = π2(A) ∩ C, which is locally closed since π2(A) is closed and C is open.

Therefore we have a morphism µ : A→ HilbGor
14 (An) given on closed points by [f ] 7→ [SpecS∗/Ann(f)], see

Theorem A.1.
By Theorem 5.1, the scheme HilbGor

14 (An) has two irreducible components HilbGor,sm
14 (An) and Hn

1661,af .

We obtain B = µ−1(Hn
1661,af \ HilbGor,sm

14 (An)), so it is open in A. Since B is non-empty (see [36, Rmk.
3.7], and [14, Thm. 3.16, Prop. 5.6]) and A is irreducible, it follows that B is dense in A.

5.2 Proofs of the main theorems

We will consider the polynomial ring T ∗ = C[α0, α1, . . . , αn], and its graded dual T = C[x0, x1, . . . , xn],
where n ≥ 6. Since we assume k = C, the graded dual ring T is isomorphic to a polynomial ring. Given
f ∈ T , we denote by Fj its homogeneous part of degree j. Recall Definition 1.2.

Our goal is to characterize for d ≥ 5 and n ≥ 6 the closure of the set-theoretic difference between the
cactus variety κ14(νd(PT1)) and the secant variety σ14(νd(PT1)). For n = 6 and d ≥ 5 this closure consists
of points [G] ∈ PTd with G divisible by (d − 3)-rd power of a linear form. However for n > 6 the situation
is more complicated.

For d ≥ 3 we will define a subset η14(νd(P
n)) of the cactus variety κ14(νd(P

n)). Later, in Theorem 1.3,
it will be shown that for d ≥ 5

κ14(νd(P
n)) = σ14(νd(P

n)) ∪ η14(νd(P
n))

is the decomposition into irreducible components.
Consider the following rational map ϕ, which assigns to a scheme R its projective linear span 〈vd(R)〉

ϕ : HilbGor
14 (Pn) Gr(14, Symd

Cn+1).

Let U ⊆ HilbGor
14 (Pn) be a dense open subset on which ϕ is regular.

Consider the projectivized universal bundle PS over Gr(14, Symd
Cn+1), given as a set by

PS = {([P ], [p]) ∈ Gr(14, Symd
C

n+1)× P(Symd
C

n+1) | p ∈ P},

together with the inclusion i : PS →֒ Gr(14, Symd
Cn+1)×P(Symd

Cn+1). We pull the commutative diagram

PS Gr(14, Symd
C

n+1)× P(Symd
C

n+1)

Gr(14, Symd
Cn+1)

i

π

pr1
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back along ϕ to U , getting the commutative diagram

ϕ∗(PS) U × P(Symd
Cn+1)

U .

ϕ∗i

ϕ∗π

pr1

Let Y be the closure of ϕ∗(PS) inside HilbGor
14 (Pn)×P(Symd

C
n+1). The scheme Y has two irreducible compo-

nents, Y1 and Y2, corresponding to two irreducible components of HilbGor
14 (Pn), the schemes HilbGor,sm

14 (Pn)
and H1661, respectively. For the description of irreducible components of HilbGor

14 (Pn), see Theorem 5.1.
Then

κ14(νd(P
n)) = pr2(Y ), (7)

σ14(νd(P
n)) = pr2(Y1), and we define (8)

η14(νd(P
n)) := pr2(Y2). (9)

In Proposition 5.6, we bound from above the dimension of the irreducible subset η14(νd(P
n)) by 14n+5.

Later, in Theorem 1.3, we will identify a (14n+ 5)-dimensional subset of κ14(νd(P
n)) \ σ14(νd(P

n)). It will
allow us to conclude that the closure of this subset is η14(νd(P

n)).

Lemma 5.5. For n ≥ 6 the component H1661 has dimension 14n− 8. Let [R] ∈ H1661 ⊆ HilbGor
14 (Pn) be a

non-smoothable subscheme. Then the dimension of the tangent space dimC T[R]Hilb
Gor
14 (Pn) equals 14n− 8.

Proof. For m ≥ 6 we use the notation Hm
1661 for the non-smoothable component of HilbGor

14 (Pm). Let Am ⊆
Pm be the complement of a hyperplane, then HilbGor

14 (Am) is an open subset of HilbGor
14 (Pm). We denote

Hm
1661 ∩HilbGor

14 (Am) by Hm
1661,af , as in Theorem 5.1. Let Zm := {[R] ∈ Hm

1661,af | Supp(R) = 0}. Observe
that dimZm = dimHm

1661,af −m, since Hm
1661,af is a trivial Am-bundle over Zm. By [13, Prop. A.4] we have

dimZn = 13n+dimZ6 − 78. Thus dimZn = 13n− 8, since dimZ6 = dimH6
1661,af − dimA6 = 76− 6 = 70,

see [36, Thm. 1.1. parts 2., 3.]. It follows that dimHn
1661 = dimHn

1661,af = 14n− 8.

Let R′ ⊆ P6 be a subscheme abstractly isomorphic with R. From [19, Lem. 2.3] we have

dimC T[R]Hilb
Gor
14 (Pn) = 14n+ T[R′]Hilb

Gor
14 (P6)− 84.

From [14, Thm. 1.1] R′ is non-smoothable, hence dimT[R′]Hilb
Gor
14 (P6) = 76 by [36, Claim 3].

Proposition 5.6. The dimension of η14(νd(P
n)) is at most 14n+ 5.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

P(Symd
Cn+1) ⊇ σ ∪ η Y1 ∪ Y2 PS

HilbGor
14 (Pn) HilbGor,sm

14 (Pn) ∪H1661 Gr(14, Symd
Cn+1)

χ

where σ and η denote σ14(νd(P
n)) and η14(νd(P

n)), respectively, and χ : Y1 ∪ Y2 → HilbGor
14 (Pn) is the

projection. Then dim η14(νd(P
n)) ≤ dim(Y2) = dimH1661 + 13, where 13 is the dimension of the general

fiber of the map χ|Y2
: Y2 → H1661. It follows from Lemma 5.5, that dimH1661 = 14n − 8 and therefore

dim η14(νd(P
n)) ≤ 14n+ 5.

In the rest of the section we use the notation fHd as introduced in Definition 1.2.

Proposition 5.7. Let T be defined as at the beginning of this subsection and let (y0, y1, . . . , yn) be a C-
basis of T1. Assume that G = yd−3

0 P for some natural number d ≥ 5 and P ∈ T3. Define f := P |y0=1 =
F3 + F2 + F1 + F0 ∈ R := C[y1, . . . , yn]. If f satisfies the following conditions:

(a) Apolar(fHd) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1),

(b) [SpecApolar(fHd)] /∈ HilbGor,sm
14 (An),
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then [G] ∈ η14(νd(P
n)) \ σ14(νd(P

n)).

Proof. By Condition (a) we have dimC(R
∗/Ann(fHd)) = 14. Therefore from Theorem 4.3 (i)

cr(G) = cr (

3∑

i=0

y
[d−i]
0 FHd

i ) ≤ 14.

From the Border Apolarity Lemma 2.3, if [G] ∈ σ14(νd(P
n)) then there exists J ⊆ Ann(G) with [J ] ∈

Slip14,PT1
⊆ Hilbh14

T∗ . Thus [Proj(T ∗/Jsat)] ∈ Hilbsm14 (Pn). The Hilbert function ofR∗/Ann(FHd
3 ) is (1, 6, 6, 1)

by [18, Thm. 2.3 and the following remarks]. In particular, FHd
3 is not a power of a linear form. From

Theorem 4.3 (iii) it follows that Jsat = Ann(fHd)hom, so

[Spec(R∗/Ann(fHd))] ∈ HilbGor,sm
14 (An).

This contradicts Condition (b).

