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FANO MANIFOLDS WITH BIG TANGENT BUNDLE: A

CHARACTERISATION OF V5

ANDREAS HÖRING AND JIE LIU

Abstract. Let X be a Fano manifold with Picard number one such that the
tangent bundle TX is big. If X admits a rational curve with trivial normal
bundle, we show that X is isomorphic to the del Pezzo threefold of degree five.

1. Introduction

1.A. Main results. Fano manifold are naturally classified in terms of their anti-
canonical class −KX , but making an assumption about the positivity of the tangent
bundle allows to identify Fanos with a particularly rich geometry. This idea already
appears in Mori’s characterisation of projective manifolds with ample tangent bun-
dle [Mor79] and has been pursued by many authors over the last fourty years
([Mok88, CP91, DPS94, MOSCW15, Mat18, Iwa18, HIM19] to cite just a few).
The common denominator of these papers is that the tangent bundle is assumed to
be “semipositive” over a Zariski open subset ∅ 6= X0 ⊂ X . In this paper we go in
a direction that is closer to the idea of higher Fano manifolds [dJS07, AC12]: we
assume that the tangent bundle is big, i.e., the canonical class ζ := OP(X)(1) on
the projectivised tangent bundle P(TX) is a big divisor class. While this implies
that ζ is “semipositive” over some Zariski open subset ∅ 6= U0 ⊂ P(TX), its negative
locus typically maps surjectively onto X . Nevertheless the examples considered in
our earlier work with F. Shao [HLS20] indicate that assuming bigness should lead
to strong restrictions on the manifold. We prove the first classification result for
Fano manifolds with big tangent bundles:

1.1. Theorem. Let X be a Fano manifold with Picard number one. Assume that
the tangent bundle TX is big. Then X contains a rational curve with trivial normal
bundle if and only if X is isomorphic to the quintic del Pezzo threefold V5, i.e.,
a smooth codimension 3 linear section of the Grassmannian Gr(2, 5) ⊂ P9 in its
Plücker embedding.

Note that the assumption on the Picard number excludes trivial examples like
P1 × Y and allows us to focus on the most interesting case. We had shown in
[HLS20, Thm.1.5] that V5 is the only prime del Pezzo threefold having big tangent
bundle. The key result of this paper is that the presence of a family of minimal
rational curves of anticanonical degree two forces the dimension of X to be small.
Combining Theorem 1.1 with the classification of prime Fano threefolds due to
Iskovskikh, one easily deduces:
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1.2. Corollary. Let X be a smooth Fano threefold with Picard number one. Then
TX is big if and only if X is isomorphic to one of the following varieties:

(1) the projective space P3;
(2) the smooth quadric threefold Q3 ⊂ P4;
(3) the quintic del Pezzo threefold V5.

In view of Theorem 1.1 and the examples considered in [HLS20], we expect that
prime Fano manifolds with big tangent bundle should have a rather high index.
Our computations yield a first step in this direction:

1.3. Corollary. Let X be a Fano manifold with Picard number one such that TX is
big. Assume that there exists a covering family K of minimal rational curves on X
such that the VMRT Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) at a general point x ∈ X is not dual defective.
Then X has index at least two.

1.B. Strategy of proof of Theorem 1.1. Let X be a Fano manifold with Picard
number one such that TX is big, and let K be a family of minimal rational curves
such that −KX · l = 2 for a curve [l] ∈ K. The starting point of our proof is the
total dual VMRT Č ⊂ P(TX) associated to the family K (cf. Definition 5.4): over
a general point x ∈ X the fibre Čx is a finite union of hyperplanes, one for each
curve in K passing through the point x. We observed in [HLS20] that the bigness
assumption leads to restrictions on the cohomology class of Č ⊂ P(TX). In fact
Proposition 5.11 shows that X has index two, i.e., we have −KX = 2A with A
an ample Cartier divisor. Thus A · l = 1 (the rational curve l is a “line”), and the
family K is unsplit.

Eventually we want to consider the saturated subsheaf F ⊂ TX defined by the
linear span of the tangent directions of the minimal rational curves in the family
K (see [Hwa01, Sect.2] for more details). Our goal is to show that this distribution
has rank three and c1(F) = c1(−KX). If X has dimension at least four, a theorem
of Peternell [Pet12] on the generic ampleness of TX then yields a contradiction.

Proving that rkF = 3 requires a new tool that should be of independent interest:
smoothing two curves of K passing through a general point, we obtain a family of
rational curves H on X such that A·C = 2 for a general member [C] ∈ H (the family
H is a family of “conics”), and we consider its total variety of tangents D ⊂ P(ΩX)
(cf. Subsection 4.A). The main technical result of this paper (Theorem 6.25) is
that in our case the general fibre Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is a linear plane! The proof of
this surprising fact comes in two steps: in the first step we observe that the bigness
assumption and the projective duality imply that the irreducible components of
Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) are two dimensional cones with vertices the points of the VMRT
Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x). The second, much more difficult, step is to show that these cones
are actual linear planes. For this second step we consider the tangent map

τx : Hx 99K P(ΩX,x)

defined on the (normalised) family of curves parametrised by H passing through
a general point x. Contrary to the case of minimal rational curves, the tangent
map τx always has indeterminacies (cf. Lemma 6.8) and is not always birational
onto its image [IN03, Prop.3.2]. Our basic idea is to turn these pathologies to our
advantage, using that we already know that the image, the tangent variety Dx, is
a union of cones.
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Unfortunately the implementation of this idea is not straightforward, for two rea-
sons:

• While a general member l of K is smooth in a general point of X [Keb02a], it
might have singularities in some special point.

• For a general member l of K, denote by Bl ⊂ K the members of K that intersect
l. Then Bl might have several irreducible components.

A posteriori these problems disappear: on the del Pezzo threefold V5 the family of
minimal rational curves is a family of lines, and the curve Bl is a smooth conic in
K ≃ P2. A priori, things are less obvious, and we have to be very careful at every
step of the construction, building on ideas of Hwang [Hwa17] for the analysis of
rational curves with trivial normal bundle. Indeed the description of the family of
minimal rational curves in Subsection 5.C is the first big step of our proof. For
the convenience of the reader we have summarised the results in Theorem 5.19 and
Corollary 5.20 so that it is possible to read the later sections independently.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Baohua Fu, Jun-Muk Hwang and
Qifeng Li for very helpful communications on various technical problems related to
this subject. The first-named author thanks the Institut Universitaire de France
and the A.N.R. project Foliage (ANR-16-CE40-0008) for providing excellent work-
ing conditions. The second-named author is supported by the NSFC grants No.
11688101 and No. 12001521.

2. Notation and basic facts

We work over C, for general definitions we refer to [Har77]. We use the terminology
of [KM98] for birational geometry and that of [Kol96] for rational curves. We refer
to Lazarsfeld’s books for notions of positivity of R-divisors, in particular [Laz04a,
Sect.2.2] for pseudoeffectivity and the associated cones. We will use the terminology
of Q-twisted vector bundles as explained in [Laz04b, Sect.6.2]

Manifolds and varieties will always be supposed to be irreducible. A fibration is a
proper surjective map with connected fibres ϕ : X → Y between normal varieties.

Let X be a projective variety, and let Chow(X)1 be the Chow variety of 1-cycles
on X . Let H be the normalisation of a subvariety of Chow(X)1, and denote by UH

the normalisation of the pull-back of the universal family. Then we have a natural
diagram

(1)

UH X

H

eH

qH

2.1. Definition. Let X be a projective variety.

(1) The normalisation H of an irreducible projective subvariety of Chow(X)1 is
called an irreducible covering family of curves on X if the following conditions
holds:

(i) a general fiber of qH is irreducible and reduced, and
(ii) the evalution morphism eH is surjective.

(2) A covering family of curves on X is a finite union of irreducible covering family
of curves.
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In this paper we will frequently study the behaviour of covering families under
certain morphisms. We follow the definitions of [Hwa17], which differ from the
classical definitions of pull-back and push-forward:

2.2. Definition. Let X be a projective variety and let H be a covering family of
curves over X.

(1) Let g : X → X ′ be a surjective morphism to a projective variety X ′ such that g
does not contract general members of irreducible components of H. The images
under g of the general members of irreducible components of H determine a
covering family of curves on X ′ which we denote by g∗H → Chow(X ′)1. We
have a natural commutative diagram of dominant rational maps

UH Ug∗H

H g∗H

qH qg∗H

(2) Let g : X → X ′ be a surjective morphism to a projective variety X ′. We define
a decomposition

H = Fibg(H) ∪ Horg(H)

with no common components as follows. An irreducible component Hi of H
belongs to Fibg(H) if and only if the general members in Hi are contracted by
g. Moreover, we can also define a decomposition

Horg(H) = Infg(H) ∪ Fing(H)

with no common components as follows. An irreducible component Hi of
Horg(H) belongs to Fing(H) (resp. Infg(H)) if and only if the induced mor-
phism Hi 99K g∗Hi is generically finite (resp. not generically finite).

(3) Let f : X ′ → X be a surjective generically finite morphism from a projective
variety X ′. The inverse images under f of the general members of irreducible
components of H determines a covering family of curves on X ′ which we will
denote by f∗H → Chow(X ′)1. We have a natural commutative diagram whose
horizontal arrows are generically finite rational maps

Uf∗H UH

f∗H H

qf∗H qH

We shall denote by Bir(f∗H) (resp. Mult(f∗H)) the union of irreducible com-
ponents of f∗H whose general members are sent to members of H birationally
(resp. not birationally) by f , so that

f∗H = Bir(f∗H) ∪Mult(f∗H).

Remark. In order to avoid confusion, let us stress that in the definitions of g∗H
and f∗H, the images and inverse images are taken in the set-theoretical sense, not
in the cycle-theoretic sense. This choice is coherent with the definition in our main
reference [Hwa17].
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3. Webs of algebraic curves

3.1. Definition. Let X be a projective variety.

(1) An irreducible covering family of curves H on X is called an irreducible web of
curves if the evaluation morphism eH : UH → X is generically finite.

(2) A web of curves on X is a finite union of irreducible webs of curves. In par-
ticular, a web of curves on X has pure dimension equal to dim(X)− 1.

(3) The degree of an irreducible web H of curves on X is defined to be the degree
of the evaluation morphism eH.

The term web originates from the notion of a web-structure in local differential
geometry, defined as follows.

3.2. Definition. Let U be a complex manifold. A web-structure (of rank 1) on U
is a finite collection of line subbundles

Wi ⊂ TU , 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

for some integer d ≥ 1 such that for any 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ d, the intersection Wi ∩Wj ⊂
TU is the zero section.

An irreducible web H of curves with degree d on a projective variety X will define
a web-structure at a general point of X in the following sense [Hwa17, Proposition
3.5]: there exists a dense Zariski-open subset Xo ⊂ X such that each point x ∈ Xo

has an Euclidean open neighborhood Ux ⊂ Xo satisfying the following conditions:

(1) the preimage e−1
H (Ux) consists of d disjoint connected open subsets

V 1
x , . . . , V

d
x ⊂ U sm

H ,

each of which is biholomorphic to Ux by eH;
(2) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ d, each fibre of qH|V i

x
: V i

x → qH(V i
x) is smooth and connected;

(3) let Wi ⊂ TUx
, 1 ≤ i ≤ d, be the image of TV i

x/qH(V i
x )

; then W1, . . . ,Wd give a
web-structure on Ux.

In particular, for any member C of H, the intersection C ∩ Ux is smooth.

Let X be a projective manifold of dimension n. An irreducible and reduced curve

C ⊂ X has a trivial normal bundle if under the normalisation f : C̃ → C, we get
the following exact sequence

0 → TC̃ → f∗TX → O
⊕(n−1)

C̃
→ 0.

In particular the morphism C̃ → X is immersive. Suppose that a curve C in an
n-dimensional projective manifold X has trivial normal bundle and deformations
of C with constant geometric genus cover an open subset of X . The germ of the
space of deformations of C with constant geometric genus must have dimension at
least n− 1. The Zariski tangent space to this space at the point corresponding to
C is

H0(C̃, f∗TX/TC̃) ≃ H0(C̃,O
⊕(n−1)

C̃
) ≃ Cn−1.

Thus the germ is smooth. The normalisation H of the closure of this germ in the
Chow variety of X will define an irreducible web of curves.
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3.3. Definition. Let X be a projective manifold. An étale web of curves on X is
an irreducible web of curves H on X such that the following holds: in terms of the
normalised universal family

UH X

H

eH

qH

there exists a Zariski open subset Ho of the smooth locus of H such that for each
point t ∈ Ho,

(1) the fibre (qH)−1(t) is a smooth curve, and
(2) the morphism eH is unramified over the Zariski open subset (qH)−1(Ho).

Let H be an étale web of curves on a projective manifold X , and let Z ⊂ X
be a closed subset with codimension at least two. Since eH is unramified in a
neighbourhood of a general fibre of qH, then an easy dimension count shows that a
general member of H is disjoint from Z.

3.4. Remark. Our definition of étale webs of curves is a priori slightly weaker
than the definition of étale webs of smooth curves given in [Hwa17, Definition 6.1]
since we do not require that eH(q−1

H (t)) ⊂ X is smooth for general t ∈ H. However,
many results proved for étale webs of smooth curves in [Hwa17] still hold in this
more general situation.

One can easily see that the irreducible web of curves defined by a curveC with trivial
normal bundle in a projective manifold X is an étale web of curves. Conversely,
if H is an étale web of curves, then for a general point t ∈ H, the curve Ct ⊂ X
corresponding to t has trivial normal bundle since the natural induced morphism

(qH)−1(t) −→ Ct

is birational and finite, and hence it coincides with the normalisation of Ct.

3.5. Definition. Let X be a complex manifold, and let C ⊂ X be a connected
curve. Let B ⊂ X be a hypersurface. We say that the intersection C ∩ B is
transversal if for every point p ∈ C ∩B and every local irreducible germ C′ of C at
p, the germ C′ is smooth and not tangent to B.

The following lemma is stated for étale web of smooth curves in [Hwa17], but
the proof still works for étale web of curves (see also [HM03, Proposition 1 and
Proposition 6]).

3.6. Lemma. [Hwa17, Lemma 6.2] Let H be an irreducible étale web of curves
on a projective manifold X. Let B ⊂ X be an irreducible hypersurface which has
positive intersection number with members of H. Let Bo ⊂ B be a dense Zariski
open subset. Then there exist dense Zariski open subsets B′ ⊂ Bo and HB ⊂ Ho

such that

(1) for any member [C] ∈ HB, the curve C intersects B transversally and C ∩ B
is contained in B′; and

(2) for any point x ∈ B′, there exists t ∈ HB such that x ∈ Ct; and
6



(3) if a curve C ⊂ X is a member in H such that C ∩ B′ 6= ∅, then C = Ct for
some point t ∈ HB.

Proof. We use the notation of Definition 3.3. Since the intersection number is
positive, the induced morphism

(eH)−1(B) −→ H

is surjective and generically finite. Thus we may choose a dense Zariski open subset
H1 ⊂ Ho such that the restricted morphism

B̄1 := (eH)−1(B) ∩ (qH)−1(H1) −→ H1

is surjective and étale. Then we can choose a Zariski open subset B′ ⊂ Bo such
that (eH)−1(B′) ⊂ B̄1. Set HB := qH((eH)−1(B′)). Then they satisfy the required
conditions. �

3.7. Proposition. [HM03, Proposition 6] Let f : Y → X be a generically finite
morphism between projective manifolds. Suppose that there exists an étale web of
curves H on X and let C ⊂ X be a general member in H. Then every irreducible
component of f−1(C) has trivial normal bundle. In particular, the covering family
of curves f∗H is a finite union of étale webs of curves on Y .

