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What is algebraic geometry about?

Algebraic geometry is the study of geometric spaces given by polynomial
equations. More precisely, it is the study of geometric spaces given by the
vanishing of polynomial equations of (Cartesian) coordinates.
Polynomials: very natural notion. As soon as we have “numbers” that we
can add and multiply, we can take a bunch of variables and write down
polynomials.
We get polynomial rings S[x1, x2, . . .] over rings S.
In this course,

we will consider polynomial rings over fields k, and

we will have a finite number of indeterminates (variables), so

R = k[x1, . . . , xn].

We will think of variables x1, . . . , xn as Cartesian coordinates on affine
space

p = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ An = An
k = kn.
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Familiar examples

You already know some examples from earlier studies!

Fix constants a1, . . . , an, c ∈ k. Then

H =

{
n∑

i=1

aixi − c = 0

}
⊂ An

is an affine hyperplane. If c = 0, then H is a hyperplane (codimension
one linear subspace).

More generally, if we take several such equations, we get affine linear
subspaces, respectively (if all constants are zero) linear subspaces.

Take k = R. Then

{x2 + y2 − 1 = 0} ⊂ A2
R

is a circle. More generally, any quadratic equation in (x, y) describes
a (real) plane conic or conic section.
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More familiar examples

Take k = C. Then
{p(x, y) = 0} ⊂ A2

C

for any polynomial p ∈ C[x, y] is a (complex) affine plane curve,
studied in the Oxford Part B course on Complex Algebraic Curves
(and of course elsewhere).

Take k = R again. Then

{x2 + y2 − z2 − c = 0} ⊂ A3
R

is a hyperboloid, with number of sheets depending on the sign of
c ̸= 0. For c = 0, we get the quadric cone.

With k = R and arbitrary n, we have the (real) (n− 1)-sphere

Sn−1 =

{
n∑

i=1

x2i − 1 = 0

}
⊂ An

R.
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Familiar examples over R in pictures
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General features

A lot of the theory works for arbitrary fields k. We will assume
▶ k has characteristic 0;
▶ k is algebraically closed.

Just take k = C if you wish!

Number of variables will be arbitrary (finite!).

Number of equations will also be arbitrary (finite! but now not a
restriction).

Drawing pictures remains a lot easier if k = R and n ≤ 3...

Don’t forget other fields such as Fp,Fq,Qp,C(t), . . . in further studies.
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Applications of algebraic geometry

Within pure mathematics: interacts with many different fields!
▶ Key role in Wiles’ proof of Fermat’s Last Theorem

Recent prominent role in theoretical physics
▶ Spacetime models in string theory from algebraic geometry via

supersymmetry

Prominent applications in other areas
▶ Algebraic robotics: describe motion of automate constrained by

polynomial conditions.
▶ Cryptography: cryptosystems from geometry (elliptic curves, abelian

varieties...)
▶ Algebraic systems biology: describe equilibria of complicated

polynomial interaction systems
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Sources of information

Lecture notes by Prof Ritter on course website
▶ Will follow the same notation.
▶ The material in lectures forms a subset of the notes; will ignore

categorical aspects but feel free to read those sections for a different,
important point of view.

Books
▶ Many books around. Reid: UAG is perhaps the most useful.

Hartshorne: Algebraic geometry is the “bible” but is too advanced just
for this course.

Problem sheets
▶ There will be 5 problem sheets in total. Sheet 0 is not for handing in.
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Commutative algebra in algebraic geometry

k denotes a field, algebraically closed and of characteristic 0, with unit
1 ∈ k.
R a finitely generated, unital, commutative k-algebra: finitely generated as
a commutative ring, has multiplication by elements of k, also has unit
1 ∈ R. For example,

R = k[x1, . . . , xn].

We will consider ideals I ◁R, their intersections, products, quotient rings,
etc. Also ring/algebra homomorphisms, kernels, images, etc.
I will quote results from Commutative Algebra. They can be taken without
proof in this course; the Part B course Commutative algebra proves most
of these results.
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A simple but important proposition

Proposition 1.1

Let k be a field, S a finitely generated commutative k-algebra. Then

S ∼= k[x1, . . . , xn]/I

for some n and an ideal I ◁ k[x1, . . . , xn].

Proof.

Let s1, . . . sn ∈ S be a set of k-algebra generators of S. Consider the ring
homomorphism

φ : k[x1, . . . , xn]→ S

defined by φ(xi) = si. Then φ is surjective, since si generate S.
Considering

I = kerφ◁ k[x1, . . . , xn],

we get indeed
S ∼= k[x1, . . . , xn]/I

by the Isomorphism Theorem for rings.
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Vanishing sets

We are working in the space kn = {a = (a1, . . . , an) : aj ∈ k}.
This space corresponds to the polynomial ring R = k[x1, . . . , xn].
X ⊂ kn is an affine (algebraic) variety, if X = V(I) for some ideal I ⊂ R,
where

V(I) = {a ∈ kn : f(a) = 0 for all f ∈ I} ⊂ kn.

Example 1.2

For the zero ideal, V(0) = kn.

For the ideal ⟨1⟩ = R generated by the identity, V(R) = ∅.
For some nonconstant f ∈ R \ k generating principal ideal ⟨f⟩◁R,
we get

Vf = V(⟨f⟩) = {a ∈ kn : f(a) = 0},

the hypersurface defined by f .
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Recollection: vanishing sets

We are working in the space kn = {a = (a1, . . . , an) : aj ∈ k}.
This space corresponds to the polynomial ring R = k[x1, . . . , xn].
X ⊂ kn is an affine (algebraic) variety, if X = V(I) for some ideal I ⊂ R,
where

V(I) = {a ∈ kn : f(a) = 0 for all f ∈ I} ⊂ kn.
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An easy but important example

Let a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ kn and consider

ma = ⟨x1 − a1, . . . , xn − an⟩◁R.

The following are all easy to check:

V(ma) = {a} ⊂ kn.
The ideal ma ◁R is the kernel of the evaluation homomorphism

eva : R→ k

defined by f 7→ f(a).

The ideal ma ◁R is a maximal ideal of R.

Recall that an ideal m◁R of a ring is maximal if it is not equal to R, nor
is properly contained in another proper ideal of R. Remember that m◁R
is maximal if and only if the quotient R/m is a field.
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Some basic properties of vanishing sets

1 I ⊂ J ⇒ V(I) ⊃ V(J).
2 V(I) ∪ V(J) = V(I · J) = V(I ∩ J).
3 V(I) ∩ V(J) = V(I + J). (Note: ⟨I ∪ J⟩ = I + J .)

4 If I, J are relatively prime (i.e. I + J = ⟨1⟩), then V(I),V(J) are
disjoint.

The proofs are easy exercises.
Assuming that k is algebraically closed, the converse to (4) also holds; to
prove this, one needs to use Corollary 2.8 below.
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Hilbert’s Basis Theorem

Theorem 2.1 (Hilbert’s Basis Theorem)

R = k[x1, . . . , xn] is a Noetherian ring. In other words, it satisfies the
following equivalent conditions.

1 Every ideal is finitely generated (f.g.)

I = ⟨f1, . . . , fm⟩ = Rf1 + · · ·+Rfm.

2 ACC (Ascending Chain Condition) on ideals:

I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ · · · ideals ⇒ IN = IN+1 = · · ·
eventually all become equal.
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Equations of affine varieties

Corollary 2.2

Any vanishing set V = V(I) is the common zero locus in kn of a finite
number of polynomials:

V = {a ∈ An : f1(a) = . . . = fm(a) = 0} .

Proof.

Use the Hilbert Basis Theorem: take a set of generators f1, . . . , fm of the
ideal I. So

I = ⟨f1, . . . , fm⟩◁R.

Then clearly f(a) = 0 for all f ∈ I if and only if fi(a) = 0 for all
i = 1, . . . ,m.

We will often refer to f1 . . . , fm as the “equations of V ”, even though the
set of equations is not really well defined.
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On Noetherian rings

Easy Proposition 2.3

If R is Noetherian, any quotient of R is also Noetherian.

Corollary 2.4

A finitely generated k-algebra S is Noetherian.

Easy Proposition 2.5

If R is Noetherian, any ideal of I is contained in a maximal ideal m.

Proof.

Keep adding elements; eventually you must get to a maximal ideal by the
ACC.

This statement is true in fact in arbitrary rings, but the proof is harder and
requires Zorn’s Lemma.
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Hilbert’s Weak Nullstellensatz
Theorem 2.6 (Weak Nullstellensatz)
Assume that k is algebraically closed. Then every maximal ideal of the ring
R = k[x1, . . . , xn] is of the form ma ◁R for some a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ kn.
This fails over fields that are not algebraically closed.

Example 2.7
Let k = R, R = R[x], and I = ⟨x2 + 1⟩.
Then I = kerψ for ψ : R→ C given by f 7→ f(i).
So R/I is a field, and in particular I ◁R is maximal. But clearly I is a
principal ideal not generated by degree one polynomial(s).

Corollary 2.8

V(I) = ∅ ⇔ 1 ∈ I ⇔ I = R.

Proof.

If 1 /∈ I then I is a proper ideal, so it lies inside some maximal ideal m. By
the Weak Nullstellensatz m = ma for some a ∈ An.
But I ⊂ ma implies V(I) ⊃ V(ma) = {a}.
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The Zariski topology on kn
The Zariski topology on kn is defined by declaring that the closed sets are
the sets of the form V(I).
Easy Proposition 2.9

This is indeed a topology.

Proof.

Use easy properties of vanishing sets listed above.

The open sets of the topology look as follows:

UI = kn \ V(I) = kn \ (V(f1) ∩ · · · ∩ V(fm))

= (kn \ V(f1)) ∪ · · · ∪ (kn \ V(fm))

= Df1 ∪ · · · ∪Dfm ,

where I = ⟨f1, . . . , fm⟩ and the Dfi are called the basic open sets

Df = kn \ V(f) = {a ∈ kn : f(a) ̸= 0}.

Let An be affine n-space, the topological space kn with the Zariski
topology.
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The Zariski topology on A1

Example 2.10

A1 = k has the following closed sets: ∅,A1, and all finite subsets of A1.

Proof.

Let I ◁R = k[x]. As R is a PID, we have I = ⟨f⟩ for some f ∈ R. If f is
not constant, it has a finite set of roots.
Conversely, any finite subset of k is clearly the root set of some polynomial
f .

Correspondingly, the open sets in A1 are ∅,A1, and the complement of any
finite set of points.
Some things to observe:

This topology is not Hausdorff, since any two non-empty open sets
intersect.

The open sets are dense, as the only closed set with infinitely many
points is A1 (note k is infinite).
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The Zariski topology on A2

The following statement is not obvious; see Problem Sheet 1.

Example 2.11

A2 = k2 has the following closed sets: ∅,A2, and finite unions of

plane curves given by equations p(x, y) = 0, and

points of A2.
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The Zariski topology on general affine varieties

Recall that the Zariski topology on An = kn is defined by declaring that
the closed sets are the sets of the form V(I) for ideals
I ◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn].
Let X = V(I) be a vanishing set defined by an ideal I ◁R.

Definition

The Zariski topology on X ⊂ An is the subspace topology inherited from
An.
A vanishing set X = V(I) ⊂ An together with its Zariski topology is
called an affine variety.
Note that thus the closed sets in X are V(I + J) = X ∩ V(J) for any
ideal J ⊂ R, or equivalently, V(S) for ideals I ⊂ S ⊂ R.

Definition

An affine subvariety Y ⊂ X is a closed subset of X.
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Vanishing ideal

For any subset X ⊂ An, let

I(X) = {f ∈ R : f(a) = 0 for all a ∈ X}.

Example 2.12

1 I({a}) = ma = {f ∈ R : f(a) = 0}.
2 I(V(x2)) = (x) ⊂ k[x], so I(V(I)) ̸= I in general.
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Vanishing ideal
Recall: for any subset X ⊂ An, let

I(X) = {f ∈ R : f(a) = 0 for all a ∈ X}.
Easy properties of the vanishing ideal

1 X ⊂ Y ⇒ I(X) ⊃ I(Y ).
2 I ⊂ I(V(I)).

Lemma 3.1

V(I(V(I))) = V(I).

Proof.

We have I ⊂ I(V(I)) so V(I) ⊃ V(I(V(I))).
Conversely, let a ∈ V(I) \ V(I(V(I))).
Then there is an f ∈ I(V(I)) with f(a) ̸= 0.
But such an f vanishes on V(I), and a ∈ V(I). Contradiction.

Corollary 3.2

V(I(X)) = X for any affine variety X.
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Dictionary between ideals and affine varieties

What we are doing here is building up a dictionary between ideals

I ◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn]

and affine varieties X ⊂ An.

From ideals to varieties: I 7→ V(I).
From varieties to ideals: X 7→ I(X).

One-sided inverse: V(I(X)) = X for any affine variety X.

The mappings are inclusion-reversing: subvarieties Y ⊂ X correspond
to over-ideals J ⊃ I.
Maximal ideals m◁R correspond to minimal (closed) subvarieties:
points p ∈ An.
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Reducible and irreducible varieties

An affine variety X is reducible if X = X1 ∪X2 for proper closed subsets
Xi (Xi ⊊ X). Otherwise, we call X irreducible.
Examples and properties

1 V(x1x2) = V(x1) ∪ V(x2) is reducible.
2 If X irreducible, then any non-empty open subset is dense. (Exercise)

3 If X irreducible, then any two non-empty open subsets intersect.
(Exercise)

Theorem 3.3

An affine variety X = V(I) ̸= ∅ is irreducible if and only if its ideal
I(X) ⊂ R is a prime ideal.

Note this is a statement about the ideal I(X) ⊂ R, not about I that was
used to define X on the left hand side!
Think about the example I = ⟨x2⟩◁ k[x] above.
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Irreducible varieties and prime ideals

Theorem 3.4

An affine variety X = V(I) ̸= ∅ is irreducible if and only if its ideal
I(X) ⊂ R is a prime ideal.

Proof.

If I(X) is not prime, then pick f1, f2 satisfying f1 /∈ I(X), f2 /∈ I(X),
f1f2 ∈ I(X). Then

X ⊂ V(f1f2) = V(f1) ∪ V(f2)

so take Xi = X ∩ V(fi) ̸= X (since fi /∈ I(X)).
Conversely, if X is not irreducible, X = X1 ∪X2, Xi ̸= X, so there are
fi ∈ I(Xi) \ I(X) but f1f2 ∈ I(X), so I(X) is not prime. (Here we used
V(I(X)) = X for Xi).
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Irreducible varieties: some examples

Here are some examples of irreducible varieties.

1 The variety An itself is irreducible. Proof: it corresponds to the zero
ideal I = 0, which is prime since R is an integral domain.

2 V(⟨xn⟩) ⊂ An is irreducible, since I = ⟨xn⟩ is a prime ideal, as

R/I ∼= k[x1, . . . , xn−1]

is an integral domain.

3 More generally, if f is an irreducible polynomial in R, then
Vf = V(⟨f⟩) is an irreducible variety. Indeed, I = ⟨f⟩ is a principal
ideal in the UFD k[x1, . . . , xn] and as f is irreducible, it generates a
prime ideal inside it.
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Extending the dictionary between ideals and affine varieties

Dictionary between ideals I ◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn] and affine varieties
X ⊂ An.

Maps: I 7→ V(I) and X 7→ I(X).

One-sided inverse: V(I(X)) = X for any affine variety X.

Inclusion-reversing: subvarieties Y ⊂ X correspond to over-ideals
J ⊃ I.
Maximal ideals m◁R correspond to points p ∈ An.

Prime ideals I ◁R correspond to irreducible subvarieties X ⊂ An.
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Decomposition into irreducible components

Theorem 3.5

An affine variety X ⊂ An can be decomposed into irreducible
components: there exists a decomposition

X = X1 ∪X2 ∪ · · · ∪XN ,
where Xi ⊂ An are irreducible affine varieties, and the decomposition is
unique up to reordering if we ensure Xi ̸⊂ Xj for all i ̸= j.

Proof.

We show existence of the decomposition.
Suppose X is not irreducible. Then we can write X = Y1 ∪ Y ′

1 for proper
subvarieties Y1, Y

′
1 . Suppose one of these is not irreducible, say

Y1 = Y2 ∪Y ′
2 . Keep going, assume that the process does not end in a finite

number of steps. We obtain a sequence X ⊋ Y1 ⊋ Y2 ⊋ · · · . But then
I(X) ⊊ I(Y1) ⊊ I(Y2) ⊊ · · ·

This contradicts the ACC on ideals of R.
Proof of uniqueness: see notes.
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An example

Consider I = ⟨xy, xz⟩◁ k[x, y, z]. Let us work out the irreducible
decomposition of X = V(I).
We have I = ⟨x⟩.⟨y, z⟩.
This means that if we let I1 = ⟨x⟩, I2 = ⟨y, z⟩ and Xi = V(Ii) then

X = X1 ∪X2.

Clearly X1, X2 are not contained in each other. Also both Xi are
irreducible, since k[x, y, z]/Ii are both integral domains (easy check).
So this is an irreducible decomposition of X.
Geometrically:

X1 is the (y, z) plane {x = 0}.
X2 is the x-axis {y = z = 0}.
X1 ∩X2 = X3 is given by the ideal I3 = I1 + I2 = ⟨x, y, z⟩: the
origin.
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An example

Here I = ⟨xy, xz⟩◁ k[x, y, z] and X = V(I).
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Another example

Consider J = ⟨x2 − 4⟩◁ k[x, y]. Let us work out the irreducible
decomposition of Y = V(J).
This polynomial is reducible, so we have J = ⟨x− 2⟩.⟨x+ 2⟩. So if we let
J1 = ⟨x− 2⟩, J2 = ⟨x+ 2⟩ and Yi = V(Ii) then

Y = Y1 ∪ Y2

a union of two lines in A2. Indeed, both components are irreducible, as the
corresponding ideals are prime (check!).
In this case, the intersection is given by the ideal J3 = J1 + J2 = ⟨1⟩ = R,
so

Y3 = Y1 ∩ Y2 = ∅.
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Another example

Here J = ⟨x2 − 4⟩◁ k[x, y] and Y = V(J).
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Ideals and varieties: completing the dictionary

We have our dictionary between ideals I ◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn] and affine
varieties X ⊂ An. Maps: I 7→ V(I) and X 7→ I(X), and

V(I(X)) = X.

We also know that I(V(I)) may be different from I. Example: I = ⟨x2⟩.
Key observation: for any X ⊂ An, I(X) has the property that if
fm ∈ I(X) then f ∈ I(X), as I(X) is defined by a vanishing condition.

Definition

An ideal I ◁R of a ring is called a radical ideal, if rm ∈ I for some m ≥ 1
implies r ∈ I.
Given any ideal I ◁R, its radical is the set

√
I = {f ∈ R : fm ∈ I for some m ≥ 1}.
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Radicals and radical ideals
Easy Lemma 3.6

1
√
I ◁R is an ideal of R.

2 I ⊂ R is radical if and only if the quotient R/I has no nilpotent
elements.

3 V(I) = V(
√
I).

4 For any X ⊂ An, I(X)◁R is a radical ideal.

Example 3.7√
⟨x2⟩ = ⟨x⟩.

Expectation: we can only hope for I(V(I)) = I if the right hand side is
radical, since the left hand side is.
Caveat: condition still not sufficient!
Example 3.8

Let k = R, and I = ⟨x2 + 1⟩◁ R[x]. Then V(I) = ∅, so I(V(I)) = R[x]
still does not equal I.
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Strong Nullstellensatz, completion of the dictionary

Theorem 3.9 (Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz)

Assume that k is algebraically closed. For any ideal I ◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn],
we have

I(V(I)) =
√
I.

In particular, if I is radical then I(V(I)) = I.

Corollary 3.10

There are order-reversing bijections between affine varieties
X ⊂ An and radical ideals I ◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn].

X 7→ I(X)
V(I) ←[ I

{varieties} ↔ {radical ideals}
{irreducible varieties} ↔ {prime ideals}

{points} ↔ {maximal ideals}
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Towards proof of the Strong Nullstellensatz
We are going to assume the Weak Nullstellensatz, and deduce the strong
version. Let us start with

Lemma 3.11

For any proper ideal I ◁R, we have V(I) ̸= ∅.

Proof.

Pick a maximal ideal I ⊂ m ⊂ R.
By the Weak Nullstellensatz, m = ma = (x1 − a1, . . . , xn − an) for some
a ∈ kn.
Hence V(I) ⊃ V(ma) = {a} ⊃ V(R) = ∅.