Finally we present the proof of the characterization of points of the second irreducible component of the
cactus variety.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4. We first prove Part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 for η14(νd(P
n)) defined as

in Equation (9). Let ψ : PT1×PT3 → PTd be given by ([y0], [P ]) 7→ [yd−3
0 P ] and let q : (T1\{0})×(T3\{0}) →

PT1 × PT3 be the natural map. Let

C = {(y0, P ) ∈ T1 × T3 | there exists a completion of y0 to a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1 such that

Apolar((P |y0=1)
Hd) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1)}.

Note that the set from the statement is ψ(q(C)). We define

D = {(y0, P ) ∈ C | [SpecApolar((P |y0=1)
Hd)] /∈ HilbGor,sm

14 (An)}.

We claim that the set C is irreducible, D is dense in C, and that dimD = dimC = 14n + 7. In order to
prove the claim, we consider the morphism ϕ : GL(T1)× T3 → T3 given by a change of basis. Then we have
a product morphism

τ : GL(T1)× T3 → T1 × T3, given by (a, P ) 7→ (a(x0), ϕ(a, P )).

Recall the sets A, and B from Lemma 5.4. Let Â and B̂ be the affine cones over A and B with origins
removed. Let χ : S≤3 → T3 be the inverse of the C-linear isomorphism T3 → S≤3 given by P 7→ (P |x0=1)

Hd.

We have τ(GL(T1) × χ(Â)) = C and τ(GL(T1) × χ(B̂)) = D. These follow from the definitions of the sets
A,B,C,D and the identity

(ϕ(a, χ(f))|a(x0)=1)
Hd = f(a(x1), . . . , a(xn)) for every f ∈ S≤3 and a ∈ GL(T1).

It follows from Lemma 5.4 that C is irreducible,D is dense in C, and dimD = dimC = (n+1)+(13n+6) =
14n + 7. By Proposition 5.7 if (y0, P ) ∈ D and G = yd−3

0 P then [G] ∈ η14(νd(P
n)). Hence we have the

inclusion ψ(q(C)) ⊆ η14(νd(P
n)).

Now we prove that in fact ψ(q(C)) = η14(νd(P
n)). It follows from Proposition 5.6 that for every d ≥ 5

we have
dim(η14(νd(P

n))) ≤ 14n+ 5 ≤ dim(q(C)) = dim(q(C)) = dimψ(q(C)).

The last equality follows from [44, Thm. 11.4.1], since the fibers of ψ are finite. Hence ψ(q(C)) = η14(νd(P
n)).

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.3(ii).
We proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.3(i). By Theorem 5.1, the scheme HilbGor

14 (Pn) has two irre-
ducible components. Thus, the variety κ14(νd(P

n)) has at most two irreducible components: σ14(νd(P
n))

and η14(νd(P
n)) by Equations (7), (8), (9). Let [f ] ∈ B, where B is as in Lemma 5.4. Then by Proposi-

tion 5.7 we get [fhom,d−3] ∈ κ14(νd(P
n)) \ σ14(νd(P

n)). It is enough to show that η14(νd(P
n) 6= κ14(νd(P

n)).
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By Part (ii) every [G] ∈ η14(νd(P
n)) is divisible by the (d − 3)-rd power of a linear form. Therefore,

[xd0 + xd1] ∈ κ14(νd(P
n)) \ η14(νd(P

n)).
Now we prove Corollary 1.4. The cactus variety κ14(νd(P

6)) has two irreducible components by Part (i)
of Theorem 1.3. Assume that n = 6. Then in the above notation the closure of q(C) in PT1 × PT3 has
the maximal dimension 14 · 6 + 5 = 89. Thus q(C) = PT1 × PT3. It follows that η14(νd(P

6)) = ψ(q(C)) =
ψ(PT1 × PT3).

Proposition 5.8. Let d ≥ 4 be an integer, y0 ∈ T1, Q ∈ T2. Define G = yd−2
0 Q ∈ Td. If [G] ∈ κr(νd(P

n))
for a positive integer r, then [G] ∈ σr(νd(P

n)).

Proof. Complete y0 to a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1. Let S = C[y1, ..., yn] and q = Q2+Q1+Q0 ∈ S be such

that G = Q2y
[d−2]
0 + Q1y

[d−1]
0 +Q0y

[d]
0 . By Theorem 4.3(ii) we have dimC S

∗/Ann(q) = s for some s ≤ r.
Therefore,

[ProjT ∗/Ann(q)hom] ∈ Hilbs(P
n).

By [17, Prop. 4.9] this subscheme is smoothable. Hence, it follows from Lemma 3.9 that [G] ∈ σr(νd(P
n)).

The following lemma gives a description of the set-theoretic difference of the cactus variety and the secant
variety. We need it to give a clear proof of Theorem 1.6.

Lemma 5.9. Let d ≥ 6, n ≥ 6. The point [G] ∈ κ14(νd(P
n)) does not belong to σ14(νd(P

n)) if and only if
there exists a linear form y0 ∈ T1, and P ∈ T3 such that G = yd−3

0 P and for any completion of y0 to a basis
of T1 we have:

(a) Apolar((P |y0=1)
Hd) has Hilbert function (1, 6, 6, 1),

(b) [SpecApolar((P |y0=1)
Hd)] /∈ HilbGor,sm

14 (An).

Proof. If y0 ∈ T1 and P ∈ T3 are such that G = yd−3
0 P , and there exists a completion of y0 to a basis

(y0, . . . , yn) of T1, for which Conditions (a),(b) hold, we get

[G] /∈ σ14(νd(P
n))

by Proposition 5.7.
Assume that [G] /∈ σ14(νd(P

n)). Then by Theorem 1.3 there exists a linear form y0 ∈ T1 such that yd−3
0 |

G. Using Proposition 5.8 we conclude that G is not divisible by yd−2
0 . Hence we showed that G = yd−3

0 P
for some P ∈ T3. Extend y0 to a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn). Let f = P |y0=1. Suppose f = F3 + F2 + F1 + F0.

Now we prove Conditions (a), (b) hold. It follows from the definition of ()Hd that fHd = FHd
3 + FHd

2 +
FHd
1 + FHd

0 ∈ C[y1, . . . , yn]. We have

G =

3∑

i=0

y
[d−i]
0 FHd

i .

By Lemma 3.6 (i)
Ann(fHd)hom ⊆ Ann(G).

If dimC(Apolar(f
Hd)) ≤ 13, then cr(G) ≤ 13 by the Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.5, since Ann(fHd)hom is

saturated by Lemma 3.1. Therefore, [G] ∈ κ13(νd(P
n)) = σ13(νd(P

n)) ⊆ σ14(νd(P
n)), a contradiction.

From Theorem 4.3(ii) we obtain dimC(Apolar(f
Hd)) ≤ 14. We proved that dimC(Apolar(f

Hd)) = 14.
Since we assumed that [G] 6∈ σ14(νd(P

n)), it follows from Lemma 3.9 that SpecApolar(fHd) is not smoothable.
This implies Condition (b) holds. By [18, Thm. 2.3] and [18, Prop. 6.11] the algebra Apolar(fHd) has Hilbert
function (1, 6, 6, 1). Thus we proved Condition (a) holds.

