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TOPOLOGICAL CHARACTERIZATION AND HODGE STRUCTURES OF
SOME RATIONALLY ELLIPTIC KAHLER FOURFOLDS

JIANQIANG YANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the rationally elliptic K&hler fourfolds which are
holomorphically embedding into the complex projective eight-space P®. It is proved that
a simply-connected Q-homological projective four-space X C P® is biholomorphic to P* by
using Euler characteristic and Chern numbers formulae of the normal bundle for a holomor-
phic embedding i : X — P®. Wilson asked whether a Q-homological projective n-space X
with Kodaira dimension k(X) # n is isomorphic to P". We give a positive answer for this
question in dimension 4. Using the same idea, we show that the Hodge conjecture holds
for the rationally elliptic fourfold X C P®, and the rationally elliptic fourfold X C P® has

non-positive Hodge level.

1. INTRODUCTION

A simply-connected closed manifold X is rationally elliptic (or of elliptic homotopy type) if

Z dim (7 (X) ®z Q) < +oc.

k>2

where 7, (X) is the k-th homotopy group of X. The rationally elliptic manifolds have nice
properties and satisfy strong restrictions. The Kéahler manifolds have rich structures, this
may remind people of paying attention to the Kéhler manifolds with elliptic homotopy type.
The characterization of rationally elliptic Kéhler manifolds of dimension < 3 were studied by
Amoros-Biswas (c.f.[1]). In [27], Su and the author obtained all possible Hodge structures of
rationally elliptic Kéhler fourfolds and a partial characterization of rationally elliptic Kahler
manifold of higher dimension.

In this paper, we are interested in rationally elliptic projective manifolds. It is well-known
that every n-dimensional projective manifold X is holomorphically embedding into P27+!
(c.f.[6, P.173]). Consider a general projection p : X — X’ C P?" which is induced by a
holomorphic embedding X — P2"*1. Tt is shown in [7] that we can suitable choice of the
general projection such that X’ has only finite ordinary double points as singularities. Since
the morphism p is regular birational map, by [8, Proposition 16.8], if the fiber p~'(q),q €
X'’ is disconnected,then ¢ is a singular point. This indicates that such general projection
p is an immersion. Using the Whitney trick (c.f.[25, Subsection 7.3]), we can kill these
ordinary double points of X’ and change the immersion p into a smooth embedding. From
this viewpoint, since the rationally elliptic projective manifolds are simply connected and have
strong restrictions, it is natural to ask whether a n-dimensional rationally elliptic projective

manifold is holomorphically embedding into P?"? The answer is positive for n = 1, and it is
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yet unknown for n > 1. Motivated by this question, we will further study the geometry and
topology of rationally elliptic Kahler fourfolds which can holomorphically embed into P8.

1.1. Topological characterization of P*. The topological characterization of the complex
projective space P" is a long-standing problem. Severi raised the question whether a complex
surface homeomorphic to P? has to be biholomorphic to P2. The answer was affirmative by
Yau (c.f.[29]). In higher dimensional cases, it was solved by Hizebruch and Kodaira (c.f.[12]),
and Yau (c.f.[29]) for Ké&hler manifolds. The next natural question is: whether the hypothesis
“homeomorphism” on Kdhler manifolds can be relaxed? This is our main motivation. As a
matter of fact, there were many interesting works on this topic, such as Debarre [3], Fujita [4],
Li [18], Libgober and Wood [19]), Lanteri and Struppa [22] and so on. The common feature,
which they focused on, is that a Kahler manifold X has the same integral cohomology ring
as P™. In this paper, “the same integral cohomology ring as P"” can be relaxed by “the same
rational cohomology ring as P™”.