Let f : Y → X be a surjective generically finite morphism from an irreducible
normal projective variety Y to a projective manifold X . We consider the set

{y ∈ Y |Y is singular at y or f is not a local biholomorphism near y}.

The ramification divisor R of f is the union of codimension one components of the
above set which are not contracted to lower dimensional subvarieties of X by f .
The branch divisor of f is the image of the ramification divisor R of f , denoted by
B ⊂ X . Then f is étale over X \ (B ∪ Z) for some subvariety Z of codimension at
least two in X .

The following proposition is proved in [Hwa17, Proposition 6.7] for étale webs of
smooth curves and we follow the same argument (see also [HM01, Lemma 4.2]).

3.8. Proposition. [Hwa17, Proposition 6.7] Let X be a simply connected projective
manifold equipped with an étale web H of curves. Let Y be an irreducible normal
projective variety, and let f : Y → X be a generically finite morphism of degree at
least two. Let R be the ramification divisor of f . Let C ⊂ X be a general member
of H and let C′ be an irreducible member of f−1(C). If the intersection C′ ∩ R is
not empty, then the induced morphism C′ → C is not birational. In particular, if
C′ is an irreducible component of f−1(C) such that C′ → C is birational, then f is
unramified in a neighborhood of C′.

Proof. As X is simply connected, the branch divisor B is not empty. On the other
hand, we can choose a subvariety Z ⊂ X with codimension at least two such that f
is unramified over f−1(X \ (B ∪ Z)). Moreover, since C is supposed to be general,
we may also assume that C is disjoint from Z. As C′ ∩R 6= ∅, we have C ∩B 6= ∅.
Thus, by Lemma 3.6 and the generic choice of C, we may assume that C intersects
B transversally (see Definition 3.5). Let y ∈ C′ ∩ R be a point and denote f(y)
by x. Then C is immersed at x and C′ is immersed at y (see [HM03, Lemma 1]).
Since C′ is not disjoint from R, it follows that the induced morphism

f̃ : C̃′ −→ C̃
7



is ramified at a point z ∈ C̃′ such that n′(z) = y, where n′ : C̃′ → C′ and n : C̃ → C

are normalisations. As a consequence, the morphism f̃ is not birational and hence
C′ → C is not birational. �

As an immediate application, we obtain:

3.9. Corollary. [Hwa17, Proposition 6.7 and Proposition 6.8] Let H be an étale
web of curves on a simply connected projective manifold X of Picard number one.
Let f : Y → X be a generically finite morphism of degree at least two from an
irreducible normal projective variety Y . Then there exists at least one irreducible
component of f−1(C) which is not birational onto C, i.e., Mult(f∗H) is not empty.

Proof. Since X is simply connected and the degree of f is at least two, the branch
locus B and the ramification divisor R are not empty. Moreover, as X has Picard
number one, a general curve C intersects the branch locus B and is not contained in
it. Thus there exists an irreducible component C′ of f−1(C) such that C′ ∩R 6= ∅.
Then we conclude by Proposition 3.8. �

Following the argument in [Hwa17, Proposition 6.6] word-by-word and applying
[Hwa17, Corollary 3.12], one obtains:

3.10. Proposition. [Hwa17, Proposition 6.6] Let X be a projective manifold and
let H be an étale web of curves on X. Using the terminology of Definition 2.2, the
set Mult(e∗HH) is contained in FinqH(e∗HH).

4. Varieties of tangents of étale webs of curves

4.A. Variety of tangents. Let X be a projective manifold. Let H be an irre-
ducible covering family of curves on X . Denote by eH : UH → X and qH : UH → H
the natural maps on the normalised universal family. We have the following Carte-
sian diagram

P(e∗HΩX) P(ΩX)

UH X

ẽH

eH

Let S be the image of the composition

e∗HΩX −→ ΩUH
−→ ΩUH/H.

Denote by D′ ⊂ P(e∗HΩX) the unique irreducible component of P(S) dominating
UH. Then D′ is a rational section of the projectivised bundle P(e∗HΩX) −→ UH.

4.1. Definition. In the situation above, the tangent variety of H is defined to be

ẽH(D′) =: D ⊂ P(ΩX).

The induced rational map

τH : UH D ⊂ P(ΩX)

is called the tangent map (associated to H). In more geometric terms, for a general
point y ∈ UH, the tangent map τH sends the point y to P(ΩeH(Cy),eH(y)), where Cy

is the unique qH-fibre passing through y.
8



Let x ∈ X be a general point. Denote by Hx the fibre of eH over x. Then Hx is a
normal (maybe reducible) projective scheme. Moreover, since x ∈ X is general, a
general curve passing through x is smooth at x. Thus the induced morphism

Hx −→ Tx ⊂ Chow(X)1

maps birationally onto its image, where Tx is the subvariety of Chow(X) parametris-
ing members in H passing through x. On the other hand, as one can easily see that
the birational morphism Hx → Tx is also finite, thus Hx is actually the normali-
sation of Tx. For this reason, we will call Hx the normalised space parametrising
curves in H passing through x.

4.2. Remark. Let x ∈ X be a general point and let Hx ⊂ UH be the normalised
space parametrising curves in H passing through x. The locus where the morphism

e∗HΩX −→ ΩUH/H

is not surjective has codimension at least one, so it does not contain any irreducible
component of Hx. Thus the restriction of the tangent map τH to Hx is identified
generically to the tangent map

τH,x : Hx 99K P(ΩX,x), [C] 7→ [P(ΩC,x)].

Denote by Dx the fibre of D → X over the general point x ∈ X . Then a dimension
count shows that Dx coincides with the closure of the image of τH,x, which is usually
called the tangent variety of H at x.

4.B. Tangent varieties of étale webs of curves. The aim of this section is to
study the tangent variety of an étale web H of curves along a general member l
parametrised by H.

4.B.1. Setup. Let X be a projective manifold of dimension at least three equipped
with an étale web H of curves. Denote by eH : UH → X and qH : UH → H the
natural maps on the normalised universal family.

Let µ : Hs → H be a log resolution such that µ is an isomorphism over Ho (see
Definition 3.3). Let µ̃ : Us

H → UH be a log resolution that resolves the indeter-
minacies of µ−1 ◦ qH such that µ̃ is an isomorphism over the Zariski open subset
UHo

:= (qH)−1(Ho). The map µ−1(Ho) → Ho is an isomorphism, so for simplic-
ity’s sake, we will identify Ho with its preimage in Hs. Let f : Us

H → X be the
composition

Us
H

µ̃
−→ UH

eH−→ X.

Denote by τsH : Us
H 99K P(ΩX) the composition

Us
H

µ̃
−→ UH

τH
99K P(ΩX),

so we get a commutative diagram

(2)

UHo
Us
H UH X

Ho Hs H Ho

µ̃

qsH

f

qH

eH

µ

9



We will now introduce the somewhat technical notation that we will use in the rest
of the paper and that is necessary to carry out the proof of Theorem 6.25.

4.3. Notation. In the situation above, we set H̄ := f∗H, and denote by

H̄ = H̄0 ∪




m⋃

j=1

H̄j




the decomposition of H̄ into irreducible components such that H̄0 is the irreducible
component whose general members correspond to qsH-fibres.

Following [Hwa17] we denote by

f j
♭ : H̄j 99K Hs

the induced dominant rational map.

We denote by D̄j ⊂ P(ΩUs
H
) the tangent variety of H̄j, and by

νj : D̄j 99K D

the dominant rational map given by the construction.

4.4. Remarks.

(1) By Proposition 3.7, each irreducible component H̄j of the inverse image H̄ is
an étale web of curves on Us

H.
(2) By definition of H̄0, we have Fibqs

H
(f∗H) = H̄0 (see Definition 2.2). Moreover,

by Proposition 3.10, we know that Mult(f∗H) is contained in Finqs
H
(f∗H).

Let l be a general member parametrised by H. Then f−1(l) is of pure dimension
one. Thus we can write

f−1(l) =
r⋃

i=0

Ci
l

into irreducible components, where C0
l is the unique irreducible component of f−1(l)

that is contracted by qsH. By Proposition 3.7, each irreducible component Ci
l has

again trivial normal bundle. For each i ≥ 0, there exists a unique j(i) such that

[Ci
l ] ∈ H̄j(i). Conversely, since f j

♭ is dominant for each 0 ≤ j ≤ m, there exists some

i(j) such that [C
i(j)
l ] ∈ H̄j . We remark that in general i(j) may be not unique.

4.5. Definition. For 1 ≤ i ≤ r, denote by Bi
l the image qsH(Ci

l ). Set Bl = ∪r
i=1B

i
l .

Since Hs → Chow(X)1 is birational onto its image and l is general, the curve Bl

is birational onto its image in Chow(X)1. Thus we can regard Bl as the space of
curves parametrised by H that meet l.

4.B.2. Projection along general members: local construction. Given a general mem-
ber of an étale web of curves, we will now describe the projection of the tangent
variety to its normal directions. More precisely, let [l] ∈ H be a general member

and denote by fl : l̃ → l the normalisation. Consider the exact sequence

0 −→ Tl̃ −→ f∗
l TX −→ O

⊕(n−1)

l̃
−→ 0,

and denote by l0 ⊂ P(f∗
l ΩX) the section corresponding to the quotient f∗

l ΩX → Ωl̃.
Then we have a natural projection map

Pl0 : P(f∗
l ΩX) 99K P(O⊕(n−1)

l̃
) = l̃ × Pn−2.

10



Denote by

P̄l0 : P(f∗
l ΩX) 99K Pn−2

the composition Pl0 with the natural second projection l̃×Pn−2 p2
−→ Pn−2. Denote

by ζl the tautological divisor class c1(OP(f∗
l
ΩX )(1)) and by

ζ̃l = c1(p
∗
2OPn−2(1))

the tautological divisor class of P(O⊕(n−1)

l̃
).

4.6. Lemma. In the situation of Setup 4.B.1, let [l] ∈ H be a general member and

let C ⊂ P(f∗
l ΩX) → l̃ be an irreducible horizontal curve such that C 6= l0. Denote

by Pl0(C) the closure of the image of the generic point of C. Then ζl · C ≥ 0 and
the following statements hold.

(1) If ζl · C = 0, then C is disjoint from l0 and Pl0(C) is a fibre of p2.
(2) If ζl · C = 1, then one of the following statements holds.

(i) The intersection C ∩ l0 is not empty and Pl0(C) is a fibre of p2.
(ii) The curve l is a rational curve, the curve C is disjoint from l0, the image

P̄l0(C) is a line in Pn−2 and the induced morphism C −→ P̄l0(C) is an
isomorphism.

Proof. Let ν : Z → P(f∗
l ΩX) be the blow-up along l0 and let g : Z → P(O⊕(n−1)

l̃
)

be the induced morphism. Denote by E the exceptional divisor of ν. Then we have

ν∗ζl − E = g∗ζ̃l.

Denote by C′ the strict transform of C in Z. Then we have g(C′) = Pl0(C) and we
obtain

ζl · C = ν∗ζl · C
′ = deg(g|C′)ζ̃l · Pl0(C) + E · C′.

As ζ̃l is nef and C′ is not contained in E, one can easily obtain that ζl ·C ≥ 0 with

equality if and only if ζ̃l ·Pl0(C) = E ·C′ = 0. As a consequence, if ζl ·C = 0, then
Pl0(C) is fibre of p2 and C′ is disjoint from E. In particular, the curve C is disjoint
from l0.

If ζl · C = 1, then we obtain either ζ̃l · Pl0(C) = 0 and E · C′ = 1, or deg(g|C′)ζ̃l ·
Pl0(C) = 1 and E · C′ = 0. In the former case, the curve Pl0(C) is fibre of p2 and

C′ ∩ l0 6= ∅. In the latter case, we obtain that deg(g|C′) = ζ̃l · Pl0(C) = 1 and C
is disjoint from l0. In particular, the image p2(Pl0 (C)) is a line in Pn−2 and the
morphism

P̄l0 |C : C −→ p2(Pl0(C)) = P1

is birational. Hence, the curves C and l̃ are also isomorphic to P1. �

4.B.3. Projection along general members: global construction. Now we proceed to
give a global construction of the projection to normal directions along general mem-
bers in H. We use the notation of Setup 4.B.1. The exact sequence of vector bundles

0 → (qsH)∗ΩHo
−→ ΩUHo

−→ ΩUHo/Ho
−→ 0.

defines a projection map P(ΩUHo
) 99K P((qsH)∗ΩHo

) which we extend to a rational
map

PD̄0
: P(ΩUs

H
) P((qsH)∗ΩHs)

11



In particular, over the Zariski open subset UHo
, the map PD̄0

is exactly the projec-

tion from the rational section D̄0 ⊂ P(ΩUs
H
) (see Notation 4.3). We also have the

following composition

P̄D̄0
: P(ΩUs

H
) P((qsH)∗ΩHs) P(ΩHs)

PD̄0

4.7. Notation. For 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let us denote by Zj ⊂ P(ΩHs) the image P̄D̄0
(D̄j),

i.e. the closure of the image of the generic point of D̄j.

Set t = [l] ∈ Ho. Then C0
l is the fibre of qsH over t and the induced morphism f |C0

l
:

C0
l → l is nothing but the normalisation of l. Moreover, as f is unramified over UHo

,
we have a natural isomorphism f∗TX |C0

l

∼= TUs
H
|C0

l
. Then, under this identification,

the curve l0 defined in Section 4.B.2 is exactly the curve D̄0 ∩ P(ΩUs
H
|C0

l
) and

(qsH)∗ΩHs |C0
l

identifies to the co-normal bundle of l. Hence, restricted to the fibre

C0
l , the projections PD̄0

and P̄D̄0
are exactly the projections Pl0 and P̄l0 defined in

Section 4.B.2, respectively. In particular, we shall denote by PD̄0
l

(resp. P̄D̄0
l
) the

restriction of PD̄0
(resp. P̄D̄0

) to P(ΩUs
H
|C0

l
).

4.8. Theorem. In the situation of Setup 4.B.1, let H̄j ⊂ H̄ be an irreducible
component such that 1 ≤ j ≤ m. If the projection

P̄j := P̄D̄0
|D̄j

: D̄j 99K Zj

is not generically finite, then H̄j is contained in Infqs
H
(f∗H). In particular, if H̄j

is contained in Mult(f∗H), then P̄j : D̄j 99K Zj is generically finite.

The following picture illustrates the statement: since projecting from D̄0 corre-
sponds to taking images under the tangent map of qsH, the projection map is not
generically finite if and only if there are infinitely many curves in H̄j which are
mapped onto the same curve in Hs.

C0
l

t

qsH

C0
l

t

qsH

Proof. Let t = [l] ∈ Ho be a general member and let y ∈ C0
l be a general point.