Steps 2–5 of the algorithm from Theorem 1.6 check whether G is of the form as in Lemma 5.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Assume that [G] /∈ σ14(νd(P
n)). Then there exist a basis (y0, . . . , yn) of T1 and P ∈ T3

as in Lemma 5.9. Let f = P |y0=1. It follows from the definition of ()Hd that fHd = FHd
3 +FHd

2 +FHd
1 +FHd

0 ∈

C[y1, . . . , yn]. Therefore, G = y
[d−3]
0 FHd

3 + y
[d−2]
0 FHd

2 + y
[d−1]
0 FHd

1 + y
[d]
0 FHd

0 . By Lemma 3.6(ii), we have
Ann(G)≤d−3 = (Ann(fHd)hom)≤d−3. Moreover, by Lemma 3.5,

((Ann(fHd)hom)≤d−3) = Ann(fHd)hom (10)
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(the assumptions of the lemma are satisfied since Apolar(FHd
3 ) and Apolar(fHd) have the same Hilbert

function by [18, Thm. 2.3 and the following remarks]). Therefore, we have

a =
√
(Ann(G)≤d−3) =

√
Ann(fHd)hom = (β1, . . . , βn),

where β1, . . . , βn ∈ T ∗
1 are dual to y1, . . . , yn ∈ T1. This shows that if the C-linear space

(√
(Ann(G)≤d−3)

)
1

is not n-dimensional, then [G] ∈ σ14(νd(P
n)). Therefore, in that case, algorithm stops correctly at Step 2.

Assume that the algorithm did not stop at Step 2. Then if G is of the form as in Lemma 5.9, then y0
divides G exactly d− 3 times. Otherwise [G] ∈ σ14(νd(P

n)) and the algorithm stops correctly at Step 3.
Assume that the algorithm did not stop at Step 3. Then the algorithm does not stop at Step 4 if and

only if Condition (a) of Lemma 5.9 is fulfilled. Therefore, if the Hilbert function of R∗/Ann(fHd) is not
equal to (1, 6, 6, 1), the algorithm stops correctly at Step 4.

Assume that the algorithm did not stop at Step 4. Then P satisfies Condition (a) from Lemma 5.9. Hence
[G] is in σ14(νd(P

n)) if and only if P does not satisfy Condition (b). Using Lemma 5.5, this is equivalent to

dimC HomR∗(I, R∗/I) > 14n− 8.

The left term is the dimension of the tangent space to the Hilbert scheme HilbGor
14 (An) at the point

[SpecR∗/I] (see [33, Prop. 2.3] or [40, Thm. 18.29]).

Remark 5.10. The algorithm is stated for d ≥ 6 even though it is based on Theorem 1.3 which works for
d ≥ 5. The reason for this is that we needed d ≥ 6 to obtain Equation (10) and for Lemma 5.9 to work. We
do not know a counterexample for the algorithm in case d = 5.

Equations defining the cactus variety κ14(ν6(P
n)) for n ≥ 6 are unknown and there is no example of an

explicit equation of the secant variety σ14(ν6(P
n)) which does not vanish on the cactus variety. We present

some known results about 14-th secant and cactus varieties of Veronese embeddings of P6.

Remark 5.11. Let V be a 7-dimensional complex vector space. The catalecticant minors define a subscheme
of P(Sym6 V ), one of whose irreducible components is the secant variety σ14(ν6(PV )) (see [35, Thm. 4.10A]).
Moreover, these equations are known to vanish on the cactus variety κ14(ν6(PV )) (see [8, Prop. 3.6], or [28]).
Example 5.12 shows that the catalecticant minors do not define κ14(ν6(PV )) set-theoretically. However, if
we consider the d-th Veronese for d ≥ 28, then the catalecticant minors are enough to define κ14(νd(PV ))
set-theoretically, see [8, Thm. 1.5]. The article [38] gives an extensive list of results on equations of secant
varieties but in the case of σ14(ν6(PV )) it does not improve the result in [35].

Example 5.12. Let F = x60+x
2
1x

2
2x

2
3+x

3
4x

2
5x6 ∈ T = C[x0, . . . , x6]. Then Hilbert function of T ∗/Ann(F ) is

(1, 7, 12, 14, 12, 7, 1) but there is only one minimal homogeneous generator of Ann(F ) in degree 4. Therefore,
there is no homogeneous ideal J in T ∗ such that T ∗/J has a (14, 7)-standard Hilbert function and J is
contained in Ann(F ). Thus bcr(F ) > 14 by the Weak Border Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.6, even though
the Hilbert function of T ∗/Ann(F ) is bounded by 14.

6 (8,3)-th Grassmann cactus variety of Veronese embeddings of Pn

In this section we show that the Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(P
n)) has two irreducible components for

d ≥ 5 and n ≥ 4, one of which is the Grassmann secant variety σ8,3(νd(P
n)) and the other one is described in

Theorem 6.1. Furthermore, we present an algorithm (Theorem 6.11) for deciding whether [V ] ∈ κ8,3(νd(P
n))

is in σ8,3(νd(P
n)).

We will assume that k = C because of technical reasons. In that case, the graded dual ring of a polynomial
ring is isomorphic to a polynomial ring.

It follows from [17] that for n ≥ 4, k ≥ 1 and d ≥ 2 the Grassmann cactus variety κ8,k(νd(PC
n+1)) has at

most two irreducible components. The main result of this section is Theorem 6.1, analogous to Theorem 1.3.
In Part (i) we verify that for all d ≥ 5 and all n ≥ 4 the Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(PC

n+1)) is
reducible. The main result is Part (ii) which describes the irreducible component other than σ8,3(νd(PC

n+1)).

Theorem 6.1. Let n ≥ 4 and d ≥ 5 be integers and consider the polynomial ring T = C[x0, . . . , xn].
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(i) The Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(PT1)) has two irreducible components, one of which is the Grass-
mann secant variety σ8,3(νd(PT1)), and we denote the other one by η8,3(νd(PT1)).

(ii) The irreducible component η8,3(νd(PT1)) is the closure of the following set

{[yd−2
0 U ] ∈ Gr(3, Td) | y0 ∈ T1 \ {0}, U ∈ Gr(3, T2), and there exists a completion of y0 to a basis

(y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1 such that Apolar((U |y0=1)
Hd) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3)}.

For n = 4, Theorem 6.1 has the following simple form.

Corollary 6.2. Let d ≥ 5, the Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(P
4)) has two irreducible components: the

Grassmann secant variety σ8,3(νd(P
4)) and the variety η8,3(νd(P

4)) consisting of 3-dimensional vector spaces
divisible by a (d− 2)-nd power of a linear form.

Let Hilbr(X), where X = An or Pn, denote the Hilbert scheme of r points on X . Since we shall use the
results of Cartwright, Erman, Velasco and Viray from [17] in this section, we give a brief summary.

Theorem 6.3 ([17, Thm. 1.1]). We have the following:

(i) the scheme Hilbr(A
n) is irreducible for r < 8 and any n ∈ N,

(ii) the scheme Hilb8(A
n) is reducible if and only if n ≥ 4,

(iii) if the scheme Hilb8(A
n) is reducible, it has two irreducible components Hilbsm8 (An), the closure of the

set of smooth schemes, and Hn
143,af the closure of the set of local algebras with local Hilbert function

(1, 4, 3).

Remark 6.4. By Theorem 6.3, we know that σr,k(νd(P
n)) = κr,k(νd(P

n)) for r ≤ 7, and any k, n, d, and that
σ8,k(νd(P

n)) = κ8,k(νd(P
n)) for n ≤ 3, and any k, d. In addition, we claim that σ8,2(νd(P

n)) = κ8,2(νd(P
n))

for any n. We sketch the proof. All local algebras of length at most 8 and socle dimension at most 2 are
smoothable by Theorem 6.3. Hence the claim follows from the fact that κr,k(νd(P

n)) is the closure of the
following set

{R →֒ P
n | lengthR ≤ r, H0(R,OR) is a product of local algebras of socle dimension at most k}

(a generalization of [8, Prop. 2.2]). Detailed proof of this fact is outside the main interests of this article,
hence we skip it.

It follows from the above discussion that the number k = 3 is the smallest one such that the variety
κ8,k(νd(P

n)) can be reducible for some d, n. That is why we focus on studying κ8,3(νd(P
n)) for n ≥ 4.