Remember this statement already needs k algebraically closed; otherwise it
is false.
Proof of NSZ, easy direction
We showed above that I(V(I)) is always radical, also I ⊂ I(V(I)), so

√
I ⊂ I(V(I)).
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Conclusion of the proof of the Strong Nullstellensatz
We want to show I(V(I)) ⊂

√
I. Let I = ⟨f1, . . . , fN ⟩, and take

g ∈ I(V(I)).
Trick: let I ′ = ⟨I, yg − 1⟩ ⊂ k[x1, . . . , xn, y].
Observe that V(I ′) = ∅ ⊂ An+1.
By Lemma 3.11, I ′ = k[x1, . . . , xn, y].
So 1 ∈ I ′, giving an equality

1 = G0(x1, . . . , xn, y) · (yg − 1) +
∑

Gi(x1, . . . , xn, y) · fi
for some polynomials Gj .
Multiplying this with a large power of g, for some large ℓ we can turn this
into

gℓ = F0(x1, . . . , xn, gy) · (yg − 1) +
∑

Fi(x1, . . . , xn, gy) · fi
for some polynomials Fj .
Finally substitute gy by 1 here, to get

gℓ =
∑

Fi(x1, . . . , xn, 1) · fi ∈ I.

So g ∈
√
I as required. □
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The coordinate ring of an affine variety

Let X ⊂ An be a (nonempty) affine variety. Let R = k[x1, . . . , xn] as
usual.

Definition

The coordinate ring of X is the quotient ring

k[X] = R/I(X).

Interpretation

The ring k[X] is the ring of polynomial functions on the variety X.
Polynomial functions on An which are zero everywhere along X do not
change the value of such a function on X.
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The coordinate ring of an affine variety
Let X ⊂ An be a (nonempty) affine variety. Let R = k[x1, . . . , xn] as
usual.

Definition

The coordinate ring of X is the quotient ring

k[X] = R/I(X).

Interpretation

The ring k[X] is the ring of polynomial functions on the variety X.
Polynomial functions on An which are zero
everywhere along X do not change the value of such a function on X.

Properties:

k[X] is a finitely generated, so Noetherian, k-algebra.
As discussed before, I(X) is always a radical ideal, so k[X] is a
reduced ring (it has no nilpotent elements).
k[X] is an integral domain if and only if X is irreducible.
k[X] is a field if and only if X = {a} a point (k is algebraically
closed!).
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The coordinate ring of an affine variety: examples
Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety. Let R = k[x1, . . . , xn]. The coordinate
ring of X is the quotient ring

k[X] = R/I(X).

Example 4.1

For X = An, we have I(X) = 0 so k[X] ∼= R.

For a ∈ An a point, we have I(a) = ma, the maximal ideal at a, and
as we saw before,

k[a] = R/ma
∼= k.

For X = Vf a hypersurface defined by an irreducible f ∈ R (or at
least one without repeated factors), we get

k[Vf ] = R/⟨f⟩,

the quotient of R by the principal ideal generated by f .

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 4 45 / 290



The ideal-subvariety correspondence for an affine variety

Consider a ring R and an ideal I ◁R. Set S = R/I and let
q : R→ S be the quotient map. Easy result in commutative algebra:

Proposition 4.2

There there is an inclusion-preserving one-to-one correspondence between
ideals I ⊂ J̃ ◁R and ideals J ◁ S, given by J̃ = q−1(J).

Since the correspondence is inclusion-reversing, it preserves maximal ideals.
We thus recover a more general version of the ideal-variety correspondence.

Corollary 4.3

There are order-reversing bijections between affine subvarieties
Y ⊂ X and radical ideals J ◁ k[X].

(Y ⊂ X) 7→ (IX(Y )◁ k[X])

(V(J̃) ⊂ X) ←[ (J ◁ k[X])
{irred. subvarieties Y ⊂ X} ↔ {prime ideals p◁ k[X]}

{points a ∈ X} ↔ {maximal ideals ma ◁ k[X]}
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Subvarieties and quotient algebras
It is worth spelling this correspondence out one more time from another
point of view.
For any subvariety Y ⊂ X ⊂ An, we have
I(X) ⊂ I(Y )◁R = k[x1, . . . , xn].
We also have coordinate rings

k[X] = R/I(X)

and
k[Y ] = R/I(Y ).

From I(X) ⊂ I(Y ), we get a surjection

k[X] ↠ k[Y ],

with kernel IX(Y )◁ k[X], the ideal of functions on X that vanish on Y .
So closed affine subvarieties (closed inclusions of affine varieties) Y ⊂ X
correspond to surjective ring homomorphisms between their coordinate
rings.
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A basis for the Zariski topology on general affine varieties
We emphasize once more a basic aspect of the Zariski topology on a
general affine variety X ⊂ An.
Take f ∈ k[X], then we get, by the correspondence above, a closed
subvariety V(f) ⊂ X ⊂ An, and hence a Zariski open set, a so-called basic
open set

Df = X \ V(f) = {p ∈ X : f(p) ̸= 0}.

Proposition 4.4

The basic open sets form a basis of the Zariski topology on X: any open
set is a finite union of basic open sets.

Proof.

Any open set in X is of the following form, for I = ⟨f1, . . . , fm⟩◁ k[X]:

U = X \ V(I) = X \ (V(f1) ∩ · · · ∩ V(fm))

= (X \ V(f1)) ∪ · · · ∪ (X \ V(fm))

= Df1 ∪ · · · ∪Dfm .
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Basic open sets: a restatement

It seems worth spelling out the following, equivalent form of this. Let
X ⊂ An be an affine variety.

Corollary 4.5

Let p ∈ X and p ∈ U ⊂ X a Zariski neighbourhood of p. Then there
exists f ∈ k[X] such that

p ∈ Df ⊂ U

is also a Zariski neighbourhood of p.

Proof.

As proved above, any open set is covered by (finitely many) such.

While simple, this is often very useful: when considering neighbourhoods
of points in affine varieties, we can restrict to basic affine opens.
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Morphisms between affine varieties

A function F : An → Am is a morphism (or polynomial map) if it is
defined by polynomials:

F (a) = (f1(a), . . . , fm(a)) for some f1, . . . , fm ∈ R = k[x1, . . . , xn].

We sometimes colloquially write yj = fj(xi) for the polynomial map F .
Given two affine varieties X ⊂ An, Y ⊂ Am, a morphism of affine varieties
F : X → Y is defined by the restriction of a morphism An → Am, given by

F (a) = (f1(a), . . . , fm(a)) for some f1, . . . , fm ∈ k[X].

Note that indeed, fi ∈ k[X] is enough information to define F on X.
We require that for all a ∈ X, the image point
F (a) = (f1(a), . . . , fm(a)) ∈ Y .
F : X → Y is an isomorphism, if F is a morphism and there is an inverse
morphism G : Y → X with F ◦G = id, G ◦ F = id.
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Examples of morphisms between affine varieties

(E1) Linear projections. Let n ≥ m, and F : An → Am be defined by

F (a1, . . . , an) = (a1, . . . , am).

(E2) Inclusions of linear subspaces. Let n ≤ m, and F : An → Am be
defined by

F (a1, . . . , an) = (a1, . . . , an, 0, . . . , 0).
These can of course also be applied to subvarieties of An. For
example,

(E3) Projection of a hyperbola Let X = {xy − 1 = 0} ⊂ A2, and let
F : X → A1 be defined by

F (x, y) = x.

Note that in this example, the image set is A1 \ {0} so the image of a
morphism does not need to be an affine subvariety.
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Examples of morphisms between affine varieties
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More examples of morphisms between affine varieties

(E4) A polynomial map defined on the affine line. Let F : A1 → A3 be
defined by

F (t) = (t, t2, t3).

(E5) The map to the cuspidal cubic. Let X = A1, and

Y = {x3 − y2} ⊂ A2.

Let F : X → Y be defined by

f(t) = (t2, t3).

This is obviously a polynomial map A1 → A2; to make it into a map
to Y we just need to check that the image is contained in Y . This is
easy.
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Morphisms and coordinate rings
Given affine varieties X ⊂ An and Y ⊂ Am, write
k[X] = k[x1, . . . , xn]/I(X), k[Y ] = k[y1, . . . , ym]/I(Y ). Define

Hom(X,Y ) = {morphisms F : X → Y }
and

Homk-alg(k[Y ], k[X]) = {k-algebra homs k[Y ]→ k[X]}.

Theorem 4.6 (Fundamental theorem of affine algebraic geometry)

There is a one-to-one correspondence

Hom(X,Y ) ←→ Homk-alg(k[Y ], k[X])

F : X → Y 7→ F ∗ : k[Y ]→ k[X]

φ∗ : X → Y ←[ φ : k[Y ]→ k[X]

with a morphism F given in coordinates by F (a) = (f1(a), . . . , fm(a)) and
the maps given by

F ∗(yj) = fj(x1, . . . , xn),
φ∗(a) = (φ(y1)(a), . . . , φ(ym)(a)).
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More on morphisms and coordinate rings

The statement is almost a “tautology”: it is easy to check that the maps
in the statement are indeed mutual inverses (see Lecture Notes).
Note that in particular, we can think of

k[X] = Hom(X,A1),

since an element f ∈ k[X] is nothing but a function a 7→ f(a) from X to
A1.
In this language, given a morphism F : X → Y , the map

F ∗ : k[Y ]→ k[X]

can be thought of as composition of F with a map to A1

F ∗ : Hom(Y,A1)→ Hom(X,A1), g 7→ F ∗g = g ◦ F

and in particular, it indeed “goes backwards”.
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How the correspondence works in practice
It is easy to run the correspondence in practice!
Work with coordinates {x1, . . . , xn} on An and {y1, . . . , ym} on Am. A
morphism F : An → Am is given in these coordinates by a bunch of
polynomial expressions

yj = fj(x1, . . . , xn), j = 1, . . . ,m,

giving the map

F (x1, . . . , xn) = (f1(xi), f2(xi), . . . , fm(xi)).

You can read the same formulae as

yj 7→ fj(x1, . . . , xn), j = 1, . . . ,m

which immediately defines a ring morphism

k[y1, . . . , ym] −→ k[x1, . . . , xn],

which is exactly the dual map F ∗!
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How the correspondence works in practice

More generally, for affine varieties X ⊂ An, Y ⊂ Am, the story is exactly
the same: have F defined by

F (x1, . . . , xn) = (f1(xi), f2(xi), . . . , fm(xi))

and dually F ∗ defined by

yj 7→ fj(x1, . . . , xn), j = 1, . . . ,m,

with the following conditions:

The map F must have the property that a ∈ X must be mapped to
F (a) ∈ Y .

Dually, the map F ∗ must descend to a ring map

k[Y ] = k[y1, . . . , ym]/IY −→ k[X] = k[y1, . . . , xn]/IX .
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Morphisms and coordinate rings: Example 1

(E1) Linear projection. Let n ≥ m, and F : An → Am be defined by

F (a1, . . . , an) = (a1, . . . , am).

This corresponds to the k-algebra homomorphism

F ∗ : k[y1, . . . , ym] → k[x1, . . . , xn]
yi 7→ xi.

Note that:

The image of F is dense in Y = Am (in fact it is equal to Am in this
case).

F ∗ is injective.
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Morphisms and coordinate rings: Example 2

(E2) Inclusions of linear subspaces. Let n ≤ m, and F : An → Am be
defined by

F (a1, . . . , an) = (a1, . . . , an, 0, . . . , 0).

This corresponds to the k-algebra homomorphism

F ∗ : k[y1, . . . , ym] → k[x1, . . . , xn]

yi 7→
{
xi if i ≤ n
0 otherwise

.

Note that:

F is a closed inclusion.

F ∗ is surjective.
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Recall: morphism between affine varieties

For affine varieties X ⊂ An, Y ⊂ Am, have F defined by

F (x1, . . . , xn) = (f1(xi), f2(xi), . . . , fm(xi))

and dually F ∗ defined by

yj 7→ fj(x1, . . . , xn), j = 1, . . . ,m,

with the following conditions:

The point a ∈ X maps to F (a) ∈ Y .

Dually, the map F ∗ must descend to a ring map

k[Y ] = k[y1, . . . , ym]/IY −→ k[X] = k[y1, . . . , xn]/IX .
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Morphisms and coordinate rings: Example 3

(E3) Projection of a hyperbola. Let X = {xy − 1 = 0} ⊂ A2, and let
F : X → A1 be defined by

F (x, y) = x.

This corresponds to the k-algebra homomorphism

F ∗ : k[A1] = k[t] → k[X] = k[x, y]/⟨xy − 1⟩
t 7→ x.

Note that

The image A1 \ {0} of F is dense in A1.

F ∗ is injective.
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Morphisms and coordinate rings: Example 4

(E4) A polynomial map defined on the affine line. Let F : A1 → A3 be
defined by

F (t) = (t, t2, t3).

This corresponds to the k-algebra homomorphism

F ∗ : k[A3] = k[x, y, z] → k[A1] = k[t]
x 7→ t
y 7→ t2

z 7→ t3

Note that, once again, this is a closed inclusion, and correspondingly the
ring map is surjective.
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Morphisms and coordinate rings: a variant of Example 4
(E4′) A variant. Let

Y = {x2 − y = 0, xy − z = 0} ⊂ A3.

Let F : A1 → Y be defined by

F (t) = (t, t2, t3).

Note we are using the same formulae; to make sure this is a map to
Y , we need to make sure that the image points are contained in Y ,
but that’s easy to check. This corresponds to the k-algebra
homomorphism

F ∗ : k[Y ] = k[x, y, z]/⟨xy − z, y − x2⟩ → k[A1] = k[t]
x 7→ t
y 7→ t2

z 7→ t3

To make sure that this is well defined, we need to check that polynomials
in the defining ideal of Y are mapped to zero, but that’s easy.
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Morphisms and coordinate rings: a variant of Example 4

(E4′) A variant, continued. On the other hand, let G : Y → A1 be
defined by G(x, y, z) = x, so

G∗ : k[A1] = k[t] → k[Y ] = k[x, y, z]/⟨xy − z, y − x2⟩
t 7→ x

Compute composites:

(F ∗ ◦G∗)(t) = F ∗(G∗(t)) = F ∗(x) = t

whereas

(G∗ ◦ F ∗)(x) = G∗(t) = x
(G∗ ◦ F ∗)(y) = G∗(t2) = x2 = y mod I(Y )
(G∗ ◦ F ∗)(z) = G∗(t3) = x3 = z mod I(Y ).

So F ∗, G∗ are mutual inverses, and so are F,G. In other words, A1 and Y
are isomorphic affine varieties.
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General properties of the correspondence

The correspondence between morphisms F : X → Y between affine
varieties, and dual morphisms F ∗ : k[Y ]→ k[X] between coordinate rings,
has the following basic properties.

F is the inclusion of a closed affine subvariety if and only if F ∗ is
surjective.
We call such F a closed embedding.

The image of F is a Zariski dense subvariety of Y if and only if F ∗ is
injective.
We call such F dominant.

For proofs, see Problem Sheet 1. For examples, see earlier!
Here ends (for now) our discussion of affine algebraic geometry.
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Motivation for projective algebraic geometry

Affine algebraic geometry is a natural and beautiful subject. However, it
lacks an essential “completeness” or “compactness” property.
This is not compactness in the Zariski topology, nor completeness in a
metric sense, but rather the issue of “including points at infinity”.
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Bézout’s theorem. Two non-overlapping plane curves of degrees d1 and
d2 meet in exactly d1 · d2 points.

We need to work over an algebraically closed field.

We need to count multiplicities.

We need to work in projective space.

Simple special case. Two distinct lines in the plane meet in exactly one
point.

No need for an algebraically closed field; no issue with multiplicities.

Still need to work in projective space!
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Ways to discuss projective space

There are different ways to approach projective space and projective
geometry, all having different merits.

(1) Axiomatic approach.

(2) Approach based on linear algebra.

(3) Coordinate-based approach.

Of these, (1) is beautiful but takes a long time to get to substantial results.
We are going to use a combination of (2) and, for the most part, (3),
following on from the Oxford Part A Projective Geometry course.
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Definition of projective space via linear algebra
Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space over a field k. We let

P(V ) = {lines through the origin (1-dim linear subspaces) in V },

the projective space of V .
Let k∗ = k \ {0} = be the set of units (invertible elements) of k.
Since every line through the origin in V is determined by a direction (every
1-dim subspace has a generating vector, well defined up to scale), we can
write

P(V ) = (V \ {0}) / ∼

where ∼ is the equivalence relation on nonzero vectors in V given by

v ∼ w if and only if w = λv for some λ ∈ k∗.

Sometimes we simply write

P(V ) = (V \ {0}) / k∗

with the rescaling action of k∗ understood.
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Coordinate-based definition of projective space
It is easy to turn this description into coordinates. Choosing a basis of V ,
we have V ∼= kn+1, and every vector can be represented in coordinates as
v = (a0, . . . , an).
We get the definition of projective n-space over k:

Pn
k = (kn+1 \ {0}) / k∗ for all λ ∈ k∗,

where the rescaling action is

(a0, . . . , an) ∼ (λa0, . . . , λan) for all λ ∈ k∗.

Write [a0 : a1 : . . . : an] for the equivalence class of
(a0, a1, . . . , an) ∈ kn+1 \ {0}; so in these projective or homogeneous
coordinates,

[a0 : . . . : an] = [λa0 : . . . : λan] for all λ ∈ k∗.

Note not all ai can be zero: [0 : . . . : 0] is not a valid choice.
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Change of coordinates

Always remember: our coordinates [x0 : . . . : xn] on Pn depend on a
choice of basis in the underlying k-vector space.
A change of basis corresponds to a matrix A ∈ GL(n+ 1, k), which gives
a new coordinate system related to the old one by a linear transformation.
Change of basis might allow the simplification of a given polynomial (trick
already used in Part A Projective Geometry course).

Example 5.1

For P1, these changes of basis correspond to the action of Möbius
transformations:

[x0 : x1] 7→ [ax0 + bx1 : cx0 + dx1]

for (
a b
c d

)
∈ GL(2, k).
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The projective line and the projective plane

Consider n = 1.
We have

[a0 : a1] =

{
[1 : 0] if a1 = 0

[a0a1 : 1] otherwise.

So we get
P1
k = A1

k ⊔ {∞}.

For k = C, this is the Riemann sphere P1
C = C ⊔ {∞}.

Now consider n = 2. We have

[a0 : a1 : a2] =

{
[a0 : a1 : 0] if a2 = 0
[a0a2 : a1

a2
: 1] otherwise.

So we get
P2
k = A2

k ⊔ P1
k.

This is the description of the projective plane as the affine plane together
with the ideal line at infinity.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 5 73 / 290



Homogeneous polynomials
We continue to work with the ring of polynomials R = k[x0, . . . , xn],
thought of as polynomials in our variables x0, . . . , xn. We also continue to
assume k algebraically closed.

Definition

A polynomial F ∈ R is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d, if all the
monomials xi00 · · ·xinn appearing in F have degree

d = i0 + · · ·+ in.

By convention, 0 ∈ R is homogeneous of every degree.

Lemma 5.2

F ∈ R is homogeneous of degree d, if and only if for all λ ∈ k∗, we have
F (λx0, . . . , λxn) = λdF (x0, . . . , xn).

Example 5.3

All monomials
∏

i x
di
i are homogeneous (of some degree); x30 + x1x

2
2 is

homogeneous of degree 3; x30 + x1x2 + x3 is not homogeneous.
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Evaluating polynomials

How to evaluate polynomials on projective space?

Given a polynomial F ∈ R, it does not make sense to “evaluate F at
a point p ∈ Pn”, since the value of f is not well-defined because of
the equivalence relation.

Given a homogeneous polynomial F ∈ R, it still does not make sense
to “evaluate F at a point p ∈ Pn”.

Given a homogeneous polynomial F ∈ R, it does make sense to ask
whether “F vanishes at a point p ∈ Pn”, as

F (λx0, . . . , λxn) = λdF (x0, . . . , xn)

with λ ∈ k∗.
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Homogeneous ideals
Definition

An ideal I ◁R is a homogeneous ideal, if it is generated by homogeneous
polynomials.

Notes

There is no requirement that the generators should all be of the same
degree.
Of course I will contain lots of non-homogeneous elements; the
requirement is that it should be generated by such.

Example 5.4

I1 = ⟨x0, . . . , xk⟩◁ k[x0, . . . xn] is a homogeneous ideal generated by
linear generators.

I2 = ⟨F ⟩◁ k[x0, . . . xn] for a homogeneous polynomial F is a
principal, homogeneous ideal generated by a single homogeneous
generator.