Set x = f(y). Then there exists an Euclidean neighbourhood x ∈ Ux ⊂ X of x
satisfying the following properties:

(1) the étale web H of curves defines a web-structure Wi ⊂ TUx
(1 ≤ i ≤ d) as in

Definition 3.2;
12



(2) if Vy is the connected component of f−1(Ux) containing y, the induced mor-
phism fy := f |Vy

: Vy → Ux is biholomorphic and Ot := qsH(Vy) is contained
Ho;

(3) the étale web of curves H̄j defines a web-structure W̄i ⊂ TVy
(1 ≤ i ≤ d′) as in

Definition 3.2.

From the construction of H̄j , it follows that W̄i ⊂ TVy
(1 ≤ i ≤ d′) is actually a

sub-web-structure of the pull-back of the web-structure Wi ⊂ TUx
(1 ≤ i ≤ d) on

Ux via the biholomorphism fy : Vy → Ux. After renumbering, we may assume that
W̄i ⊂ TVy

is exactly the pull-back of Wi ⊂ TUx
. By the definition of D̄j , we have

D̄j ∩ P(ΩVy
) =

d′⋃

i=1

P(W̄ ∗
i ) ⊂ P(ΩVy

),

where W̄ ∗
i is the dual of W̄i. Moreover, we note that TVy/Ot

∩ W̄i is just the zero

section for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d′. It follows that P̄j is well-defined along D̄j ∩ P(ΩVy
).

⋃d′

i=1 P(W̄
∗
i ) = D̄j ∩ P(Vy) P(ΩVy

) P(ΩOt
) Zj ∩ P(ΩOt

)

Vy Vy Ot Ot

π1

P̄j

π1

P̄D̄0

π2 π2

qsH

Since P̄j : D̄j 99K Zj is not generically finite by our assumption, there exists some
1 ≤ i ≤ d′ such that P(W̄ ∗

i ) → P̄j(P(W̄ ∗
i )) is not generically finite. As P(W̄ ∗

i ) is a
section of π1 : P(ΩVy

) → Vy, it follows that the induced morphism

P(W̄ ∗
i )

P̄j
−→ Zj ∩ P(ΩOt

)
π2−→ Ot

is surjective and has relative dimension at least one. On the other hand, since Vy →
Ot is of relative pure dimension one with connected and smooth fibres, it follows
that the morphism P̄j(P(W̄ ∗

i )) → Ot is birational. In particular, after replacing x by
a general point in Ux and then shrinking Ux, we may assume that P̄j(P(W̄ ∗

i )) → Ot

is an biholomorphism; that is, P̄j(P(W̄ ∗
i )) is a section of π2 : P(ΩOt

) → Ot. Denote
by Li ⊂ TOt

the 1-dimensional distribution such that P(L∗
i ) = P̄j(W̄

∗
i ) ⊂ P(ΩOt

).

Let C be a curve parametrised by H̄j such that C∩Vy is a leaf of Wi. Then the image
qsH(C)∩Ot is a leaf of Li. In particular, if {Cs}s∈∆ are the curves parametrised by
H̄j meeting C0

l ∩Vy such that Cs∩Vy are leaves of Wi, then qsH(Cs)∩Ot are leaves of
Li passing through the fixed point t. Hence, by the uniqueness of leaves, the image
qsH(Cs) ∩ Ot is independent of s ∈ ∆. Then taking Zariski closure shows that the
image qsH(Cs) is independent of s ∈ ∆. Hence, H̄j is contained in Infqs

H
(f∗H). �

4.9. Remark. Note that the restriction D̄j ∩ P(ΩUs
H
|C0

l
) is a finite union of hori-

zontal irreducible curves Dji which are different from D̄0∩P(ΩUs
H
|C0

l
), and we have

13



the following commutative diagram whose vertical morphisms are generically finite.

D̄j Zj

Us
H Hs

P̄j

qsH

Thus the local description of the projections given in Section 4.B.2 shows that the
map P̄j : D̄j 99K Zj is generically finite if and only the image PD̄0

l
(Dji) is not a

fibre of the projection p2 : C0
l × Pn−2 → Pn−2.

5. Dual variety of minimal rational tangents

5.A. Standard covering family of rational curves. Let X be a uniruled pro-
jective manifold of dimension n, and let C ⊂ X be a rational curve. We say that
C is a standard rational curve if for the normalisation f : P1 → C, we have

(3) f∗TX
∼= OP1(2)⊕OP1(1)⊕p ⊕O

⊕(n−p−1)
P1 ,

where p+ 2 = −KX · C is the anti-canonical degree of C. Let H be an irreducible
covering family of rational curves on X . We say that H is standard if general
curves parametrised by H are standard rational curves. We say H is minimal if
H has minimal degree with respect to some fixed ample line bundle A on X . It is
well-known that a covering family H of minimal rational curves is standard and a
uniruled projective manifold always carries a covering family of minimal rational
curves. If there is no danger of confusion, we shall write the tangent maps τH and
τH,x as τ and τx, respectively.

5.1. Proposition. Let H be a standard covering family of rational curves on a
projective manifold X. Denote by Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) the tangent variety of H at a
general point x ∈ X. Then the following statements hold.

(1) The tangent map τx : Hx 99K Dx is an immersion at the point in Hx corre-
sponding to a standard rational curve.

(2) Let [C] ∈ Hx be a standard rational curve with y = τx([C]) and denote by

T̂y ⊂ TX,x the (p+1)-dimensional subspace corresponding to the positive factors
of the splitting

f∗TX
∼= OP1(2)⊕OP1(1)⊕p ⊕O

⊕(n−p−1)
P1 ,

where f : P1 → C is the normalisation. Then P(T̂ ∗
y ) ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is the projective

tangent bundle of Dx at y.
(3) If we assume moreover that H is minimal, then Hx is smooth and τx : Hx 99K

Dx coincides with the normalisation of Dx.

Proof. The statements (1) and (2) are proved in [Hwa01, Proposition 1.4 and Propo-
sition 2.3] under the assumption that H is minimal. However, the proof only uses
the splitting type of TX along general curves parametrised by H. The statement
(3) is proved by [Keb02b] and [HM04]. �
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In this paper, we shall consider simultaneously two families of rational curves, one of
them being minimal. As in the preceding sections we will denote a general covering
family of curves by H. We will distinguish the family of minimal rational curves
by using the notation that is most common in the literature:

5.2. Notation. Let X be a projective manifold. We shall denote by K a family
of minimal rational curves on X, and somewhat abusively, by the same letter the
covering family obtained by taking the the normalisation of its closure in Chow(X)1.
For such a family, we denote the tangent variety by

C ⊂ P(ΩX)

and call it the total variety of minimal rational tangents (total VMRT for short).
For a general point x ∈ X the tangent variety Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is called the variety of
minimal rational tangents (VMRT for short).

5.3. Lemma. Let X be a uniruled projective manifold equipped with a covering
family H of rational curves with anti-canonical degree four such that the general
member is immersed. If H is not standard, then the tangent variety Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x)
of H at a general point x ∈ X is contained in a finite union of projective lines.

Proof. Since the total tangent variety D is irreducible, each irreducible component
of Dx has the same degree. In particular, it is enough to show that there exists an
irreducible component of Dx which is contained in a projective line.

Let [C] ∈ H be a general member with normalisation f : P1 → X , then f is free.
Since by assumption f is immersive and H is not standard, we have

f∗TX
∼= OP1(2)⊕OP1(2)⊕O

⊕(n−2)
P1 .

Let now Hi
x ⊂ Hx be an irreducible component and S = Locus(Hi

x) ⊂ X be the
Zariski closure of the union of curves parametrised by Hi

x. Let y ∈ S be a general
point, so that S is smooth at y and there exists a curve [C] ∈ Hi

x having splitting
type as above. Since f is not standard (i.e. not minimal in the terminology of
[Kol96, IV, Defn.2.8]), we know by [Kol96, IV, Cor.2.9] that we can deform the
rational curve [C] keeping x and y fixed, i.e. there exists an irreducible curve
δy ⊂ Hi

x such that every curve C parametrised by δy passes through x and y. Thus
the general fibre of the evaluation morphism

ev : Hi
x × P1 → S

has positive dimension. Since Hi
x has dimension two, this shows that dimS = 2.

Since x ∈ X is general, and Hi
x ⊂ Hx is any irreducible component, we obtain that

dimLocus(Hz) = 2 for every general point z ∈ X .

Let Hj
y be an irreducible component of Hy containing δy. Then we have

S = Locus(δy) ⊂ Locus(Hj
y).

As both S and Locus(Hj
y) are irreducible surfaces, we obtain S = Locus(Hj

y). In
particular, after replacing x by y, we may assume that S is smooth at x. Then
τH(Hi

x) is contained in P(ΩS,x) ⊂ P(ΩX,x) which is a projective line. �
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5.B. Dual variety of tangent variety. Let [C] ∈ H be a standard rational
curve. Then a minimal section C̄ over C is the image of a section of P(f∗TX) → P1

corresponding to the quotient

f∗TX
∼= OP1(2)⊕OP1(1)⊕p ⊕O

⊕(n−p−1)
P1 −→ OP1 ,

where f : P1 → C is the normalisation.

5.4. Definition. let H be a standard covering family of rational curves over a
projective manifold X. The total dual tangent variety Ď ⊂ P(TX) of H is defined
as the Zariski closure of the union of all minimal sections over standard rational
curves in H

Ď =
⋃

[C]∈H: standard rational curve

C̄
Zar

⊂ P(TX).

Let us recall the definition of dual varieties of projective varieties . Let V be a
complex vector space of dimension N + 1, and let Z ⊂ PN = P(V ) be a projective
variety. We denote by TZ,z the tangent space at any smooth point z ∈ Zsm, where
Zsm is the non-singular locus of Z. We can also define the embedded projective
tangent space T̂Z,z ⊂ PN as follows:

T̂Z,z = P(TCone(Z),v),

where Cone(Z) ⊂ V is the cone over Z, v is any non-zero point on the line z, and
we consider TCone(Z),v as a linear subspace of V . A hyperplane H ⊂ PN is a tangent

hyperplane of Z if T̂Z,z ⊂ H for some z ∈ Zsm.

5.5. Definition. Let Z ⊂ PN = P(V ) be a projective variety.

(1) The closure of the set of all tangent hyperplanes is called the projectively dual
variety Ž ⊂ P̌N = P(V ∗), where V ∗ is the dual space of V .

(2) The dual defect def(Z) of Z is defined as N − dim(Ž)− 1, and Z is called dual
defective if def(Z) > 0.

The next result justifies the terminology in Definition 5.4:

5.6. Proposition. [MOSC+15, Proposition 5.14] With the same notation as in
Definition 5.4, let x ∈ X be a general point. Then Ďx ⊂ P(TX,x) is the projectively
dual variety of Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x).

Proof. In the proof of [MOSC+15, Proposition 5.14], H is assumed to be mini-
mal. However, the proof uses only the splitting type of TX along general curves
parametrised by H, so it still works for standard covering families of rational
curves. �

Let K be a covering family of minimal rational curves on X . Then the total dual
tangent variety of K is denoted by Č ⊂ P(TX) and we shall call it the total dual
VMRT of K. Denote by c the dual defect of Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x). If c = 0, then the total

dual VMRT Č ⊂ P(TX) is a prime divisor. In particular, there exists a Cartier
divisor ∆ on X such that

[Č] = mζ̌ + π̌∗∆,

where π̌ : P(TX) → X is the projectivisation and ζ̌ is tautological divisor class
c1(OP(TX)(1)). Moreover, by Proposition 5.6, we also see that m is equal to the
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degree of the dual variety of Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) at a general point x ∈ X , which is a
hypersurface in P(TX,x) as c = 0.

5.7. Remark. Let H be a standard covering family of rational curves on an n-
dimensional projective manifold X . If a general member of H has (−KX)-degree
n+1, then its tangent variety D is the total space P(ΩX) and the total dual tangent
variety Ď is empty by our definition. However, if we assume that H is a covering
family of minimal rational curves, then we know by [CMSB02, Keb02a] that if X
is not isomorphic to Pn, then the anti-canonical degree of a general member in H
is less than or equal to n; that is, we have n− p− 1 > 0 in (3) if X 6∼= Pn.

5.8. Proposition. Assume that X is a Fano manifold of Picard number one
equipped with a covering family K of minimal rational curves such that c = 0.
Then TX is big if and only if ∆ is anti-ample on X. In this case Č is a generator
of the pseudoeffective cone Pseff(P(TX)).

Proof. If ∆ is anti-ample, then TX is big by [HLS20, Lemma 2.3]. Conversely,
assume that TX is big. Then by [HLS20, Lemma 2.3], there exists an anti-big Q-
divisor H on X such that ζ̌ + π̌∗H is pseudoeffective. As X has Picard number
one, it follows that H is actually anti-ample. Note that Č is dominated by minimal
sections C̄ and

(ζ̌ + π̌∗H) · C̄ = π̌∗H · C̄ = H · C < 0.

Therefore, the divisor ζ̌ + π̌∗H is not modified nef. Thus, by [HLS20, Corollary
2.6], there exists a prime divisor D such that [D] generates an extremal ray of the
pseudoeffective cone of P(TX). As TX is big, there exists a positive integer m′ and
an anti-ample Q-divisor H ′ such that

1

m′
D ≡ ζ̌ + π̌∗H ′.

On the other hand, the same computation as above shows that the restriction D|Č
is not pseudoeffective. Hence, we have Č = D and consequently we obtain m = m′

and ∆ = mH ′ is anti-ample. �

In this paper we are mainly interested in the case where p = 0. In particular,
we have c = 0 as c ≤ p (see [MOSC+15, Proposition 5.12]). To compute the
cohomological class of the total dual VMRT in this case, we start with a general
construction.

Let B be a smooth projective curve and let E → B be a vector bundle of rank
r ≥ 2. Denote by η : P(E) → B the projectivisation. Let C = ∪r

i=1Ci ⊂ P(E) be a
finite union of curves which does not contain any η-vertical irreducible components.
We define the total dual variety Č ⊂ P(E∗) of C as follows: for a general point
b ∈ B, the fibre of η̌−1(b)∩Č is the dual variety of η−1(b)∩C, where η̌ : P(E∗) → B
is the projectivisation. Then we define the Č to be the Zariski closure of the union
of these dual varieties over general points of B. Since η−1(b)∩C is a finite union of
points in P(Eb), it follows that η̌−1(b)∩ Č is a finite union of hyperplanes in P(E∗

b ).

Hence, the variety Č ⊂ P(E∗) is a divisor. Let ζ̌ be the tautological divisor class
of P(E∗) and let F̌ be a fibre of η̌. Then there exist integers a and b such that

[Č] ≡ aζ̌ + bF̌ .
17



5.9. Lemma. Let ζ be the tautological divisor class of P(E) and let F be a η-fibre.
Then we have

a = F · C and b = ζ · C.

Proof. Note that Č =
∑r

i=1 Či where Či is the total dual of the irreducible curve
Ci. Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume that C is irreducible. Let
f : C̄ → C be the normalisation. Then we have a Cartesian diagram

P(ν∗E) P(E)

C̄ B

ν̄

η̄ η

ν

where ν : C̄ → B is the composition η ◦ f . Moreover, there exists a quotient line
bundle ν∗E → L such that the corresponding section µ : C̄ → P(ν∗E) satisfies

(ν̄ ◦ µ)(C̄) = C and c1(L) · C̄ = ζ · C.