Part (iii) of Theorem 6.3 is why we analyze algebras with local Hilbert function (1, 4, 3) in the next
section. It follows from the theory of Macaulay’s inverse systems ([26, Thm. 21.6]) that every such algebra
is the apolar algebra of a linear subspace of three (non-necessarily homogeneous) quadrics.

6.1 The set of subspaces with Hilbert function (1, 4, 3)

In Lemma 6.5, we give a useful characterization of subspaces W of a polynomial ring such that the Hilbert
function of Apolar(W ) is (1, 4, 3). Then we establish Lemma 6.6 about topological properties of the set of
such subspaces.

In this subsection S∗ = C[α1, . . . , αn], and S = C[x1, . . . , xn] is its graded dual. We assume that n ≥ 4.
Given an integer i, and a linear subspace W ⊆ S, we denote by Wi the image of the projection of W onto
the i-th graded part.

Lemma 6.5. For [W ] ∈ Gr(3, S≤2) the following are equivalent:

(a) Apolar(W ) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3),

(b) dimCW2 = 3, [W ] ∈ Gr(3, Sym2 U ⊕ S≤1) for some [U ] ∈ Gr(4, S1) and H(Apolar(W2), 1) = 4,
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(c) Apolar(W2) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3).

Proof. Conditions (b) and (c) are equivalent. We shall show that Conditions (a) and (c) are equivalent.
Observe that H(Apolar(W ), 2) = 3 if and only if dimCW2 = 3 since H(Apolar(W ), 2) = H(Apolar(W2), 2).

Therefore, we are left to show that H(Apolar(W ), 1) = 4 if and only if H(Apolar(W2), 1) = 4. By
Lemma 5.2, we obtain H(Apolar(W ), 1) = codimS∗

1
(E1), where

E1 = {θ1 ∈ S∗
1 | there exists θ≥2 ∈ S∗

≥2 such that θ1 + θ≥2 ∈ Ann(W )}.

We will show that E1 = Ann(W2)1.
Let W = 〈Qj + Lj + Cj | j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, Qj ∈ S2, Lj ∈ S1 and Cj ∈ S0〉. Assume that θ1 ∈ E1 and let
θ1 + θ≥2 ∈ Ann(W ) for some θ≥2 ∈ S∗

≥2. Then for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}

0 = (θ1 + θ≥2)y(Qj + Lj + Cj) = (θ1yQj) + (θ1yLj + θ≥2yQj),

so θ1yQj = 0 for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
Now assume that θ1 ∈ Ann(W2). Since dimCW2 = 3, there is θ2 ∈ S∗

2 such that θ2yQj = −θ1yLj for
j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then θ1 + θ2 ∈ Ann(W ), so θ1 ∈ E1.

Lemma 6.6. The following subset

A = {[W ] ∈ Gr(3, S≤2) | Apolar(W ) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3)}.

is irreducible, of dimension 7n+ 8, and locally closed. Moreover the set

B = {[W ] ∈ A | [SpecApolar(W )] /∈ Hilbsm8 (An)}

is dense in A.

Proof. Consider

A = {([U ], [W ]) ∈ Gr(4, S1)×Gr(3, S≤2) | [W ] ∈ Gr(3, Sym2 U ⊕ S≤1)}.

and
A0 = {([U ], [W ]) ∈ A | H(Apolar(W2), 1) = 4}.

We have a pullback diagram

A Fl(3, n+ 11, S≤2)

Gr(4, S1) Gr(n+ 11, S≤2)

where Fl(3, n+11, S≤2) is the flag variety parametrizing flags of subspaces M ⊆ N ⊆ S≤2 with dimCM = 3,
dimCN = n+ 11 and the lower horizontal map sends [U ] to [Sym2 U ⊕ S≤1].

The varieties A and Gr(4, S1) are projective. Moreover, the left vertical map is surjective and its fibers are
irreducible and isomorphic to Gr(3, n+11). Since Gr(3, n+11) is irreducible, it follows from [41, Thm. 1.25
and 1.26] that A is irreducible and of dimension 4(n− 4) + 3(n+ 8) = 7n+ 8.

We will show that A0 is open in A. Consider the subset

B = {([U ], [W ]) ∈ Gr(4, S1)×Gr(3, S≤2) | H(Apolar(W2), 1) ≥ 4}.

Observe that A0 = A ∩ B, therefore it is enough to show that B is open in Gr(4, S1)×Gr(3, S≤2). Let

C = {[W ] ∈ Gr(3, S≤2) | H(Apolar(W2), 1) ≥ 4}.

It is enough to show that C is open in Gr(3, S≤2). Let

D = {([U ], [W ]) ∈ Gr(3, S1)×Gr(3, S≤2) | [W ] ∈ Gr(3, Sym2(U)⊕ S≤1)},
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and ρ2 : Gr(3, S1)×Gr(3, S≤2) → Gr(3, S≤2) be the natural projection. Observe that the complement of C
in Gr(3, S≤2) is equal to ρ2(D) which is closed since D is projective. This concludes the proof that A0 is
open in A.

By Lemma 6.5 we have A = π2(A
0) ∩ F , where

F = {[W ] ∈ Gr(3, S≤2) | dimCW2 = 3}

and π2 : Gr(4, S1)×Gr(3, S≤2) → Gr(3, S≤2) is the projection.
Since π2|A0 : A0 → π2(A

0) has a finite fiber over a general point, it follows from [44, Thm. 11.4.1] that
π2(A

0) is irreducible and of dimension 7n + 8. The subset F ⊆ Gr(3, S≤2) is open and π2(A
0) ∩ F is

non-empty, so A = π2(A
0) ∩ F is irreducible and of dimension 7n+ 8.

We know that A = π2(A) ∩ C ∩ F , so A is locally closed since π2(A) is closed and C, F are open.
Therefore, we have a morphism µ : A→ Hilb8(A

n) given on closed points by [W ] 7→ [SpecS∗/Ann(W )], see
Theorem A.1.

By Theorem 6.3, the scheme Hilb8(A
n) has two irreducible components Hilbsm8 (An) and Hn

143,af . We

obtain B = µ−1(Hn
143,af \ Hilbsm8 (An)), so it is open in A. We claim that B is non-empty. Indeed, consider

the subspace W = 〈x2x4, x1x3, x2x3 − x1x4〉 ⊆ S≤2. By Lemma 6.5 we have that [W ] ∈ A. Furthermore, we
can calculate that

Ann(W ) = (α2
1, α

2
2, α

2
3, α

2
4, α1α2, α3α4, α1α4 + α2α3, α5, α6, . . . , αn),

and therefore ApolarW is non-smoothable, see [17, the proof of Prop. 5.1]. This finishes the proof of the
claim. Since B is open and non-empty and A is irreducible, it follows that B is dense in A.

6.2 Proofs of the main theorems

We will consider the polynomial ring T ∗ = C[α0, α1, . . . , αn], and its graded dual T = C[x0, x1, . . . , xn],
where n ≥ 4. Since we assume k = C, the graded dual ring T is isomorphic to a polynomial ring. Recall
Definitions 1.2, 1.7.

Our goal is to characterize for d ≥ 5 and n ≥ 4 the closure of the set-theoretic difference between the
cactus variety κ8,3(νd(PT1)) and the secant variety σ8,3(νd(PT1)). For n = 4 and d ≥ 5 this closure consists
of points [V ] ∈ Gr(3, Td) with V divisible by (d − 2)-nd power of a linear form. However for n > 4 the
situation is more complicated.

We start with showing that points of Gr(3, Td) corresponding to subspaces divisible by (d− 1)-st power
of a linear form are in the Grassmann secant variety σ8,3(νd(PT1)).

Proposition 6.7. Let d ≥ 2 and n ≥ 4 be integers, y0 ∈ T1 and [U ] ∈ Gr(3, T1). Define V = yd−1
0 U ∈

Gr(3, Td). Then cr(V ) ≤ 4, so [V ] ∈ κ4,3(νd(PT1)) = σ4,3(νd(PT1)) ⊆ σ8,3(νd(PT1)).