I3 = ⟨x30 + x31 + x32, x
2
0 − x21⟩◁ k[x0, x1, x2] is a homogeneous ideal

generated by a quadric and a cubic.
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Projective varieties

Definition

X ⊂ Pn is a projective variety if

X = V(I) = {[a] ∈ Pn : F (a) = 0 for all homogeneous F ∈ I}
for some homogeneous ideal I ◁ k[x0 . . . , xn].

Example 5.5

For I1 = ⟨x0, . . . , xk⟩◁ k[x0, . . . xn],

V(I1) = {x0 = . . . = xk = 0} ⊂ Pn

is a projective linear subspace.

For I2 = ⟨F ⟩◁ k[x0, . . . xn] with F a homogeneous polynomial,

V(I2) = {F = 0} ⊂ Pn

is a projective hypersurface.
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More projective varieties
Some special cases:

If F ∈ k[x0, x1, x2] is homogeneous of degree d,

V(⟨F ⟩) = {F = 0} ⊂ P2

is a projective plane curve of degree d.

The Fermat hypersurface is

V(⟨xd0 + xd1 + . . .+ xdn⟩) =
{
xd0 + xd1 + . . .+ xdn = 0

}
⊂ Pn.

Consider the vector space V =Mn(k) of n× n matrices over k, with
its standard basis. Then PV ∼= Pn2−1, with homogeneous coordinate
variables being the matrix entries xij . Inside Pn2−1, we have the
determinantal hypersurface

{det(A) = 0} ⊂ Pn2−1.

Indeed det is a homogeneous polynomial of degree n in the matrix
entries.
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Zariski topology on projective varieties
Definition
The Zariski topology on Pn has closed sets being projective varieties V(I).
The Zariski topology on a projective variety X ⊂ Pn is the subspace
topology, so the closed subsets of X are X ∩ V(J) = V(I + J) for any
homogeneous ideal J .
Equivalently, closed subsets in X are V(K) for homogeneous ideals
I ⊂ K ◁R.

Example 5.6
The Zariski closed subsets of P1

k (over an algebraically closed field k) are
P1
k itself, ∅, and finite sets of points.

Proof.
This is basically a homogeneous version of the proof we had for A1. If F is
a homogeneous polynomial of degree d, then

x−d
0 F (x0, x1) = f(x1/x0)

for an ordinary polynomial of the ratio x1/x0. The latter has a finite
number of zeros in A1

k ⊂ P1
k.
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Projective subvarieties

A projective subvariety Y ⊂ X is a Zariski closed subset of X = V(I). So
as before, Y = V(K) for a homogeneous ideal I ⊂ K ◁R.

Example 5.7

For l ≥ k,

{x0 = . . . = xl = 0} ⊂ {x0 = . . . = xk = 0} ⊂ Pn

is a closed subvariety inside a projective linear subspace.

In the projective space of matrices PMn(k) ∼= Pn2−1,

{A2 = 0} ⊂ {det(A) = 0} ⊂ Pn2−1

is a projective subvariety defined by quadratic equations. Indeed, for a
matrix over a field k, if A2 = 0, then det(A) = 0.
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The affine cone

For a projective variety X ⊂ Pn, the affine cone X̂ ⊂ An+1 is the
union of the straight lines in kn+1 corresponding to the points of X.

Lemma 6.1

If ∅ ≠ X = V(I) ⊂ Pn for some homogeneous ideal I ⊂ R, then X̂ is the
affine variety associated to the ideal I ⊂ R:

X̂ = V(I) ⊂ An+1.

This follows basically from the definitions.
Note that the lemma does not hold if X = ∅. This will happen if I ⊂ R
does not vanish on any line in An+1. By homogeneity of I, this forces
V(I) ⊂ An+1 to be either ∅ or {0}, which by Nullstellensatz corresponds
respectively to I = R or

√
I = ⟨x0, . . . , xn⟩.

The ideal I = ⟨x0, . . . , xn⟩ is called the irrelevant ideal of the ring R.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 6 82 / 290



The vanishing ideal
Definition

For any set X ⊂ Pn, define the vanishing ideal Ih(X) to be the
homogeneous ideal generated by the homogeneous polynomials vanishing
on X:

Ih(X) = ⟨F ∈ R : F homogeneous, F (X) = 0⟩.

Lemma 6.2

If I is homogeneous, then V(Ih(V(I))) = V(I) and I ⊂ Ih(V(I)).
This follows, as in the affine case, essentially from definitions.

Lemma 6.3

For X ⊂ Pn a projective variety, we have an equality of ideals

Ih(X) = I(X̂)
between the homogeneous vanishing ideal of X and the affine vanishing
ideal of the cone over X.

Proof.

See notes.
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The projective Nullstellensatz

Let R = k[x0, . . . , xn], with k algebraically closed. Let
Iirr = ⟨x0, . . . , xn⟩◁R be the irrelevant ideal.

Theorem 6.4 (Projective Nullstellensatz)

For any homogeneous ideal I ◁R with
√
I ̸= Iirr, we have

Ih(V(I)) =
√
I.

Proof.

We have Vaffine(I) ̸= {0} by the affine Nullstellensatz, Theorem 3.9, as√
I ̸= Iirr.

So X = V(I) ⊂ Pn is non-empty, with affine cone X̂ = V(I) ⊂ An+1.
Using Lemma 6.2 and the affine Nullstellensatz, we obtain:

Ih(X) = I(X̂) = I(V(I)) =
√
I.
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Projective varieties and homogeneous ideals

The maps X 7→ Ih(X) and V(I)← [ I set up 1 : 1 correspondences

{proj. vars. X ⊂ Pn} ↔ {homogeneous radical ideals I ̸= Iirr}
{irred. proj. vars. X ⊂ Pn} ↔ {homogeneous prime ideals I ̸= Iirr}

{points of Pn} ↔ {“maximal” homogeneous ideals I ̸= Iirr}
∅ ↔ {the homogeneous ideal Iirr (or R)}.

Here a point p = [a0 : · · · : an] ∈ Pn corresponds to the homogeneous ideal

mp = ⟨aixj − ajxi : all i, j⟩ = {homogeneous polys vanishing at a}.

These are homogeneous ideals different from Iirr, maximal such with
respect to inclusion.
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Projective space covered by affine spaces
We work in projective space Pn over a field k. We have homogeneous
coordinates [x] = [x0 : . . . : xn] ∈ Pn.
Define the Zariski closed sets

Hi = {[x] ∈ Pn : xi = 0} ⊂ Pn

and the Zariski open sets

Ui = Pn \Hi = {[x] ∈ Pn : xi ̸= 0} ⊂ Pn.

Easy Lemma 6.5

We have

(1) There are bijections Ui ↔ An for each i.

(2) We have

Pn =

n⋃
i=0

Ui.

So Pn is covered by the Zariski open sets U0, . . . , Un.
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Projective space covered by affine spaces

Proof.

For (1), the bijection between Ui and An is given by

ϕi : Ui → An

[x]=

[
x0
xi

: · · · : xi−1

xi
: 1 :

xi+1

xi
: · · · : xn

xi

]
→
(
x0
xi
, · · · , xi−1

xi
,
xi+1

xi
, · · · , xn

xi

)
Next, for every point of Pn, at least one of the homogeneous coordinates
must be nonzero. So indeed Pn = ∪ni=0Ui.

The quantities
xj

xi
for fixed i are called affine coordinates in the affine chart

Ui.
In calculations, it is often advisable to introduce new variables for these
affine coordinates:

yj =
xj

xi

are affine coordinates, identifying Ui ⊂ Pn with affine space An with
coordinates y0, . . . , yi−1, yi+1, . . . , yn.
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Projective line covered by affine spaces

Example 6.6

For n = 1, we get
P1 = U0 ∪ U1.

Points which have both coordinates nonzero are in both open sets.
The complements of the open sets are H0 = {[0 : 1]} and H1 = {[1 : 0]}.
On U0 = A1, we have the affine coordinate y = x1

x0
. On U1 = A1, we have

the affine coordinate z = x0
x1
.

For k = C, this is the Riemann sphere as a union of two complex lines
(planes), identified using stereographic projection:

P1
C = C0 ∪ C∞

with C0 being the chart around 0 = [0 : 1] and C∞ the chart around
∞ = [1 : 0].
The special points are the north and south poles on the Riemann sphere.
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Projective varieties covered by affine varieties

For any projective variety X ⊂ Pn, the sets X ∩Hi are Zariski closed in it,
so the sets X ∩ Ui are Zariski open. We have

X =

n⋃
i=0

(X ∩ Ui).

Claim X ∩ Ui ⊂ Ui = An are affine varieties.

Proof.

The set X ∩ Ui ⊂ An is defined by the vanishing of all the equations of
X ⊂ Pn after the substitution xi = 1 (or, what is equivalent, re-expressing
the equations in the affine coordinates on Ui).

So indeed “projective varieties are locally affine”: they are covered by open
sets which are affine varieties. This is a very fruitful point of view.
We will call X ∩ Ui ⊂ An the affine charts of the projective variety
X ⊂ Pn.
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Affine charts of a quadric
Example 6.7
Let us look at the quadric

Q = {x20 + x21 − x22 = 0} ⊂ P2.
We have three affine charts

P2 = U0 ∪ U1 ∪ U2.

(0) On U0, we have x0 ̸= 0, and we have affine coordinates
y1 =

x1
x0
, y2 =

x2
x0
. Dividing the equation by x20, we get the affine

quadric
Q ∩ U0 = {1 + y21 − y22 = 0} ⊂ U0 = A2.

(1) On U1, we have x1 ̸= 0, and we choose affine coordinates
z0 =

x0
x1
, z2 =

x2
x1
. Dividing the equation by x21, we get the affine

quadric
Q ∩ U1 = {z20 + 1− z22 = 0} ⊂ U1 = A2.

(2) Finally on U2 with variables t0, t1, we get

Q ∩ U2 = {t20 + t21 − 1 = 0} ⊂ U2 = A2.
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Affine charts and coordinate changes

Recall: our coordinates [x0 : . . . : xn] on Pn depended on a choice of basis
in the underlying k-vector space.
A change of basis corresponds to a matrix A ∈ GL(n+ 1, k), which gives
a new coordinate system related to the old one by a linear transformation.
With respect to a new coordinate system, we get a new system of
hyperplanes, and new system of Zariski open sets identified with An.

Example 6.7 (Continued)

Use the change of coordinates

X0 = x0, X1 = x1 + x2, X2 = x1 − x2
to write the equation of our quadric as

Q = {X2
0 +X1X2 = 0} ⊂ P2.

Then in this coordinate system, one of the open charts becomes

Q ∩ U ′
2 = {T 2

0 + T1 = 0} ⊂ U ′
2 = A2.
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Projective closure

Given an affine variety X ⊂ An, we can view X ⊂ Pn via:

X ⊂ An = U0 ⊂ Pn = An ∪ Pn−1.

The projective closure X ⊂ Pn of X is the Zariski closure (closure in the
Zariski topology) of the set X ⊂ Pn.
Note that, by definition,

X ∩ U0 = X ⊂ U0 = An.

How to find equations for X ⊂ Pn? We need to homogenize.
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Homogenizing polynomials

Given a polynomial f ∈ k[x1, . . . , xn], write f = f0 + f1 + · · ·+ fd where
fi are the homogeneous parts of f of degree i. The homogenization of f is

f̃ = xd0f0 + xd−1
0 f1 + · · ·+ x0fd−1 + fd.

Easy Lemma 6.8

f̃ ∈ k[x0, . . . , xn] is homogeneous of degree d, with f̃ |x0=1 = f .

Example 6.9

The quadric x2 + y2 − 1 ∈ k[x, y] becomes the homogeneous quadric

x2 + y2 − z2 ∈ k[x, y, z].

The cubic y2 − x(x− 1)(x− c) ∈ k[x, y] becomes the homogeneous
cubic

y2z − x(x− z)(x− cz) ∈ k[x, y, z].
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The ideal of the projective closure
Let X = V(I) ⊂ An be an affine variety defined by an ideal
I ◁ k[x1, . . . , xn]. Define Ĩ = ⟨f̃ : f ∈ I to be the homogeneous ideal in
k[x0, . . . , xn] generated by the homogenizations of all elements of I (not
just generators!).

Proposition 6.10

The projective closure X ⊂ Pn of X of X is

X = V(Ĩ) ⊂ Pn.

Proof.

See Lecture Notes.

Example 6.11

The Zariski closure of the affine cubic curve

{y2 = x(x− 1)(x− c)} ⊂ A2

is the projective cubic curve

{y2z = x(x− z)(x− cz)} ⊂ P2.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 6 94 / 290



Morphisms of projective varieties
Fix projective varieties X ⊂ Pn and Y ⊂ Pm. We work with
(m+ 1)-tuples of homogeneous polynomials of the projective coordinates
x0, . . . , xn on X. Let R = k[x0, . . . , xn].

Definition

A morphism F : X → Y of projective varieties is a function F such that
for every p ∈ X, there is an open neighbourhood p ∈ U ⊂ X, and
homogeneous polynomials f0, . . . , fm ∈ R of the same degree, with

F : U → Y is given by F ([a]) = [f0(a) : · · · : fm(a)].

(1) The fact that the degrees of the fi are equal ensures that the map is
well-defined:

F ([λa]) = [f0(λa) : · · · : fm(λa)]

= [λdf0(a) : · · · : λdfm(a)]

= [f0(a) : · · · : fm(a)]

= F ([a]).
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Morphisms of projective varieties

A morphism F : X → Y of projective varieties is defined on open sets
∈ U ⊂ X by homogeneous polynomials f0, . . . , fm ∈ R of the same
degree:

F : U → Y is given by F ([a]) = [f0(a) : · · · : fm(a)].

(2) When constructing F , we have to make sure the fi do not vanish
simultaneously at any a.
(3) Need to make sure the image point always lands in Y , i.e. the values

[f0(a) : · · · : fm(a)]

have to satisfy all the defining equations of Y .
(4) Often a single set of polynomials f0, · · · , fm suffices, but already in
relatively simple cases more than one set of polynomials may be needed.

Definition

An isomorphism of projective varieties is a morphism F : X → Y that has
a (two-sided) inverse G : Y → X.
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An example: a Veronese embedding of P1

Consider the morphism (Veronese embedding)

F1 : P1 → P2

given by
[s : t] 7→ [s2 : st : t2].

This is a morphism:

(1) It is defined on the whole of P1 by degree 2 polynomials.

(2) The polynomials do not vanish simultaneously.

(3) There are no equations to check in the image.
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The example revisited
Let

Y = V(xz − y2) ⊂ P2.

Consider the morphism (Veronese embedding)

F2 : P1 → Y ⊂ P2

given by the same formula

[s : t] 7→ [s2 : st : t2].

This is a morphism from P1 to Y :

(1) It is defined on the whole of P1 by degree 2 polynomials.

(2) The polynomials do not vanish simultaneously.

(3) The image values satisfy the defining polynomial of Y :

(s2)(t2) = (st)2.
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Return to our example (end of Lecture 6)

Start with
Y = V(xz − y2) ⊂ P2

and the morphism
F2 : P1 → Y ⊂ P2

given by
[s : t] 7→ [s2 : st : t2].

This is a morphism from P1 to Y :

(1) It is defined on the whole of P1 by degree 2 polynomials.

(2) The polynomials do not vanish simultaneously.

(3) The image values satisfy the defining polynomial of Y :

(s2)(t2) = (st)2.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 7 100 / 290



The example continued

We want to build an inverse morphism to F2. Define

G : Y → P1

by [x : y : z] 7→ [x : y] if x ̸= 0, and [x : y : z] 7→ [y : z] if z ̸= 0.
Note the Zariski open sets {x ̸= 0} and {z ̸= 0} cover Y .
We get a well-defined map, since on the overlap x ̸= 0, z ̸= 0 we have

[x : y] = [xz : yz] = [y2 : yz] = [y : z].

It is also easy to check that F2 ◦G = id, G ◦F2 = id. So F2, G are inverse
isomorphisms of projective varieties.
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Another example: projection

Consider a projective variety X ⊂ Pn. Assume [1 : 0 : . . . : 0] /∈ X. Define

π : X → Pn−1

by the formula
[x0 : . . . : xn] 7→ [x1 : . . . : xn].

This is a morphism:

(1) It is defined on X by degree 1 polynomials.

(2) The polynomials do not vanish simultaneously as [1 : 0 : . . . : 0] /∈ X.

(3) There are no equations to check in the image.

Geometric interpretation: Projection from the point p = [1 : 0 : . . . : 0],
see Lecture Notes.
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Last example: projective equivalences

An isomorphism X ∼= Y of projective varieties X,Y ⊂ Pn is a projective
equivalence, if it is the restriction of a linear isomorphism

Pn → Pn, [x] 7→ [Ax]

given by an invertible (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) matrix A over k.
This morphism is induced by a linear isomorphism An+1 → An+1,
x 7→ Ax, where A ∈ GL(n+ 1, k).
Since [Ax] = [λAx], we only care about A modulo scalar matrices λ · I.
Thus we only need to consider

A ∈ PGL(n+ 1, k) = GL(n+ 1, k)/k∗.

In particular, the group PGL(n+ 1, k) acts on projective space Pn by
projective equivalences.
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Graded rings

Definition

Let A be a commutative ring. An N-grading of A means a direct sum
decomposition

A =
⊕
d≥0

Ad

as an abelian group under addition, so that the grading is compatible with
multiplication:

Ad ·Ae ⊂ Ad+e.
The elements in Ad are called the homogeneous elements of degree d.
Note every f ∈ A is uniquely a finite sum

∑
fd of homogeneous elements

fd ∈ Ad.
A homomorphism of graded rings f : A→ B is a homomorphism of rings
which respects the grading so that f |Ad

: Ad → Bd.
In all our examples, A will be a f.g. commutative unital k-algebra with
A0
∼= k.
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Homogeneous ideals
Suppose A is a graded ring as above. For an ideal I ◁A, let

Id = I ∩Ad.

Definition

I ◁A is a homogeneous ideal, if

I =
⊕
d≥0

Id.

Easy Lemma 7.1

1 I ◁A is homogeneous if and only if I generated by homogeneous
elements.

2 I is homogeneous if and only for every f ∈ I, also all homogeneous
parts fd ∈ I.

3 If is I homogeneous,

I a prime ideal ⇔ ∀ hgs f, g ∈ A, fg ∈ I implies f ∈ I or g ∈ I.
4 Sums, products, intersections, radicals of homogeneous ideals are

homogeneous.
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Examples

Example 7.2

This is the key example. The ring

R = k[x0, . . . , xn]

is graded, by declaring that deg xi = 1. The graded pieces are

Rd = k[x0, . . . , xn]d,

the spaces of homogeneous polynomials of degree d.

Example 7.3

We could generalize this! Declare deg xi = wi, some positive integer. We
get a different N-grading on the same ring R = k[x0, . . . , xn]. We will not
use this construction in this course, but it would be an interesting
direction to go in.
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Quotients of graded rings
The following is still easy, but it is a key statement.

Proposition 7.4

Let A = ⊕Ad be a graded ring, I ◁A a homogeneous ideal. Then the
quotient ring S = R/I is also graded, with

Sd = Rd/Id.

Example 7.5

Let f ∈ k[x0, . . . , xn]d be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d. Then
the ring

S = R/⟨f⟩

is graded, with

Se =

{
k[x0, . . . , xn]e if e < d;
k[x0, . . . , xn]e/f · k[x0, . . . , xn]e−d otherwise.
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The homogeneous coordinate ring of a projective variety
We work with R = k[x0, . . . , xn], with the usual grading in which
x0, . . . , xn all have degree 1.
Consider a projective variety X ⊂ Pn. The homogeneous coordinate ring
S(X) is the graded ring

S(X) = R/Ih(X),

where Ih(X)◁R is the homogeneous ideal of X.

Example 7.6

We have
S(Pn) = R = k[x0, . . . , xn].

Example 7.7

For X = V(yz − x2) ⊂ P2, we have

S(X) = k[x, y, z]/(yz − x2).
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Reconstructing a projective variety from a graded ring
There is also a converse process. Suppose that A is a reduced, graded
k-algebra with A0

∼= k. Suppose also
Key assumption: A is generated by finitely many elements, all in degree
1.
Let g0, . . . , gn be a set of generators in degree 1 of A as a k-algebra.
Consider the homomorphism of graded k-algebras

φ : R = k[x0, . . . , xn]→ A

given by φ(xi) = gi. This is surjective, since the elements gi generate A.
Let

I = kerφ◁R.

Then I is necessarily a graded ideal, since φ respects the gradings (as gi is
of degree 1!). I is also a radical ideal, since A is reduced.
Let X = V(I) ⊂ PN . Then by the Nullstellensatz Ih(X) = I. Hence

S(X) ∼= R/I ∼= A.