A Q-homological projective space is a compact Kéahler manifold X with the same Betti
numbers as P", i.e., X has the same rational cohomology as P™ (c.f.[28]). The classification
of the Q-homological projective space of dimension up to 3 is well-known (cf.,[23, 28, 30]).
One of the famous work is the classification of all fake projective planes by Prasad and Yeung
(c.f.[23]). It is shown in [28] that the Q-homological projective four-space is either isomorphic
to P4, or to another variety with pre-described invariants. Furthermore, some interesting
examples of non-simply connected QQ-homological projective four-spaces were constructed by
Prasad and Yeung (c.f.[24]). In [30], Yeung gives criteria for a fake projective four-space to be
uniformized by the complex hyperbolic space of complex dimension four. So far the existence
of simply-connected fake projective four-space is yet unknown.

In this paper, we focus on the simply-connected Q-homological projective four-space. It
is the simplest rationally elliptic Kéhler manifold for Hodge structure. From Lemma 2.1, we
prove that there is no simply connected Q-homological projective four-space X C P® with
the first Chern class ¢;(X) < 0. It was raised by Wilson [28] the question whether a Q-
homological projective n-space X with Kodaira dimension k(X) # n is isomorphic to P"? In
particular, for the case n = 4 is still unsolved. Based on the method of the proof of Lemma
2.1, we conclude that if the first Chern class ¢;(X) > 0, the only Q-homological projective
four-space X is P4 (see Lemma 2.2). This gives a positive answer to the question of Wilson
for n = 4. More precisely, we obtain the following characterization of P* by Betti numbers.

Theorem 1.1. A simply-connected Q-homological projective four-space X C IP® is biholomor-
phic to P*.

1.2. The Hodge conjecture. The Hodge conjecture is a major unsolved problem in alge-
braic geometry and complex geometry. Let

Hdg*(X) = H**(X;Q) n H**(X)

be the group of Hodge classes of degree 2k on complex projective manifold X.
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Conjecture 1.2 (Hodge conjecture). [17] Let X be a non-singular complex projective man-
ifold. Then every Hodge class on X is a linear combination with rational coefficients of the
cohomology classes of complex subvarieties (algebraic cycles) of X.

This conjecture holds for X of the dimension up to 3, and there are few results on pro-
jective fourfold; for example, hypersurfaces with degree d < 5 (c.f.[17]), projective uniruled
fourfold (c.f.[2]), varieties with the isomorphism map clx : CH.(X) — H.(X) (c.f.[5, Ex-
ample 19.1.11]). Recall that the odd Betti numbers are all zero for rationally elliptic Kahler
fourfold (c.f.[27, Theorem 1.1]). It was proved in [27, Corollary 1.2] that for a rationally
elliptic projective fourfold, the Hodge conjecture is true, except for the case that the even
dimensional Hodge diamond is

(1.1)
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In this paper, we prove that if the rationally elliptic fourfold X C P®, then the Hodge conjec-
ture also holds for this case. Thus we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.3. The Hodge conjecture holds for fourfold X C P® of elliptic homotopy type.

1.3. The Hodge level. For a complex manifold X, the Hodge level of H*(X;C) is defined to
be the largest number | ¢—p | such that p+q = k and A9 # 0, and to be —oc if H*(X;C) =0
(see [26]).

It is shown in [1, Theorem 1.1,Theorem 1.3] that the Hodge level of a compact Ké&hler
manifold with elliptic homotopy type is < 0 in dimension < 3. For the compact Kéhler
fourfold of elliptic homotopy type, the result in [27, Proposition 4.2] implies that the Hodge
level is < 0, except for the case that the even dimensional Hodge diamond is

1
2 0 (1.2)
1
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(see case (g) in [27, Theorem 1.3]). We prove that there is no rationally elliptic fourfold
X C P?® in such case. Consequently, we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let X C P? be a projective fourfold of elliptic homotopy type. Then the Hodge
level of X 1s < 0.