Proof. Up to a linear change of variables, V is of one of the following forms

1. V = 〈xd−1
0 x1, x

d−1
0 x2, x

d−1
0 x3〉 or

2. V = 〈xd0 , x
d−1
0 x1, x

d−1
0 x2〉.

Then V =Whom,d2 for d2 = d− 1, where W is correspondingly

1. W = 〈x1, x2, x3〉 or

2. W = 〈1, x1, x2〉.

In either case, dimC S
∗/Ann(W ) ≤ 4, so cr(V ) = cr(Whom,d2) ≤ 4 by Theorem 4.2(i).

For d ≥ 2 we will define a subset η8,3(νd(P
n)) of the Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(P

n)). Later, in
Theorem 6.1, it will be shown that for d ≥ 5

κ8,3(νd(P
n)) = σ8,3(νd(P

n)) ∪ η8,3(νd(P
n))

is the decomposition into irreducible components.

24



Consider the following rational map ϕ, which assigns to a scheme R its projective linear span 〈vd(R)〉

ϕ : Hilb8(P
n) Gr(8, Symd

Cn+1).

Let U ⊆ Hilb8(P
n) be a dense open subset on which ϕ is regular. Consider the projectivized incidence

bundle PS over the Grassmannian Gr(8, Symd
Cn+1), given as a set by

PS = {([V1], [V2]) ∈ Gr(8, Symd
C

n+1)×Gr(3, Symd
C

n+1) | V2 ⊆ V1},

together with the inclusion i : PS →֒ Gr(8, Symd
Cn+1) × Gr(3, Symd

Cn+1). We pull the commutative
diagram

PS Gr(8, Symd
Cn+1)×Gr(3, Symd

Cn+1)

Gr(8, Symd
C

n+1)

i

π

pr1

back along ϕ to U , getting the commutative diagram

ϕ∗(PS) U ×Gr(3, Symd
Cn+1)

U .

ϕ∗i

ϕ∗π

pr1

Let Y be the closure of ϕ∗(PS) inside Hilb8(P
n) × Gr(3, Symd

Cn+1). The scheme Y has two irreducible
components, Y1 and Y2, corresponding to two irreducible components of Hilb8(P

n), the schemes Hilbsm8 (Pn)
and H143, respectively, see Theorem 6.3. Then for d ≥ 2

κ8,3(νd(P
n)) = pr2(Y ), (11)

σ8,3(νd(P
n)) = pr2(Y1), and we define (12)

η8,3(νd(P
n)) := pr2(Y2). (13)

In the following proposition we bound from above the dimension of the irreducible subset η8,3(νd(P
n)) by

8n+ 8. Later, in Theorem 6.1, we will identify a (8n+ 8)-dimensional subset of κ8,3(νd(P
n)) \ σ8,3(νd(P

n)).
We will be able to conclude that the closure of this subset is η8,3(νd(P

n)).

Proposition 6.8. The dimension of η8,3(νd(P
n)) is at most 8n+ 8.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

Gr(3, Symd
Cn+1) ⊇ σ ∪ η Y1 ∪ Y2 PS

Hilb8(P
n) Hilbsm8 (Pn) ∪H143 Gr(8, Symd

Cn+1),

χ

where σ and η denote σ8,3(νd(P
n)) and η8,3(νd(P

n)), respectively, and χ : Y1 ∪ Y2 → Hilb8(P
n) is the

projection. Then dim η8,3(νd(P
n)) ≤ dim(Y2) = dimH143 + 15, where 15 is the dimension of the general

fiber of the map χ|Y2
: Y2 → H143. It follows from [17, Thm. 1.1] that dimH143 = 8n − 7 and therefore,

dim η8,3(νd(P
n)) ≤ 8n+ 8.

In the rest of the section we use the notation WHd from Definition 1.2.
In the following proposition we identify many points from the Grassmann cactus variety which are outside

of the Grassmann secant variety. In fact, the closure of the set of these points is the second irreducible
component of the Grassmann cactus variety. This will be established in Theorem 6.1.

Proposition 6.9. Let T be defined as at the beginning of this subsection and let (y0, y1, . . . , yn) be a C-
basis of T1. Assume that V = yd−2

0 U for some natural number d ≥ 5 and [U ] ∈ Gr(3, T2). Define [W ] :=
[U |y0=1] ∈ Gr(3, R≤2), where R := C[y1, . . . , yn]. If W satisfies the following conditions:
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(a) Apolar(WHd) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3),

(b) [SpecApolar(WHd)] /∈ Hilbsm8 (An),

then [V ] ∈ η8,3(νd(P
n)) \ σ8,3(νd(P

n)).

Proof. By Condition (a) we have dimC(R
∗/Ann(WHd)) = 8. Therefore, from Theorem 4.3 (i)

cr(V ) = cr((WHd)hom,d−2) ≤ 8.

From the Border Apolarity Lemma 2.3, if [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(P
n)) then there exists J ⊆ Ann(V ) with [J ] ∈

Slip8,PT1
⊆ Hilbh8

T∗ . Thus [Proj(T ∗/Jsat)] ∈ Hilbsm8 (Pn). From Theorem 4.2 (iii) it follows that Jsat =

Ann(WHd)hom, so
[Spec(R∗/Ann(WHd))] ∈ Hilbsm8 (An).

This contradicts Condition (b).

Finally we present the proof of the characterization of points of the second irreducible component of the
Grassmann cactus variety.

Proof of Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.2. We first prove Part (ii) of Theorem 6.1 for η8,3(νd(P
n)) defined as

in Equation (13).
Let ψ : PT1 ×Gr(3, T2) → Gr(3, Td) be given by ([y0], [U ]) 7→ [yd−2

0 U ] and let q : (T1 \ {0}) → PT1 be the
natural map. Let

C = {(y0, [U ]) ∈ T1×Gr(3, T2) | there exists a completion of y0 to a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1 such that

Apolar((U |y0=1)
Hd) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3)}.

Note that the set from the statement is ψ((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)). We define

D = {(y0, [U ]) ∈ C | [SpecApolar((U |y0=1)
Hd)] /∈ Hilbsm8 (An)}.

We claim that the set C is irreducible, D is dense in C, and that dimD = dimC = 8n+9. Consider the
morphism ϕ : GL(T1)×Gr(3, T2) → Gr(3, T2), given by a change of basis. We have a product morphism

τ : GL(T1)×Gr(3, T2) → T1 ×Gr(3, T2), given by (a, [U ]) 7→ (a(x0), ϕ(a, [U ])).

Recall the sets A,B from Lemma 6.6. Let χ : S≤2 → T2 be the inverse of the C-linear isomorphism T2 → S≤2

given by P 7→ (P |x0=1)
Hd. We have τ(GL(T1) × A) = C and τ(GL(T1) × B) = D. These follow from the

definitions of the sets A,B,C,D and the identity

(ϕ(a, χ(W ))|a(x0)=1)
Hd = 〈f(a(x1), . . . , a(xn)) | f ∈ W 〉 for every [W ] ∈ Gr(3, S≤2) and a ∈ GL(T1).

It follows from Lemma 6.6 that C is irreducible, D is dense in C, and that dimD = dimC = 8n + 9.
By Proposition 6.9 if (y0, [U ]) ∈ D and V = yd−2

0 U then [V ] ∈ η8,3(νd(P
n)). Hence we have the inclusion

ψ((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)) ⊆ η8,3(νd(P
n)).

Now we prove that, in fact, ψ((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)) = η8,3(νd(P
n)). It follows from Proposition 6.8 that

for every d ≥ 5 we have

dim(η8,3(νd(P
n))) ≤ 8n+8 ≤ dim((q×IdGr(3,T2))(C)) = dim((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)) = dimψ((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)).