On the other hand, the total dual variety
ˇ̃
C ⊂ P(ν∗E∗) of C̃ := µ(C̄) ⊂ P(ν∗E) is

exactly the projective sub-bundle P(ν∗E∗/L∗) ⊂ P(ν∗E∗). In particular, we have

[
ˇ̃
C] ≡ ˇ̄ζ + (c1(L) · C̄) ˇ̄F,

where ˇ̄ζ is the tautological divisor class of P(ν∗E∗) and ˇ̄F is a fibre of η̄. On the

other hand, note that we have ν̄∗
ˇ̃
C = Č. Therefore, we get

[Č] ≡ deg(ν)ζ̌ + (c1(L) · C̄)F̌ = (F · C)ζ̌ + (ζ · C)F̌ .

�

5.C. Big tangent bundle. In this subsection, we shall always make the following

5.10. Assumption. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n and with Picard
number one, and denote by A the ample generator of Pic(X). Assume that the
tangent bundle TX is big and X admits an étale web of rational curves K, i.e., for
a general point x ∈ X , there exists a rational curve which has degree two with
respect to −KX .

Let us recall that by [Keb02b, Thm.3.3(2)] the curves in the étale web passing
through a general point x are immersed and smooth in x. However it is possible
that these curves are singular in some other point. Our goal is now to deduce further
properties of the family of rational curves when TX is big. We will summarise these
properties in Theorem 5.19 and Corollary 5.20, introducing the notation along the
way of their proof.

In the sequel of this section, we will follow the notations given as in Section 4.B
except that we replace the notations H by K and D by C to emphasise that K is
an étale web of rational curves. In particular, we have the following commutative
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diagram

(4)

Us
K UK X

Ks K

µ̃

qsK

f

eK

qK

µ

Let now

K̄ := f∗K = K̄0 ∪




m⋃

j=1

K̄j




be the decomposition into irreducible components such that K̄0 corresponds to
general fibres of qsK. In particular, we have [C0

l ] ∈ K̄0 for general members [l] ∈ K.
Moreover, up to renumbering, we can assume that K̄j is an irreducible component
of Mult(f∗K) for 1 ≤ j ≤ k (≤ m) and K̄j is an irreducible component of Bir(f∗K)
for k + 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Denote by C̄j the total tangent variety of K̄j . For a general member [l] ∈ K, we
decompose

C̄j
l := C̄j ∩ P(ΩUs

K
|C0

l
) =

⋃

i

C̄ji
l

into irreducible components. We know that C̄0
l is irreducible since it is exactly the

section corresponding to the quotient ΩUs
K
|C0

l
→ ΩC0

l
.

Let us denote by ζ̄ the tautological divisor class of P(ΩUs
K
), and by ζl its restriction

to P(ΩUs
K
|C0

l
).

5.C.1. VMRT along minimal rational curves. We start by deducing some numerical
consequence of the bigness of TX :

5.11. Proposition. Under the Assumption 5.10, let l be a general member of K.
Then A · l = 1 and the following statements hold.

(1) Mult(K̄) = Finqs
K
(K̄) = K̄1 and C̄1

l is an irreducible curve such that C̄1
l is not

contracted by P̄C̄0
and ζ̄ · C̄1

l = 1.

(2) For each j ≥ 2, we have ζ̄ · C̄ji
l = 0 for arbitrary i. In particular, C̄ji

l is a
rational curve which is disjoint from C̄0

l if j ≥ 1.

Moreover the projection P̄j : C̄j 99K Zj is generically finite if and only if j = 1.

Remark. Before we start the proof, let us recall that if [l] ∈ K is general, then
Č ×X l has no vertical component. Since C0

l → l is the normalisation and f is

unramified near C0
l , we can identify the irreducible components of Č ×X l with

their preimage under the pull-back P(f∗TX |C0
l
) → P(TX).

Proof. Since X has Picard number 1 and TX is big, by Proposition 5.8, there exist
positive integers a and b such that

Č ≡ aζ̌ − bπ̌∗A.
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Denote by ˇ̄Cl the pull-back of Č ⊂ P(TX) to P(TUs
K
|C0

l
) = P(f∗TX |C0

l
). Then ˇ̄Cl is

just the total dual variety of

C̄l =
m⋃

j=0

C̄j
l ⊂ P(ΩUs

K
|C0

l
).

Then, according to Lemma 5.9, we have −bA · l = ζl · C̄l. As b > 0 and ζl · C̄0
l = −2,

it follows that

ζl ·
m∑

j=1

C̄j
l ≤ 1

and if equality holds then b = 1 and A·l = 1. Note that for a fixed j, the ζ̄-degree of
C̄ji
l is independent of i. Thus, thanks to Lemma 4.6, one of the following statements

hold.

(1) One has ζ̄l ·
∑m

j=1 C̄
j
l = 0. In particular, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ m, we have ζ̄l · C̄

ji
l = 0.

(2) One has ζ̄l ·
∑m

j=1 C̄
j
l = 1. In particular, there exists a unique integer 1 ≤ j ≤ m

such that C̄j
l is an irreducible curve satisfying ζ̄l · C̄

j
l = 1 and ζ̄l · C̄

j′i
l = 0 for

any 1 ≤ j′ 6= j.

By Corollary 3.9, the set Mult(f∗K) is not empty. Consider the irreducible com-
ponent K̄1 ⊂ Mult(f∗K). Then, by Theorem 4.8, the rational map P̄1 : C̄1 99K Z1

is generically finite. In particular, C̄1
l is not contracted by the projection

P̄C̄0
l
: P(ΩUs

K|
C0
l

) 99K Pn−2.

Then Lemma 4.6 implies ζ̄l · C̄1
l > 0. As a consequence, only the statement (2)

above is possible. Then we must have K̄j = K̄1 and Mult(f∗K) = K̄1. Moreover,

Lemma 4.6 also implies that C̄ji
l is disjoint from C̄0

l for each j ≥ 1.

Finally, as ζ̄l · C̄
ji
l = 0 if j ≥ 2, then Lemma 4.6 says that C̄j

l is contracted by P̄C̄0
l
. In

particular, the map P̄j : C̄j 99K Zj is not generically finite if j ≥ 2 (see also Remark
4.9) and Theorem 4.8 implies that K̄j is contained in Infqs

K
(f∗K) for j ≥ 2. �

As A · l = 1 by Proposition 5.11, the minimal family K is unsplit and the normalised
universal family UK → K is a smooth P1-bundle such that the e∗KA-degree of the
fibres of qK is 1. Set VK = (qK)∗OUK

(e∗KA). Then VK is a vector bundle of rank 2
over K such that UK

∼= P(VK). Thus we may set Us
K = P(V ) in the diagram (4),

where V = µ∗VK. Then we have the following commutative diagram:

(5)

Us
K = P(V ) UK = P(VK) X

Ks K

qsK

f

µ̃ eK

qK

µ

5.12. Remark. Note that we have V ∼= (qsK)∗OUs
K
(f∗A), so the vector bundle V is

nef and big. Moreover, since f is uniramified, hence finite, on UKo
, we know that if

B ⊂ Ks is an irreducible curve such that B ∩Ko 6= ∅, the restriction V |B is ample.
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Indeed for such a curve B, the morphism P(V |B) → X is finite onto its image, so
the restriction of f∗A to P(V |B) is ample.

Let Cl ⊂ P(ΩX |l) be the image of f−1(l) under the tangent map τsK : Us
K 99K P(ΩX).

Then Cl coincides with C ∩ P(ΩX |l). Recall that we have the following birational
morphism

P(ΩUs
K
|C0

l
) = P(f∗

l ΩX) −→ P(ΩX |l),

where fl := f |C0
l
: P1 = C0

l → l is the normalisation. Then C̄l is nothing but the

strict transform of Cl. Let us denote τsK(C
i
l ) by Ci

l . Then Proposition 5.11 can be
rephrased as follows:

5.13. Corollary. Notation and assumption as in Proposition 5.11. There exists an

integer 1 ≤ i(1) ≤ r such that C
i(1)
l is an irreducible component of f−1(l) satisfying

ζ · C
i(1)
l = 1 and ζ · Ci

l = 0 for any 1 ≤ i 6= i(1), where ζ is the tautological divisor
class of P(ΩX).

In particular, we have ν1(C̄1
l ) = C

i(1)
l , where ν1 : C̄1 99K C is the rational map

defined in Notation 4.3.

5.C.2. Multiple components of inverse image. We have seen in Proposition 5.6 that
Mult(K̄) = Finqs

K
(K̄) = K̄1 is irreducible and C̄1

l is an irreducible curve. We now

pursue the analysis by studying the irreducible components of f−1(l). Let [l] ∈ K
be a general member and

Bmult
l := ∪Bi

l := qsK(C
i
l )

where the union runs over the curves Ci
l such that [Ci

l ] ∈ K̄1, i.e., the map Ci
l → l

is not birational.

5.14. Proposition. Under the Assumption 5.10, let x ∈ X be a general point and
let [l], [l′] be two members in Kx.

(1) The curve C
i(1)
l (see Corollary 5.13 above ) is the unique irreducible compo-

nent of f−1(l) which is not birational onto l. In particular, each irreducible
component of f−1(l) is a rational curve with trivial normal bundle.

(2) The point [l] is contained in Bmult
l′ if and only if [l′] is contained in Bmult

l .

Proof. Denote by B1
C0

l

⊂ K̄1 the space of curves parametrised by K̄1 that meet

C0
l (cf. Definition 4.5). Since C̄1

l is irreducible by Proposition 5.11(1), B1
C0

l

is also

irreducible. Let C
i(1)
l be the irreducible component of f−1(l) such that

τsK(C
i(1)
l ) = ν1(C̄

1
l ) = C

i(1)
l ,

where ν1 : C̄1 99K C is the rational map defined in Notation 4.3 (cf. Corollary 5.13).
Then we obtain

f1
♭ (B

1
C0

l
) = B

i(1)
l = qsK(C

i(1)
l ),

where f1
♭ : K̄1 99K Ks is the natural dominant rational map. We note that all the

arguments above still work if we replace l by l′.

Claim 1. [l′] is contained in Bmult
l if and only if [l] is contained in B

i(1)
l′ =

qsK(C
i(1)
l′ ).
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Proof of Claim 1. By definition, [l′] is contained in Bmult
l if and only if there exists

an irreducible component Ci
l of f−1(l) such that Ci

l → l is not birational and
Ci

l ∩ C0
l′ 6= ∅; that is,

[Ci
l ] ∈ B1

C0
l′
⊂ Mult(f∗K) = K̄1.

This implies that [l] is contained in B
i(1)
l′ = f1

♭ (B
1
C0

l′
). Conversely, if [l] is contained

in B
i(1)
l′ , then there exists an irreducible component Ci

l of f−1(l) such that

[Ci
l ] ∈ B1

C0
l′
⊂ K̄1 = Mult(f∗K).

Then Ci
l → l is not birational and Ci

l ∩ C0
l 6= ∅; that is, [l′] ∈ Bmult

l . This finishes
the proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2. The morphism C
i(1)
l → l is not birational.

Proof of Claim 2. Assume to the contrary that C
i(1)
l → l is birational. Then there

exists a unique member [li(1)] ∈ Kx such that [li(1)] ∈ B
i(1)
l . Then we have the

following surjective map Φx : Kx → Kx by sending [l] to [li(1)]. As Kx is a finite
set, Φx is also injective.

Let Ci
li(1)

be an irreducible component of f−1(li(1)) such that

[Ci
li(1)

] ∈ B1
C0

l
and f1

♭ ([C
i
li(1)

]) = [li(1)].

Since Ci
li(1)

→ l is not birational, there exists another member [l] 6= [l̄] ∈ Kx such

that C0
l̄
∩Ci

li(1)
6= ∅. Note that here we use the fact the all the members in Kx are

smooth at x.

esK(y1) = esK(y2) = x

l̄lli(1)

y2 y1

Ci
li(1)

C0
l̄ C0

l

esK f1
♭

qsK

Bi
li(1)

⊂ Bmult
li(1)

[l̄] [l]

[li(1)]

B
i(1)

l̄ B
i(1)
l

Then [l̄] is contained in Bmult
li(1)

and hence [li(1)] is contained in B
i(1)

l̄
by Claim 1.

This imlies
Φx([l]) = Φx([l̄]) = [li(1)],

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of Claim 2.

Let Ci
l be an irreducible component of f−1(l) such that Ci

l → l is not birational.

Then [Ci
l ] is contained in K̄1. On the other hand, as [C

i(1)
l ] ∈ K̄1 by Claim 2 above,

it follows that we have

ζ · Ci
l = ζ · τsK(C

i
l ) = ζ · τsK(C

i(1)
l ) = ζ · C

i(1)
l = 1.
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Then Corollary 5.13 implies that Ci
l = C

i(1)
l and hence Ci

l = C
i(1)
l . This shows

that C
i(1)
l is the unique irreducible component of f−1(l) which is not birational

onto l. In particular, Ci
l is a rational curve if i 6= i(1) as l is a rational curve. On

the other hand, note that C
i(1)
l is a rational curve by Lemma 4.6 and the tangent

map C
i(1)
l 99K C

i(1)
l is birational, it follows that C

i(1)
l is also a rational curve. The

remaining part of statement (1) follows from Proposition 3.7.

To prove the statement (2), note that, by Claim 1, [l′] is contained in Bmult
l if and

only if [l] is contained in B
i(1)
l′ . On the other hand, it follows from the statement

(1) that Bmult
l′ = B

i(1)
l′ . This finishes the proof of the statement (2). �

5.15. Notation. In the sequel of this paper, we shall always assume that C1
l is

the unique irreducible component of f−1(l) such that C1
l → l is not birational. In

particular, ν1(C̄1
l ) = C1

l and Bmult
l = B1

l is irreducible.

5.16. Lemma. Under the Assumption 5.10, the morphism C1
l → B1

l is birational.
Moreover, let n : P1 → B1

l be the normalisation. Then there exists a positive integer
a ≥ d+ 1 such that

n∗V ∼= OP1(a)⊕OP1(d),

where d ≥ 2 is the degree of the finite morphism C1
l → l.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that C1
l → B1

l is not birational. Let t = [l′] ∈ B1
l be

a general point. Then C1
l ∩ C0

l′ contains two different points y1 and y2. Moreover,
we may also assume that C1

l is smooth at y1 and y2 and B1
l is smooth at t. Then

it follows that both P(ΩC1
l
,y1

) and P(ΩC1
l
,y2

) are contained in C̄1
l′ as [C1

l ] ∈ K̄1.

y1

y2

C0
l′

qsK

C1
l

B1
l

t = [l′]

On the other hand, note that we also have

P̄C̄0
l′
(P(ΩC1

l
,y1

)) = P̄C̄0
l′
(P(ΩC1

l
,y2

)) = P(ΩB1
l
,t).

Yet, by Proposition 5.11 and Lemma 4.6, the projection C̄1
l′ → P̄C̄0

l′
(C̄1

l′) is an iso-

morphism, which is a contradiction. Hence, the map C1
l → B1

l is birational.