So the projective variety X ⊂ Pn has homogeneous coordinate ring A.
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Veronese subrings of a graded ring
Let A = ⊕e≥0Ae be a graded ring, d a fixed integer. Consider

A(d) =
⊕
e≥0

Ad·e,

the d-th Veronese subring of A. This is a graded ring, with new grading

A
(d)
e = Ad·e.

Example 7.8

Let A = k[x, y] in the standard grading. Then for d = 2,

A(2) = k ⊕ ⟨x2, xy, y2⟩ ⊕ ⟨x4, x3y, x2y2, xy3, y4⟩ ⊕ . . . .

More General Example

Let R = k[x0, . . . , xn] in the standard grading. Then

R(d) = k ⊕ k[x0, . . . , xn]d ⊕ k[x0, . . . , xn]2d ⊕ · · · .
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Towards the Veronese embedding
We have the graded ring

R(d) =
⊕
e≥0

k[x0, . . . , xn]ed.

Easy Lemma 7.9

R(d) is reduced, and generated by its degree 1 piece R
(d)
1 = Rd.

Proof.

R(d) is a subring of the reduced ring R, so it is reduced itself.
Also every monomial of degree e · d in x0, . . . , xn is a product of d
monomials of degree e (usually in many ways).

Natural question What projective variety do we get if we consider this
graded ring R(d) and perform the construction of a projective variety from
it?
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The first example of a Veronese embedding

Example 7.10

Consider the simplest case n = 1, d = 2. We have, as before,

R(2) = k ⊕ ⟨x20, x0x1, x21⟩ ⊕ ⟨x40, x30x1, x20x21, x0x31, x41⟩ ⊕ . . . .

The degree one piece R
(2)
1 is generated by three polynomials x20, x0x1, x

2
1.

So we consider the surjection

φ : k[y0, y1, y2]→ R(2)

given by y0 7→ x20, y1 7→ x0x1, y2 7→ x21. The kernel is the ideal

kerφ = ⟨y0y2 − y21⟩.
We get

Y = {y0y2 − y21 = 0} ⊂ P2,

the image of the Veronese embedding F2 : P1 → Y ⊂ P2 we considered in
Lecture 6, and early in this lecture!
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Counting and listing monomials of a given degree
We will count the number of monomials of x0, . . . , xn of degree d.

Proposition 7.11

We have
dimk k[x0, . . . , xn]d =

(
n+ d

d

)
.

Proof.

Several proofs are possible. A combinatorial proof is explained in the
Lecture Notes. A proof by double induction on (n, d) is left as an
exercise.

In concrete calculations, it is also useful to be able to list these monomials
as a linear list. The most common way to do so is the lexicographic
ordering. Instead of a detailed explanation, an example should suffice.

Example 7.12

For n = 2 and d = 3, we have dimk k[x0, x1, x2]3 =
(
5
3

)
= 10.

A lexicographically ordered basis of k[x0, x1, x2]3 is

{x30, x20x1, x20x2, x0x21, x0x1x2, x0x22, x31, x21x2, x1x22, x32}.
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Definition of the Veronese embedding

Fix d, n as before. Let N =
(
n+d
d

)
− 1.

Define the d-th Veronese map on Pn to be the projective morphism

νd : Pn −→ PN

[x0 : . . . : xn] 7→ [. . . : xI : . . .]

where the index set runs over all monomials xI = xi00 x
i1
1 · · ·xinn of degree

d = i0 + · · ·+ in, in other words a basis of the space k[x0, . . . , xn]d.
The image of νd inside PN is called a Veronese variety.
Note: indeed νd is a projective morphism, as it is defined by homogeneous
polynomials of the same degree d, not all zero as the monomials include
xd0, . . . , x

d
n.
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Equations satisfied by the image of the Veronese map
We now want to write down equations that the image of νd satisfies.
The morphism is defined by considering all degree d monomials xI of
x0, . . . , xn.
Consider multi-indices of type (i0, . . . , in) ∈ Nn+1 with i0 + · · ·+ in = d.
Note that if for multi-indices I, J,K,L, we have I + J = K + L, then

xIxJ = xKxL.

This means that, considering variables zI on PN for all possible
multi-indices I, we get

image(νd) ⊂ V(zIzJ − zKzL) ⊂ PN

for all multi-indices I, J,K,L with I + J = K + L.

Example 7.13

For the familiar case n = 1, d = 2, we have

(x0x1)
2 = (x20)(x

2
1)

which corresponds to the multi-index identity

(1, 1) + (1, 1) = (2, 0) + (0, 2).
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The main result

Theorem 7.14

The Veronese map is a closed embedding νd : Pn ↪→ PN . It defines an
isomorphism between Pn and its image

Image(νd) = V(⟨zIzJ − zKzL : I + J = K + L⟩)
=

⋂
I+J=K+L

V(zIzJ − zKzL) ⊂ PN ,

where we run over all multi-indices I, J,K,L of type (i0, . . . , in) ∈ Nn+1

with i0 + · · ·+ in = d.
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The main result about the Veronese map

Theorem 8.1

The Veronese map is a closed embedding νd : Pn ↪→ PN . It defines an
isomorphism between Pn and its image

Image(νd) = V(⟨zIzJ − zKzL : I + J = K + L⟩)
=

⋂
I+J=K+L

V(zIzJ − zKzL) ⊂ PN

where we run over all multi-indices I, J,K,L of type (i0, . . . , in) ∈ Nn+1

with i0 + · · ·+ in = d.

Proof, Step 1. Let Y =
⋂

I+J=K+LV(zIzJ − zKzL) ⊂ PN . The
discussion in the previous lecture showed that Image(νd) ⊂ Y . So indeed
we can think of νd as a morphism νd : Pn → Y .
To finish the argument, we will write down an explicit inverse morphism
for νd on Y .
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The main result: construction of the inverse

Proof, Step 2. Fix J = (i0, . . . , in) ∈ Nn+1 with d− 1 = i0 + · · ·+ in,
and denote Jℓ = (j0, . . . , jℓ + 1, . . . , jn); these indices now sum to d. Let

φJ : Y \ ZJ → Pn defined by [. . . : zI : . . .] 7→ [zJ0 : zJ1 : . . . : zJn ]

which is a well-defined morphism away from the closed set ZJ where all
zJℓ = 0.
These morphisms φJ fit together to a morphism

φ : Y → Pn.

Indeed for two such J, J ′, notice Jℓ + J ′
ℓ′ = Jℓ′ + J ′

ℓ (this equals J + J ′

plus add 1 in the two slots ℓ, ℓ′).
Hence zJℓzJ ′

ℓ′
= zJℓ′zJ ′

ℓ
, and thus [zJℓ : zJℓ′ ] = [zJ ′

ℓ
: zJ ′

ℓ′
] and so finally

φJ([z]) = φJ ′([z]).
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The main result: checking the inverse properties

Proof, Step 3. We show that νd, φ are inverse morphisms, finally proving

Pn ∼= Y ⊂ PN .

Notice
φJ ◦ νd([x]) = [xJ0 : . . . : xJn ] = [x0 : . . . : xn],

as we can just rescale by 1/xJ .
Conversely, one can also check

νd ◦ φJ([zI ]) = [zI ].

For the somewhat intricate combinatorial argument to prove this, see
Lecture Notes. □
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Rational normal curves

The d-th Veronese embedding of P1. For n = 1, d arbitrary, we get a
closed inclusion

νd : P1 ↪→ Pd

defined by [x0 : x1] 7→ [xd0 : xd−1
0 x1 : . . . : x

d
1].

The image is traditionally called the rational normal curve of degree d.
In this case, the equations can be written in the following attractive form.

νd(P1) =

{
rank

(
y0 y1 . . . yd−1

y1 y2 . . . yd

)
≤ 1

}
⊂ Pd.

Indeed, the condition that the rank of the given matrix is at most 1 is
captured by the vanishing of 2× 2 determinants

det

(
yi yj
yi+1 yj+1

)
= yiyj+1 − yjyi+1.

These are precisely the quadrics from the theorem above.
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The Veronese surface

The second Veronese embedding of P2. For n = 2, d = 2, we get a
closed inclusion

ν2 : P2 ↪→ P5

defined by [x0 : x1 : x2] 7→ [x20 : x0x1 : x0x2 : x
2
1 : x1x2 : x

2
2].

The image S = im(ν2) ⊂ P5 is traditionally called the Veronese surface.
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Products in algebraic geometry

Given two algebraic varieties X and Y (say affine or projective), we would
like to define what it means to form the product X × Y of X and Y .
Reasonable requests from any kind of product:

(1) X × Y should be the same kind of object as X and Y are (affine or
projective variety).

(2) There should be projection maps X × Y → X and X × Y → Y
which are morphisms of the appropriate structures.

(3) The set of points of X × Y should be in one-to-one correspondence
with pairs (x, y) with x ∈ X and y ∈ Y .

A brief reflection shows that for X = An and Y = Am, the natural choice
is X × Y = An+m, with affine projection maps. However, this also shows

(4) We cannot require the Zariski topology on X × Y to be the product
topology; that would have too few open sets.
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Ways of forming products in algebraic geometry

There are different points of view on how to form products in algebraic
geometry.

(1) Algebraic: tensor product

(2) Categorical: using the universal property of the product

(3) Geometric: via defining equations and the Segre embedding

(1) and (2) are briefly discussed in the Lecture Notes (non-examinable).
We will follow approach (3).
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The product of two affine varieties

Here we take as our starting point the idea that An × Am = An+m which
is certainly very natural.
Start with general affine varieties given by equations as follows:

X = V(f1, . . . , fN ) ⊂ An, fj = fj(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ k[x1, . . . , xn]

and

Y = V(g1, . . . , gM ) ⊂ Am, gi = gi(y1, . . . , ym) ∈ k[y1, . . . , ym].

Definition

Define the product X × Y to be

X × Y = V(f1, . . . , fN , g1, . . . , gM ) ⊂ An+m

using the coordinate ring k[An+m] = k[x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , ym].
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Checking properties of the product

For X = V(f1, . . . , fN ) ⊂ An and Y = V(g1, . . . , gM ) ⊂ Am, we define

X × Y = V(f1, . . . , fN , g1, . . . , gM ) ⊂ An+m.

Properties:

(1) X × Y thus defined is indeed an affine variety: it is the zero-set of a
finite set of polynomials in An+m.

(2) There is a projection morphism

p1 : X × Y → An

given by p1(xi, yj) = (xi). If (x, y) ∈ X × Y , then the x coordinates
satisfy the polynomials fj and so we can consider p1 as a morphism
of affine varieties

p1 : X × Y → X.

The argument for the other projection is the same.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 8 126 / 290



Checking properties of the product

For X = V(f1, . . . , fN ) ⊂ An and Y = V(g1, . . . , gM ) ⊂ Am, we define

X × Y = V(f1, . . . , fN , g1, . . . , gM ) ⊂ An+m.

(3) The argument used to show (2) also shows that indeed the set of
points of X × Y is in one-to-one correspondence with pairs (x, y)
with x ∈ X and y ∈ Y .

Example 8.2

Let

X = V(x2 − 1) ⊂ A1

and

Y = V(y2 − 4) ⊂ A1.
Then both X and Y consist of two points x = ±1, respectively y = ±2.
Their product

X × Y = V(x2 − 1, y2 − 4) ⊂ A2

consists of four points (±1,±2).
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The algebra of products
A different point of view: assume X = V(I) ⊂ An and Y = V(J) ⊂ Am

for I ◁ k[x1, . . . , xn] and J ◁ k[y1, . . . , ym].
Consider

K = I · k[xi, yj ] + J · k[xi, yj ]◁ k[x1, . . . , xn, y1 . . . , , ym].

Then it is immediate from the definitions that

X × Y = V(K).

For those who know tensor products, this leads to the following statement.

Proposition 8.3

The coordinate rings of X,Y and their product are related by

k[X × Y ] = k[X]⊗k k[Y ].

Proof.

See notes.
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How to form the product of projective varieties?

What should we do when X ⊂ Pn, Y ⊂ Pm?
In the affine case, we used An × Am = An+m.
However, in the projective case Pn × Pm does not have an obvious
projective variety structure. It certainly is not Pn+m.
We need to start by realizing the set Pn × Pm as a projective variety.
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The Segre map

The Segre map is the function

σn,m : Pn × Pm → P(n+1)(m+1)−1 = Pnm+n+m

([x0 : · · · : xn], [y0 : · · · : ym]) 7→ [x0y0 : x0y1 : · · · : xiyj : · · · : xnym]

The Segre variety is

Σn,m = σn,m(Pn × Pm) ⊂ Pnm+n+m

At the moment, it is best to regard σn,m as a map of sets, and Σn,m as a
subset of Pnm+n+m.
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The Segre map in matrix language

One way to understand the Segre map: in the language of matrices.
Its target Pnm+n+m is the projective space of (n+ 1)× (m+ 1) matrices.
It maps a pair of vectors [xi], [yj ] to the matrix whose (i, j) entry is
zij = xiyj . So

all the columns are multiples of [x], with proportionality constants yj ;

all the rows are multiples of [y], with proportionality constants xi.

Its image is exactly the locus of rank-1 matrices (up to scale).
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The Segre variety in P3

Example 8.4

Look at the first interesting case. We have

σ1,1 : P1 × P1 → P3

mapping ([x : y], [u : v]) 7→ [xu : xv : yu : yv] or perhaps

([x : y], [u : v]) 7→
[(

xu xv
yu yv

)]
.

From an image point [z00 : z01 : z10 : z11], we can recover

[x : y] = [ux : uy] = [z00 : z10]

if u ̸= 0, or

[x : y] = [vx : vy] = [z01 : z11]

if v ̸= 0. So in all cases, we can recover [x : y].
Similarly, we can also recover [u : v].
The image of σ1,1 is defined by the equation z00z11 − z10z01 = 0 inside P3.
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Properties of the Segre map

Theorem 8.5

The Segre map is an injection

σn,m : Pn × Pm ↪→ P(n+1)(m+1)−1 = Pnm+n+m.
Its image is exactly the subvariety

V(zijzkℓ − zkjziℓ : 0 ≤ i < k ≤ n, 0 ≤ j < ℓ ≤ m) ⊂ Pnm+n+m.

Proof.

Everything follows from the matrix interpretation. From an image point
we can recover both [x] and [y] as the one-dimensional column space,
respectively row space.
The stated equations simply say that a matrix is of rank 1 if and only if all
its 2× 2 minors ∣∣∣∣zij ziℓ

zkj zkℓ

∣∣∣∣
vanish.
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Products of projective varieties
We can now define the projective variety Pn × Pm to be the projective
subvariety of Pnm+n+m given by the above equations. The Theorem above
shows that its points are indeed in bijection with points of the set Pn×Pm.
Given X ⊂ Pn, Y ⊂ Pm projective varieties, we can now proceed as
before: consider

σn,m(X × Y ) ⊂ Pnm+n+m.

Proposition 8.6

The above set is a projective subvariety of Pnm+n+m, whose points are in
bijection with X × Y .

Proof.

Say X = V(F1, . . . , FN ), and Y = V(G1, . . . , GM ).
The set σn,m(X × Y ) can then be written as

Σn,m ∩ V(Fk(z0j , . . . , znj), Gℓ(zi0, . . . , zim) : all k, ℓ, i, j) ⊂ Pnm+n+m.

As σn,m is an injection, the rest follows.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 8 134 / 290



Projective varieties from matrices

Using the language of matrices, we can begin to write down some
interesting chains of projective varieties.

Example 8.7

Let PMk(3) ∼= P8 be the projective space of 3× 3 matrices over k. Then
there is a chain of subvarieties

Σ2,2 ⊂ ∆ ⊂ P8.

Here
∆ = {[A] : detA = 0} ⊂ P8

is a projective cubic hypersurface, defined by the determinant polynomial.
Also Σ2,2

∼= P2 × P2 is the Segre variety in P8.
Note that ∆ ⊂ P8 is the (projective) locus of singular matrices: 3× 3
matrices of rank at most 2. This locus contains the locus of matrices of
rank 1, which is exactly Σ2,2.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 8 135 / 290



The definition of the Grassmannian
We first define the Grassmannian as a set.

Definition

The Grassmannian of d-planes in kn is

Gr(d, n) = {d-dimensional vector subspaces U ⊂ kn}.

Example 8.8

Gr(1, n) = P(kn) ∼= Pn−1.

Gr(n− 1, n) = P((kn)∗) ∼= Pn−1.

Projective duality more generally says

Gr(d, n) ∼= Gr(n− d, n).

As the initial examples suggest, Gr(d, n) may always have the structure of
a projective variety. We will show this, and work out some equations, at
least in a simple case.
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Describing the Grassmannian by linear algebra
The vector space kn comes with a fixed basis {e1, . . . , en}.
Suppose that U ⊂ kn is a d-dimensional linear subspace. Choose a basis
u1, . . . , ud for it. We can arrange these as rows of a d× n matrix

AU ∈Mk(d, n)

which has maximal rank d (as u1, . . . , ud form a basis).
If we change the basis in U using a change-of-basis matrix P ∈ GL(d), we
get a new matrix

BU = PAU ∈Mk(d, n),

also of rank d, that corresponds to the same subspace U .

Proposition 8.9

There is a one-to-one correspondence

Gr(d, n)↔ Max(d, n)/GL(d)

where Max(d, n) ⊂Mk(d, n) is the subset of matrices of maximal rank d.
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Describing the Grassmannian by linear algebra

Proposition 8.10

There is a one-to-one correspondence

Gr(d, n)↔ Max(d, n)/GL(d)

where Max(d, n) ⊂Mk(d, n) is the subset of matrices of maximal rank d.

Example 8.11

When d = 1, this says that

Gr(1, n)↔ Max(1, n)/GL(1).

Here Max(1, n) is row vectors except the zero vector, so

Max(1, n) = kn \ 0.
Also

GL(1) = k∗.
We recover

Pn−1 ↔ (kn \ 0)/k∗.
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C3.4 Algebraic Geometry

Lecture 9

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University, MT 2026
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The Grassmannian

Definition

The Grassmannian of d-planes in kn is

Gr(d, n) = {d-dimensional vector subspaces U ⊂ kn}.

Proposition 9.1

There is a one-to-one correspondence

Gr(d, n)↔ Max(d, n)/GL(d)

where Max(d, n) ⊂Mk(d, n) is the subset of matrices of maximal rank d.
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Coordinates on the Grassmannian

Suppose we want to define a map

Gr(d, n)→ PN

to some projective space. What should our coordinate functions be?
We need to define functions on Max(d, n) which are independent of the
particular vector representative chosen, i.e. which are invariant under the
action of the change of basis group GL(d).
Answer: consider d× d minors (determinants of d× d submatrices) of the
matrix AU attached to the subspace U . We need to choose d columns
among the n columns in total, so there are

(
n
d

)
such minors.

The collection of minors is invariant under the group action: if we
left-multiply AU by a d× d matrix P , all minors change by detP , so the
projective point they describe does not change.
Also not all minors are zero by the maximal rank assumption.
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The Plücker embedding

Theorem 9.2

Associating to a subspace U the collection of d× d minors of its
representing matrix AU gives a closed embedding

Gr(d, n) ↪→ P(
n
d)−1,

whose image is a projective subvariety of P(
n
d)−1. In particular, Gr(d, n) is

projective.

We will not discuss the general proof. Instead, we will look at the simplest
nontrivial example.
If n ≤ 3, all Grassmannians are either points or projective spaces. So the
first interesting case is when n = 4 and d = 2.
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Plücker relation(s)
Example 9.3

Let d = 2, n = 4. The Plücker map is Gr(2, 4)→ P5 given in matrix form
by [(

a b c d
e f g h

)]
7−→ [af − be : ag − ce : ah− de : bg − cf : bh− df : ch− dg].

Proposition 9.4

The Plücker map is an embedding

Gr(2, 4) ↪→ P5

with image

V(y0y5 − y1y4 + y2y3) ⊂ P5.

Proof. It is easy to check that the image of the Plücker map satisfies this
quadratic relation, the Plücker relation. To complete the proof, we
consider affine charts.
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An affine open set in the Plücker embedding
The Plücker map of Gr(2, 4) has image contained in

V(y0y5 − y1y4 + y2y3) ⊂ P5.

Let us consider the affine open set

Gr(2, 4)0 ⊂ V(y0y5 − y1y4 + y2y3) ∩ {y0 ̸= 0} ⊂ {y0 ̸= 0} = A5 ⊂ P5.