The last equality follows from [44, Thm. 11.4.1], since the fibers of ψ are finite. Hence ψ((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)) =
η8,3(νd(P

n)). This concludes the proof of Theorem 6.1(ii).
We proceed to the proof of Theorem 6.1(i). By Theorem 6.3, the scheme Hilb8(P

n) has two irreducible
components. Thus, the variety κ8,3(νd(P

n)) has at most two irreducible components: σ8,3(νd(P
n)) and

η8,3(νd(P
n)) by Equations (11), (12), (13). Let [W ] ∈ B, whereB is as in Lemma 6.6. Then by Proposition 6.9

we get [Whom,d−2] ∈ κ8,3(νd(P
n)) \ σ8,3(νd(P

n)). It is enough to show that η8,3(νd(P
n)) 6= κ8,3(νd(P

n)).
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By Part (ii) every [V ] ∈ η8,3(νd(P
n)) is divisible by the (d − 2)-nd power of a linear form. Therefore,

[〈xd0 , x
d
1, x

d
2〉] ∈ κ8,3(νd(P

n)) \ η8,3(νd(P
n)).

Now we prove Corollary 6.2. The Grassmann cactus variety κ8,3(νd(P
4)) has two irreducible components

by Part (i) of Theorem 6.1. Assume that n = 4. Then in the above notation the closure of (q× IdGr(3,T2))(C)

in PT1 ×Gr(3, T2) has the maximal dimension 8 · 4+ 8 = 40. Thus (q × IdGr(3,T2))(C) = PT1 ×Gr(3, T2). It

follows that η8,3(νd(P
4)) = ψ((q × IdGr(3,T2))(C)) = ψ(PT1 ×Gr(3, T2)).

In order to perform the last step of the algorithm in Theorem 6.11 we need to know the dimension of the
tangent space to H143 at a generic point.

Lemma 6.10. Let n ≥ 4 and [R] ∈ H143 ⊆ Hilb8(P
n) be a non-smoothable subscheme. Then the dimension

of the tangent space dimC T[R]Hilb8(P
n) equals 8n− 7.

Proof. Let R′ ⊆ P4 be a subscheme abstractly isomorphic with R. From [19, Lem. 2.3] we have

dimC T[R]Hilb8(P
n) = 8n+ T[R′]Hilb8(P

4)− 32.

From [14, Thm. 1.1] R′ is non-smoothable, hence dimT[R′]Hilb8(P
4) = 25 by [17, Thm. 1.3 and the comment

above].

Using the description of the irreducible component η given in Theorem 6.1, we are able to determine
algorithmically if a given point from the Grassmmann cactus variety is in the Grassmann secant variety.

Theorem 6.11. Let n be at least 4 and T = C[x0, . . . , xn] be a polynomial ring. Given an integer d ≥ 5
and [V ] ∈ κ8,3(νd(PT1)) ⊆ Gr(3, Td) the following algorithm checks if [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(PT1)).

Step 1 Compute the ideal a =
√
((Ann V )≤d−2).

Step 2 If a1 is not n-dimensional, then [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(PT1)) and the algorithm terminates. Otherwise
compute {K ∈ T1 | a1yK = 0}. Let y0 be a generator of this one dimensional C-vector space.

Step 3 Let e be the maximal integer such that ye0 divides V . If e 6= d − 2, then [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(PT1)) and
the algorithm terminates. Otherwise let V = yd−2

0 U , pick a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn) of T1 and compute
W = U |y0=1 ⊆ R := C[y1, . . . , yn].

Step 4 Let I = Ann(WHd) ⊆ R∗. If the Hilbert function of R∗/I is not (1, 4, 3), then [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(PT1)),
and the algorithm terminates.

Step 5 Compute r = dimC HomR∗(I, R∗/I). Then [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(PT1)) if and only if r > 8n− 7.

The following lemma gives a description of the set-theoretic difference of the Grassmann cactus variety
and the Grassmann secant variety. We need it to give a clear proof of Theorem 6.11.

Lemma 6.12. Let d ≥ 5, n ≥ 4. The point [V ] ∈ κ8,3(νd(P
n)) does not belong to σ8,3(νd(P

n)) if and only if
there exists a linear form y0 ∈ T1, and U ∈ Gr(3, T2) such that V = yd−2

0 U and for any completion of y0 to
a basis of T1 we have:

(a) Apolar((U |y0=1)
Hd) has Hilbert function (1, 4, 3),

(b) [SpecApolar((U |y0=1)
Hd)] /∈ Hilbsm8 (An).

Proof. If y0 ∈ T1 and U ∈ Gr(3, T2) are such that V = yd−2
0 U , and there exists a completion of y0 to a basis

(y0, . . . , yn) of T1, for which Conditions (a),(b) hold, we get

[V ] /∈ σ8,3(νd(P
n))

by Proposition 6.9.
Assume that [V ] /∈ σ8,3(νd(P

n)). Then by Theorem 6.1 there exists a linear form y0 ∈ T1 such that yd−2
0 |V .

Using Proposition 6.7 we conclude that V is not divisible by yd−1
0 . Hence we showed that V = yd−2

0 U for
some U ∈ Gr(3, T2). Extend y0 to a basis (y0, y1, . . . , yn). Let W = U |y0=1.

Now we prove Conditions (a), (b) hold. We have

V = (WHd)hom,d−2.
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By Lemma 3.8 (i)
Ann(WHd)hom ⊆ Ann(V ).

If dimC(Apolar(W
Hd)) ≤ 7, then cr(V ) ≤ 7 by the Cactus Apolarity Lemma 2.5, since Ann(WHd)hom is

saturated by Lemma 3.1. Therefore, [V ] ∈ κ7,3(νd(P
n)) = σ7,3(νd(P

n)) ⊆ σ8,3(νd(P
n)), a contradiction.

From Theorem 4.2(ii) we obtain dimC(Apolar(W
Hd)) ≤ 8. We proved that dimC(Apolar(W

Hd)) =
8. Since we assumed that [V ] /∈ σ8,3(νd(P

n)), it follows by Lemma 3.9 that Spec(Apolar(WHd)) is not
smoothable. This implies Condition (b) holds. From [17, Thm. 4.20], the algebra Apolar(WHd) has Hilbert
function (1, 4, 3). We proved Condition (a) holds.

Steps 2–5 of the algorithm check whether V is of the form given by Lemma 6.12.

Proof of Theorem 6.11. Assume that [V ] /∈ σ8,3(νd(P
n)). Then there exist a basis (y0, . . . , yn) of T1 and

U ⊆ C[y0, . . . , yn] as in Lemma 6.12. Let W = U |y0=1 ⊆ C[y1, y2, ..., yn]. Recall that

WHd := {(d− 2)!F2 + (d− 1)!F1 + d!F0, where F2 + F1 + F0 ∈ W,

and Fi ∈ C[y1, y2, . . . , yn]i}.

Then, in the notation from Definition 1.7, we get

V = (WHd)hom,d−2.

By Lemma 3.8(ii), we have Ann(V )≤d−2 = (Ann(WHd)hom)≤d−2. Moreover, since WHd ⊆ C[y1, . . . , yn]≤2,
and d ≥ 5, we obtain ((Ann(WHd)hom)≤d−2) = Ann(WHd)hom. Therefore we have

a =
√
(Ann(V )≤d−2) =

√
Ann(WHd)hom = (β1, . . . , βn),

where β1, . . . , βn ∈ T ∗
1 are dual to y1, . . . , yn ∈ T1. This shows that if the C-linear space

(√
(Ann(V )≤d−2)

)
1

is not n-dimensional, then [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(P
n)). Therefore, in that case, the algorithm stops correctly at

Step 2.
Assume that the algorithm did not stop at Step 2. Then if V is of the form as in Lemma 6.12, then y0

divides V exactly (d− 2)-times. Otherwise [V ] ∈ σ8,3(νd(P
n)) and the algorithm stops correctly at Step 3.