Let n′ : P1 → C1
l be the normalisation of C1

l . Then it is clear that the composition
P1 → C1

l → B1
l is the normalisation of B1

l . Moreover, as f∗H ·C1
l = d, there exists

a line bundle quotient

n∗V ∼= OP1(a)⊕OP1(b) → OP1(d)
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such that a ≥ b > 0 (see Remark 5.12) and the corresponding section σ : P1 →
P(n∗V ) satisfies the following commutative diagram

P(n∗V ) P(V |B1
l
)

P1 B1
l

n̄

p

n

σ

and (n̄ ◦ σ)(P1) = C1
l . On the other hand, we consider the following generically

surjective morphism
(f ◦ n̄)∗ΩX −→ ΩP(n∗V )/P1 .

By the definition of the tangent map τ and the fact ζ ·C1
l = 1, we have the following

factorisation of the morphism above

(f ◦ n̄)∗ΩX |σ(P1) ։ OP1(1) → ΩP(n̄∗V )/P1 |σ(P1)
∼= OP1(−2d+ a+ b),

where ζ is the tautological divisor of P(ΩX) and the last isomorphism follows from
the following facts

ΩP(n̄∗V )/P1 ∼= OP(n̄∗V )(−2)⊗ p∗OP1(a+ b) and OP(n̄∗V )(1)|σ(P1)
∼= OP1(d).

As a consequence, we get a+ b ≥ 2d+1. In particular, we must have a ≥ d+1. On
the other hand, since there exists a line bundle quotient n∗V → OP1(d), it follows
that b = d. �

5.C.3. Intersection of two minimal rational curves. This subsection is devoted to
study the intersection of two minimal rational curves. The main goal is to prove
the following result:

5.17. Proposition. Under the Assumption 5.10, let x ∈ X be a general point and
let [l] be a member in Kx. Denote by C1

l the unique irreducible component of f−1(l)
such that C1

l → l is not birational. If [l′] is a member in Kx such that [l′] ∈ B1
l ,

then l ∩ l′ = {x}. In particular, C0
l ∩ Ci

l′ = ∅ if i 6= 1.

Firstly we show that an analogue of Lemma 5.16 still holds for i ≥ 2.

5.18. Proposition. Under the Assumption 5.10, let l be a general curve
parametrised by K. Then Ci

l → Bi
l is birational if i ≥ 2 and we have

n∗V ∼= OP1(1)⊕OP1(1),

where n : P1 → Bi
l is the normalisation.

Proof. We will follow the commutative diagram (5). Recall that by our assumption
the morphism Ci

l → l is always birational for i ≥ 2 (see Proposition 5.14 and
Notation 5.15). By Remark 5.12 the vector bundle n∗V is ample; so there exist
positive integers a ≥ b ≥ 1 such that

n∗V ∼= OP1(a)⊕OP1(b).

Let j(i) ≥ 2 be the unique integer such that [Ci
l ] ∈ K̄j(i). Thanks to Proposition

5.11, the projection C̄j(i) 99K Zj(i) ⊂ P(ΩKs) is not generically finite. Thus Theorem

4.8 implies that K̄j(i) is contained in Infqs
K
(f∗K). As a consequence, there exist

infinitely many curves Clt parametrised by K̄j(i) such that

qsK(Clt) = Bi
l ,
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and lt = esK(Clt) is a member in K. Moreover, the morphism Clt → lt is birational
as Mult(f∗K) = K̄1 and j(i) ≥ 2.

Denote by n′ : P1 → Ci
l the normalisation. Then the composition P1 → Ci

l →
Bi

l →֒ Ks factors through n. In particular, we have

n′∗V ∼= OP1(da)⊕OP1(db),

where d is the degree of Ci
l → Bi

l . Moreover, as f∗A · Ci
l = 1, it follows that n′∗V

admits a line bundle quotient n′∗V → OP1(1). As a consequence, we obtain

d = b = 1.

In particular, we can identify n′∗V with n∗V . Let C̃lt be the strict transform of Clt

in P(n∗V ). As f∗A · Clt = 1, the same argument shows that C̃lt is again a section
of P(n∗V ) → P1 such that

c1(OP(n∗V )(1)) · C̃lt = f∗A · Clt = 1.

Consequently, n∗V admits infinitely many line bundle quotients n∗V → OP1(1).
Hence, we obtain a = b = 1. �

Now we are in the position to prove Proposition 5.17.

Proof of Proposition 5.17. By Lemma 5.16 and Proposition 5.18, for each irre-
ducible component Ci

l′ of f−1(l′) with i ≥ 1, the morphism Ci
l′ → Bi

l′ is birational.
Note that the morphism f : Us

K → X is unramified along C0
l . In particular, if l ∩ l′

consists a point x′ 6= x, then f−1(l′)∩C0
l consists at least two points. However, as

x is general, the latter situation happens if and only if there exists an irreducible
component Ci

l′ of f−1(l′) such that i ≥ 2 and

Bi
l′ = qsK(C

i
l′ ) = qsK(C

1
l′) = B1

l′ .

C1
l′

y

Ci
l′ y′

C0
l

qsK
B1

l′ = Bi
l′

t = [l′]

x = esK(y)

x′ = esK(y
′)

l

esK

l′

Let n : P1 → B1
l′ = Bi

l′ be the normalisation. Then by Lemma 5.16 we have

n∗V ∼= OP1(a)⊕OP1(d)

for some integer a ≥ d + 1 and here d ≥ 2 is the degree of C1
l → l. On the other

hand, by Proposition 5.18 we also have

n∗V ∼= OP1(1)⊕OP1(1),

which is absurd. Hence, the intersection l ∩ l′ is a single point. �

25



5.C.4. Conclusion. Let us summarise what we have proved in this section in the
following theorem. We still follow the notation as in Section 4.B.

5.19. Theorem. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n and with Picard number
one, and denote by A the ample generator of Pic(X). Assume that the tangent
bundle TX is big and X admits an étale web of rational curves K.

Let l be a general curve parametrised by K. Then A · l = 1 and the following
statements hold.

(1) For each j ≥ 1, the tangent variety C̄j
l is disjoint from C̄0

l . Moreover, let ζ̄ be
the tautological divisor class of P(ΩUs

K
), then the following statements hold.

(i) The curve C̄1
l is an irreducible rational curve such that ζ̄ · C̄j

l = 1. More-
over, the morphism C̄1

l → P̄C̄0
l
(C̄1

l ) = P1 is an isomorphism.

(ii) For j ≥ 2, each irreducible component C̄ji
l of C̄j

l is a rational curve such

that ζ̄ · C̄ji
l = 0. In particular, the image P̄C̄0

l
(C̄ji

l ) is a point.

As a consequence, we have [Č] ≡ aζ̌ − π̌∗A for some a > 0, where ζ̌ is the
tautological divisor class of the projectivised tangent bundle π̌ : P(TX) → X.

(2) Each irreducible component of f−1(l) is a rational curve with trivial normal
bundle and there exists a unique irreducible component C1

l of f−1(l) such that
C1

l → l is not birational. Moreover, we have τsK(C
1
l ) = ν1(C̄1

l ).
(3) For a general member [l′] ∈ B1

l , the intersection l ∩ l′ consists of a single point
and [l] is contained in B1

l′ .

Since the family of rational curves K has degree one with respect to an ample line
bundle, we will, by an abuse of terminology, call the members of this family “lines”,
there by distinguishing them from the members of the second family of rational
curves that we will introduce in the next section. With this terminology in mind,
we have the following:

5.20. Corollary. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n and with Picard
number one, and denote by A the ample generator of Pic(X). Assume that the
tangent bundle TX is big and X admits an étale web of rational curves K.

Let l be a general line parametrised by K. Then the following statements hold.

(1) For a general point x ∈ l, there exists at least two lines li (1 ≤ i ≤ 2)
parametrised by B1

l such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2.
(2) For a general point x ∈ l, for two different lines li (1 ≤ i ≤ 2) parametrised by

B1
l such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2, the linear span of Tl,x, Tl1,x and Tl2,x

in TX,x is 3-dimensional.
(3) For a general point x ∈ l, there exists a 3-dimensional subspace Fx of TX,x such

that Tl,x ⊂ Fx and Tl̄,x ⊂ Fx for any line l̄ parametrised by B1
l such that x ∈ l̄.

The last statement is our first hint that the bigness of TX might lead to a restriction
on dimX . Indeed the number of lines [l̄] ∈ B1

l such that x ∈ l̄ might be very high,
so it seems unlikely that they generate only a subspace of dimension three.

Proof of Corollary 5.20. The statement (1) follows from the facts that C1
l → l is

not birational and C1
l → B1

l is birational. So for a general point x ∈ l, there exist
at least two points in B1

l which parametrise a line passing through x.

For statement (2), it is enough to show that Tl,x, Tl1,x and Tl2,x are not contained
in a subspace of TX,x of dimension 2. Assume that this does not hold. Then the
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images of Tl1,x and Tl2,x in the quotient space TX,x/Tl,x coincide. In particular, the
projection C̄1

l → P̄C̄0
l
(C̄1

l ) is not injective, which is a contradiction.

For statement (3), recall that the image P̄C̄0
l
(C̄1

l ) is a projective line. It follows that

there exists a 2-dimensional subspace F̄x of the quotient TX,x/Tl,x such that the
image of Tl̄,x in the quotient TX,x/Tl,x is contained in F̄x for any line l̄ parametrised

by B1
l such that x ∈ l. Then the preimage Fx ⊂ TX,x of F̄x satisfies the desired

properties. �

6. Families of conics and their tangent varieties

In this section we introduce a new tool for the study of manifolds with big tangent
bundles: we consider the family of rational curves obtained by smoothing a pair of
minimal rational curves.

6.A. Family of conics. In order to simplify the exposition, we will focus on the
setting that is relevant for the proof of Theorem 1.1.

6.1. Definition. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n such that −KX = 2A
with A an ample Cartier divisor. A family of lines on X is an irreducible component
of Chow(X) such that the general point corresponds to an irreducible rational curve
C such that A · C = 1.

Since we do not suppose that the polarisation A is very ample, the terminology
“line” is a somewhat abusive extension of [Hwa14, Defn.3.7]. Our hope is that the
choice of terminology will improve the readability of the text.

6.2. Remark. Denote by K → Chow(X) the normalisation of an irreducible
component of Chow(X) parametrising lines. Since A is ample, the family is unsplit:
all the curves parametrised by K are given by the images of morphisms f : P1 → X
that are birational onto their image. A well-known Riemann-Roch computation
[Deb01, Ch.2.11] shows that that dimK ≥ n− 1 and equality holds if the family is
covering [Deb01, Prop.4.9].

If we consider lines passing through a general point x ∈ X , they belong to a minimal
family of rational curves such that −KX · l = 2. Thus by [Keb02b, Thm.3.3(2)]
all the lines passing through X are immersed and smooth in the fixed point x (but
might be singular at some other point).

6.3. Definition. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n such that −KX = 2A
with A an ample Cartier divisor. A family of conics on X is an irreducible com-
ponent Chow(X) such that the general point corresponds to an irreducible rational
curve C such that A · C = 2.

We say that a family of conics is standard if for a general member the normalisation
f : P1 → C ⊂ X satisfies

f∗TX ≃ OP1(2)⊕OP1(1)⊕2 ⊕O⊕n−3
P1

6.4. Remark. If C is a general member of a standard family of conics, the nor-
malisation f : P1 → C ⊂ X is an embedding [Kol96, II,Thm.3.14.3]. Thus we will
identify the curve C with its normalisation P1.

As in the case of lines we see that a family of conics has dimension at least n + 1
and equality holds if the family is covering.
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Let T ⊂ Chow(X) be a standard family of conics, and let H → T be its normalisa-
tion. Denote by UH the normalisation of the pull-back of the universal family over
T , and as in Section 4, denote by

qH : UH → H eH : UH → X

the natural morphisms. By construction the general fibre of qH is irreducible,
and, as a normalisation of a universal family, the morphism qH is equidimensional.
Thus the fibres of qH are connected and have pure dimension one, in particular
qH : UH → H is a well-defined family of algebraic cycles in X (see [Kol96, Thm.
3.17]).

For a general point x ∈ X , we denote by Hx the fibre of the evalution map eH.
Then Hx is normal and the map Hx → qH(Hx) is finite and birational onto its
image, since a general member of the family is smooth. Thus Hx identifies to the
normalisation of qH(Hx). For this reason, we call Hx the normalised space of conics
passing through x.

Denote by Hr and Hnr the subset of points of H parametrising the cycles of the
form l1 + l2 with l1 6= l2 and the cycles of the form 2l, respectively. Then

∆ := Hr ∪Hnr

is a closed subvariety of H that we call the discriminant locus. Recall that by
[Kol96, II, Thm.2.8] the restriction of qH to

UH \ q−1
H (∆) → H \∆

is a P1-bundle. We can say a bit more: there exist a smooth open subset H† ⊂
H \ Hnr such that the complement has codimension at least two in H \ Hnr and
qH is flat over H†. Thus the fibre of a point in H† is a reduced Gorenstein curve
of arithmetic genus zero. Since e∗HA is relatively ample of degree two, we see that
the fibres are conics, and call H† the conic bundle locus of the universal family.

6.5. Setup. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n such that −KX = 2A
with A an ample Cartier divisor. Assume that X contains a covering family of
lines K → Chow(X) such that through a general point x ∈ X pass at least two
members of K. Let x ∈ X be a general point and let l1 := l1,x and l2 := l2,x be two
distinct lines passing through x. Then both l1 and l2 are standard rational curves.
In particular, they are free and according to [Deb01, Prop. 4.24], we can smooth
the couple of lines l1+ l2 to obtain a free rational curve, i.e. a covering family H of
conics such that [l1 + l2] ∈ Hx and a general member in Hx is an irreducible free
rational curve. Moreover, according to [Kol96, 3.14.4], a general member in Hx is
an immersed free rational curve.

The family H can depend on the choice of the couple (l1, l2). When we specify such
a choice, as in Subsection 6.B, we choose the family of conics such that the cycles
(l1,x+ l2,x)x∈Xgeneral define an irreducible component of the discriminant locus ∆.

Let now ∆j ⊂ ∆ be an irreducible component such that for a general point x ∈ X
the intersection qH(Hx) ∩∆j is not empty and a general point of ∆j parametrises
a reducible cycle. Since covering families of lines have dimension n − 1 and for a
given line l and a general point x′ ∈ l there exists another line lx′ passing through
x′, the variety ∆j has dimension n.
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Let U∆j → ∆j be the universal family, and let ν : Ũ∆j → U∆j be the normalisation.
Let

q̃∆j
: Ũ∆j → ∆̃j and g : ∆̃j → ∆j

be the Stein factorisation of the morphism qH ◦ ν. The general fibres of q̃∆j
are

smooth rational curves and any fibre of q̃∆j
has degree one with respect to ν∗e∗HA.

Hence, any fibre of q̃∆j
is irreducible and generically reduced. Thus by [Kol96, II,

Thm.2.8], the morphism q̃∆j
: Ũ∆j → ∆̃j is a P1-bundle.

Denote by Chow(X)1 the subset of Chow(X) corresponding to lines on X . Then
there exists a natural morphism

η : ∆̃j → Chow(X)1

such that Ũ∆j is the pull-back of the normalised universal family P(V ) → ˜Chow(X)1
over the normalisation of Chow(X)1 (cf. Subsection 5.C.1 for the notation V ). Since

∆̃j is obtained by Stein factorisation, its (at most two) irreducible components have
dimension n. Since covering families of lines have dimension n− 1, we see that the
general fibre of η has dimension one.