In the matrix coordinates used before, this means af − be ̸= 0. So for the
corresponding 2-dimensional subspace U ⊂ k4, the first two columns of
the matrix AU are linearly independent.
This means that we can pre-multiply the matrix AU by a unique
change-of-basis matrix P so that the first two columns become the
standard basis vectors of a 2-dimensional vector space.
We get an equivalence of matrices(

a b c d
e f g h

)
∼
(

1 0 C D
0 1 G H

)
.
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An affine open set in the Plücker embedding
For U ∈ Gr(2, 4)0, we have the representing matrix(

1 0 C D
0 1 G H

)
.

We can then read off the affine Plücker coordinates of this subspace U as

U 7→ (G,H,−C,−D,CH −DG).

We deduce the following:

The affine Plücker relation

y5 − y1y4 + y2y3 = 0

indeed holds.

There are no further equations involving the Plücker coordinates.

In this open set, we can recover the subspace U uniquely from its
Plücker image.
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An affine open set in the Plücker embedding
Considering all such affine charts, we deduce that over the whole
Grassmannian Gr(2, 4), the Plücker map is an embedding, and its image
equals

V(y0y5 − y1y4 + y2y3) ⊂ P5.

This proves Proposition 9.4. □
From the preceding argument, we also deduce

Corollary 9.5

The affine open set Gr(2, 4)0 is isomorphic to affine four-space A4.

Proof.

The projection A5 → A4 to the first four coordinates, and the inclusion
A4 → A5 defined by

(x1, x2, x3, x4)→ (x1, x2,−x3,−x4, x2x3 − x1x4),

give inverse isomorphisms between Gr(2, 4)0 ⊂ A5 and A4.
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Irreducibility
Theorem 9.6

The Grassmannian Gr(d, n) is an irreducible variety.

We need a lemma.

Lemma 9.7
Let GLn(k) ⊂ An2

be the space of invertible linear matrices inside the
affine space of all n× n matrices over k. Then GLn(k) is an irreducible
affine variety.

Proof.
Let ∆ ∈ k[An2

] be the determinant polynomial on the space of matrices.
Then GLn(k) = D∆, the principal open subset defined by the
non-vanishing of ∆. The first statement is then a general instance of the
phenomenon that a basic open set in an affine variety is affine. See
Lecture 12 later!
Also GLn(k) = D∆ ⊂ An2

is dense, as affine space An2
is irreducible. A

dense subset of an irreducible variety must itself be irreducible. This
concludes the proof.
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Irreducibility: the proof

Proof of Theorem 9.6.

We define a surjective polynomial map

φ : GLn(k)→ Gr(d, n).

A surjective image of an irreducible variety is irreducible, so the existence
of the map φ proves the irreducibility of Gr(d, n).
Inside the vector space kn with fixed basis {e1, . . . , en}, let
W = ⟨e1, . . . , ed⟩ be a reference d-dimensional subspace.
Suppose that V ⊂ kn is an arbitrary d-dimensional linear subspace.
Choose a basis v1, . . . , vd for it, and complete to a basis v1, . . . , vn of kn.
Then A ∈ GLn(k) with columns vi will map W to V . This defines the
surjective polynomial map φ, thus concluding the proof.
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Irreducibility: a comment

You may have noticed that this proof was a little bit cheating: the
morphism

φ : GLn(k)→ Gr(d, n)

is not a morphism of affine varieties, nor a morphism of projective
varieties. We will fill in the gap in Lecture 11, where we will discuss
morphisms of quasi-projective varieties.
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Chains in varieties and dimension
Let X be a variety (affine or projective). A chain of length m means a
strict chain of inclusions

∅ ≠ X0 ⊊ X1 ⊊ X2 ⊊ · · · ⊊ Xm ⊂ X,
where each Xi ⊂ X is an irreducible subvariety.
For example, one can start with X0 = {p} a point of X.
If X is irreducible, then one can end with Xm = X.

Definition

The local dimension dimpX of X at a point p ∈ X is the maximum
over all lengths of chains starting with X0 = {p}.
The dimension of X is the maximum of the lengths of all chains,

dimX = max
m

(∃ chain X0 ⊊ X1 ⊊ X2 ⊊ · · · ⊊ Xm)

= max
p∈X

dimpX.

Say X has pure dimension if the dimpX are equal for all p ∈ X.
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Some elementary examples
Example 9.8

(a) The chain A0 = {0} = V(x1, . . . , xn) ⊂ A1 = V(x2, . . . , xn) ⊂ · · · ⊂
An−1 = V(xn) ⊂ An shows dimAn ≥ n.
(b) Similarly, dimPn ≥ n.
Fact. (to be discussed later) dimAn = dimPn = n, both varieties being
of pure dimension.
(c) Consider X = V(xy, xz) ⊂ A3.
As we saw earlier, X is a union of the (y, z)-plane and the x-axis. We have
dimpX = 2 at points p in the plane, and dimpX = 1 at other points.
(d) An (affine or projective) variety X of dimension dimX = 0 is a finite
set of points.

Proof of Example 9.8(d).
Let p ∈ X and X0 an irreducible component of X containing p.
Suppose X0 ̸= {p}. Then we have the chain {p} ⊊ X0 in X, so we would
have to have dimX ≥ dimpX ≥ 1. So each of the finitely many
irreducible components of X must be a point.
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Chains in commutative algebra
Let A be a ring (commutative with unit). A chain of length m means a
strict chain of inclusions

℘0 ⊋ ℘1 ⊋ · · · ⊋ ℘m−1 ⊋ ℘m

where each ℘i ◁A is a prime ideal.
One can start with a maximal ideal ℘0 = m ⊂ A. If A is an integral
domain, one can end with ℘m = {0}.
Fact For A Noetherian, the descending chain condition holds for prime
ideals, i.e. there are no chains of infinite length.

Definition

The height ht(℘) of a prime ideal ℘◁A is the maximal length of a chain
with ℘0 = ℘:

ht(℘) = max
m

(∃ chain ℘ ⊋ ℘1 ⊋ · · · ⊋ ℘m−1 ⊋ ℘m).

For an arbitrary ideal I ◁A, the height of I is ht(I) = min℘ ht(℘) over all
prime ideals ℘ containing I.
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Dimension in commutative algebra

Definition

The Krull dimension of A is the maximum height of all maximal ideals
m◁A (equivalently, prime ideals):

dimA = maxht(m : m◁A maximal).

Example 9.9

1 A field A = k has dimA = 0.

2 If A is a PID but not a field, then dimA = 1.

3 The chain (x1, . . . , xn) ⊃ (x1, . . . , xn−1) ⊃ · · · ⊃ (x1) ⊃ {0} shows
dim k[x1, . . . , xn] ≥ n.
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Some key results from commutative algebra

The following results are proved in commutative algebra courses.

Theorem 9.10 (Krull’s principal ideal theorem, Hauptidealsatz)

For any Noetherian ring A, if f ∈ A is neither a zero-divisor nor a unit,
then

ht((f)) = 1.

Theorem 9.11 (Krull’s height theorem)

For any Noetherian ring A, and ⟨f1, . . . , fm⟩ ≠ A,

ht(⟨f1, . . . , fm⟩) ≤ m.

So the height ht(℘) is at most the number of generators of ℘.
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Dimension and transcendence degree

Definition

Consider a field extension K/k. Then the transcendence degree trdegkK
of K/k is the maximum number of elements of K which are algebraically
independent over k (i.e. they satisfy no polynomial relations with
coefficients in k).

A key result in field theory says that for a finitely generated field extension
K/k, trdegkK = m if and only if there are m algebraically independent
elements α1, . . . , αm ∈ K with K/k(α1, . . . , αm) a finite extension.

Theorem 9.12

Let A be a finitely generated k-algebra which is an integral domain. Let
Frac(A) be the field of fractions of A. Then

dimA = trdegk Frac(A).

Notice that in this case, a finite set of generators of A as a k-algebra
provides a finite generating set for the field extension Frac(A)/k.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 9 155 / 290



Additivity for prime ideals
Our last result from commutative algebra is the following.

Theorem 9.13 (additivity for prime ideals)

Let A be a finitely generated k-algebra which is an integral domain. Then
for every prime ideal ℘◁A, we have

ht(℘) + dimA/℘ = dimA.

Compare this with the following, much easier result.

Proposition 9.14

For any Noetherian ring A, let f ∈ A, neither a zero-divisor nor a unit.
Then

dimA/(f) ≤ dimA− 1,

but equality frequently fails.

Proof.

Lift a chain of prime ideals from A/(f) to A, and use that ht((f)) = 1 by
the Hauptidealsatz, Theorem 9.10.
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A key deduction

Corollary 9.15

We have dim k[x1, . . . , xn] = n.

Proof 1.

We know the maximal ideals are ⟨x1 − a1, . . . , xn − an⟩, so they have
height at most n by Krull’s height theorem.
So dim k[x1, . . . , xn] ≤ n.
On the other hand, we noted the easy direction dim k[x1, . . . , xn] ≥ n
above.

Proof 2.

We have

dim k[x1, . . . , xn] = trdegk k(x1, . . . , xn).

But this latter quantity is clearly n, using the key result in field theory
mentioned before.
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Algebraic and geometric dimension coincide
Theorem 10.1

If X ⊂ An is an affine variety, then the (geometric) dimension of X and
the (Krull) dimension of its coordinate ring agree:

dimX = dim k[X].

Proof.

By Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, there is an inclusion-reversing bijection
between irreducible subvarieties Xj ⊂ X and prime ideals ℘j ◁ k[X], given
by ℘j = I(Xj) and Xj = V(℘j). This gives a bijection between maximal
chains.

Similarly,

Theorem 10.2

For a projective variety X ⊂ Pn, dimX equals the maximal length of
chains of homogeneous prime ideals of its projective coordinate ring S(X)
which do not contain the irrelevant ideal (x0, . . . , xn).
In particular, dimX=dim X̂−1, where X̂⊂An+1 is the affine cone of X.
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Basic properties of dimension

Proposition 10.3

If X,Y are isomorphic affine, respectively projective varieties, then they
have the same dimension.

Proof.

This is clear from the geometric definition: isomorphisms map maximal
chains of irreducible subvarieties to each other.

Caveat. Note if X ∼= Y are affine varieties, then k[X] ∼= k[Y ] and so we
can also see immediately that Krull dimensions coincide.
However, this is not true in the projective case; an isomorphism of
projective varieties does not induce an isomorphism between homogeneous
coordinate rings!

Proposition 10.4

If X,Y are affine, respectively projective varieties, then
dim(X × Y ) = dimX + dimY.

Proof is sketched in the Lecture Notes.
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Basic properties of dimension

Proposition 10.5

If X ⊂ An is an irreducible affine variety, and X ⊂ Pn its projective
closure, then

dimX = dimX.

Proof.

One direction dimX ≤ dimX is clear: given a chain of irreducible
subvarieties in X, we can take their projective closure to get a chain of
irreducible subvarieties of X. The proof of the full result is omitted.

Corollary 10.6

If X ⊂ Pn is an irreducible projective variety, and U ⊂ An an affine open
subset of X, then

dimX = dimU.
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Linear subspaces
A linear subspace of Pn = P(kn+1) is a projectivization L = P(U) of a
vector subspace U ⊂ kn+1.
If dimk U = m+ 1 in the sense of linear algebra, then

U = ⟨v0, . . . , vm⟩ ⊂ V.

Changing basis in kn+1 so that these vectors belong to the basis, we can
write

L = PU = {xm+1 = xm+2 = . . . = xn = 0} ⊂ Pn.

So the homogeneous ideal defining L is

IhL = ⟨xm+1, xm+2, . . . , xn⟩◁ k[x0, . . . , xn].

So its homogeneous coordinate ring is

S(L) ∼= k[x0, . . . , xm]

and so
dimL = dim k[L]− 1 = m

the projective (linear) dimension of L.
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Hypersurfaces
Theorem 10.7

For an irreducible affine variety X ⊂ An, we have dimX = n− 1 if
and only if X = V(f) ⊂ An for an irreducible f ∈ R = k[x1, . . . , xn].
The analogous result also holds for X ⊂ Pn an irreducible projective
variety and f homogeneous in k[x0, . . . , xn].

Proof.

(⇒): dimX = n− 1⇒ I(X) ̸= (0)⇒ ∃f ̸= 0 ∈ I(X).
Since I(X) is prime, it must contain an irreducible factor of the
factorization of f . So we can assume that f is irreducible, hence prime, in
the UFD R.
Then X ⊂ V(f) ⊊ An is a chain of irreducibles, dimX = n− 1 and
dimAn = n, thus we must have X = V(f).
(⇐): As f is irreducible, ℘ = ⟨f⟩ is a prime ideal. By the Hauptidealsatz,
Theorem 9.10, ht(℘) = 1. Now use Theorem 9.13 on additivity for prime
ideals.

Such (affine or projective) varieties are called hypersurfaces.
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Examples

Example 10.8

Let f ∈ k[x0, x1, x2] be a non-constant homogeneous polynomial of degree
d. Let

C = V(f) ⊂ P2.

Then we have dimC = 1 by the Hauptidealsatz, Theorem 9.10
Indeed, C ⊂ P2 is a plane curve, a hypersurface in P2.

Example 10.9

Consider the Segre embedding σ1,1 : P1 × P1 ↪→ P3. Its image is given by

σ1,1(P1 × P1) ∼= V(x0x3 − x1x2) ⊂ P3.

This is a hypersurface of dimension 2 = 1 + 1 = dimP1 + dimP1.
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An example from the Veronese embedding

Example 10.10

Consider the Veronese embedding ν3 : P1 → P3.
The image is given by

X = ν3(P1) ∼= V(x0x2 − x21, x1x3 − x22, x0x3 − x1x2) ⊂ P3.

Consider also

X ⊂ Y = V(x0x3 − x1x2) ⊂ P3.
Then we have

dimP1 = 1.

dim ν3(P1) = 1, as ν3 is an isomorphism onto its image.

dimP3 = 3.

dimY = 2, by the Hauptidealsatz, Theorem 9.10. Y is an irreducible
hypersurface.

dimY − dimX = 1, even though X ⊂ Y is given by two further
equations.
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Grassmannians

Recall that Gr(2, 4) ∼= V(y0y5 − y1y4 + y2y3) ↪→ P5. This being a
hypersurface, we get dimGr(2, 4) = 4.
Note that this is compatible with the fact that we found an affine open set
U0
∼= A4 ⊂ Gr(2, 4).

Proposition 10.11

In general, we have

dimGr(d, n) = d(n− d).

Sketch proof.

The argument given in Lecture 8 generalizes to show that for arbitrary
(d, n), there is an affine open set

U0
∼= Matk(d, n− d) ∼= Ad(n−d) ⊂ Gr(d, n).

As Gr(d, n) is irreducible, its dimension agrees with any of its affine open
sets, so we deduce the statement.
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Definition of degree
Recall that a linear subspace of Pn = P(kn+1) is a projectivization
L = P(U) of a vector subspace U ⊂ kn+1.
Consider a projective variety X ⊂ Pn of dimension d. Denote m = n− d,
the complementary dimension.

Definition

We define the degree of X ⊂ Pn to be

deg(X) = #(X ∩ L) : L ⊂ Pn a general linear subspace, dimL = m.

This needs an explanation. Consider Gr(m+ 1, n+ 1), the Grassmannian
of (m+ 1)-dimensional subspaces of kn+1.
Fact. There is an open subset U ⊂ Gr(m+ 1, n+ 1) such that for L ∈ U ,
there is a finite number of intersection points (X ∩ L), and the number
#(X ∩ L) is maximal. We define this maximal value to be the degree
degX.
Note: As we know, Gr(m+ 1, n+ 1) is irreducible, so every open set is
automatically dense in it.
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Linear subspaces

Example 10.12

Let X = P(V ) a linear subvariety itself, of dimension d, with V ⊂ kn+1 a
vector subspace of dimension d+ 1.
Then the dimension of intersection formula in projective geometry says
that for any other projective linear subspace L = PU ,

dim(X ∩ L) = dimX + dimL− dim⟨X,L⟩.
So if dimL = n− dimX, the complementary dimension, we get that
dim(X ∩ L) = 0 as long as the linear span ⟨X,L⟩ = Pn.
The latter will be the case as long as among the m+ 1 vectors giving a
basis of U and the d+ 1 vectors giving a basis of V , we can find a basis of
kn+1. This will happen “most of the time” (in an open set of the
corresponding Grassmannian).
The number of intersection points #(X ∩ L) = 1 in this case, so
degX = 1.
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Hypersurfaces

Example 10.13

Let X = V(F ) ⊂ Pn a hypersurface defined by a homogeneous polynomial
of degree d without multiple factors. Then dimX = n− 1, the
complementary dimension is thus m = 1.
Let L ⊂ Pn be a line. We know L ∼= P1 ⊂ Pn. For example, as before, we
can choose a basis of Pn so that

L = {x2 = . . . = xn = 0} ⊂ Pn.
Then

X ∩ L = {[x0 : . . . : xn] : F (x0, x1) = 0, x2 = . . . = xn = 0}.
Here F (x0, x1) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d in two variables.
The Fact referred to in the definition of degree translates here to the fact
that if we choose a general L, then this polynomial will have d distinct
roots.

Corollary 10.14

For X = V(F ) ⊂ Pn as above, degX = d.
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Extreme cases

At one extreme, let p1, . . . , pd ∈ Pn be a finite set of points and

X = {p1, . . . , pd} ⊂ Pn.

Note that this has the structure of a projective variety, with dimX = 0, as
discussed in the last lecture.
The complementary dimension is m = n.
So we have

degX = #(X ∩ Pn) = d.

At the other extreme, for X = Pn ⊂ Pn, the complementary dimension is
m = 0, so L = {p} a point. So

degPn = #(Pn ∩ L) = 1.

This is of course also covered by the case of general linear subspaces.
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Weak Bézout theorem

We state the following result without proof.

Theorem 10.15 (Weak Bézout Theorem)

Let X,Y ⊂ Pn be projective varieties of pure dimension with

dimX ∩ Y = dimX + dimY − n.

Then
degX ∩ Y ≤ degX · deg Y.

Note: the dimension assumption says that X ∩ Y is “of the expected
dimension”, given by the dimension of intersection formula for linear
subspaces spanning Pn.
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Weak Bézout for plane curves
Example 10.16 (Weak Bézout for plane curves)

Let C1, C2 ⊂ P2 be plane curves, given by homogeneous polynomials
Fi ∈ k[x0, x1, x2] of degrees di. Then as discussed before, dimCi = 1 and
degCi = di.
The dimension assumption above translates to the fact that

dimC1 ∩ C2 = dimC1 + dimC2 − 2 = 0,
so C1 ∩ C2 is a finite set of points. In other words, it means that C1, C2

should have no common components.

Corollary 10.17 (Weak Bézout for curves)

With these assumptions, we have

#(C1 ∩ C2) ≤ d1 · d2.

Proof.
Use the general Weak Bézout Theorem 10.15, together with

deg(C1 ∩ C2) = #(C1 ∩ C2)
for the finite set (C1 ∩ C2).
Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 10 172 / 290



Grassmannians

Recall once again

Gr(2, 4) ∼= V(y0y5 − y1y4 + y2y3) ↪→ P5.

This being a hypersurface, we get degGr(2, 4) = 2.

Theorem 10.18

In general, let

Gr(d, n) ↪→ P(
n
d)−1

be the Plücker embedding. Then in this embedding, we have

degGr(d, n) = (d(n− d))! 1! · 2! · . . . · (d− 1)!

(n− d)! · (n− d+ 1) · . . . · (n− 1)!
.

The proof, as you can guess from the formula, is nontrivial. Note that even
the fact that the right hand side is an integer needs a moment’s reflection.
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The Hilbert function of a projective variety
Let X ⊂ Pn be a projective variety. Its homogeneous ideal

Ih(X)◁R = k[x0, . . . , xn]

is graded:

Ih(X) =
⊕

Ih(X)m.

We also have the graded homogeneous coordinate ring

S(X) = R/Ih(X) ∼=
⊕

S(X)m,

with
S(X)m = k[x0, . . . , xn]m/Ih(X)m.

Definition

The Hilbert function of the graded ring S(X) is the function

hX : N→ N
defined by

hX(m) = dimk S(X)m.
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The Hilbert function of a projective variety: first example

Easy Lemma 10.19

We have the formula

hX(m) =

(
m+ n

m

)
− dimk Ih(X)m.

Example 10.20

Let X = Pn. Then Ih(X) = (0), so

hPn(m) =

(
m+ n

m

)

=
(m+ n) · · · (m+ 1)

n!