Assume that the algorithm did not stop at Step 3. Then the Hilbert function of R∗/I computed in Step 4
is (1, 4, 3) if and only if Condition (a) of Lemma 6.12 is fulfilled. Therefore, if it is not (1, 4, 3), the algorithm
stops correctly at Step 4.

Assume that the algorithm did not stop at Step 4. Then V satisfies Condition (a) from Lemma 6.12.
Hence [V ] is in σ8,3(νd(P

n)) if and only if V does not satisfy Condition (b). Using Lemma 6.10, this is
equivalent to

dimC HomR∗(I, R∗/I) > 8n− 7.

The left term is the dimension of the tangent space to the Hilbert scheme Hilb8(A
n) at the point [SpecR∗/I]

(see [33, Prop. 2.3.] or [40, Thm. 18.29]).

A Construction of the morphism to the Hilbert scheme

Let k be an algebraically closed field, S∗ = k[α1, α2, ..., αn] be a polynomial ring and consider its graded
dual S = kdp[x1, x2, ..., xn]. In this section we prove the following theorem, which is used in Sections 5 and
6.

Theorem A.1. Let l,m, r be positive integers. Consider a locally closed reduced subscheme E of Gr(l, S≤m)
whose closed points satisfy

E(k) ⊆ {[W ] ∈ Gr(l, S≤m) | SpecS∗/Ann(W ) has length r}.

The natural map from E to the Hilbert scheme of r points in A
n, given on closed points by [W ] 7→

[SpecS∗/Ann(W )], is a morphism of k-schemes.
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For a k-algebra A we denote by SA and by S∗
A the A-algebras S ⊗k A and S∗ ⊗k A, respectively. Given

a k-algebra homomorphism ϕ : A → B we will denote by the same letter the induced homomorphisms
SA → SB and S∗

A → S∗
B. For any A-submodule W of SA, by S∗

AyW we denote the S∗
A-submodule of SA

generated by W . Given t in SpecA we denote by k(t) the residue field of t on SpecA and we denote by ιt
the natural morphism from A to k(t).

Lemma A.2. Let ϕ : A→ B be a morphism of k-algebras and W ⊆ SA. Then the natural map

(S∗
AyW )⊗A B → SB

surjects onto S∗
Byϕ(W ).

Proof. Let θ ∈ S∗
A, f ∈ W and b ∈ B. Then (θyf) ⊗A b 7→ b(ϕ(θ)yϕ(f)), so the image of (S∗

AyW )⊗A B is
contained in S∗

Byϕ(W ). Let ηyϕ(f) ∈ S∗
Byϕ(W ) with η =

∑
u
buα

u for some f ∈W and bu ∈ B. Then

∑

u

(αu

yf)⊗ bu 7→ (ηyϕ(f)).

In some special cases, the surjection from Lemma A.2 is in fact an isomorphism.

Corollary A.3. If SA/(S
∗
AyW ) is a flat A-module or if B is a flat A-module (for instance if B = Ap), then

the map
(S∗

AyW )⊗A B → S∗
Byϕ(W )

from Lemma A.2 is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma A.2 it is enough to show that the natural map

(S∗
AyW )⊗A B → SB

is injective. This follows from the Tor exact sequence given by application of the functor − ⊗A B to the
short exact sequence

0 → (S∗
AyW ) → SA → SA/(S

∗
AyW ) → 0.

Lemma A.4. Let A be a k-algebra and W be a finite A-submodule of SA. Then HomA(S
∗
AyW,A) ≃

S∗
A/Ann(W ).

Proof. Let N = S∗
AyW and define a homomorphism ψA : S∗

A → HomA(N,A), by (ψA(θ))(f) = (θyf)0. We
have a factorization of ψA by S∗

A/Ann(W ).
We shall show that ker(ψA) ⊆ Ann(W ). Let θ ∈ ker(ψA) and f ∈ W . Let θyf = Gd + . . . + G0 for

a positive integer d. Then for every j ∈ {0, . . . , d} and η ∈ (S∗
A)j we have 0 = (θy(ηyf))0 = ηyGj . Thus

Gj = 0 and hence θ ∈ Ann(f). Since f ∈W was arbitrary, we have θ ∈ Ann(W ).
We proceed to showing that ψ is surjective. We first assume that (A,m) is a local ring. Let ϕ ∈

HomA(N,A) and assume that g1, . . . , gs is a minimal set of generators of the A-module N = S∗
AyW . Let M

be the set of divided power monomials in SA of degree at most n0 = max{deg(f) | f ∈ W}. Form a matrix
M over A with rows corresponding to g1, . . . , gs and entries equal to coordinates of gi in the basis M. Then
there exists an invertible s× s minor of M . Indeed, otherwise all minors are in the maximal ideal of A and
therefore g1, . . . , gs ∈ N/mN are A/m-linearly dependent. Thus, by Nakayama’s lemma, g1, . . . , gs is not a
minimal set of generators.

Let ai = ϕ(gi) for i = 1, . . . , s. If we write θ ∈ S∗
A as a vector v in the basis dual to M, then ψA(θ)(gi)

is the i-th coordinate of the vector M · v. Therefore, there exists θ ∈ S∗
A with ψA(θ) = ϕ, as long as there

exists v with M · v = [a1, . . . , as]
T . Therefore, it is enough to show that M gives a surjective morphism

A#M → As. Let M ′ be a s× s submatrix of M with invertible determinant. We will show that M ′ defines
a surjective morphism As → As. Let M ′D be the adjoint matrix of M ′. Given w ∈ As, we have w =M ′ · v
for v = 1

detM ′M
′D ·w.
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Let A be an arbitrary k -algebra and Q be the cokernel of ψA. We claim that Q = 0. It is enough to show
that Qp = 0 for all p ∈ SpecA. Let l : A → Ap be the localization. Then Np ≃ S∗

Ap
yl(W ) ≃ S∗

Ap
yWp (the

first isomorphism follows from Corollary A.3). Therefore, by the local case considered before, it is enough
to show that (ψA)p = ψAp

.
Using isomorphisms (S∗

A)p ≃ S∗
Ap

, S∗
Ap

yWp ≃ Np and (HomA(N,A))p ≃ HomAp
(Np, Ap) we can write

for θ ∈ S∗
A, f ∈ N , a, b ∈ A \ p: (

ψAp

(θ
a

))(f
b

)
=
(θ
a
y

f

b

)
0

and (
(ψA)p

(θ
a

))(f
b

)
=
ψA(θ)

a

(f
b

)
=

(
ψA(θ)

)
(f)

ab
=

(θyf)0
ab

.

The following lemma is a slight modification of [36, Prop. 2.12]. Recall for t a point of SpecA, we denote
by ιt the natural map SA → Sk(t).

Lemma A.5. Let l,m ∈ Z≥1, let A be a Noetherian k-algebra, and let [W ] be a (SpecA)-point of Gr(l, S≤m),
i.e. W is an A-submodule of (SA)≤m such that the quotient module is locally free of rank dimk S≤m − l.
Define aW : Spec(SA

∗/Ann(W )) → SpecA to be the natural map. Then the following holds:

(i) If A is a reduced finitely generated k-algebra and the length of S∗
k(t)/Ann(ιt(W )) is independent of the

choice of a closed point t ∈ SpecA then SA/(S
∗
AyW ) and S∗

A/Ann(W ) are flat A-modules.

(ii) If W is such that SA/(S
∗
AyW ) is a flat A-module, then the base change of aW via any homomorphism

between Noetherian rings ϕ : A→ B is equal to

Spec(S∗
B/Ann(ϕ(W ))) → SpecB

In particular, the fiber of aW over t ∈ SpecA is naturally SpecS∗
k(t)/Ann(ιt(W )).