1.4. Idea of proof. The idea for the proof of Theorems 1.1, 1.3 and 1.4 is sketched as follows.
Consider a simply-connected projective fourfold X C P® with elliptic homotopy type. Under
the assumptions on X of Theorems 1.1, 1.3 and 1.4, we first get all the possible Chern classes
of X by using some formulas of the Chern numbers. The next key step is to eliminate all
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impossible cases of Chern classes case-by-case. To achieve this we first compute the Euler
characteristic of the normal bundle Nx C i*Tps for a holomorphic embedding i : X — P® by
the following two methods:

(1) according to the decomposition of complex vector bundle i*Tps = Tx @ Nx, we have
the relation i*c(P®) = ¢(X) - ¢(Nx ), and consequently the Euler characteristic

X(Nx) = {ea(Nx), [X])

follows from the known Chern classes i*c(P®), ¢(X),
(2) from self-intersection formula (c.f.[9],[25]), we have that the Euler characteristic

X(NX) = )‘(iv i)v
where \(i,4) is the self-intersection number of 7,[X] in P®.

and then by comparing the resulting formulas we eliminate all impossible cases of Chern
classes of X.

1.5. Structure of this paper. We apply the idea sketched in §1.4 to prove Theorem 1.1,
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 in §2, §3 and §4 respectively. Moreover, some technical results
on the polynomial equations with integral coefficients needed in the proof are presented in
the appendix §A.

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Cheng-Yong Du, Yang Su and Song Yang for
helpful communications. We also would like to thank Sai-Kee Yeung for providing us with

some useful references about the fake projective spaces.

2. PROOF OoF THEOREM 1.1

First of all, we notice that the first Chern class ¢1(X) # 0 for a rationally elliptic pro-
jective fourfold X (c.f.[27, Corollary 1.4]). Since the second Betti number ba(X) = 1 of a
Q-homological projective four-space X, so either ¢1(X) < 0 or ¢;(X) > 0. To finish the proof
of Theorem 1.1, we need to rule out the case ¢1(X) < 0.

Lemma 2.1. There does not exist a simply-connected Q-homological projective four-space
X C P® with ¢,(X) < 0.

Proof. We follow the general idea in §1.4 and prove this lemma by contradiction. The deriva-
tion of contradiction consists of two steps.

Step 1. The possible Chern classes for ¢;(X) < 0.
Since the Hodge structure of X is the same as P*, we may conclude that
(ea,[X]) = x(X) =5, x(X,0x)=h"(X,0x) =1

Then from the following formula (c.f.[10])

AN(X, 0x) = X (X) = (et + ), [X)

we get (cics, [X]) = 50, where x!(X) = > (—1)7h19,
q=0



On the other hand, we have the following formula (c.f.[11])

X(X,0x) = %0«—04 + c3c1 + 3¢ + deact — ), [ X)),
which implies ((3c2 + 4cac? — cf), [X]) = 725 — (cze1, [X]) = 675.
Since the fourth Betti number by(X) = 1, we have that
co(X)=k-c3(X), fora keQ. (2.1)
This shows that

(3k% + 4k — 1)(c}, [X]) = 675. (2.2)

On the other hand, we have the Miyaoka-Yau inequality g@%cQ, [X]) > (c},[X]), which to-

gether with (2.1) implies that k& > % Moreover, when k = %, the equality in the Miyaoka-Yau
inequality holds, and then the universal covering space of X is a ball (c.f.[29]), which contra-
dicts the assumption that X is simply connected. So we must have

2
k> £ (2.3)
and consequently
g—;«;‘l‘, [X]) < 675. (2.4)
Let g be the positive generator of H2(X). Define the degree of X to be
d = (g", [X]). (2.5)

Assume that 2 be the generator of H*(X) and ¢g?> = ex with e € Z~o. Then we have that
d = €2. Now since the first Chern class ¢;(X) < 0, we can assume that ¢;(X) = rg for a
r € Z<o. Then since e,r € Z, by (2.4), we have

0<e<25 —-5<r<no. (2.6)

n

Suppose that k = 7 with n,l € Z~q and ged(n,[) = 1. By (2.1), we may conclude that

I|er? (2.7)
Then (2.2), (2.3), (2.6), (2.7) imply that
2
e=15r = -1,k = 3
Thus by the following relation
a(X)=rg, o(X)=k@ (X)=2g (X)=5
we obtain the Chern classes of X are
a(X)=-g, aX)=1f oX) =16 aX)=>5

3
Step 2. Eliminating the possible Chern classes.
Let t be the positive generator of H?(IP®). Then for a holomorphic embedding

i X — P8,
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there is a m € Z~ such that i*t = mg. This shows that

i*e1 (P®) = i*(9t) = 9mg,

i*cp(P¥) = i*(36t%) = 36m2g?,

i*e3(PP) = i*(8413) = 84m3g?,

i*es(P?) = i*(126t%) = 126m*g* = 126m?d.