=
1

n!
mn + lower order terms in m.
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The Hilbert function of a plane curve

Example 10.21

Let C = V(F ) ⊂ P2, for F irreducible homogeneous of degree d. Then
Ih(X) = ⟨F ⟩, so for m ≥ d,

Ih(X)m ∼= k[x0, x1, x2]m−d.
We get, for m ≥ d,

hC(m) =

(
m+ 2

m

)
−
(
m− d+ 2

m− d

)

=
(m+ 2)(m+ 1)

2
− (m− d+ 2)(m− d+ 1)

2

=
1

2

(
m2+3m+2−(m2−2md+3m)−(d−2)(d−1)

)
= dm− (d− 1)(d− 2)

2
+ 1.
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The Hilbert function of a plane curve
Introduce the quantity

g(C) =
(d− 1)(d− 2)

2
.

Corollary 10.22

The Hilbert function of a plane curve C = V(F ) ⊂ P2 of degree d is given
by

hC(m) = d ·m− g(C) + 1
for m ≥ d.
Note. The quantity g(C) is the genus of C, an invariant of fundamental
importance in the study of (plane) algebraic curves. There are many other
definitions.

Example 10.23

For d ≤ 2, we have g(C) = 0. Indeed, for d = 1 we have
C = L = P1. For d = 2, we have a quadric which (if nonsingular) is
isomorphic to P1.

For d = 3, we have g(C) = 1. This is the case of cubic elliptic curves.
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The Hilbert polynomial

We state the following fundamental results without proof.

Theorem 11.1

For any projective variety X ⊂ Pn, there exists a polynomial pX ∈ Q[x],
such that for sufficiently large m,

hX(m) = pX(m).

pX is called the Hilbert polynomial of X ⊂ Pn. The leading term of pX is

degX

(dimX)!
·mdimX .

In other words, the Hilbert function is “eventually polynomial”, of degree
dimX.
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The Hilbert polynomial: examples

Example 10.20, revisited. We computed

hPn(m) =
1

n!
mn + lower order terms in m

which agrees with the statement of the Theorem: dimPn = n and
degPn = 1.
Example 10.21, revisited. For C = V(F ) ⊂ P2 a plane curve of
degree d, we computed

hC(m) = d ·m− g(C) + 1

for m ≥ d. This also agrees with the Theorem, as dimC = 1 and
degC = d.
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An important caveat

Note that both the degree degX and the Hilbert polynomial pX of a
projective variety X ⊂ Pn were defined in terms of the embedding.
They are not invariants of X up to isomorphism! An honest, though
clumsy, notation would be deg(X ⊂ Pn) and pX⊂Pn .

Example 11.2

Recall the Veronese embedding ν2 : P1 → P2. Its image is a quadric plane
curve

C = {x0x2 − x21 = 0} ⊂ P2.

The Veronese map and its inverse on C give an isomorphism of projective
varieties C ∼= P1.
Yet we have degP1 = 1 and degC = 2, and the Hilbert polynomials are
also different.

Contrast this with the quantity dimX which, as we discussed before, is an
invariant of X up to isomorphism. Indeed, dimC = dimP1 = 1.
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Regular functions at points and on open sets
Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety. Then its coordinate ring

k[X] = k[x1, . . . , xn]/I(X)

can be thought of as the ring of regular or polynomial functions on X.
Every element f ∈ k[X] can be interpreted as a function

f : X → k

by evaluating a representing polynomial in k[x1, . . . , xn].
We would like to extend this definition to study functions which are
regular near a point, or on some open set in X.
Let p ∈ X. A function f : U → k defined on a neighbourhood of p is
called regular at p, if on some open set p ∈W ⊂ U ,

f |W =
g

h
for some g, h ∈ k[X] with h(w) ̸= 0 for all w ∈W.

For an open subset U ⊂ X, write OX(U) for the k-algebra of regular
functions on U , functions f : U → k that are regular at all points p ∈ U .
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Examples

1 If f ∈ k[X] then f is regular at all points of X: use f = f
1 . Thus

f ∈ OX(X).
We will prove later that in fact this inclusion

k[X] ↪→ OX(X)

is an isomorphism; note that this is not at all obvious!

2 If X = A1, then 1/xn ∈ OX(U) for any open set U not containing
the origin.

3 More generally, for any X and f ∈ k[X],

1/fn ∈ OX(Df ),

where
Df = X \ V(f)

is the basic open set of X defined by the non-vanishing of f .
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Germs of regular functions

Let p ∈ X. We want a notion of “ring of regular functions near p on X”.
We want to regard two functions as the same, if they agree “sufficiently
close to p”.
Here is how to formalize this idea.

Definition

A function germ at p is an equivalence class of pairs (U, f), with
p ∈ U ⊂ X open, and f : U → k a regular function, where we identify

(U, f) ∼ (V, g)

if f |W = g|W on an open p ∈W ⊂ U ∩ V .
Denote by OX,p the set of germs of regular functions at p. This is a
k-algebra in an obvious way.
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Function germs: an example

Function germs can behave in unexpected ways, especially on reducible
varieties.

Example 11.3

Let

X = V(xy) ⊂ A2.
Then X is a reducible variety: it is the union of the x-axis and the y-axis.
Let

U = X \ V(x)
the open subset of X consisting of the x-axis without the origin.
Consider f : U → k given by f = y

x . This is a regular function on U :

f ∈ OX(U).

But along the x-axis away from the origin,

(U, f) ∼ (U, 0)

as y = 0 : U → k, so [(U, f)] = 0.
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Multiplicative sets in rings

To relate the ring of germs OX,p to other rings of functions algebraically,
we need to recall a notion from Commutative Algebra. Let A be a ring
(commutative with 1).

Definition

A subset S ⊂ A is a multiplicative set if 1 ∈ S and S · S ⊂ S.

Example 11.4

1 S = A \ {0} for any integral domain A.

2 S = A \ ℘ for any prime ideal ℘◁A.

3 S = A \m for any maximal ideal m◁A.

4 S = {1, f, f2, . . .} for any f ∈ A.
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Localizing rings
Let S ⊂ A be a multiplicative subset.

Definition

The localization of A at (or with respect to) S is the ring

S−1A = (A× S)/ ∼
where we abbreviate the pairs (r, s) by r

s , and the equivalence relation is:
r
s ∼

r′

s′ ⇐⇒ t(rs′ − r′s) = 0 for some t ∈ S.

Remark

If A is an integral domain, then t in the definition of the equivalence
relation is unnecessary. Indeed, for integral domains the theory of
localization substantially simplifies.

Notation. For f ∈ A and S = {1, f, f2, . . .}, denote
Af = S−1(A).

For a prime ideal ℘◁A and S = A \ ℘, denote
A℘ = S−1(A).
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Examples of localization

Example 11.5

1 If A = Z and S = Z \ 0, then S−1A ∼= Q.

2 More generally, if A is an integral domain and S = A \ {0}, then

Frac(A) = S−1A

is the (definition of the) field of fractions of A.

3 If A is an integral domain, f ∈ A \ {0} and S = {1, f, f2, . . .}, then
we have

Af = A[f−1] = {a/f r : a ∈ A}.

If f is a zero-divisor, Af can be more complicated to describe.
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A further example

Let us see an example where A is not a domain.

Example 11.6

Let A = k[x, y]/(xy), and consider the multiplicative subset
S = {1, x, x2, . . .} in A.
In the the localization S−1A, the element y = y

1 is zero, since y is
annihilated by x ∈ S.
Thus

k[x]x = S−1A ∼= k[x, x−1] ⊂ Frac(k[x]) = k(x).
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Some basic algebraic properties
Theorem 11.7 (Algebraic Properties of Localisation)

(1) If A is an integral domain, then for any multiplicative set S in A,
there are injections

A ↪→ S−1(A) ↪→ Frac(A).

(2) For any prime ideal ℘◁A and S = A \ ℘, the localization A℘ has a
unique maximal ideal

℘A℘ =
{
r
s : r ∈ ℘, s /∈ ℘

}
/ ∼ .

(3) For A an integral domain,

A =
⋂

max m◁A

Am =
⋂

prime ℘◁A

A℘ ⊂ Frac(A).

(4) For any ideal I ◁A, and for any prime ideal ℘◁A containing I, the
localization A℘ has an induced prime ideal IA℘, and we have an
isomorphism

(A/I)℘ ∼= A℘/IA℘.
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The ring of germs of functions is a localization

Proposition 11.8

Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety. At a point p ∈ X, the ring of germs of
functions at p is the localization

OX,p
∼= k[X]mp

of the coordinate ring k[X] at its maximal ideal

mp = I(p) = {f ∈ k[X] : f(p) = 0}
corresponding to p.

Proof. Consider the map

OX,p → k[X]mp

defined by

(U, f) 7→ g

h
,

where f |U = g
h for g, h ∈ k[X], h(p) ̸= 0.
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The ring of germs of functions is a localization

The map is well-defined: h(p) ̸= 0⇒ h /∈ mp ⇒ g
h ∈ k[X]mp .

Moreover, if (U, f) ∼ (U ′, f ′), so g
h = g′

h′ on a basic open
p ∈ Ds ⊂ U ∩ U ′, where s ∈ k[X], then gh′ − g′h = 0 on Ds.
Since s(p) ̸= 0, we have s /∈ mp. Thus s · (gh′ − g′h) = 0 everywhere on
X, so s · (gh′ − g′h) = 0 in k[X].

Thus g
h = g′

h′ in k[X]mp .
We build the inverse map: for h /∈ mp, let U = Dh, then send g

h 7→ (U, gh).

If g
h = g′

h′ in k[X]mp , then s · (gh′ − g′h) = 0 for some s ∈ k[X] \mp.
Then s(p) ̸= 0 so p ∈ Ds, and gh

′ − g′h = 0 on Ds.

Thus g
h = g′

h′ as functions Ds → k, as required.
By construction, the two maps are inverse to each other, so they both
define isomorphisms. □
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An example
Let us return to A = k[x, y]/(xy), corresponding to X ⊂ A2 being the
union of coordinate axes.
Consider the point p = (1, 0). Its maximal ideal is

mp = ⟨x− 1, y⟩◁ k[x, y]/(xy) = k[X].

Naively, we would like to invert all functions that do not vanish at p, so
allow denominators from the set

S = {f ∈ A : f /∈ ⟨x− 1, y⟩} = A \mp.

However, while the global functions 0 and y are different in k[X], as we
saw before, they become equal near p, and also in the localization
S−1A = k[X]mp . Indeed, in this example we get

k[x]mp = k[x][ 1h : h(p) ̸= 0] ⊂ Frac(k[x]) = k(x).

This is the same as what we would have obtained for

p = (1, 0) ⊂ Y = {y = 0} ⊂ A2.
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An example
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An example, continued
Continue with A = k[x, y]/(xy). Consider the point q = (0, 0) ∈ X, the
intersection point of the two components. Its maximal ideal is

mq = ⟨x, y⟩◁ k[x, y]/(xy) = k[X].

Now we have y ̸= 0 near this point, so in the local ring k[X]mq .
Indeed there are surjective restriction maps, obtained by setting y = 0,
respectively x = 0:

k[X]mq → k[x]⟨x⟩

and
k[X]mq → k[y]⟨y⟩,

the local rings at the origin in the two copies of the affine line.
Using these two surjective maps, it is an easy exercise to show that

k[X]mq ⊂ k[x]⟨x⟩ × k[y]⟨y⟩

is the subring of elements of the product ring consisting of pairs of
functions with the same value at the origin.
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An example, continued
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Localization: final general properties on irreducible varieties

For X ⊂ An, an irreducible variety corresponding to a coordinate ring
k[X] which is a domain, we obtain from Theorem 11.7(1) above,

k[X] ⊂ OX,p
∼= k[X]mp = k[X][ 1h : h(p) ̸= 0] ⊂ Frac(k[X]) = k(X).

We also have, from Theorem 11.7(3) above,

k[X] =
⋂
p∈X
OX,p ⊂ k(X).

In other words, on an irreducible affine variety, a rational function is
regular if and only if it defines a regular germ at each point.
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Localization on reducible varieties
For X ⊂ An reducible, write

X =

N⋃
i=1

Xi

an irreducible decomposition.
Consider a point

p ∈ Xi \
⋃
j ̸=i

Xj

lying on a unique irreducible component.
Then essentially the same argument that was used in the example before
proves that the ring of germs at p is

OX,p
∼= k[X]mp

∼= k[Xi]mp .

In other words, for such points the ring of germs “sees” only the (unique)
irreducible component p lies on.
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Localization on reducible varieties
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Intersection numbers via localization

This is “off-topic” but too nice not to mention.
Let f1, f2 ∈ k[x, y] be two polynomials without common factors. Let

Ci = {fi = 0} ⊂ A2

be the two affine plane curves defined by the fi.
Let p ∈ C1 ∩C2 be an intersection point. Let mp ◁ k[x, y] be the maximal
ideal of this point on the affine plane.

Definition

The intersection multiplicity of C1 and C2 at p is the (finite) quantity

dimk k[x, y]mp/⟨f1, f2⟩.

This is the (local) quantity that goes into the full version of Bézout’s
theorem.
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Why quasiprojective varieties?
We would like to consider a class (category, if you wish) of “algebraic
varieties” that includes affine and projective varieties, but also (closed and)
open subsets of those.
We would also like to define (to get a category), what morphisms of these
are.

Example 12.1

The open set U = A1 \ {0} of A1 can be thought of as an affine variety:
the first projection of the affine variety

Y = V(xy − 1) ⊂ A2

is a bijection (isomorphism) between Y and U .

Example 12.2

The open set V = A2 \ {0} can not be thought of as an affine variety: it is
not (isomorphic to) an affine variety Y ⊂ An.

We will see that A2 \ {0} is an example of a quasiprojective variety which
is not affine, nor projective.
Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 12 202 / 290



Quasiprojective varieties
Let R = k[x0, . . . , xn] be the homogeneous coordinate ring of projective
space Pn.

Definition

A quasi-projective variety X ⊂ Pn is any open subset of a projective
variety, so there exists ideals I, J ◁R with

X = UJ ∩ V(I)

where
UJ = Pn \ V(J).

Notice we can also write X as the difference of two closed sets:

X = V(I) \ V(I + J).

A quasi-projective subvariety Y of X is a subset of X which is also a
quasi-projective variety.
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Examples
The following are all examples of quasi-projective varieties.

1 Any projective variety X ⊂ Pn is a quasi-projective variety as

X = Pn ∩X.

2 Any affine variety X ⊂ An is a quasi-projective variety as

X = U0 ∩X,

where X ⊂ Pn is the projective closure of X, and U0 = An is one of
the covering open affines of Pn.

3 We have
A2 \ {0} = (U0 ∩ (U1 ∪ U2)) ∩ P2,

where Ui = {xi ̸= 0} are the covering affine open subsets of P2.
4 Any open subset of a quasi-projective variety is also a quasi-projective

variety, since

UJ ′ ∩ (UJ ∩ V(I)) = (UJ ′ ∩ UJ) ∩ V(I).
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Morphisms

Morphisms are defined in the same way as for projective varieties.
“Morphisms in projective geometry are defined locally.”
Fix quasi-projective varieties X ⊂ Pn and Y ⊂ Pm. We work with
(m+ 1)-tuples of homogeneous polynomials of the projective coordinates
x0, . . . , xn on X. Let R = k[x0, . . . , xn].

Definition

A morphism F : X → Y of quasi-projective projective varieties is a
function F such that for every p ∈ X, there is an open neighbourhood
p ∈ U ⊂ X, and homogeneous polynomials f0, . . . , fm ∈ R of the same
degree, with

F : U → Y given by F ([a0 : · · · : an]) = [f0(a) : · · · : fm(a)].
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Morphisms of affine varieties
We need to check that for X ⊂ An, Y ⊂ Am affine, this definition agrees
with the definition of a morphism of affine varieties.
Suppose a morphism f : X → Y between affine varieties is given by an
m-tuple f1, . . . , fm of polynomials of the variables x1, . . . , xn of X:

f : X → Y
(x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (f1(xi), . . . , fm(xi)).

Let d = max deg fi, F0(x) = Xd
0 , Fi(Xi) = Xd

0fi(xi), where the affine
variables (x1, . . . , xn) and the projective variables [X0 : . . . : Xn] are
related as usual by xi = Xi/X0 for i ̸= 0.
Then we can use the quasi-projective representation

[F0(Xi) : · · · : Fm(Xi)] = [Xd
0 : Xd

0f1(xi) : · · · : Xd
0fm(xi)].

On the open set An of Pn where we can set X0 = 1, we indeed get

[1 : x1 : · · · : xn] 7→ [1 : f1(xi) : · · · : fm(xi)].
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Affine quasi-projective varieties

As we have a notion of morphism, we automatically have a notion of
isomorphism for quasi-projective varieties.
The following terminology is unfortunate, but completely standard in the
subject.

Definition

A quasi-projective variety X is called affine, if it is isomorphic (as a
quasi-projective variety) to a Zariski closed subset Y ⊂ Am.
We could call these “affine quasi-projective varieties” but everybody calls
these “affine varieties”.

As we will see later, the ring k[Y ] = k[Am]/I(Y ) has an intrinsic definition
in terms of X.

Example 12.3

The open set V = A2 \ {0} is not an affine (quasi-projective) variety: it is
not isomorphic to a closed subset Y ⊂ An.
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An example of an affine quasi-projective variety

Example 12.4

Consider the quasi-projective variety

U = A1 \ {0} = P1 \ {0,∞}.
Let

Y = V(xy − 1) ⊂ A2,
which can be written as a quasi-projective variety as

Y = V(x1x2 − x20) ∩ U0 ⊂ P2.
Then the formula

[x0 : x1 : x2]→ [x0 : x2]
defines a well-defined map of quasi-projective varieties F : Y → U .
Its inverse G : U → Y can be written in the coordinates z0, z1 of P1 as

G : [z0 : z1] 7→ [z0z1 : z
2
0 : z

2
1 ].

Check that these indeed define mutual inverses and behave as expected!
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Basic open sets in affine varieties are affine

Lemma 12.5

Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety, f ∈ k[X]. Then the basic open set

Df = X \ V(f)

is an affine (quasi-projective) variety with

k[Df ] ∼= k[X]f .

The proof is just a more general version of the previous example.
Proof. Let I(X)◁ k[x1, . . . , xn] be the ideal of X. Let

Ĩ = ⟨I(X), xn+1f − 1⟩ ⊂ k[x1, . . . , xn, xn+1].

Let
Y = V(Ĩ) ⊂ An+1

be the affine variety corresponding to the ideal Ĩ. The proof will be
concluded by the following two Claims.
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Basic open sets in affine varieties are affine
Claim 1. We have k[Y ] ∼= k[X]f .

Proof of Claim 1.

There is a natural map from left to right given by xn+1 mapping to
1
f ∈ k[X]f and g ∈ k[X] mapping to g

1 ∈ k[X]f .

There is also a natural map from right to left given by g
fa 7→ gxan+1.

It can be checked easily that these maps are mutual inverses.

Claim 2. We have Y ∼= Df as quasi-projective varieties.

Proof of Claim 2.

The first projection (a1, . . . , an, an+1) 7→ (a1, . . . , an) restricts to a map
Y → An whose image is Df .
It has an inverse which is the map

(a1, . . . , an) 7→
(
a1, . . . , an,

1
f(a)

)
from Df to Y .
Introducing homogeneous coordinates, it is easy to write these as genuine
maps of quasi-projective varieties. For details, see Lecture Notes. The
proof of Lemma 12.5 is complete.
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Quasi-projective varieties are locally affine

Theorem 12.6

Every quasi-projective variety X has a finite open cover by affine
(quasi-projective) subvarieties. In particular, affine open subsets form a
basis for the Zariski topology on X.

Proof.

We have, picking generators for ideals,

Pn ⊃ X = V(F1, . . . , FN ) \ V(G1, . . . , GM ).
Because Pn has an affine open cover by its standard open sets Ui, it
suffices to check the claim on the open subset U0 ∩X of X.
Then U0 ∩X is

V(f1, . . . , fN ) \ V(g1, . . . , gM )=
⋃

j (V(f1, . . . , fN ) \ V(gj))=
⋃

j Dgj ,

where

Dgj = {gj ̸= 0} ⊂ V(f1, . . . , fN )
is a basic open subset in an affine variety.
Now apply Lemma 12.5.
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Quasi-projective varieties as glued from affine varieties

The Theorem shows that quasi-projective varieties are basically affine
varieties “glued together”. We could take this as a starting point!

X =
⋃
i

Ui, with Ui ⊂ Ani affine.

This point of view takes algebraic geometry closer to other subjects like
differential geometry: we specify a set of “local models” and build global
objects from local ones.
This point of view expands the list of possible objects further, allowing
so-called “abstract varieties” and eventually “schemes”:

{affine varieties}⊂{quasi-proj. varieties}⊂{abstract varieties}⊂{schemes}.
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Objects in algebraic geometry

We have as possible objects

{affine varieties}⊂{quasi-proj. varieties}⊂{abstract varieties}⊂{schemes}.

