arxXiv:1405.6053v1 [math.NT] 23 May 2014

A NOTE ON THE MANIN-MUMFORD CONJECTURE

KE CHEN

ABSTRACT. We prove a variant of the Manin-Mumford conjecture for #oelschemes over a normal
base scheme of characteristic zero. The proof is reducdaetdManin-Mumford conjecture over fields
of characteristic zero, through a theorem of Grothendietkhe endomorphisms of abelian schemes.
The theorem implies a case of the André-Oort conjecture fayekvarieties, without resorting to the O-
minimality approach nor the ergodic-Galois approach.
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INTRODUCTION

In this paper we discuss a variant of the Manin-Mumford cciojee for abelian schemes and its
relation to the André-Oort conjecture for Kuga varieties.

Conjecture 0.1 (Manin-Mumford) Let A be an abelian variety over C, with (a;)icr a family of torsion
points. Then the Zariski closure of {a;}icy is a finite union of torsion subvarieties, i.e. subvarieties of
the form A’ + o' where A’ C A is an abelian subvariety and +a' stands for the translation by some
torsion point o' € A(C).

Note that we may replace:,, ) by a sequence of torsion subvarieties, because a torsicarsety is
the Zariski closure of the set of torsion points in it.

The conjecture was first proved by M. Raynaud usirgdic methods, cf.[[21]/122]. WheHd is
defined over a number field, Faltings proved the more genecatidll-Lang conjecture which implies
the Manin-Mumford conjecture, cf.[[8][][9], as well ds 10T here have been many other proofs,
like the ergodic-Galois approach in_J20], the model-th&orapproach of E. Hrushovski|[3], and the
o-minimality approach by J. Pila and U. Zannier][17].

In [19], R. Pink has proposed a conjecture for mixed Shimwadeties as a combination of the
André-Oort conjecture and the Mordell-Lang conjectureis fiurther generalized into the Zilber-Pink
conjecture. In this paper, we restrict our attention to agipal case of the conjecture of Pink which
combines the André-Oort conjecture with the Manin-Mumfoomjecture:

Conjecture 0.2 (André-Oort conjecture for Kuga varietieshet M be a Kuga variety, and let (M;) be
a family of special subvarieties in M. Then the Zariski closure of | J; M; is a finite union of special
subvarieties in M.

Here Kuga varieties\/ appear in the form of an abelian scheme M — S whereS is a pure
Shimura variety, typically corresponding to some modubljppem of abelian varieties, antl is the
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universal family of abelian varieties oveét. Special subvarieties i/ arise from diagrams of the
following form

M —S~ My -S> M

with T" € S a moduli subspace (corresponding to abelian varieties fividr additional symmetries),
Mr — T is the abeliari-scheme pulled-back from/ — S, andM’ c My is a special subscheme in
the sense o?? below, which is "roughly” an abelian subscheme translateddme torsion section.

Of course one may replace Kuga varieties by general mixeth®hi varieties. But the technique and
results in this paper mainly focus on abelian schemes ana Kageties.

There have been remarkable progresses towards the Andt&@gecture, cf.[[24] for the ergodic-
Galois approach and cf._[23] for a survey of the o-minimadipproach of J. Pila. In the case of mixed
Shimura varieties| 4] has proved the equidistributionertain families of special subvarieties in Kuga
varieties, and Z. Gao has proved the André-Oort conjecturgdneral mixed Shimura varieties whose
pure part are Siegel modular varieti¢g, cf.[11]. The result of Gao is inconditional fgr< 6, and relies
on the GRH for CM fields whepn > 6, as a generalization of previous results by J. Pila, J. Tisirag,
etc.

In this paper we prove the following statement:

Theorem 0.3 (main theorem) Let w : M — S be a Kuga variety fibred over a pure Shimura variety,
with (M,,) a sequence of special subvarieties such that w(M,) = S for all n. Then the Zariski closure
of U,, My, is a finite union special subvarieties whose images under 7 are equal to S.

It relies on a relative version of the Manin-Mumford conjeet for abelian schemes over a normal
base scheme of characteristic zero. Although the argunae@tslementary, even without the estimation
of degrees, Galois orbits, etc., it does imply unconditiigre special case of the André-Oort conjecture
for general Kuga varieties, which is not fully covered lin pHjd [5]. We hope that it is useful as a
footnote to the André-Oort conjecture.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we recallbdsc notions of abelian schemes,
special subschemes, monodromy representations, etccliois2 we prove a relative Manin-Mumford
conjecture for abelian schemes using a theorem of Groteekdiln Section 3, we recall the basic
notions of fibred Kuga varieties, and their special subti@se In Section 4, we use some results in
Hodge theory to show that special subvarieties in Kuga tatieat are faithfully flat over the base
Shimura varieties are exactly the special subschemes wherew the Kuga variety as the total space
of an abelian scheme, which finishes the proof.

1. SPECIAL SUBSCHEMES IN ABELIAN SCHEMES
We recall some basic notions of abelian schemes, detailfictvean be found ir [15].