According to i*c(P®) = ¢(X) - ¢(Nx), the Euler characteristic of normal bundle Nx of i is
(ca(Nx), [X]) = 28350m™ 4 18900m> 4 2700m? — 225m — 30.
By the self-intersection formula, we have that the Euler characteristic of normal bundle
X(Nx) = A(i,1) = ((i.[X])?, €) = &®>m® = 15*'m® = 50625m°.
Therefore, the positive integer m must satisfies the following equation
28350m™ + 18900m? + 2700m* — 225m — 30 = 50625m°.

In appendix §A, we will show in Lemma A.1 that there is no positive integer solution to this
equation. Therefore, the result holds. O

Now we are in the core of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.2. A Q-homological projective four-space X with ¢1(X) > 0 is biholomorphic to
P4,

Proof. We follow the same notations as in proof of Lemma 2.1. Since the first Chern class
c1(X) > 0, we may suppose that ¢;(X) = rg with r € Zso. Note that for a n-dimensional

Fano manifold X, the following inequality holds (c.f.[15]): ¢1(X)" < (HTH)% Then we may
conclude that r1e? < (4%2)8 = 3%, This shows that
0<e<8l. (2.8)
Recall that
l|er? (2.9)

for k = %, n,l € Z and ged(n,l) = 1. It is well known that the index r of a Fano manifold
satisfies (c.f.[20])

0<r<5. (2.10)

By (2.8),(2.9) and (2.10), the relation (3k? 4+ 4k — 1){c}, [X]) = 675 implies that
(1) e=15,r=1,k=2, or
(2) e=15,r =1,k = -2, or
(3) 6225,7‘:1,k:%,01‘
(4) e=40,r =1,k = —%, or
(5) e
(6) e
(7) e



If the index r = 1, by [21, Theorem 9.1.6 (v)], the degree d = 2,4,5. Then from d = e? we
get e = 2. This contradicts the cases (1)-(6). If the index r = 2, by [21, Theorem 5.2.3 (i)],
the degree d < 22. This shows that e < 4. This contradicts the cases (7)-(9). Therefore, we
may conclude that the index r» = 5. It is shown in [13] that for this case, X is biholomorphic
to P4, O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. From the Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, the Theorem 1.1 holds. ]

Remark 2.3. In fact, the cohomology ring H*(X) has torsion elements. However, the above
argument is to discuss the relationship between Chern numbers and Euler characteristic. Thus
the torsion elements can be neglected.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.3. By the discussion in §1.2, it suffices to
consider the rationally elliptic fourfold with the even dimensional Hodge diamond being (1.1).
Recall that the first Chern class ¢1(X) # 0 for a rationally elliptic fourfold X. By the
Hodge diamond (1.1), we may conclude that the first Chern class of X is either ¢;(X) > 0
or ¢1(X) < 0. It is well known that the Hodge Conjecture 1.2 holds for a Fano fourfold
(c1(X) > 0) (c.f.[2]). So we only need to study the case ¢;(X) < 0. For a complex projective
manifold X of dimension n, if the Hodge Conjecture holds for Hodge classes of degree p,
for all p < n, then the Hodge Conjecture holds for Hodge classes of degree n —p (c.f.[17]).
Thus for a projective fourfold, the Lefschetz (1,1)-classes Theorem (c.f.[6]) implies that the
Hodge Conjecture on Hdg?(X) and Hdg%(X). As a consequence, we only need to show that
the Hodge classes in Hdg*(X) is algebraic. To this end, we show that every Hodge classes in
Hdg*(X) is a rational linear combination of Chern classes of some holomorphic vector bundles
over X.