Here

affine varieties (corresponding to finitely generated reduced
k-algebras) are basic building blocks;

quasi-projective varieties are what we can glue inside a convenient
global model (projective space);

abstract varieties are what we can glue abstractly, without a global
model;

schemes are what we can glue when we do not insist that our algebras
should be reduced.

This list could go on!
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Morphisms in algebraic geometry

Morphisms for our objects

{affine varieties}⊂{quasi-proj. varieties}⊂{abstract varieties}⊂{schemes}

are then defined as follows:

morphisms of affine varieties are algebra homomorphisms of the
corresponding to finitely generated reduced k-algebras (backwards);

for all other types of objects, morphisms are collections of local
morphisms compatible with gluing.

This point of view is explained further in the Lecture Notes
(non-examinable), and in second courses in Algebraic Geometry.
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Examples of different types of objects in algebraic geometry

Examples:

{affine varieties}⊂{quasi-proj. varieties}⊂{abstract varieties}⊂{schemes}
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Regular functions in the affine case
Start with an affine variety X ⊂ An. For U ⊂ X open, recall

OX(U) = {regular functions f : U → k}
= {f : U → k : f is regular at each p ∈ U}.

Here f regular at p means: on some open p ∈W ⊂ U , the following
functions W → k are equal:

f =
g

h
some g, h ∈ k[X] and h(w) ̸= 0 for all w ∈W.

Example 12.7

1 Let U = Dx = A2 \ V(x) ⊂ A2, then f : Dx → k defined by
f(x, y) = y

x is a regular function on U = Dx:

f ∈ OX(Dx).

2 More generally, for any g, h ∈ k[X], with h ̸= 0, we have
g
h ∈ OX(Dh).
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Regular functions on quasi-projective varieties

This definition generalizes readily to quasi-projective varieties,
remembering the slogan “quasi-projective varieties are locally affine”.
Let X ⊂ Pn be a quasi-projective variety.

Definition

For any open subset U ⊂ X, let

OX(U) = {F : U → k : F is regular at each p ∈ U}

be the ring of regular functions on U .
Here F regular at p means: on some affine open p ∈W ⊂ U , F |W is
regular at p as previously defined.
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Rings of germs of functions on quasi-projective varieties

Let X ⊂ Pn be a quasi-projective variety, and p ∈ X. The following
definition is now immediate; note that all terms we use here are now
defined for general quasi-projective varieties.

Definition

A function germ at p is an equivalence class of pairs (U, f), with
p ∈ U ⊂ X open, and f : U → k a regular function, where we identify

(U, f) ∼ (V, g)

if f |W = g|W on an open p ∈W ⊂ U ∩ V .
Denote by OX,p the set of germs of regular functions at p. This is a
k-algebra in an obvious way.
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Rings of germs of functions on quasi-projective varieties

In practice, it is easiest to approach OX,p on an affine open
neighbourhood p ∈ V ⊂ X.
Theorem 12.6 shows that affines cover a quasi-projective variety.

Proposition 12.8

Let p ∈ V ⊂ X be an affine neighbourhood of p in the quasi-projective
variety X. Then

OX,p
∼= k[V ]mp ,

where mp ◁ k[V ] is the maximal ideal of p ∈ V in the coordinate ring of
the affine variety V .

Proof.

Use Proposition 11.8.

One way to view this is to say that that the localization on the right hand
side is independent of the affine neighbourhood of p chosen.
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Gluing regular functions
Consider open sets U1, U2 in a quasi-projective variety X, and regular
functions f1 ∈ OX(U1) and f2 ∈ OX(U2).
Claim A necessary and sufficient condition to be able to find a regular
function f ∈ OX(U1 ∪ U2) restricting to fi on Ui is that

f1|U1∩U2 = f2|U1∩U2 .

Proof.

Necessity is obvious. To see sufficiency, define f = fi on Ui. Then
f : U1 ∪ U2 → k is well-defined. Regularity follows because regularity is a
local condition and we already know it is satisfied by f1, f2 on U1, U2.

This result is almost a “tautology”. But it would play an important role in
a different development of the subject; it says that the collection of rings
OX(U) attached to open sets U ⊂ X forms a sheaf. We will not use this
language, but see the Lecture Notes for some more details
(non-examinable).
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Regular functions are not necessarily global quotients
For f ∈ OX(U), it may not be possible to find a fraction f = g

h that
works on all of U .

Example 13.1

Consider the affine variety

X = V(xw − yz) ⊂ A4.

Let U = Dy ∪Dw ⊂ X, a quasi-projective variety.
Consider

f =
x

y
=
z

w
∈ k(X) = Frac k[X].

This is a regular function

f ∈ OX(U),

glued from regular functions on Dy, Dw that agree on the intersection.
It can be proved that there is no a global expression f = g

h defined on all
of U that defines f .

For algebra aficionados: this is a reflection of the fact that k[X] is not a
UFD.
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Regular functions on affine varieties

We noted before that for X ⊂ An an affine variety, elements of its
coordinate ring define regular functions: there is an inclusion

k[X] ↪→ OX(X)

defined by mapping f 7→ f
1 .

We now have the means to prove the converse: the locally everywhere
regular functions on an affine variety are exactly elements of its coordinate
ring.

Theorem 13.2

Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety. Then

OX(X) ∼= k[X].

This is important, as it gives a “local” way to characterize the coordinate
ring of an affine (quasi-projective) variety as the ring of everywhere regular
functions.
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Regular functions on affine varieties: an application

Before we give the proof, let us see an application.

Proposition 13.3

The quasi-projective variety X = A2 \ {0} is not affine.

The proof consists of two parts.
Claim 1 . We have

OX(X) ∼= k[x, y].

Claim 2. This isomorphism implies that X is not affine.
Colloquial summary

If X were affine, its coordinate ring would have to be its ring of
regular functions.

But then X would have to be A2, which it isn’t.
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Proof of Claim 1
Claim 1. We have

OX(X) ∼= k[x, y].

Proof.

We have A2 \ {0} = Dx ∪Dy, so f ∈ OX(X) defines regular functions
f1 = f |Dx ∈ k[Dx], f2 = f |Dy ∈ k[Dy] which agree on the intersection:
f1|Dx∩Dy = f |Dx∩Dy = f2|Dx∩Dy ∈ k[Dx ∩Dy].
We know

OX(Dx) = k[x, y]x ⊂ k(x, y)

and similarly OX(Dy) = k[x, y]y (Lemma from Lecture 12).
We get the following intersection in k(x, y):

OX(X) = k[Dx] ∩ k[Dy]

= k[x, y]x ∩ k[x, y]y
= k[x, x−1, y] ∩ k[x, y, y−1]

= k[x, y].
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Proof of Claim 2

Claim 2. The isomorphism OX(X) ∼= k[x, y] implies that X is not affine.

Proof.

Suppose that X is isomorphic to an affine variety

X ∼= Y ⊂ An.

Then this isomorphism would give us isomorphisms

k[Y ] ∼= OY (Y ) ∼= OX(X) ∼= k[x, y].

So Y ∼= A2 as affine varieties can be recognized from their coordinate
rings. Assume that we have an isomorphism
φ : k[A2] = OA2(A2)→ OX(X). The preimage of the prime ideal
I = ⟨x, y⟩ ⊂ OX(X) yields a prime ideal J = φ−1(I)◁ k[A2].
But V(I) = ∅ ⊂ X, so V(J) = φ∗(V(I)) = ∅ ⊂ A2.
So J = k[x, y] by the affine Nullstellensatz.
But φ is an isomorphism, so I = φ(J) = k[x, y], contradiction.
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Regular functions on affine varieties: the proof

Theorem 13.2 (Repeated)

Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety. Then

OX(X) ∼= k[X].

Proof. We will prove the theorem under the additional assumption that X
is irreducible. The general case is treated in the Lecture Notes.
We need to show that any element of OX(X) comes from the coordinate
ring. So let f ∈ OX(X).
For all p ∈ X, there exists an open neighbourhood p ∈ Up ⊂ X such that

f =
gp
hp

as maps Up → k,

where gp, hp ∈ k[X], and hp ̸= 0 at all points of Up.
Note that at this point, we have an infinite collection of (gp, hp)
representing f , one for each point of X.
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Regular functions on affine varieties: the proof
Consider the ideal of denominators

J = ⟨hp : p ∈ X⟩ ⊂ k[X].

We have
V(J) = ∅,

since hp(p) ̸= 0.
By the Nullstellensatz then, J = ⟨1⟩ the whole coordinate ring. So there
exists a finite decomposition

1 =

N∑
i=1

αihpi ∈ k[X] (13.1)

for some finite collection of pi ∈ X, and αi ∈ k[X].
Abbreviate hi = hpi , gi = gpi , Di = Dhpi

. Note that (13.1) implies that
the Di are an open cover of X: at each point of X, at least one of the hi
must be nonzero.
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Regular functions on affine varieties: end of the proof

We have now built a finite open cover {Di} of X, such that on each of
these open sets, f is represented by gi/hi, a ratio of elements of k[X].
On the overlap Di ∩Dj , we have gi/hi = gj/hj , so on this intersection,

gihj − higj = 0 ∈ OX(Di ∩Dj).

However, since X is irreducible, this vanishing must be true over the whole
of X, so for all i, j

gihj − higj = 0 ∈ k[X].

We then deduce, on Dj ,

f =
gj
hj

= 1 · gj
hj

=

N∑
i=1

αihi ·
gj
hj

=

N∑
i=1

αi
higj
hj

=

N∑
i=1

αi
hjgi
hj

=

N∑
i=1

αigi.

Once again, Dj ⊂ X is dense, so we deduce over the whole of X that

f =

N∑
i=1

αigi ∈ k[X]. □
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Regular functions on projective varieties

Affine varieties admit many global regular functions: elements of their
coordinate rings.
Let us conclude this lecture by discussing the opposite case: projective
varieties.

Theorem 13.4

Let X ⊂ Pn be an irreducible projective variety. Then the only global
regular functions on X are the constants:

OX(X) ∼= k.

The proof, while not difficult, is somewhat lengthy, so we omit it. We
discuss one example, and then sketch the proof of one more general case.

Corollary 13.5

The variety X = A2 \ {0} is not projective.
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Regular functions on the projective line
Example 13.6

Consider X = P1 = U0 ∪ U1, with projective coordinates (x0 : x1).
The open sets Ui = {xi ̸= 0} ∼= A1 intersect in V = Ui ∩ Uj

∼= A1 \ {0}.
Then U0, U1 are affine varieties, with

OX(U0) ∼= k[U0] = k[x], OX(U1) ∼= k[U1] = k[y].

The affine coordinates x = x1/x0, y = x0/x1 are related by y = 1/x, so
we can write

OX(U0) = k[x], OX(U1) = k[x−1].

We also have

OX(V ) ∼= k[V ] = k[x]x = k[x, x−1].

We thus deduce

OX(X) = k[x] ∩ k[x−1] ⊂ k[x, x−1].

This intersection is clearly

OP1(P1) = k.
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Regular functions on projective space

Theorem 13.7

The only global regular functions on Pn are the constants:

OPn(Pn) ∼= k.

Sketch Proof.

Write Pn = ∪ni=0Ui for the standard open cover with Ui
∼= An.

We have

OPn(Ui) ∼= k[Ui] ∼= k

[
x0
xi
, . . . ,

xn
xi

]
.

A non-constant f would have to restrict as a non-constant polynomial to
each of the Ui. That means that its expression as a rational function in
the homogeneous coordinates xi will have a denominator. But this
denominator has to vanish somewhere on Pn, and f cannot be regular
there.
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The function field of an irreducible variety

All varieties in this lecture will be irreducible.
Let X ⊂ An be an irreducible affine variety.
Recall that this means that the coordinate ring

k[X] = k[x1, . . . , xn]/I(X)

is an integral domain.

Definition

The function field of X is

k(X) = Frac(k[X]) = { gh : g, h ∈ k[X], h ̸= 0},

the field of fractions of the integral domain k[X].

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 13 233 / 290



Examples

Example 13.8

For X = A1, we have

k[A1] ∼= k[x],

and so
k(A1) ∼= k(x),

the field of rational functions in the variable x.

For X = A1 \ 0, we have

k[X] ∼= k[x]x = k[x, x−1],

and so

k(X) ∼= k(x) ∼= k(A1).

For X = An, we have k[An] ∼= k[x1, . . . , xn]. So

k(An) ∼= k(x1, . . . , xn).
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A basic lemma

Let X be an irreducible affine variety.

Lemma 13.9

For h ∈ k[X], let
Dh = X \ V(h) ⊂ X

be the corresponding basic open subset. Then

k(Dh) ∼= k(X).

Proof.

By Lemma 12.5, we have

k[Dh] ∼= k[X]h = k[X][h−1].

Thus
k(Dh) = Frac(k[X]h) ∼= Frac(k[X]) ∼= k(X).
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Important corollaries

Corollary 13.10

If U ⊂ X is any affine open subset in an irreducible affine variety, then

k(U) ∼= k(X).

Proof.

Basic open sets form a basis of the topology of X.
Let Dh ⊂ U be a basic open of X for h ∈ k[X]. Consider

g = h|U ∈ OX(U) ∼= OU (U) ∼= k[U ],

the latter isomorphism following from U being affine.
So Dh = Dg is also a basic open of U .
Now we obtain

k(U) ∼= k(Dg) = k(Dh) ∼= k(X).
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Important corollaries

Corollary 13.11

If U1, U2 ⊂ X are affine open subsets in an irreducible quasi-projective
variety X ⊂ Pn, then

k(U1) ∼= k(U2).

Proof.

As affine opens form a basis of the topology of X, the intersection
U1 ∩ U2 contains an affine subvariety V . Then by Corollary 13.10,

k(U1) ∼= k(V ) ∼= k(U2).
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The function field of an irreducible quasi-projective variety
Let X ⊂ Pn be an irreducible quasi-projective variety.

Definition

The function field of X is
k(X) = k(U) = Frac(k[U ]),

where U ⊂ X is an affine open subset.

Note that by Corollary 13.11, the answer is independent of the affine open
chosen. We also deduce

Corollary 13.12

If U ⊂ X is any open subset of an irreducible quasi-projective variety
X ⊂ Pn, then

k(U) ∼= k(X).

Example 13.13

Let U = A2 \ V(x) ⊂ X = A2 \ {(0, 0)} ⊂ A2.
Then U ⊂ A2 are both affine, X is not. Their function fields agree:

k(U) ∼= k(X) ∼= k(A2) ∼= k(x, y).
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The structure of function fields

Theorem 14.1

(1) Let X be an irreducible quasi-projective variety. Then k(X) is a
finitely generated field extension of k.

(2) Conversely, given any finitely generated field extension K/k, there
exists an irreducible quasi-projective variety X with k(X) ∼= K.

Proof of (1). We may assume that X ⊂ An is irreducible and affine.
Then

k[X] = k[x1, . . . , xn]/I(X).

So
k(X) = Frac(k[X])

is generated as a field over k by the images of x1, . . . , xn. In particular,
k(X) is finitely generated over k.
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The structure of function fields

Proof of (2). Conversely, let K be a field generated over k by some
elements α1, . . . , αn. Define a ring homomorphism

ϕ : R = k[x1, . . . , xn]→ K

by mapping xi to αi.
Let J = kerφ. Then by the Isomorphism Theorem R/J ↪→ K, so J is a
prime ideal as K is an integral domain.
Let

X = V(J) ⊂ An

be the corresponding irreducible affine variety. Then

k(X) = FracR/J ↪→ K

contains the generators αi in the image. So k(X) ∼= K. □
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The function field of a hypersurface
Example 14.2

Let Vf ⊂ An be an irreducible hypersurface defined by an irreducible
polynomial f ∈ k[x1, . . . , xn].
Let us assume that f involves the variable xn and is of degree d in that
variable:

f(x1, . . . , xn) = c0(x1, . . . , xn−1)x
d
n + c1(x1, . . . , xn−1)x

d−1
n + . . .

We have

k[Vf ] = k[x1, . . . , xn]/⟨f⟩.
From Lecture 9, we also know

dimVf = n− 1 = trdegk k(Vf ).
There is a map of rings

k[x1, . . . , xn−1]→ k[Vf ]
which is injective, as there is no algebraic relation between x1, . . . , xn−1.
So we get an injection

k(x1, . . . , xn−1) ↪→ k(Vf ).
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The function field of a hypersurface
We have an injection

k(x1, . . . , xn−1) ↪→ k(Vf ).

We get a realization of the function field of Vf as

k(Vf ) =

k(x1, . . . , xn−1)[xn]/⟨c0(x1, . . . , xn−1)x
d
n+c1(x1, . . . , xn−1)x

d−1
n +· · · ⟩,

a finite extension of degree d of the purely transcendental field

k(An−1) = k(x1, . . . , xn−1).

The same argument also computes the function field of an irreducible
projective hypersurface; recall the function field only depends on a dense
open subset, so it is enough to consider any affine chart.
For example, the function field of a plane curve of degree d is a degree d
extension of k(x).
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Rational maps

Let X be an irreducible quasi-projective variety.

Definition

A rational map f : X 99K Y to another quasi-projective variety Y is an
equivalence class of pairs (f, U), where f : U → Y is a regular map
defined on a non-empty open subset of X, and we identify pairs of maps
which agree on a non-empty open subset.

Example 14.3

We have a rational map
Pn 99K Pn−1

given by
(x0 : · · · : xn) 7→ (x0 : · · · : xn−1).

This is defined on U = Pn \ {[0 : · · · : 0 : 1]}.
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Rational functions

Definition

A rational function on an irreducible quasi-projective variety X is a
rational map f : X 99K A1.

Lemma 14.4

There is a natural bijection

k(X)↔ {rational functions f : X 99K A1}.

Remark

Compare this with what we had before: for any quasi-projective variety X,
there is a bijection

OX(X)↔ {morphisms f : X → A1}.
In particular, if X is affine, we have a bijection

k[X]↔ {morphisms f : X → A1}.
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Rational functions

Lemma 14.4 (Repeated)

There is a natural bijection

k(X)↔ {rational functions f : X 99K A1}.

Proof.

Both sides are invariant under passing to an open subset, so we may
assume that X is affine. In this case,

k(X) = Frac(k[X]).

A natural map is given for f, g ∈ k[X] by
f
g 7→

[(
Dg,

f
g

)]
.

We need to check that we get every rational function X 99K A1 this way.
By the above Remark, any such corresponds to an element h ∈ OX(U) for
some open U ⊂ X. Taking a basic open Dg ⊂ U , we have an element
h|Dg ∈ OX(Dg) = k[X]g. So we can write h = f/gN for f ∈ k[X].
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Rational maps to affine space

Corollary 14.5

On an irreducible quasi-projective variety X, the data of a rational map
f : X 99K An is equivalent to n elements fi ∈ k(X):

f(x) = (f1(x), . . . , fn(x)),

valid in some open set x ∈ U ⊂ X.

Proof.

A rational map f : X 99K An determines, and is determined by, n rational
functions fi : X 99K A1, the coordinates of f . By Lemma 14.4, each of
these can be thought of as an element fi ∈ k(X).
Each fi ∈ k(X) is a regular function on some open set Ui ⊂ X.
The formula

f(x) = (f1(x), . . . , fn(x))

is valid on the intersection

U =
⋂
i

Ui ⊂ X
of these open sets Ui.
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Composition of rational maps

Rational maps are not functions in the classical sense (they are only
“partially defined”).
In general, composition of rational maps may not be possible, even in the
simplest cases.

Example 14.6

Let f : A1 → A1 be defined by a 7→ 0. This is a regular, hence rational
map.
Let g : A1 → A1 be a 7→ a−1. This is a rational map.
The image of f is {0} ⊂ A1. The domain of g is A1 \ {0}.
So the composite g ◦ f is not defined.
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Dominant rational maps

Definition

A rational map
f = [(U,F )] : X 99K Y

is dominant, if the image F (U) ⊂ Y is dense.

The point of the definition is that dominant rational maps can always be
composed.
Consider f = [(F,U)] : X 99K Y and g = [(G,V )] : Y 99K Z dominant
rational.
Let

W = U ∩ F−1(V ) ⊂ X,

an open subset of X.
Then F is defined on W , and maps to V .
Now we can compose with G to get a representative [W,G ◦ F ] for g ◦ f .
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Birational equivalence
Definition

A birational equivalence f : X 99K Y is a dominant rational map between
irreducible quasiprojective varieties, which has a dominant rational inverse:
a rational map g : Y 99K X with f ◦ g = idY and g ◦ f = idX (equalities
of rational maps).
We say X ≃ Y are birational.