Finally let us observe that the divisor ∆j ⊂ H intersects the conic bundle locus
H† ⊂ H. Thus there exists an irreducible subvariety Nj ⊂ U∆j that surjects onto
∆j and the intersection with a general fibre coincides with the singular point of the
reducible conic.

6.6. Notation. We denote by N the union of all the possible irreducible closed
subvarieties Nj ⊂ UH obtained in this way.

We start with an elementary property:

6.7. Lemma. In the situation of Setup 6.5, let x ∈ X be a general point and
Hx be the normalised space of conics passing through x. Let y ∈ Hx be a point
parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that l1 6= l2 and x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2.

Then for i = 1, 2 there exists an irreducible curve δi ⊂ Hx such that y ∈ δi and a
general point yt ∈ δi corresponds to a cycle li + lt where lt depends on t, i.e. the
map δi → Chow(X), yt 7→ [lt] is finite onto its image.

Proof. Since x is general, the cycle l1 + l2 is contained in an irreducible component
∆j ⊂ ∆ as in Setup 6.5. Let us denote by ti ∈ ∆̃j a point such that η(ti) = [li]

and g(ti) = qH(y). Choose an irreducible curve δ̃i ⊂ η−1(η(ti)) such that ti ∈ δ̃i,

and set δ′i = g(δ̃i). In particular, δ′i is contained in the image of Hx → H and
qH(y) ∈ δ′i. Since the curves li are smooth in x (cf. Remark 6.2), the point y is the
unique preimage of qH(y) in Hx. Thus we can choose an irreducible curve δi ⊂ Hx

passing through y such that qH(δi) = δ′i. The surface Uδi := UH ×H δi is reducible
since it contains the image of the fibre product

P(V )×H δ̃i ≃ li × δ̃i

as an irreducible component. In particular a general point yt ∈ δi parametrises a
reducible cycle that contains the line li. The second component of the reducible
cycle is a line that depends on the point yt, since otherwise the map δi → H →
Chow(X) is not finite onto its image. Yet by construction H is finite onto its image
in Chow(X). �
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The next step is to understand the tangent map τ introduced in Section 4. We
start with an easy observation:

6.8. Lemma. In the situation of Setup 6.5, let x ∈ X be a general point and
Hx be the normalised space of conics passing through x. Let y ∈ Hx be a point
parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2.

Then the points [P(Ωl1,x)] and [P(Ωl2,x)] are in the image of the tangent map τx,
but τx is not defined in y. In particular the set N ⊂ UH is contained in the
indeterminacy locus of τ .

6.9. Remark. For later use, let us observe that the proof will show more precisely
that if S ⊂ Hx is the unique irreducible component containing the point y, then
the points [P(Ωli,x)] are in the closure of the image of S under τ .

Proof. We start by deducing the second statement: if N is not contained in the
indeterminacy locus, we can choose a general point y ∈ N mapping onto a general
point x ∈ X . By the construction of N (see Setup 6.5) we know that y ∈ Hx

parametrises a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. If τ is well-defined
in y, then its restriction τx is well-defined in y, a contradiction.

Let us now prove the first statement: by Lemma 6.7 there exist curves δi ⊂ Hx

passing through y such that a point yt ∈ δi parametrises a cycle li + lt where lt
depends on t. Since there are only finitely many lines passing through x, we see
that for yt ∈ δi general, the curve lt does not pass through x. Thus the tangent map
τx is well-defined in the generic point of δi and maps it onto the point [P(Ωli,x)].
In particular the points [P(Ωl1,x)] and [P(Ωl2,x)] are in the image of τx.

Arguing by contradiction assume that the tangent map τx is defined in y, so it is
continuous. Then by what precedes

[P(Ωl1,x)] = τx(y) = [P(Ωl2,x)].

Since the tangent map is birational for minimal rational curves passing through a
general point [HM04], we obtain that l1 = l2, a contradiction. �

We will now investigate the indeterminacies of τ in a general point of N :

6.10. Lemma. In the situation of Setup 6.5, let x ∈ X be a general point and
Hx be the normalised space of conics passing through x. Let y ∈ Hx be a point
parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. Denote by
S ⊂ Hx the unique component containing y, and by DS ⊂ P(ΩX,x) the closure of
the image of τx|S.

Then there exists a connected, maybe reducible curve C ⊂ P(ΩX,x) of degree at most
two such that C ⊂ DS and [P(Ωli,x)] ∈ Csm.

Remark. By Lemma 6.8 we already know that the points [P(Ωli,x)] are in DS .
The additional information is that these points can be connected by a line or a
(maybe reducible) conic contained in DS .

Proof. For the proof we will compute the sheaf S appearing in the definition of the
total variety of tangents in Section 4. Let H† ⊂ H be the conic bundle locus, and
denote by UH† → H† the restriction of the universal family. Our goal is to compute
the image of the morphism

e∗HΩX |U
H†

→ ΩU
H†/H† .
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Set N † := N ∩ UH† . Since UH† → H† is a conic bundle with reduced fibres and
singular locus N †, its dualising sheaf ωU

H†/H† is invertible and the cotangent sheaf

ΩU
H†/H† is locally free in the complement of N †. So we obtain a morphism

ΩU
H†/H† → ωU

H†/H† .

which is an isomorphism outside N †. On the one hand since all the curves
parametrised by H† are generically immersed into X and general ones are im-
mersed, the locus where the composition

e∗HΩX |U
H†

→ ΩU
H†/H† → ωU

H†/H†

is not surjective has codimension at least two in UH† . On the other hand we know by
Lemma 6.8 that N † is contained in the indeterminacy locus of τ , so the composition
is not surjective in a generic point of N †. Consequently, we obtain a morphism

e∗HΩX |U
H†

→ ΩU
H†/H† → IN† ⊗ ωU

H†/H† .

Fix now Nj ⊂ N † an irreducible component. We claim that in the generic point of
Nj, the map above is surjective.

Assuming the claim, let us show how to conclude. Up to replacing H† by a big open
subset we can assume that we have a surjection e∗HΩX |U

H†
→ IN† ⊗ ωU

H†/H† . By

[Eis95, Prop.A.2.2.d] this induces a surjective map between the symmetric algebras:

S•e∗HΩX |U
H†

→ S•(IN† ⊗ ωU
H†/H†)

Since IN† is an ideal sheaf, it is well-known [Mic64] that

S•(IN†)/Tor ≃ R(IN†),

where R(IN†) is the Rees algebra of the ideal. Thus if U ′
H† → UH† is the blow-up

of IN† we obtain an inclusion

U ′
H† →֒ P(e∗HΩX).

In particular the fibres of the blowup are naturally embedded in the fibres of the
projectivised bundle P(e∗HΩX) → H. Since the blowup of a variety is irreducible
[Har77, II,Prop.7.16], the variety U ′

H† coincides with the unique irreducible com-
ponent of P(S|U

H†
) that dominates UH† . Thus the closure of its image is the total

variety of tangents.

If UH is generically smooth along Nj, the exceptional curve over a general point y ∈
Nj is a line that connects the strict transforms of the curves δ1, δ2 passing through
y. By construction these strict transforms intersect P(e∗H(ΩX)y) = P(ΩX,x), and
hence the exceptional line, exactly in the points P(Ωli,x).

If Z is singular along Nj, it has compound Ak-singularities in a general point y ∈ N
[DH17, Lemma 3.3]. In this case the fibre of the blow-up is either an irreducible
conic (for cA1-singularities) or a chain of two lines (for cAk-singularities with k ≥ 2).
The strict transforms of the curves δ1 and δ2 intersect the exceptional curve in its
smooth locus [DH17, Lemma 3.2] and the claim follows as before.

Proof of the claim. Let [l1 + l2] be a general point in qH(Nj). The fibre over the
point [l1 + l2] is the union of two copies of P1 intersecting exactly in the point
y = π−1([l1 + l2]) ∩ N . Since ωU

H†/H† is locally free and qH is flat over the conic

bundle locus, the restriction of ωU
H†/H† to π−1([l1+ l2]) coincides with ωπ−1([l1+l2]).
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The canonical sheaf of a reducible conic is well-known: if P1 →֒ l1 ∪ l2 is one of the
irreducible components we have

ωU
H†/H† ⊗OP1 ≃ ωπ−1([l1+l2]) ⊗OP1 ≃ OP1(−1)

and the canonical inclusion

OP1(−2) ≃ ωP1 → ωπ−1([l1+l2]) ⊗OP1 ≃ OP1(−1)

vanishes exactly on the intersection point. For a general point [l1 + l2] ∈ ∆j

corresponding to Nj , the corresponding lines fi : P1 → X are immersed, so the
cotangent map f∗

i ΩX → ΩP1 ≃ ωP1 is surjective. Since the map

e∗HΩX ⊗OP1 → ωU
H†/H† ⊗OP1

factors through f∗
i , this shows the claim. �

6.B. Tangent variety of conics. We will now work under the following

6.11. Assumption. Let X be a Fano manifold of dimension n ≥ 3 and Picard
number 1 such that −KX = 2A where A is the ample generator of the Pic(X).
Assume that the tangent bundle TX is big, and there exists a covering family K of
minimal rational curves on X with anti-canonical degree two.

Moreover, we shall also use the notations introduced in Section 4.B.1, the commu-
tative diagram (5) and Theorem 5.19.

Using the terminology of the preceding subsection, let H be a covering family of
conics on X obtained by smoothing a couple of lines passing through a general
point of X . Let ∆ be the discriminant locus of H. As explained in Setup 6.5 we
can assume that the following holds:

There exists an irreducible component ∆j of ∆ such that for a general point x ∈ X,
there exists a point y ∈ ∆j parametrising a cycle l1+ l2 satisfying l1 6= l2, x ∈ li for
i = 1 and i = 2, and [l1] ∈ B1

l2
(see Notation 5.15). We remark that by Theorem

5.19, we also have [l2] ∈ B1
l1
.

6.12. Notation. We denote by ∆♯ the union of all the irreducible components ∆j

of ∆ satisfying the assumption above.

By (5), we have the following diagram

M := Us
K = P(V ) X

Ks

f

q:=qsK

Let H̄ = f∗H be the pull-back of H by the generically finite morphism f (see
Definition 2.2). Given an irreducible component H̄k of H̄, let UH̄k

⊂ H̄k ×M be
the universal family. Then we have the following morphism

Φk := (id, f) : H̄k ×M → H̄k ×X.

Then Φk(UH̄k
) → H̄k is a well-defined family of 1-cycles (cf. [Kol96, I, Thm. 3.17

and Thm. 6.8]). In particular, there exists a morphism H̄k → T ⊂ Chow(X), where
T is the image of H in Chow(X). As H̄k is normal by construction and H is the
normalisation of T , we get a natural morphism fk

♭,c : H̄k → H (see also Definition
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2.2). Denote by ∆̄♯
k the union of irreducible components of (fk

♭,c)
−1(∆♯) which

dominates an irreducible component of ∆♯. Let ∆̄♯,j
k be an irreducible component

of ∆̄♯
k and let U∆̄♯,j

k
→ ∆̄♯,j

k be the universal family. Take the normalisation Ũ∆̄♯,j
k

of U∆̄♯,j
k

and then take the Stein factorisation

Ũ∆̄♯,j
k

→ ∆̃♯,j
k → ∆̄♯,j

k .

Then it is clear that a general fibre of Ũ∆̄♯,j

k

→ ∆̃♯,j
k is a reduced and irreducible 1-

cycle parametrised by K̄ = f∗K. In particular, we have a rational map ∆̃♯,j
k 99K K̄,

which maps each irreducible component of ∆̃♯,j
k onto an irreducible component of

K̄.

6.13. Notation. We denote by H̄v the union of the irreducible components H̄k of

H̄ such that K̄0 is contained in the image of the rational map ∆̃♯,j
k 99K K̄ for some

j 1.

6.B.1. Pull-back of reducible conics. In this subsection, we study the behavior of the
pull-back of reducible conics by f . We know by Theorem 5.19(2) that the preimage
f−1(l) of a general line l can have three different types of irreducible components:
the curve C0

l that belong to the universal family, the distinguished component C1
l

that is not birational onto l, and possibly some other components Ci
l with i ≥ 2.

Our first goal is to understand how these components fit together when looking at
the preimage f−1(l1 ∪ l2).

6.14. Proposition. Under the Assumption 6.11, let H̄k be an irreducible compo-
nent of H̄v. Let x ∈ X be a general point and let y ∈ ∆♯ be a point parametrising a

cycle l1+ l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. If ȳ ∈ ∆̄♯
k is a point parametrising

a cycle Cȳ such that fk
♭,c(ȳ) = y and Supp(Cȳ) contains the irreducible curve C0

li

for i = 1 or 2, then C1
l3−i

is also contained in Supp(Cȳ).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Supp(Cȳ) contains C0
l1

. Let

x̄ ∈ C0
l1

⊂ M be the unique point such that f(x̄) = x. Denote by H̄k,x̄ (resp.
Hx) the normalised space of curves passing through x̄ (resp. x). Then the induced
morphism H̄k,x̄ → Hx is generically finite onto its image. Note that this map may
be not surjective in general and its image is a union of irreducible components of
Hx. By Lemma 6.7, for i = 1 and i = 2, there exists an irreducible curve δi ⊂ Hx

such that y ∈ δi and a general point yt ∈ δi corresponds to a cycle li + lt where
[lt] ∈ B1

li
depends on t. As fk

♭,c(ȳ) = y, there exists an irreducible curve δ̄i ⊂ H̄k,x̄

such that ȳ ∈ δ̄i and fk
♭,c(δ̄i) = δi for i = 1 and i = 2.

Let ȳt ∈ δ̄2 be a general point parametrising a cycle Cȳt
. Then yt = fk

♭,c(ȳt) ∈ δ2
parametrises a cycle l2 + lt such that f(Supp(Cȳt

)) = l2 ∪ lt. Since lt is a general
line parametrised by B1

l2
, we have x 6∈ lt. Note that l2 is smooth at x and x̄ ∈ C1

l2

as [l1] ∈ B1
l2

. As a consequence, as x̄ ∈ Supp(Cȳt
), it follows that Supp(Cȳt

)

contains the curve C1
l2

. Hence, the support Supp(Cȳ) contains the curve C1
l2

by
specialisation. �

1Recall that K̄0 is the irreducible component of K̄ parametrising the fibres of q.
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6.15. Lemma. Under the Assumption 6.11, let y ∈ ∆♯ be a general point
parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. Then we
have the following equality as 1-cycles

s∑

k=1

∑

ȳ∈H̄y
k

Cȳ =

r∑

i=0

(Ci
l1 + Ci

l2),

where H̄y
k = (fk

♭,c)
−1(y). In particular, the cycle Cȳ is reduced for any point ȳ ∈ H̄y

k

and any 1 ≤ k ≤ s. Moreover, for any couple of points ȳ1 ∈ H̄y
k and ȳ2 ∈ H̄y

k′

(maybe k = k′) the 1-cycles Cȳ1 and Cȳ2 have no common components.

Proof. Firstly we show that the support of f−1(l1 ∪ l2) is contained in the support
of the 1-cycle on the left hand of the equality.