Lemma 3.1. Let X C P8 be a rationally elliptic fourfold with even dimensional Hodge dia-
mond (1.1). If the first Chern class ¢1(X) < 0, then the Chern classes ¢2(X) and co(X) are
the generators of Hdg*(X).

Proof. The proof follows the same line as that of Lemma 2.1. We prove this lemma by
contradiction. So we first assume that H*(X;Q) does not generated by the Chern classes
c3(X) and co(X).
Step 1. The possible Chern classes of X.

According to the even dimensional Hodge diamond (1.1), we have Hdg*(X) = H*(X;Q).
As we assume that the Chern classes ¢2(X) and cp(X) do not generate H*(X;Q), and the
second Betti number by(X) = 2, we have

e2(X) = k- (X), (3.1)
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for some k € Q. Note that the odd Betti numbers of rationally elliptic fourfold are all zero.
By the Hodge index Theorem, the signature o(X) = 2. This shows that the intersection form
on H*(M) is positive-definite. Moreover, Kneser showed that such a matrix of the intersection
form is congruent to identity matrix in [14]. Let g be the positive generator of H2(X). Since
g% € H*(X), then there exist generators x,y of H*(X) such that g?> = ax +by with coefficients
a,b € Z=q and satisfy (22, [X]) = (y%,[X]) = 1 and (xy, [X]) = 0. Thus we have the degree
of X, d = (¢g*,[X]) = ((az + by)?, [X]) = a® + b*. The Hodge structure of X implies that

(o4, [X]) = x(X) =6, x(X,0x) =h’(X,0x) = 1.
Using the same argument as the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have
(cre3,[X]) =48,  (3k? + 4k — 1)(c], [X]) = 678,
and

2
k>

= (3.2)

2
This implies that 2;(61, [X]) < 678. Since the first Chern class ¢1(X) < 0, we can suppose
that ¢1(X) =rg for a r € Z.o. By
(e, [X]) = (rlg", [X]) = rld = r'(a® + %) < 627,

together with r,d € Z, we have

0<ab<25 -5<r<O0. (3.3)
Again, assume that k = 7 with n,l € Z+¢ and ged(n,l) = 1. By (3.1), we may conclude
that
I|ar?, and 1|0br? (3.4)
From (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), the relation (3k? + 4k — 1){c},[X]) = 678 imply that
(1) a=1,b=0,r=-3k=3% or
(2) a=1,b=1,r=—-1,k=10, or
3) a=1,b=1,r=—4,k= 16,0r
(4) a=4,b=4,r=-2k= 16,01?
(5) a=T7,b=8,r=-1,k=1,or
(6) a=8b="7r=-1,k=1,or
(N a=9b=0,r=—1,k= 191,or
(8) a=3,b=3,r=-2k=5, or
(9) a=12,b=12,r = -1,k =5, or
(10) a =16,b=16,r = —1,k = .

Then by the following formula

48
CI(X) =rg, CQ(X) = ]{77"292, 63(X) = mg?’) C4(X) =06
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together with d = a+b?, we obtain all the possible Chern numbers of X for the cases (1)-(10).

cases | (cf, [X]) | {cres, [X]) | (clea, [X]) | (3, [X]) | {ea, [X])
(1) 81 48 99 121 6
(2) 2 48 20 200 6
(3) 512 48 224 98 6
(4) 512 48 224 98 6
(5) 113 48 113 113 6
(6) 113 48 113 113 6
(7) 81 48 99 121 6
(8) 288 48 168 98 6
(9) 288 48 168 98 6
(10) | 512 48 224 98 6

Step 2. Eliminating impossible Chern classes.
First of all by the relation (c.f.[10])

((eg +2¢H),[X]) =0 (mod 12),

the cases (1), (5), (6), (7) are impossible. We next consider the rest cases.
With the same notations as in proof of Lemma 2.1, we consider a holomorphic embedding
i: X — P8 According to i*c(P8) = ¢(X) - ¢(Nx ), we get the Chern number of normal bundle

(cs(Nx),[X]) = 126dm* — 84rdm? — (36kr*d — 36r>d)m>
432
— (% — 18kr3d + 9r3d)ym + (kK*r*d — 3krd + r'd + 90).