Example 14.7

An ≃ Pn are birational, via the rational map An 99K Pn defined by the
inclusion An ∼= U0 ⊂ Pn. (This is in fact a morphism.)
It has the rational inverse Pn 99K An defined by

[x0 : · · · : xn]→
(
x1
x0
, · · · , xn

x0

)
,

defined on U0.

Example 14.8

Similarly, for an irreducible affine variety X ⊂ An, let X̄ ⊂ Pn be the
projective closure. Then the inclusion X → X̄ gives a birational
equivalence X ≃ X̄.
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A famous birational self-equivalence

Consider the Cremona transformation

f : P2 99K P2

given by [x : y : z] 7→ [yz : xz : xy].
f is defined on the open set U ⊂ P2, where at least two coordinates are
non-zero.
This rational map is equivalent to [x : y : z] 7→ [ 1x : 1

y : 1
z ], defined on the

open V ⊂ P2 where all coordinates are non-zero.
This form shows that

f ◦ f = idP2 ,

so the map f is its own inverse, and in particular is a birational
self-equivalence.
Note that f does not have the form [x] 7→ [Ax] for A ∈ GL(3, k), which
are the regular self-morphisms (automorphisms) of P2.
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The Cremona group

Let
Aut(Pn) = {φ : Pn → Pn | ϕ is an automorphism}.

It is not too hard to show that

Aut(Pn) ∼= PGL(n+ 1, k),

the group of projective transformations.
Define also the Cremona group

Bir(Pn) = {φ : Pn 99K Pn | ϕ is a birational automorphism}.

Then clearly
Aut(Pn) ⊂ Bir(Pn).

For n = 1,
Aut(P1) = Bir(P1) ∼= PGL(2, k)

is the group of Möbius transformations.
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The Cremona group

For n ≥ 2, the inclusion

Aut(Pn) ⊂ Bir(Pn)

is no longer an equality, as the classical Cremona transformation above
shows for n = 2.
The study of Bir(Pn) is an active area of research. For example, it was
only proved recently that Bir(P2) has nontrivial normal subgroups (i.e. it is
not simple).
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Dominant rational maps and field homomorphisms

Theorem 14.9

Consider quasi-projective varieties X,Y . There is a one-to-one
correspondence between dominant rational maps f : X 99K Y and field
homomorphisms ϕ : k(Y )→ k(X).

Proof, forward construction. We may restrict to open affines, so we may
as well assume X,Y are affine. First assume that we have a dominant
rational map f : X 99K Y .
Consider the k-algebra homomorphism

f∗ : k[Y ]→ k(X)
defined by

(y : Y → A1) 7→ (f∗y = y ◦ f : X 99K A1).

We claim that as f is dominant, f∗ is injective.
If so, we can define f∗ : k(Y )→ k(X) by

g

h
7→ f∗g

f∗h
.
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Dominant rational maps and field homomorphisms
Proof of claim. The k-algebra homomorphism

f∗ : k[Y ]→ k(X)

is defined by

(y : Y → A1) 7→ (f∗y = y ◦ f : X 99K A1).

Suppose that y ∈ k[Y ] is in the kernel of Y . Write f = [(U,F )].
Then F ∗y = 0 implies that for all u ∈ U ,

y(F (u)) = 0.

Thus for all u ∈ U ,
F (u) ⊂ V(y)

and so
F (U) ⊂ V(y) ⊂ Y.

As f was assumed dominant, y = 0.
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Dominant rational maps and field homomorphisms

Proof, reverse construction. Suppose we have a field homomorphism
ϕ : k(Y )→ k(X).
As fields have no proper ideals, ϕ is injective.
Let y1, . . . , yn be generators of k[Y ]. Then

φ(yj) =
gj
hj
∈ k(X).

Let U = ∩Dhj
= Dh1·...·hn , an affine subvariety of the affine variety X.

We have φ(yj) ∈ OX(U) = k[U ].
Since k[Y ] is generated by the yj , we get an inclusion

φ : k[Y ] ↪→ k[U ].

This corresponds to a dominant morphism φ∗ : U → Y of affine varieties.
The pair [(U, ϕ∗)] represents a dominant rational map φ∗ : X 99K Y . □
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Birational varieties
Corollary 14.10
Two quasi-projective varieties X,Y are birational if and only if their
function fields are isomorphic.

Example 14.11

As we saw before, we have a birational equivalence A2 ≃ P2. We also have
A1 ≃ P1 and it is not hard to argue from this that A1 × A1 ≃ P1 × P1.
We deduce a birational equivalence

P2 ≃ A2 ∼= A1 × A1 ≃ P1 × P1.
This is the first example of two projective varieties P2 and P1× P1 that are
birational to each other. In fact they are not isomorphic!

Sketch proof.

Suppose there is an isomorphism ϕ : P1 × P1 → P2. Consider
C0 = {0} × P1 and C1 = {1} × P1 inside P1 × P1. These are two curves
(one-dimensional varieties) in P1 × P1, with C0 ∩ C1 = ∅.
Let Di = ϕ(Ci). As ϕ is an isomorphism, D1, D2 are two curves in P2

with D1 ∩D2 = ∅. This contradicts Bézout’s Theorem.
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Tangent spaces of an affine variety
Consider f ∈ k[x1, . . . , xn], and p = (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ An.
The linear polynomial dpf ∈ k[x1, . . . , xn] is defined by

dpf = df |x=p · (x− p) =
∑

∂f
∂xj

(p) · (xj − pj).

Consider an affine variety X ⊂ An with I(X) = ⟨f1, . . . , fN ⟩.

Definition

The tangent space to X at the point p is the space

TpX = V(dpf1, . . . , dpfN ) = ∩ ker dfi ⊂ An.

This is an intersection of hyperplanes, so a linear subspace of some
dimension.

Trivial Example

For X = An,

TpX = An

at every point p ∈ An.
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Tangent spaces of a hypersurface

Example 15.1

Consider a hypersurface X = V(f) defined by a polynomial f . We have

TpX = V(dpf) = ker(∇fp) ⊂ An.

If the gradient ∇fp ̸= 0, then this is a codimension-one linear
subspace of An, naturally thought of as the tangent space at p to
X = V(f).
If the gradient ∇fp = 0, then

TpX = An.

Algebraic geometry does not say there are no tangent vectors at such
a point p ∈ X.
It says all vectors are tangent vectors at such a point p ∈ X.
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Tangent spaces of a hypersurface

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 15 261 / 290



Tangent spaces of a hypersurface
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Smooth and singular points of an affine variety

Key fact For any point p ∈ X,

dimk TpX ≥ dimpX.

Definition

A point p ∈ X is a smooth point if

dimk TpX = dimpX.

A point p ∈ X is a singular point if

dimk TpX > dimpX.

Let

Sing(X) = {p ∈ X : p is a singular point of X} ⊂ X.
The variety X is nonsingular if

Sing(X) = ∅.
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Smooth and singular points of an affine hypersurface

Example 15.2

For an irreducible hypersurface X = V(f) ⊂ An, we have

dimpX = n− 1

at every point p ∈ X.

If the gradient ∇fp ̸= 0, then

dimk TpX = n− 1 = dimpX,

so such a point is smooth.

If the gradient ∇fp = 0, then

dimk TpX = n > dimpX

so such a point is singular.

Remark

For k = R, near a smooth point p, X = V(f) is a codimension-one
submanifold of Rn.

Dominic Joyce, Oxford University Lecture 15 264 / 290



The singular set is Zariski closed
Let X be an irreducible affine variety of dimension d with

I(X) = ⟨f1, . . . , fN ⟩.

Theorem 15.3

The set Sing(X) ⊂ X ⊂ An is a closed subvariety, given by the vanishing
in X of all (n− d)× (n− d) minors of the Jacobian matrix

Jac =

(
∂fi
∂xj

)
.

Proof. By definition, TpX is the zero set of

φp :

( x1

...
xn

)
7→


∂F1
∂x1

∣∣∣
p

··· ∂F1
∂xn

∣∣∣
p

...
∂FN
∂x1

∣∣∣
p
··· ∂FN

∂xn

∣∣∣
p

 ·
 x1−p1

...
xn−pn

 .
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The singular set is Zariski closed

We have that TpX is the zero set of

φp :

( x1

...
xn

)
7→


∂F1
∂x1

∣∣∣
p

··· ∂F1
∂xn

∣∣∣
p

...
∂FN
∂x1

∣∣∣
p
··· ∂FN

∂xn

∣∣∣
p

 ·
 x1−p1

...
xn−pn

 .

Hence
p ∈ SingX ⇔ dimφ−1

p (0) > d⇔ dimker Jacp > d.

Claim. The last condition is equivalent to the vanishing of all
(n− d)× (n− d) minors of Jacp.
For otherwise, we could find n− d linearly independent columns in Jacp,
the columns involved in that minor.
Hence the rank of Jacp would have dimension at least n− d.
So the kernel of Jacp would have dimension at most d. □
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The tangent space is an intrinsic notion
Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety, and let p ∈ X.
Recall the ring of germs of functions OX,p and its maximal ideal

mp =

{
f

g
∈ OX,p : f(p) = 0

}
⊂ OX,p.

Theorem 15.4

There is a canonical isomorphism

TpX ∼=
(
mp/m

2
p

)∗
.

The vector space mp/m
2
p is called the cotangent space.

Remark

What this result shows is that the tangent space can equivalently be
defined in a purely local way, only using information about the ring of local
germs of functions.
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The tangent space is an intrinsic notion

Theorem 15.5

There is a canonical isomorphism

TpX ∼=
(
mp/m

2
p

)∗
.

Proof. By a translation that does not change anything, we can assume

p = 0 ∈ X ⊂ An.
First, we will look at the case X = An itself. For F ∈ k[x1, . . . , xn], we
can consider the linear functional

d0F =

(
∂F

∂xi

) ∣∣∣
xi=0

: An ≡ T0An → k;

this is basically taking inner product of a vector with ∇0F . So we get an
element

d0F ∈ (T0An)∗,
giving us a linear map

d0 : k[x1, . . . , xn]→ (T0An)∗.
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The tangent space is an intrinsic notion

Have a linear map

d0 : k[x1, . . . , xn]→ (T0An)∗.

Restricting to the maximal ideal m at the origin on the left, we get a linear
map

d0|m : m→ (T0An)∗.

Claim 1. The linear map d0|m is surjective, and its kernel is m2.
Claim 1 is easy to check — see Lecture Notes for details.
By the Isomorphism Theorem, we then obtain

(T0An)∗ ∼= m/m2,

which is the dual of the isomorphism claimed by the Theorem in this case.
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The tangent space is an intrinsic notion

Let us consider the general case X ⊂ An. Let us continue to denote by m
the maximal ideal of the origin in An.
The inclusion j : T0X ↪→ T0An is injective, so the dual map is surjective,
hence we get a surjection

j∗ : m/m2 ∼= (T0An)∗ → (T0X)∗.

and thus a surjection
j∗ ◦ d0 : m→ (T0X)∗.

Claim 2. We have
ker(j∗ ◦ d0) = m2 + I(X).

For standard details of the proof of Claim 2, see Lecture Notes for details.
We deduce, once again by the isomorphism theorem,

m/(m2 + I(X)) ∼= (T0X)∗.
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The tangent space is an intrinsic notion

Write m◁ k[X] for the image of m in the quotient k[X] = R/I(X); this is
the maximal ideal of p = 0 in the coordinate ring k[X].
The last isomorphism then implies

m/m2 ∼= (T0X)∗.

Finally, we need to relate this quotient to the corresponding quotient in
the localized ring.
Claim 3. The standard inclusion k[X] ↪→ OX,P gives an isomorphism

m/m2 ∼= mp/m
2
p,

where recall mp ◁OX,P is the maximal ideal of non-vanishing germs of
regular functions at p.
For standard details of the proof of Claim 3, see Lecture Notes for details.
The proof of Theorem 15.5 is complete. □
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The tangent space is an intrinsic notion

Remark

The argument presented above also proves

TpX ∼= (Ip/I2p )∗,
where

Ip = ⟨x1 − p1, . . . , xn − pn⟩ ⊂ k[X]

is the maximal ideal of an arbitrary point p ∈ X inside the coordinate ring.

Corollary 15.6

The tangent space TpX only depends on an open neighbourhood of
p ∈ X.

Proof.

By the Theorem, tangent space only depends on the local ring OX,p and
its unique maximal ideal mp.
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Tangent spaces and nonsingularity, quasi-projective case
Definition

For X a quasi-projective variety, we define the tangent space at p ∈ X by

TpX =
(
mp/m

2
p

)∗
.

A point p ∈ X is smooth if dimkTpX = dimpX.. The quasi-projective
variety X is nonsingular if Sing(X) = ∅.

Proposition 15.7

The set of non-smooth (singular) points p ∈ X forms a Zariski closed
subvariety Sing(X) of X.

Proof.

This is true in the (affine) neighbourhood of any point.

Example 15.8

For an irreducible projective hypersurface X = V(f) ⊂ Pn, singular points
p ∈ X are located where

∇fp = 0.
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A further example

Recall from Lecture 7 the chain of subvarieties

Σ2,2 ⊂ ∆ ⊂ P8,

inside the projective space PMk(3) ∼= P8 of 3× 3 matrices over k.
Here ∆ = {[A] : detA = 0} ⊂ P8 is the projective cubic hypersurface
defined by the determinant polynomial.
This contains Σ2,2

∼= P2 × P2, the Segre variety in P8.
Fact. The hypersurface ∆ is singular, with singular locus

Sing(∆) = Σ2,2.
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The blowup of affine space at the origin

The blow-up of An at the origin is the set

B0An = {(x, ℓ) : An × Pn−1 : x ∈ ℓ}.

Use coordinates (x1, . . . , xn) on An and [y1 : · · · : yn] on Pn−1.
x ∈ ℓ if and only if (x1, . . . , xn) and (y1, · · · , yn) are proportional.
Equivalently the matrix (

x1 . . . xn
y1 . . . yn

)
has rank 1. This happens if and only if its 2× 2 minors vanish.
So we can write the equations

B0An = V(xiyj − xjyi) ⊂ An × Pn−1.

This shows in particular that B0An is a quasi-projective variety.
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The blowup of affine space at the origin

The morphism
π : B0An → An, π(x, [y]) = x

is birational with inverse

An 99K B0An, x 7→ (x, [x])

defined on x ̸= 0: the point is that for x ̸= 0, x lies in a unique line [x].
The fibre π−1(x) is a point for x ̸= 0. Also

E0 = π−1(0) = {0} × Pn−1,

called the exceptional set of π.
Thus

π : B0An \ E0 → An \ 0

is an isomorphism, and π collapses E0 to the point 0.
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The blowup of affine space at the origin
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The blowup of an affine variety in one of its points
Let X ⊂ An be an affine variety with 0 ∈ X.

Definition

The blow-up of X at 0 is the Zariski closure

B0X = π−1(X\{0}) ⊂ B0An.

The map π|B0X : B0X → X is birational, and we have the exceptional set

E = π−1(0) ∩B0X.

Interpretation

The blowup B0X keeps track of those directions E ⊂ E0 along which X
approaches 0.

Remark

The blowup B0X, the Zariski closure of π−1(X\{0}), is different from
π−1(X) = B0X ∪E E0.
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An example

Consider
X = V(xy) ⊂ A2,

the union of the coordinate axes. Then 0 ∈ X, and we can consider its
blowup.
First,

π−1(X \ 0) =
{((x, y), [a : b]) ∈ A2 × P1 : xb− ya = 0, xy = 0, (x, y) ̸= (0, 0)}.

We get the following solutions: either

((x, 0), [1 : 0]) ⊂ A2 × P1

for x ̸= 0, or

((0, y), [0 : 1]) ⊂ A2 × P1

for y ̸= 0.
Then we get the closure

B0X = (A1 × 0, [1 : 0]) ⊔ (0× A1, [0 : 1]) ⊂ B0A2 ⊂ A2 × P1,

a disjoint union of two lines.
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An example

We have

B0X = (A1 × 0, [1 : 0]) ⊔ (0× A1, [0 : 1]) ⊂ B0A2 ⊂ A2 × P1,

a disjoint union of two lines.
The exceptional set E consists of two points: ((0, 0), [1 : 0]),
((0, 0), [0 : 1]), the 2 directions of the lines in X.
Note also that X is singular at the origin, while B0X is nonsingular.
Indeed, it is often (though not always) the case that if 0 ∈ X is a singular
point, B0X is ‘less singular’.
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An example
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Another example: the cuspidal curve

Consider the cuspidal curve

Y = V(y2 − x3) ⊂ A2.

It is singular at 0 ∈ Y . Let us describe the variety

B0Y ⊂ A2 × P1.

Use coordinates ((x, y), [a : b]); we have the equation xb− ya = 0 as one
of the equations of the blowup. We want to compute the Zariski closure of

π−1(Y \ {0}) ⊂ A2 × P1.

Instead of this mixture of affine and projective coordinates, it is a lot easier
to work in affine coordinates (remember quasi-projective varieties are
locally affine!).
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Another example: the cuspidal curve
Use the usual open cover of P1. We have the open set

(B0Y )a = (B0Y ) ∩ (a ̸= 0) ⊂ A2 × A1,

with coordinates (x, y, u = b/a) and equation y = ux. Substitute into the
equation of the curve Y , to get the equation

0 = y2 − x3 = x2u2 − x3.

The proper transform (Zariski closure) is obtained by dropping the x2

factor:
u2 − x = 0.

We obtain a description of our open set

(B0Y )a = {u2 − x = 0, y = ux} ⊂ A3
x,y,u.

This is a nonsingular curve, isomorphic (using projection to the last
coordinate u) to A1.
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Another example: the cuspidal curve

The second open set is

(B0Y )b = (B0Y ) ∩ (b ̸= 0) ⊂ A2 × A1,

with coordinates (x, y, v = a/b) and equation x = vy. Substitute into the
equation of the curve Y , to get the equation

0 = y2 − x3 = y2 − y3v3.

The proper transform (Zariski closure) is now obtained by dropping the y2

factor:
1− yv3 = 0.

We get
(B0Y )b = {1− yv3 = 0, x = vy} ⊂ A3

x,y,v.

Again, this is a nonsingular curve.
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Another example: the cuspidal curve

The sets (a ̸= 0) and (b ̸= 0) cover P1. So the two open sets we looked at
cover the blowup:

B0Y = (B0Y )a ∪ (B0Y )b.

These open sets are described as explicit affine varieties

(B0Y )a = {u2 − x = 0, y = ux} ⊂ A3
x,y,u

and
(B0Y )b = {1− yv3 = 0, x = vy} ⊂ A3

x,y,v.

Both are nonsingular, so B0Y is a nonsingular curve.
Finally the blowup map

π : B0A2 → A2

induces a surjective, birational morphism

π|B0Y : B0Y → Y.
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Another example: the cuspidal curve
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Strategy for computing a general blowup

Consider in general
0 ∈ X ⊂ An.

The blowup
B0X ⊂ An × Pn−1

can be computed into the following steps.

1 Cover Pn−1 by the n standard affine open pieces. Introduce sensible
names for the local coordinates.

2 Use the simplified quadric equations of B0An to make substitutions
into the equations of X.

3 Remove extra factors of local equations of the exceptional set to find
the Zariski closure (B0X)i in this local chart.

4 Check for singularities, etc of the resulting open pieces (B0X)i.
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Strategy for computing a general blowup

The whole blowup B0X will be covered by the n affine pieces

B0X =

n−1⋃
i=0

(B0X)i.

We get a surjective, birational morphism

π|B0X : B0X → X.

In some cases, the singularities of B0X will be better than the
singularities of X.
In particularly favourable cases, an iterated blowup of points of X may
lead to a chain of surjective, birational morphisms

Xm → Xm−1 → . . .→ X1 = BpX → X

with p ∈ X a singular point, and Xm a nonsingular quasi-projective variety.
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Resolution of singularities
Here is the general result, a cornerstone of 20th century algebraic
geometry.

Theorem 16.1 (Hironaka’s Resolution of Singularities Theorem)

Assume char k = 0. Given a quasi-projective variety X ⊃ Z = Sing(X),
there exists a surjective, birational morphism

f : Y → X,

from a non-singular quasiprojective variety Y , such that with E = f−1(Z),
f induces an isomorphism

Y \ E ∼= X \ Z.

In other words, X is unchanged outside its singular locus.
If X is projective, Y can also be chosen to be projective.
The map f is a composite of certain kinds of blowups (not just that of
closed points).
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