Let UH ⊂ H×X be the universal family. As H is normal and ∆♯ ⊂ H is a divisor,
we may assume that the point y is contained in the smooth locus of H̄. Since the
morphism f : M := Us

K → X is generically finite and both M and X are smooth,
there exists a Zariski open subset X◦ ⊂ X such that codim(X \X◦) ≥ 2 and the
induced morphism M◦ := f−1(X◦) → X◦ is étale. Denote by H◦ the largest Zariski
open subset of the smooth locus of H such that the cycles parametrised by H̄◦ are
contained in X◦. By [Kol96, II, Proposition 3.7], the variety H◦ is not empty and
we may also assume that H̄y

k ⊂ H◦. Consider the following morphism

Φ◦ := (id, f) : H◦ ×M◦ → H◦ ×X◦.

Then Φ◦ is étale. Let U◦
k → H◦ be an irreducible component of (Φ◦)−1(UH◦)

and let Ũ◦
k → H̃◦

k → H◦ be the Stein factorisation with Ũ◦
k → U◦

k normalisation.

Then the fibration Ũ◦
k → H̃◦

k is a well-defined family of algebraic cycles in M◦. In

particular, there exists a natural morphism H̃◦
k → Chow(M)1 such that the Zariski

closure of its image is an irreducible component of T̄ , where T̄ is the image of H̄ in
Chow(M)1. On the other hand, by the definition of H̄, each irreducible component

of T̄ is obtained in such a way. Let H̃y
k ⊂ H̃◦

k be the inverse image of y ∈ H◦ under

the finite morphism H̃◦
k → H◦. Then it is clear from the construction above that

the support of f−1(l1 + l2) is contained in the following curve

Supp




s∑

k=1

∑

ȳ∈H̄y
k

Cȳ


 = Supp




s∑

k=1

∑

ȳ∈H̃y

k

Cȳ


 .

Secondly, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ s, the induced morphism H̄◦
k := (fk

♭,c)
−1(H◦) → H◦ is

a finite morphism. Moreover, after removing a subvariety of codimension two, we
may assume that H̄◦

k is smooth. In particular, the restriction of fk
♭,c to H̄◦

k is flat.

Denote the degree of fk
♭,c by dk. Then we have ♯(H̄y

k) ≤ dk by the flatness. On the
other hand, let u ∈ H◦ be a general point parametrising a conic. Then we obtain
♯(H̄u

k ) = dk, where H̄u
k = (fk

♭,c)
−1(u). In particular, we have

∑

ȳ∈H̄y
k

f∗A · Cȳ = ♯(H̄y
k)f

∗A · H̄k ≤ dkf
∗A · H̄k =

∑

ū∈H̄u
k

f∗A · Cū.
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On the other hand, by the construction of H̄, we have

s∑

k=1

∑

ū∈H̄u
k

Cū = f−1(C)red.

This yields

2d =

s∑

k=1

∑

ū∈H̄u
k

f∗A · Cū ≥
s∑

k=1

∑

ȳ∈H̄y

k

f∗A · Cȳ ≥ f∗A · f−1(l1 + l2)red = 2d,

where d is the degree of f : M → X . �

6.16. Corollary. Under the Assumption 6.11, let H̄k be an irreducible component
of H̄ such that H̄k is not contained in H̄v. Let y ∈ ∆♯ be a general point parametris-
ing a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. Let ȳ ∈ H̄k be a point
parametrising a cycle Cȳ such that fk

♭,c(ȳ) = y. Then for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 and 0 ≤ j ≤ 1,

the curve Cj
li

is not contained in Supp(Cȳ).

Proof. Since H̄ is not contained in H̄v, it follows from the definition of H̄v that
for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, the curve C0

li
is not contained in Supp(Cȳ). Moreover, by Lemma

6.15, there exist irreducible components H̄k1 and H̄k2 of H̄ (maybe k1 = k2) such
that there exists a point ȳi ∈ H̄ki

parametrising a cycle Cȳi
such that fk

♭,c(ȳi) = yi
and C0

li
is contained in Supp(Cȳi

). Then Proposition 6.14 shows that C1
l3−i

is also

contained in Supp(Cȳi
). In particular, Lemma 6.15 applies to say that C1

li
is not

contained in Supp(Cȳ) for i = 1 and i = 2. �

6.B.2. Linearity of tangent variety of H. From now on, we will investigate the
tangent variety Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) of H at a general point x ∈ X . The main efforts
goes into showing that Dx is a finite union of projective planes. We start with some
simple but useful observations.

6.17. Lemma. Under the Assumption 6.11, let x ∈ X be a general point. Let
y ∈ ∆♯ be a point parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and
i = 2. Let H′

x be the unique irreducible component of Hx containing y and denote
by D′

x the tangent variety of H′
x. Then for any line l̄ parametrised by Kx such that

[l̄] ∈ B1
li

(i = 1 or 2), there exists a point yl̄ ∈ H′
x parametrising the cycle li + l̄. In

particular, the point P(Ωl̄,x) is contained in D′
x.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that i = 1. By Lemma 6.7, there
exists an irreducible curve δ1 ⊂ H′

x such that a general point yt ∈ δ1 parametrising
a cycle l1+ lt with [lt] ∈ B1

l1
depending on t. Then there exists a natural morphism

δ1 → Chow(X)1 whose image is exactly the image of B1
l1

in Chow(X)1. In par-

ticular, for any line l̄ parametrised by Kx such that [l̄] ∈ B1
l , there exists a point

yl̄ ∈ δ1 parametrising the cycle l1+ l̄. Then it follows from Lemma 6.8 that P(Ωl̄,x)
is contained in D′

x. �

6.18. Lemma. Under the Assumption 6.11, the covering family H of conics are
standard. In particular, the tangent variety Dx is two dimensional.
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Proof. Assume to the contrary that H is not standard. By Lemma 5.3, the tangent
variety Dx is contained in a finite union of projective lines. Let y ∈ ∆♯ be a point
parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ l1 and x ∈ l2. Let H′

x be the unique
irreducible component of Hx containing y and denote by D′

x the tangent variety
of H′

x. Then D′
x ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is contained in a projective line by our assumption.

On the other hand, by Corollary 5.20 (1), there exists a third line l3 parametrised
by Kx such that [l3] ∈ B1

l1
. By Lemma 6.17, the points P(Ωli,x) (1 ≤ i ≤ 3) are

contained in D′
x. In particular, the tangent directions Tli,x (1 ≤ i ≤ 3) are co-plane,

which contradicts Corollary 5.20 (2). �

6.19. Definition. Let M be a projective manifold, and let P → M be a projective
bundle over M . Let C ⊂ D ⊂ P be irreducible subvarieties such that C is generically
finite onto M . We say that C is a universal vertex for D if for a general point
m ∈ M and every irreducible component D′

m ⊂ Dm there exists a point v ∈ Cm

such that D′
m ⊂ Px is a cone with vertex v.

6.20. Lemma. Under the Assumption 6.11, the total VMRT C is the universal
vertex of D.

Proof. As H is standard by Lemma 6.18, the total dual tangent variety Ď ⊂ P(TX)
of H is dominated by curves with ζ̌-degree 0 (cf. Proposition 5.6). In particular,
by Theorem 5.19(1), the variety Ď is contained in Č. Let x ∈ X be a general point.
Given an irreducible component Ď′

x of Ďx, there exists an irreducible component
Č′
x such that Ď′

x is contained in Č′
x. Denote by l the line passing through x such

that Č′
x is the dual hyperplane defined by P(Ωl,x) ∈ P(ΩX,x). Then it follows from

[Tev03, Thm.1.25] that the variety D′
x ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is a cone with vertex P(Ωl,x). �

6.21. Remark. Since the total VMRT C is irreducible, thus for any line [l] ∈ Kx,
there exists an irreducible component D′

x of Dx whose vertex is P(Ωl,x).

6.22. Theorem. Under the Assumption 6.11, the tangent variety Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x)
at a general point x ∈ X is a finite union of projective planes.

Remark. Let Z ⊂ Pd be an irreducible cone of dimension two with vertex v ∈ Z.
Projecting from the vertex v we obtain the following basic fact: The cone Z is a
projective plane if one of the following holds

(1) there exists a projective line contained in Z not passing through v;
(2) there exists an irreducible conic contained in Z passing through v;
(3) there exists another point v 6= v′ ∈ Z such that v′ is also a vertex of Z.

The idea of the proof of Theorem 6.22 is to combine the remark above with Lemma
6.10 which assures the existence of curves of low degree in the irreducible component
D′

x of the tangent variety Dx. There are however complications due to the fact that
we must ensure that these curves are not just the lines passing through the vertex
of the cone D′

x. This issue is solved by working with the pull-back f∗H of our
family of conics to the universal family of lines M = Us

K.

Proof of Theorem 6.22. The statement is trivial for n = 3 by Lemma 6.18. Thus
we may assume that n ≥ 4. As the total tangent variety D is irreducible, every
irreducible component of Dx has the same degree. Thus it is enough to show that
there exists an irreducible component of Dx which is a projective plane. We will
divide the proof into two different cases.

36



Case 1. There exists an irreducible component H̄k of H̄v with total tangent variety
D̄k such that C̄0 is the universal vertex of D̄k, where C̄0 is the total tangent variety
of K̄0.

Let ∆̄♯,j
k be an irreducible component of ∆̄♯

k satisfying the assumption in Notation

6.13. Let ∆♯,j be the irreducible component of ∆♯ dominated by ∆̄♯,j
k . Let y ∈ ∆♯,j

be a point parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. Let

ȳ ∈ ∆̄♯,j
k be a point parametrising a cycle Cȳ such that fk

♭,c(ȳ) = y. Then Supp(Cȳ)

contains either C0
l1

or C0
l2

. Without loss of generality, we assume that Supp(Cȳ)

contains the curve C0
l1

.

Let x̄ ∈ C0
l1

⊂ M be the unique point on C0
l1

such that f(x̄) = x. Let H′
x be

the unique irreducible component of Hx containing y and let H̄′
k,x̄ be the unique

irreducible component of H̄k,x̄ containing ȳ. As Hx is normal, the irreducible
components of Hx are disjoint. In particular, we have fk

♭,c(H̄
′
k,x̄) = H′

x as fk
♭,c(ȳ) =

y. Denote by D′
x and D̄′

x̄ the tangent variety of H′
x and H̄′

k,x̄, respectively. As
x ∈ X is general, the morphism f is unramified at x̄. In particular, we can identify
the two projective varieties D′

x ⊂ P(ΩX,x) with D̄′
x̄ ⊂ P(ΩM,x̄) via the natural

isomorphism df : TM,x̄ → f∗TX |x̄.

On the other hand, by our assumption, the point P(ΩC0
l1
,x̄) is the vertex of D̄′

x̄.

Therefore, the point P(Ωl1,x) is the vertex of D′
x. By Corollary 5.20 and Lemma

6.17, there exists a third line l3 parametrised by Kx such that [l3] ∈ B1
l1

and there
exists a point y3 ∈ H′

x parametrising the cycle l1 + l3.

Thanks to Lemma 6.10, for each couple 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3, there exists a curve Ci,j of
degree at most two contained in D′

x such that P(Ωli,x) ∈ Ci,j and P(Ωlj ,x) ∈ Ci,j .
In particular, the curve Ci,j is either a projective line, or a reducible conic, or
an irreducible conic. Moreover, since the type of the curve only depends on the
singularities of M along N (cf. proof of Lemma 6.10), the type of Ci,j does not
depend on the the choice of the couple (i, j).

Case (1.a). The curve Ci,j is a projective line. By Corollary 5.20 and Lemma
6.17, there exists a line l4 (which is distinct from l1 and l2, but may coincide with
l3) parametrised by Kx such that [l4] ∈ B1

l2
and there exists a point y4 ∈ H′

x

parametrising the cycle l2 + l4. Then Lemma 6.10 implies that there exists a
projective line C2,4 contained in D′

x such that P(Ωl2,x) ∈ C2,4 and P(Ωl4,x) ∈ C2,4.
Moreover, by Corollary 5.20, the tangent directions Tl1,x, Tl2,x and Tl4,x are not
co-plane. Hence, the point P(Ωl1,x) is not contained in C2,4. Hence, the cone D′

x

is a projective plane.

Case (1.b). The curve Ci,j is a reducible conic. By Lemma 6.10, the point P(Ωl1,x)
is contained in the smooth locus of C1,2. In particular, there exists an irreducible
component C′

1,2 of C1,2 not passing through P(Ωl1,x). As C′
1,2 is a projective line,

we again obtain that D′
x is a projective plane.

Case (1.c). The curve Ci,j is an irreducible conic. Then D′
x contains an irreducible

conic C1,2 passing through the vertex P(Ωl1,x) and therefore D′
x is a projective

plane.
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Case 2. For any irreducible component H̄k of H̄v, the total tangent variety C̄0 of
K̄0 is not the universal vertex of the total tangent variety D̄k of H̄k.

By Lemma 6.20 and the assumption above, there exists an irreducible component
H̄k of H̄ not belonging to H̄v such that C̄0 is the universal vertex of the total tangent
variety D̄k of H̄k. Let y ∈ ∆♯ be a point parametrising a cycle l1 + l2 such that

x ∈ li for i = 1 and i = 2. Let ȳ ∈ ∆̄♯
k be a point parametrising a cycle Cȳ such

that fk
♭,c(ȳ) = y. By Lemma 6.15 and Corollary 6.16, there exist two finite sets Ji

of {2, · · · , r} such that

Cȳ =
∑

j∈J1

Cj
l1
+

∑

j∈J2

Cj
l2
.

Let Mo ⊂ M be the largest Zariski open subset of M such that f is unramified
over Mo. Denote by Xo the image f(Mo) in X .

Claim. Let C̄ be a general curve parametrised by H̄k. Then C is contained in Mo

and the induced morphism C̄ → f(C̄) is an isomorphism.

Proof of Claim. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, since Cj
li

→ li is birational for j ≥ 2 (see

Notation 5.15), by Proposition 3.8, the curve Cj
li

is contained in Mo for j ≥ 2. In

particular, the curve Supp(Cȳ) is contained in Mo and so is C̄ as C̄ is general.
On the other hand, note that C = f(C̄) is also a general member in H, the curve
C = f(C̄) is actually a smooth rational curve as H is standard (see Remark 6.4).
In particular, the curve C̄ is also smooth as C̄ ⊂ Mo. If C̄ → C is not birational,
then C̄ → C is ramified at a point c̄ ∈ C̄. As a consequence, the morphism f is
ramified at c̄ ∈ Mo, which is a contradiction. Hence, the morphism C̄ → C is
birational and hence an isomorphism.

According to the Claim above, the degree of H̄k with respect to f∗A is 2. Thus we
must have ♯(J1) = ♯(J2) = 1; that is, there exist two integers 2 ≤ j1, j2 ≤ r such

that Cȳ = Cj1
l1
+Cj2

l2
.As the curve Cji

li
is a rational curve with trivial normal bundle

(see Proposition 3.7), the covering family H̄k of curves is obtained by smoothing
Cȳ and it is clear that the tangent variety of H̄k at a general point of M is two
dimensional. Moreover, note that we have

−KM · C̄ = −f∗KX · C̄ = −KX · C = 4.