On the other hand, we have the Euler characteristic of normal bundle
X(Nx) = A6, i) = ((ix[X])%, ) = ([(mg)*], €) = d*m®.

Therefore, the positive integer m satisfies the following equation
432
126dm* — 84rdm? — (36kr2d — 36r2d)m? — (=—— — 18kr3d + 9r3d)m
r

+ (k*r*d — 3kr*d + r*d + 90) = d*m®.
with d = a? +b%. We will show in Lemma A .2 that there is no positive integer solution to this
equation for a, b, r, k given in cases (2),(3),(4),(8),(9),(10). This shows that all cases of Chern
numbers of Nx are impossible, and hence a contradiction to the assumption that H*(X;Q)
does not generated by the Chern classes c?(X) and cz(X). The Lemma follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By the analysis in the beginning of this section, Theorem 1.3 follows
from Lemma 3.1. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4. Recall that for the projective fourfold of elliptic
homotopy type, the only possible even dimensional Hodge diamond with positive Hodge level
is (1.2). Different from the even dimensional Hodge diamond (1.1), it is difficult to determine
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the groups of Hodge classes in the case (1.2). Therefore, to prove Theorem 1.4, we need the
following preparations.

Lemma 4.1. For a smooth projective fourfold X with elliptic homotopy type and even di-
mensional Hodge diamond (1.2), the dimensions of groups of Hodge classes satisfy

hdg*(X) = hdg*(X) = hdg®(X) = hdg®(X) = 1.

Proof. Since X is projective, we may pick up a rational Kéhler two-form w on X. Without
loss of generality, we suppose w € H51(X) N H?(X). Let = be a primitive cohomology class
of H?(X;R) such that {w,x} is a basis of H1!(X). By Hard Lefschetz Theorem, the w? wx
are generators of H*?(X) and w®z = 0. Since Hdg*(X) C H??(X), then every Hodge class
in Hdg*(X) is linear combination with real coefficients of w?, wz.

Assume that hdg*(X) = 2. Recall that the Hodge conjecture holds for this case (see §1.2).
This gives that the Chow ring CH?*(X) = Hdg**(X). Let {w? aw? + bwz} be a basis of
Hdg*(X) with a,b € R. Then we have that

aw* = w?(aw? + bwr) € Hgd®(X)
and so a € Q. This implies that aw? € Hdg*(X) and
bwr = (aw? 4 bwr) — aw?® € Hdg*(X).
Thus bwx corresponds a rational linear combination of cohomology classes of algebraic cycles.
Note that w corresponds an ample divisor on X by CH?(X) = C'Hg(X). Since
(w? - (bwa), [X]) =0,

by the Hodge index theorem (c.f.[9, Appendix A, Theorem 5.2]), we have ((bwz)?,[X]) > 0.
This contradicts the Hodge—Riemann bilinear relation. Indeed, from the Hodge-Riemann
bilinear relation, we have (w?z?,[X]) < 0. So we must have hdg*(X) = 1. According to Hard
Lefschetz Theorem, that hdg*(X) = 1 implies hdg?(X) = 1. The Lemma follows. O

Now we prove the main result of this section.

Lemma 4.2. There is no rationally elliptic projective fourfold X C P® with the even dimen-
sional Hodge diamond (1.2).

Proof. Let X C P® be a projective fourfold with elliptic homotopy type and even dimensional
Hodge diamond (1.2). By Lemma 4.1, we see that X is monotone. It is shown in [27, Corollary
1.4] that the first Chern class ¢;(X) < 0. The same reason as in Lemma 2.1, we prove the
result in two steps.