Proof.

(i) First we prove that SA/(S
∗
AyW ) is a flat A-module. We know that

SA
∼= (SA)≤m ⊕ (SA)>m.

Since (SA)>m is a free A-module, it suffices to show that (SA)≤m/(S
∗
AyW ) is A-flat. Denote this

module by P .

This module is finitely generated, hence P is flat if and only if P is locally free. Now A is reduced
and finitely generated, so P is A-flat if and only if it has locally constant rank: dimk(t)(P ⊗ k(t)) is
independent of the choice of a closed point t ∈ SpecA.

We have an exact sequence
0 → S∗

AyW → (SA)≤m → P → 0.

We tensor it by k(t), getting the exact sequence

(S∗
yW )⊗A k(t)

u
−→ (SA)≤m ⊗A k(t) → P ⊗A k(t) → 0.

Then

dimk(t)(P ⊗A k(t)) = dimk(t)((SA)≤m ⊗A k(t))− dimk(t) imu

by Lemma A.2
= dimk S≤m − dimk(t) S

∗
k(t)yιt(W )

by Lemma A.4
= dimk S≤m − dimk(t) S

∗
k(t)/Ann(ιt(W )),

which is constant by assumption.
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It remains to prove that S∗/Ann(W ) is a flat A-module. It follows from Lemma A.4, that

S∗/Ann(W ) ≃ HomA(S
∗
AyW,A).

Since S∗
AyW is the kernel of a surjection of flat A-modules, it is a flat A-module. Because it is finite

as an A-module, it is locally free of finite rank. Therefore HomA(S
∗
AyW,A) is a locally free A-module

of finite rank, thus flat.

(ii) Let N = S∗
AyW . Suppose that SA/N is a flat A-module. By Corollary A.3 the natural mor-

phism N ⊗A B → SA ⊗A B ≃ SB sends N ⊗A B isomorphically to S∗
Byϕ(W ). By Lemma A.4

S∗
A/Ann(W ) ≃ HomA(S

∗
AyW,A) and S∗

B/Ann(ϕ(W )) ≃ HomB(S
∗
Byϕ(W ), B). Thus it is enough to

show that HomA(N,A)⊗A B ≃ HomB(N ⊗A B,B). This follows from [30, Exe. 7.20(a)] and the fact
that N = S∗

AyW is flat and finitely generated over a Noetherian ring, hence locally free of finite rank,
see [5, Prop. 4.4.3].

Lemma A.6. Let W ⊆ (SA)≤m be an A-submodule, and let Q = (SA)≤m/W . Let t ∈ SpecA be any closed
point. If Q is A-flat, then ιt(W ) =W ⊗A k(t).

Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram:

0 W (SA)≤m Q 0

0 W ⊗A k(t) (Sk(t))≤m Q⊗A k(t) 0.

a

b

The map a is a surjection since tensoring is right-exact. The map b is an injection, because Q is A-flat.
Hence ιt(W ) =W ⊗A k(t).

Proof of Theorem A.1. Take any cover of E by open affines SpecAi. We construct morphisms

ϕi : SpecAi → Hilbr(A
n),

and finally we show that these morphisms glue.
Let U be the universal subbundle on Gr(l, S≤m), treated as a locally free sheaf. Let U|SpecAi

= W̃i, where
Wi ⊆ S≤m ⊗Ai is a submodule. Observe that (SAi

)≤m/Wi is Ai-flat from the definition of the Grassmann
functor, see [30, §8.4].

Our morphism will be defined by the family SpecS∗
Ai
/Ann(Wi) → SpecAi. We know that the scheme

SpecS∗
Ai
/Ann(Wi) is a closed subscheme of An

Ai
. We want to use Part (i) of Lemma A.5 for Wi. In order

to do it, it suffices to show that for every closed point t ∈ SpecAi, the vector space S∗
k(t)/Ann(ιt(Wi)) has

dimension r. But this follows from the fact that [Wi ⊗ k(t)] = [ιt(Wi)] by Lemma A.6, and the fact that
[Wi ⊗ k(t)] ∈ E ⊆ Gr(l, S≤m). Hence, both modules S∗

Ai
/Ann(Wi) and SAi

/S∗
Ai
yWi are Ai-flat. Then we

can use Part (ii) of Lemma A.5 to show that our family has fibers of length r. Hence, from the defining
property of the Hilbert scheme, we have a morphism ϕi : SpecAi → Hilbr(A

n). Moreover, the fiber of the
family SpecS∗

Ai
/Ann(Wi) over the closed point t is S∗

k(t)/Ann(ιt(Wi)). Therefore ϕi on closed points is
defined by

[W ] 7→ [SpecS∗/Ann(W )].

Since the morphims ϕi are defined on closed points by the same formula, they glue together.

B Implementation of the algorithm in Macaulay2

We present the code of the algorithm from Theorem 1.6 (for n = 6) written in Macaulay2 [31].
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KK=ZZ/7919

T=KK[x_0..x_6]

completeToBasis = (y) -> {

use T;

L := {y,x_0,x_1,x_2,x_3,x_4,x_5,x_6};

A := {x_0,x_1,x_2,x_3,x_4,x_5,x_6};

for i from 1 to #L-1 do{

(M,C) := coefficients(matrix{drop(L, {i,i})},Monomials=> A);

if rank(C) == 7 then return drop(L, {i,i});

}

}

triangle = (d,f) -> {

C := terms(f);

C = apply(C, g -> (d-(degree g)#0)! * g);

return sum(C);

}

generatorsUpToDegree = (d,I) -> {

E := entries mingens I;

E = E#0;

E = select(E, (i)->((degree i)#0 <= d));

return ideal E;

}

annihilatorUpToDegree = (d,G) -> {

J := inverseSystem(G);

return generatorsUpToDegree(d, J);

}

dualLinearGenerator = (I) -> {

J := generatorsUpToDegree(1,I);

K := inverseSystem(J);

J = generatorsUpToDegree(1,K);

y := entries mingens J;

y = y#0;

return y#0;

}

howManyTimes = (y,G) -> {

i := 0;

while (G % y) == 0 do{

G=G//y;

i=i+1;

};

return i;

}

dehomogenizationWrtBasis = (G, L) -> {

y := L#0;

R := T/ideal(y-1);

G = substitute(G, R);

Q := KK[L#1, L#2, L#3, L#4, L#5, L#6];
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q := map(R, Q, {L#1,L#2,L#3,L#4,L#5,L#6});

J := preimage_q(ideal(G));

E := entries mingens J;

E = E#0;

return (E#0, Q);

}

homogeneousPart = (d, G) -> {

E := terms G;

E = select(E, (i)->((degree i)#0 == d));

return sum E;

}

localHilbertFunction = I -> {

S := ring I;

m := ideal vars S;

R := S/I;

m = sub(m, R);

return apply({ R/m, m/m^2, m^2/m^3, m^3/m^4}, degree);

}

isInSecant = (G) -> {

--Step 1:

d := (degree(G))#0 - 3;

I := annihilatorUpToDegree(d,G);

J := radical(I);

--Step 2:

if (hilbertFunction(1, module(J)) != 6) then return true;

y := dualLinearGenerator(J);

--Step 3:

if (howManyTimes(y, G) != d) then return true;

--Step 4:

for i from 0 to d-1 do G=G//y;

L := completeToBasis(y);

(f, R) := dehomogenizationWrtBasis(G, L);

ftriangle = triangle(d+3,f);

K := inverseSystem(ftriangle);

if (localHilbertFunction(K) != {1,6,6,1}) then return true;

--Step 5:

deg := degree Hom(K, R/K);

return (deg > 76);

}
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