Definition 1.1 (abelian schemes and endomorphisnst .S be a scheme.

(1) An abelianS-scheme is a proper smoaofhischemer : A — S equipped with a group law. The
group law is necessarily commutative, and it is written tdglly.

(2) Let A — S be an abeliart-scheme. We writéndg(A) for the ring of endomorphisms of the
abelianS-scheme4, i.e. morphisms of thé&-schemeA respecting the group law. We writendg(A)
of the étale sheal/ — Endy(Ay). Similarly, we have the ring of endomorphisms 4f— S up to
isogeny, namelfEndg(A) := Ends(A) ®z Q, and the étale she@#ndg(A). In practice we only need
these sheaves on the finite étale sites.

(3) Let A — S be an abeliary-scheme. An abeliaf-subscheme is just a smooth closedubgroup
of A — S.

Definition-Proposition 1.2 (torsions and Tate modules)et A — S be an abeliarb-scheme of relative
dimensiong. We assume for simplicity thaf is connected, and we fix a geometric paindf .S. Write
m1(S) = m (S, x) for the étale fundamental group 6fwith base pointz.
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(1) For an integetV # 0, we have the endomorphisfiv] : A — A, sending a sectioa to the N-th
multiple a + - - - 4+ a (/N-fold).

The endomorphismV] : A — A is always flat, and its kernel[N] := Ker[N] is a finite flat group
S-scheme.

WhenN is invertible overS, A[N] is finite étale ovelS. In this case, the group, (S, ) acts on the
fiber A[N], respecting the group law, hence it defines a continuous septationp[N] : 71(S,z) —
GLz,y(A[N],), which we call the monodromy representationtof.S, z) on theN-torsion points. The
kernel of p[ V] is a normal cofinite subgroup af; (S, z) corresponding to a finite étale Galois covering
Sy of S. Sy is universal in the sense thatlif— S is a morphism of schemes such thatdnp — T we
haveAp[N] = (Z/N)?Fg is a constant étale sheaf ovEythenT factors throughSy — S uniquely.

(2) For/ arational prime, we have the integfahdic Tate modul&', A = @n A[¢"], and the rational
(-adic Tate modulely A = T/A ®z,, Qus. When/ is invertible onS, the action ofr (S, z) gives a
continuous/-adic representatiop, : m (S, z) — GLgz,(T/A,), which is called the-adic monodromy
representation of; (S, z) for A — S. Note that wher? is invertible onS, T,A, is isomorphic t(ﬂgg
as a topological abelian group.

Similarly, whensS is of characteristic zero, we have the total Tate modie = @NA[N], and

the adelic Tate modul&°A = TA @, _ Qg. We also have the continuous monodromy representation

p:m(S, ) = GL,(TA,), with TA, = 7.

In particular, the kernel op : 71(S,z) — GL,;(TA,) corresponds to a pro-finite étale covering
S — S, such that for any intege¥ £ 0, A[N] is a disjoint union ofV'2¢ sections, wherel — S is the
base change ol — S alongS — S.

In the rest of the paper, we assume thas an integral scheme of characteristic zero.
To formulate our main results, we need the following vasgaoittorsion points and torsion subvari-
eties:

Definition 1.3 (special sections and special subschemkesj A — S be an abelian scheme.

(1) A special section is the image of some morphism of the f8p+— Ay — A, whereSy — Ayn
is a torsion section ofl y — Sy following the notations il 1]12(1), andy — A is the natural projection
from the base changéy = A x s Sy. Using finite étale descent, one verifies easily that spseiions
of A — S are S-subschemes that are finite étale o¥esuch that after some finite étale base change it
splits into a disjoint union of torsion sections: §f C A is a special section, then its preimage along
someAy — A is the orbit of a torsion section under (.S, z).

(2) A special subscheme is the image of some morphism of tme f&y — Ay — A for some
N € Ny, whereAy = A xg Sy asin (1), andBy = A\ + tn, WwhereAd)y, — Ay is an abelian
Sn-subscheme, angy is anN-torsion section ofdy — Sy. Since the image afly in A is an abelian
S-subschemed’, we may think of the special subscheme asthes, x)-orbit of the translation ofd’
by some torsion section.

When the monodromy representation is trivial, specialisastare exactly torsion sections, and we
have

Lemma 1.4 (generic fiber) Let S be an integral scheme of charcteristic zero, and let A — S be an
abelian S-scheme of relative dimension g. Write n for the generic point of S with function field F,
and 7 the geometric point given by the separable closure F of F. If the monodromy representation
m1(S,n) — GL;TA, is trivial, then we have a bijection between torsion sections of A — S and
torsion points in A, sending a torsion section to its generic fiber.