Step 1. The possible Chern classes of X.
Since hdg*(X) = 1, we have relation
co(X)=k-c3(X), fora keQ. (4.1)

Let g be the positive generator of Hdg?(X)NH?(X). The the first Chern class ¢;(X) = rg for a
r € Z<g. Since the even dimensional Hodge diamond of X is (1.2), together with all odd Betti
numbers are zero, we have (cy, [X]) = x(X) = 16 and x(X, Ox) = h%(X, Ox)+h* (X, Ox) = 2.
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Using the same argument as the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have
(ercs, [X]) = 112, (3K2 + 4k — 1) (e, [X]) = 1344,
and
2
k> 5 (4.2)
Ce 27, 4 27 4 . .
This implies that %(cl, [(X]) = %" d < 1344, where d is the degree of X defined in (2.5).
Since d,r € Z, we have
0<d<1244, —-5<r<0. (4.3)

n

Again, suppose k = 7 with n,l € Z~o and ged(n,l) = 1, then by (4.1), we get
12| dr. (4.4)

=N
|

) :3,r——4,k:%,0r

) d=14,r=—-2,k=1, or
3) d:48,r:—2,k:%, or

)

(5) d=1768,r = —1,k = 1.
Then by the following formulas
CI(X) =g, CQ(X) = ]{77"292, C3(X) =—=9, C4(X) =16

we obtain all the possible Chern classes of X.

Step.2. Eliminating the possible Chern classes.
First of all, the A genus of the case (2) is

i(X) = %«—4@ +7p3), [X]) = ﬁ((—ﬂkzr‘ld —192) 4+ 7(1 — 2k)%rd), [X])
_ %(—4(16 X 14— 192) +7 x 16 x 14) = i

This contradicts that A genus of Spin manifold is integral. We next consider the rest cases.
With the same notations as in proof of Lemma 2.1, we consider a holomorphic embedding
i: X — P8, According to i*c¢(P®) = ¢(X) - ¢(Nx ), we get the Chern number of normal bundle

(ca(Nx),[X]) = 126dm* — 84rdm? — (36kr?d — 36r>d)m>

1
- (—OTO8 — 18kr®d + 9r°d)ym + (k*r'd — 3kr'd + r'd + 208).

Then as the proof of Lemma 2.1, the positive integer m must satisfies the following equation

1
126dm* — 84rdm® — (36kr>d — 36r2d)m? — (g — 18kr3d + 9r3d)ym

+ (K*rd — 3krd 4 r*d + 208) = d*m®.

where d,r, k are given in cases (1), (3), (4), (5). We will also show in Lemma A.3 that the
above equation on m has no positive integer solutions for all the four cases. This finishes the
proof. O
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Proof of Theorem 1./. By the analysis in the beginning of this section, Theorem 1.4 follows
from Lemma 4.2. O
APPENDIX A.

This appendix provides the technical details for the proof of our main theorems. More
pricisely, we show that there are no positive integer solution of the equations in the proof of
Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 4.2 respectively.

Lemma A.1. There is no positive integral solution of the following equation

28350m? + 18900m?> + 2700m? — 225m — 30 = 50625m°.

Proof. The equation
50625m® — 28350m* — 18900m> — 2700m? + 225m + 30 = 0

can be changed into 3375m® — 1890m* — 1260m? — 180m? + 15m = —2. Since m is integral, by
3| (3375m® — 1890m* — 1260m> — 180m? + 15m) and 3 —2, we can get a contradiction. [J

Lemma A.2. For the cases (2), (3), (4), (8), (9), (10) in the proof of Lemma 3.1, there is
no positive integral solution of the following equation with unknown number m.

432
126dm™* — 84rdm? — (36kr?d — 36r°d)m?* — (% — 18kr3d + 9r3d)ym

+ (k*rt*d — 3krtd 4 r*d + 90) = d*m®
Proof. For the case (2). If a=1,b=1,r = —1,k = 10, then the above equation is
4m® — 252m* — 168m® + 648m? — 90m — 232 = 0.

It can be changed into 2m® — 126m* — 84m3 4 324m? — 45m = 116. This implies that if m
positive integral, then m | 116 and so the probability of m is 1,2, 4,29, 58,116. Let

f(m) = 2m® —126m* — 84m? + 324m? — 45m — 116.
It is shown in
f(1) = —45#0, f(2) = —1086 # 0, f(4) = 98328 # 0, £(29) = 1.0004 x 10'% # 0,
f(58) = 2.5612 x 10* £ 0, f(116) = 6.5568 x 106 #£ 0

that there is no positive integral solution of case (2).
For the case (3). If a=1,b=1,r = -4,k = %, then the above equation is

4m® — 252m* — 672m? — 648m? — 252m — 28 = 0.