Thus Lemma 5.3 applies to show that H̄k is standard. Let ˇ̄ζ be the tautological
divisor of P(TM ) and let ζ̌ be the tautological divisor of P(TX). Then we must have

(f̄∗ζ̌)|P(TMo )
= ˇ̄ζ|P(TMo )

,

where f̄ : P(TM ) 99K P(TX) is the induced rational map. Let ˇ̄C0 ⊂ P(TM ) be the
total dual VMRT of K̄0. Then by [HLS20, Corollary 2.13], we get

[Č0] ≡
ˇ̄ζ + ˇ̄π∗KM/Hs ,

where ˇ̄π : P(TM ) → M is the projectivisation and KM/Hs is the relative canonical
divisor. On the one hand, note that we have M = P(V ) for a rank 2 vector bundle
V over Hs and OP(V )(1) ∼= OM (f∗A), we obtain KM/Hs = −2f∗A+q∗c1(V ), where
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q := qsK : M = P(V ) → Hs. By the definition of K̄ and Theorem 5.19, we must
have

r∑

i=0

ˇ̄Ci|P(TMo )
= f̄∗Č|P(TMo )

≡ f̄∗(aζ̌ − π̌∗A)|P(TMo )
,

for a = deg(f) ≥ 3. As a consequence, we get

r∑

i=1

[ˇ̄Ci]|P(TMo )
≡ (a ˇ̄ζ − ˇ̄π∗f∗A)|P(TMo )

− [Č0]|P(TMo )

≡ ((a− 1)ˇ̄ζ + ˇ̄π∗f∗A− ˇ̄π∗q∗c1(V ))|P(TMo )
.

Let C̄ be a general standard rational curve parametrised by H̄k. Then C̄ is con-
tained in Mo. Let C̄′ be a minimal section over C̄. Then C̄′ is contained in P(TMo

).
In particular, we obtain

r∑

i=1

[ˇ̄Ci] · C̄
′ = (f∗A− q∗c1(V )) · C̄ = 2− q∗c1(V ) · Cȳ.

By Proposition 5.18 we know that q∗c1(V ) · Cj
li
= 2 for j ≥ 2. Hence we get

r∑

i=1

[ˇ̄Ci] · C̄
′ = −2 < 0.

As a consequence, the total dual tangent variety ˇ̄Dk is contained in ∪r
i=1

ˇ̄Ci. In

particular, there exists an integer 1 ≤ i ≤ r such that ˇ̄Dk is contained in ˇ̄Ci.

Let x̄ ∈ M be a point such that f(x̄) = x and let C0
l be the fibre of q passing

through x̄. By our assumption, the point P(ΩC0
l
,x̄) is the vertex of all the irreducible

components of D̄k,x̄. On the other hand, as ˇ̄Dk is contained in ˇ̄Ci, there exists a

curve Cj

l̄
(j ≥ 1) parametrised by K̄i passing through x̄ such that f(Cj

l̄
) = l̄ ∋ x

and the point P(ΩCj

l̄
,x̄) is the vertex of an irreducible component D̄′

k,x̄ of D̄k,x̄.

Then it follows that the points P(Ωl̄,x̄) and P(Ωl,x) are both vertices of D′
x, where

D′
x is the image of D̄′

k,x̄ in Dx. Hence, the variety D′
x ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is a projective

plane. �

6.B.3. Irreducibility of tangent variety of H. In this subsection, we aim to show
that the tangent variety Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) of H at a general point x ∈ X is actually
irreducible. We consider the following commutative diagram

Y := UH X

H

eH

qH

Let l be a general line parametrised by K. Denote by Yl the preimage e−1
H (l) and

denote by ∆♯
l the union of irreducible components of Yl ∩ q−1

H (∆♯) dominating l.

6.23. Lemma. Under the Assumption 6.11, let Y j
l be an irreducible component of

Yl. Then there exists an irreducible component ∆♯,j
l of ∆♯

l such that ∆♯,j
l ⊂ Y j

l .
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Proof. Let Y → X̃ → X be the Stein factorisation. By the definition of ∆♯ (see
Notation 6.12), the restricted morphism q−1

H (∆♯) → X is surjective and so is the in-

duced morphism q−1
H (∆♯) → X̃ . Note that the general fibre of Y → X̃ is irreducible.

In particular, the variety q−1
H (∆♯) meets the general fibres of Y → X̃. Hence, each

irreducible component of the fibre of Yl → l over a general point x ∈ l contains an

irreducible component of the fibre of ∆♯
l → l over x and we are done. �

Given a general point x ∈ l, the fibre of Yl → l can be identified to the variety Hx

and hence it is of pure dimension two. Moreover, the fibre δx of ∆♯
l → l over x is of

pure dimension one as dim(∆♯) = n. By identifying δx with its image in ∆♯, we can
regard δx as the subvariety of ∆♯ parametrising reducible conics passing through
x. In particular, let δix be an irreducible component of δx. Then a general point
yt ∈ δix parametrising a cycle of the form lix + lt, where lix is a line parametrised by
Kx such that [lt] ∈ B1

lix
depending on t.

Let ∆♯,j
l be an irreducible component of ∆♯

l and denote by ∆̃♯,j
l its normalisation.

Take the Stein factorisation ∆̃♯,j
l → l̃j → l. Let x′ ∈ l̃j be a point mapped to x.

Then the fibre of ∆̃♯,j
l → l̃j over x′ can be identified to the normalisation of an

irreducible component δix of the fibre ∆♯,j
l → l over x. In particular, the image of

the induced natural morphism

σj
l : l̃j → Chow(X)1

defined by sending x′ to [lix] is either the image of an irreducible component Bj
l of

Bl in Chow(X)1 or the single point [l]. On the other hand, in the former case, as

l̃j is normal and Bj
l → Chow(X)1 is birational, the morphism σj

l can be lifted to a

morphism l̃j → Bj
l . By abuse of notation, we shall again denote it by σj

l .

6.24. Proposition. Under the Assumption 6.11, let Y j
l be an irreducible compo-

nent of Yl and let Dj
l → l be the tangent variety of Y j

l . Then the general fibre of

Dj
l → l is irreducible.

Remark. We will use the following simple fact: two projective planes containing
three non co-linear points are the same.

Proof of Proposition 6.24. By Lemma 6.23, there exists an irreducible component

∆♯,j
l of ∆♯

l such that ∆♯,j
l ⊂ Y j

l . Let x ∈ l be a general point. Denote by

Dj
l,x the fibre of Dj

l → l over x. Then Dj
l,x is exactly the image of the fibre of

Y j
l → l over x under the tangent map τ . Let H′

x be an arbitrary irreducible

component of the fibre of Y j
l → l over x and denote by D′

x the corresponding

tangent variety. Then D′
x is an irreducible component of Dj

l,x. By Lemma 6.23,

there exists an irreducible component ∆♯,j
l of ∆♯

l contained in Y j
l . In particular,

there exists an irreducible component δ′x of ∆♯,j
l → l over x such that δ′x ⊂ H′

x.

Let x′ ∈ l̃j be the point corresponding to δ′x. Then the image σj
l (x

′) is a point in
Kx. We shall finish the proof by analysing the intersection D′

x ∩ Cx and the argu-

ment will divided into three different cases according to the types of the image of σj
l .

Case 1. The image of the morphism σj
l is the single point [l]. Then we have

σj
l (x

′) = [l]. In other words, a general point yt ∈ δ′x parametrises a cycle of the
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form l + lt, where lt depends on t such that [lt] ∈ B1
l . Thanks to Lemma 6.17,

the variety D′
x contains the points P(Ωl̄,x) for all lines l̄ parametrised by Kx such

that [l̄] ∈ B1
l . On the other hand, by Corollary 5.20, there exist two lines l1 and

l2 parametrised by Kx such that [l1] ∈ B1
l , [l2] ∈ B1

l and the tangent directions
Tl,x, Tl1,x and Tl2,x are not co-plane. It follows that the three non co-linear points
P(Ωl,x), P(Ωl1,x) and P(Ωl2,x) are contained in every irreducible component of

Dj
l,x. As Dj

l,x is a finite union of projective planes, one derive that Dj
l,x is actually

an irreducible projective plane.

Case 2. The image of the morphism σj
l is the irreducible component B1

l . Then

we have σj
l (δ

′
x) = [l1] for some line l1 parametrised by Kx such that [l1] ∈ B1

l . In
other words, a general point yt ∈ δ′x parametrising a cycle l1 + lt, where l1 is a line
parametrised by Kx such that [l1] ∈ B1

l and [lt] ∈ B1
l1

depending on t. Moreover,

by Proposition 3.8, we have [l] ∈ B1
l1

and therefore there exists a point y ∈ δ′x
parametrising the cycle l+ l1 by Lemma 6.17. Then Lemma 6.7 implies that there
exists another irreducible curve δlx ⊂ H′

x such that y ∈ δlx and a general point
zt ∈ δlx parametrises a cycle l + lt, where [lt] ∈ B1

l depending on t. Then the same
argument as in Case 1 applies to show that there exists a third line l2 parametrised
by Kx such that [l2] ∈ B1

l and every irreducible components of Dj
l,x contains the

three non co-linear points P(Ωl,x), P(Ωl1,x) and P(Ωl2,x). As a consequence, the

variety Dj
l,x is an irreducible projective plane.

Case 3. The image of the morphism σj
l is an irreducible component Bj

l of Bl for

some j ≥ 2. Then we have σj
l (δ

′
x) = [l1] for the unique2 line l1 parametrised by Kx

such that [l1] ∈ Bj
l (j ≥ 2). In other words, a general point yt ∈ δ′x parametrises a

cycle l1 + lt, where [lt] ∈ B1
l1

depending on t and l1 is the unique line parametrised

by Kx such that [l1] ∈ Bj
l . Then as in Case 1 above, there exist two lines l11

and l21 parametrised by Kx such that [l11] ∈ B1
l1

, [l21] ∈ B1
l1

and every irreducible

component of Dj
l,x contains the three non co-linear points P(Ωl1,x), P(Ωl11,x

) and

P(Ωl21,x
). Hence, the variety Dj

l,x is an irreducible projective plane. �

6.25. Theorem. Under the Assumption 6.11, the tangent variety Dx of H at a
general point x ∈ X is an irreducible projective plane.

Proof. Let l ⊂ X be a general line parametrised by K. Let D ⊂ P(ΩX) be the total

tangent variety of H. Take D̃ the normalisation of D and let

D̃
π̃
−→ X̃

µ
−→ X

be the Stein factorisation. The general fibre of π̃ is connected and normal, hence
irreducible. Arguing by contradiction we assume that µ is not birational. By

Corollary 3.9, there exists an irreducible component l̃ of µ−1(l) such that l̃ → l

is not birational. In particular, there exists an irreducible component Dj
l of the

tangent variety Dl along l such that the general fibre of Dj
l → l is not irreducible.

2We recall that the morphism C
j

l
→ l and C

j

l
→ B

j

l
are birational for j ≥ 2. So the existence

of l1 is unique.
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Let Y j
l be the irreducible component of Yl such that the tangent variety of Y j

l is

exactly Dj
l . Then we get a contradiction by Proposition 6.24. �

6.26. Corollary. Let X be an n-dimensional Fano manifold of Picard number 1
equipped with an étale web K of rational curves. If TX is big, then for a general point
x ∈ X, the linear subspace of P(ΩX,x) spanned by the VMRT Cx is two dimensional.

Proof. Note that by Lemma 6.8 the total VMRT C is contained in D and by The-
orem 6.25 the tangent variety Dx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) at a general point is an irreducible
plane. Moreover, by Corollary 5.20, the linear span of Cx is at least two dimensional.
Hence, the linear span of Cx is exactly Dx, which is two dimensional. �

7. Proofs of the main results

Now we are in the position to finish the proof of the main theorem of this paper
and deduce its corollaries.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By assumption X contains a rational curve l′ with trivial
normal bundle, we denote by K the étale web of rational curves determined by l′.
Since −KX · l′ = 2, the family K is a covering family of minimal rational curves.
In particular, as TX is big, by Theorem 5.19, the Fano manifold X is of index two.

Let F ⊂ TX be the saturated subsheaf defined by the linear span of the VMRT
Cx. Then F has rank 3 by Corollary 6.26. Let l be a general line parametrised by
K. As F ⊂ TX is saturated, we may assume by [Kol96, II, Prop.3.7] that F is a
subbundle of TX along l. Denote by Fl the restriction of F to l. Let f : P1 → l be
the normalisation. By assumption, we have

f∗TX
∼= OP1(2)⊕O

⊕(n−1)
P1 .

On the other hand, it is clear that the factor OP1(2) is contained in Fl as P(Ωl) ⊂ C.
Thanks to Theorem 5.19, for a general point x ∈ X , the linear span of P(Ωl,x) and
C1
l,x in P(ΩX,x) has dimension at least two. It follows that at a general point x ∈ l,

the vector space Fl is spanned by the tangent directions Tl,x and all Tl̄,x, where l̄ are

the lines parametrised by Kx such that l̄ ∈ B1
l . Consider the following projection

(see Section 4.B.2)

P̄l0 : P(f∗ΩX) 99K P(O⊕(n−1)
P1 ) → Pn−2.

Then the image P̄l0(C
1
l ) is a projective line in Pn−2. This implies that there exists

a trivial rank two vector bundle F̄l ⊂ f∗TX/OP1(2) such that the image of Fl

in f∗TX/OP1(2) is contained in F̄l. As Fl is of rank three, it follows that Fl is
nothing but the inverse image of F̄l in f∗TX . In particular, we get c1(Fl) = 2. As
a consequence, we obtain c1(F) · l = 2.

Arguing by contradiction we assume that n ≥ 4, so the inclusion F ⊂ TX is
strict. Since X has Picard number one and −KX · l = 2, it follows that we have
−KF = −KX . Thus the quotient sheaf Q := TX/F has trivial determinant. In
particular the tangent bundle TX is not generically ample, which is a contradiction
to [Pet12, Thm.1.3].

Hence X must be a del Pezzo threefold and we then conclude by [HLS20, Thm.
1.5] that X is isomorphic to the quintic del Pezzo threefold V5, which is a smooth
codimension 3 linear section of Gr(2, 5) ⊂ P9. �
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Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let X be a smooth Fano threefold of Picard number one.
If X is of index at most two, then it is known that X carries a covering family of
rational curves with anti-canonical degree two. Thus Theorem 1.1 implies that X
is isomorphic to the quintic del Pezzo threefold V5. If X is of index at least three,
then X is isomorphic to either the smooth quadric threefold Q3 or the projective
space P3, whose tangent bundles are known to be nef and big. �

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let X be a Fano manifold of Picard number one and with
index one. Since TX is big and the VMRT Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) is not dual defective, by
[FL21, Theorem 3.4], the general members of K have anti-canonical degree at most
two. Hence, we must have −KX · K = 2 and then Theorem 5.19 implies that X is
of index two, which is a contradiction. �

7.1. Remark. Let X be a Fano manifold of Picard number one and with index
two. Assume that X carries a covering family K of minimal rational curves such
that the VMRT Cx ⊂ P(ΩX,x) at a general point x ∈ X is not dual defective. Then
the above proof shows that TX is big only if either X is isomorphic to the quintic
del Pezzo threefold V5 or the general members of K have anti-canonical degree four.
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