It can be changed into m® —63m* — 168m3> — 162m? — 63m = 7. This implies that if m positive
integral, then m | 7 and so the probability of m is 1,7. Let

f(m) =m® —63m* — 168m> — 162m? — 63m — 7.

It is shown in f(1) = 462 # 0, f(7) = 5547528 # 0 that there is no positive integral solution
of case (3).



13

For the case (4). If a=4,b=4,r = -2k = %, then the above equation is

1024m® — 4032m* — 5376m> — 2592m? — 504m — 28 = 0.

It can be changed into 256m® — 1008m* — 1344m3 — 648m? — 126m = 7. If m is an integral,
by 2 | (256m® — 1008m* — 1344m> — 648m? — 126m) and 21 7, we can get a contradiction.

For the case (8). If a =3,b=3,r = -2,k = 1—72, then the above equation is

324m® — 2268m* — 3024m> — 1080m? + 28 = 0.

It can be changed into 81m® — 567m* — 756m> — 270m? = —7. If m is an integral, by 9 |
81m® — 567m* — 756m3 — 270m? and 9t —7, we can get a contradiction.

For the case (9). If a =12,b=12,r = -1,k = %, then the above equation is

82944m® — 36288m* — 24192m? — 4320m? + 28 = 0.
It can be changed into 20736m® — 9072m* — 6048m3> — 1080m? = —7. If m is an integral, by
2| (20736m® — 9072m?* — 6048m3 — 1080m?) and 24 —7, we can get a contradiction.
For the case (10). If a =16,b=16,r = -1,k = 1—76, then the above equation is
262144m® — 64512m* — 43008m> — 10368m? — 1008m — 28 = 0.
It can be changed into 65536m® — 16128m?* — 10752m?> — 2592m? — 252m = 7. This implies
that if m positive integral, then m | 7 and so the probability of m is 1,7. Let

f(m) = 65536m® — 16128m* — 10752m> — 2592m? — 252m — 7.

It is shown in f(1) = 35805 # 0, f(7) = 3.7776 x 10! #£ 0 that there is no positive integral
solution of case (10). O

Lemma A.3. For the cases (1),(3),(4),(5) in the proof of Lemma 4.2, there is no positive
integral solution of the following equation with unknown number m.

1
126dm™ — 84rdm® — (36kr?d — 36r°d)m?* — (g — 18kr3d + 9r*d)m

+ (k2r*d — 3krtd + r*d + 208) = d?m?5.
Proof. For the case (1). If d=3,r =—4,k = %, then the above equation is
9m® — 378m* — 1008m> — 864m? — 252m = 16.

If m is integral, by 3 | (9m® — 378m* — 1008m> — 864m? — 252m) and 3 1 16, we can get a
contradiction.
For the case (3). If d =48,r = -2,k = %, then the above equation is

2304m® — 6048m* — 8064m? — 3456m? — 504m = 16.

If m is integral, by 72 | (2304m® — 6048m* — 8064m? — 3456m? — 504m) and 72 { 16, we can
get a contradiction.
For the case (4). If d =224,r = —1,k = 1, then the above equation is

50176m® — 28224m* — 18816m3 + 1008m + 16 = 0.
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It can be changed into 3136m® — 1764m* — 1176m> + 63m = —1. If m is an integral, by
71| (3136m® — 1764m* — 1176m3 + 63m) and 71 —1, we can get a contradiction.
For the case (5). If d=768,r =—1,k = %, then the above equation is

589824m°% — 96768m?* — 64512m> — 13824m? — 1008m — 16 = 0.

It can be changed into 36864m® — 6048m* — 4032m?> — 864m? — 63m = 1. If m is integral, by
9| (36864m® — 6048m* — 4032m? — 864m? — 63m) and 91 1, we can get a contradiction. [J
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