Proof. Then the monodromy representation 4f factors asGal(F'/F) — m1(S,n) — GL;(TA4,),
hence it is also trivial, and all the torsion pointsAr (F') are defined ovef'. For each integeN > 0,
the triviality of the monodromy representation impliesttddN| = (Z/N )é" is a constant finite étale
group, withA[N](S) = (Z/N)?9. In particular, shrinking to the étale opén} — S gives the identity
A[N](S) — A, [N](n), which is the desired bijectiony being an arbitrary integer. O

We also have the following elementary fact:
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Lemma 1.5. Let S be an integral scheme of characteristic zero, and let A — S be an abelian S-scheme

of dimension g. Let N,, be a sequence of positive integers tending to infinity as n grows. Then the union
U,, A[Ny] is dense in A for the Zariski topology.

Proof. The structure mapl — S being of finite presentation, we may assume & noetherian and
geometrically integral.

If S'is a field, then we may further assume that it is embeddéd imhenl J,, A[N,,](C) is dense in
A(C) for the analytic topology, hendg,, A[N,,] is dense inA for the Zariski topology.

For S geometrically integral with generic poimt and function fieldF, it is clear that the abelian
variety A, is dense inA for the Zariski topology. Sincel[N,], = A,[N,], we see thatJ,, A[N,], is
dense in4, hence the density ¢f],, A[N,,]. O

2. EXTENSION OVER A NORMAL BASE

In this section, we fiXS' a normal integral scheme of characteristic zero, and wé fix .S an abelian
S-scheme of relative dimensiagn Write ) for the generic point of, and its algebraic closure. Write
m1(S,7n) — GLy (T Ay) for the monodromy representation, whose kernel corresptind profinite Ga-
lois coverS overS. Sinced — S is of finite presentation, we may assume thas locally noetherian.

Note thatS — S is also normal, the proof of which is reduced to the finite&@se, using the
following

Lemma 2.1. Let A be a noraml integral ring, on which a finite group G acts by automorphisms. Then
the subring AC fixed by G is normal.

Proof. Write F for the fraction field of4, andE the fraction field ofA. Then for anya € E integral
over A%, its integral equation with coefficients i is an integral equation ovet, hencex € ENA =
AC, O

The reason we choose to work over an integral normal baseaofcteristiz zero is the following (cf.
[12] Theorem and Corollary 4.2):

Theorem 2.2 (A. Grothendieck) Let S be a locally noetherian integral scheme over a field of charac-
teristic zero, with A, B two abelian S-schemes, { a fixed rational prime.

(1) Letuy : TyA — TyB a homomorphism of integral £-adic Tate modules. If for some point s € S the
homomorphism uy(s) comes from a homomorphism of abelian k(s)-schemes u(s) : A(s) — B(s), then
wg comes from some homomorphism v : A — B, i.e. it lies in the image of the natral homomorphism
Homg(A, B) — Homg, (T,A, T/B).

(2) Assume moreover that S is normal, with U an open subscheme of S, and X an abelian U-scheme.
Then X extends to an abelian S-scheme X — S if and only if T X is unramified over S, in the sense
that for any n € N, X [("] extends to an étale cover of S.

Proposition 2.3 (constant subsheaf).et A — S be an abelian S-scheme, with S normal integral, such

that the monodromy representation m1(S,1) — GLy(TAg) is trivial, i.e. S = S. Then the sheaf
Endg(A) is a constant subsheaf of End; _(TA).

Proof. Endg(A) is a subsheaf oEnd; (TA), because for any etale morphigm— S, Endy (Av)
is naturally a subset ‘EndZU (TAy): if amorphismf : Ay — Ay sends eactV-torsion subgroup to
zero, then it sends the closure(df; Ay [N] to zero, namely it is zero as an endomorphisrmigfover
U.

For the constancy, we first show that any geometric poowern gives an isomorphism : Endg(A) —
End;(A,) by restriction. The injectivity is proved as above, and fu surjectivity, we have the com-
mutative diagram

Endg(A) End,(A4,)

| L
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where the horizontal map on the bottom is bijective due tariliality of the monodromy representation.
The two vertical maps are inclusions, hence the horizonggl rron the top row is surjective, using 2.2
(1).

Now for any étale morphisry — S with a geometric point: in U, the monodromy representation
m1(U,z) — GL;(T(Ay),) is trivial, henceEndy (Ay) — End, (A, ) is bijective. Hencéindg(A) —
Endy (Ay) is an isomorphism for all/, which proves the constancy. OJ

For an abelian variety we can realize its abelian subvadstihe neutral component of the kernel of
some endomorphism, based on the following:

Theorem 2.4 (splitting theorem, cf.[]2] 3.19, 3.20) et k be a field, and let X be an abelian variety
over k. Then for any abeian subvariety Y C X, there exists an abelian subvariety Z C X such that the
product map Y x Z — X is an isogeny.

Infact letY C X be an abelian subvariety, wifki the degree of the isogentyx Z — X given by the
theorem. The multiplicationV] : Y xZ — Y x Z factors through some isogefwy,pz) : X — Y xZ,
and the composition

x Prrz) o pivie o X x

is an isogeny, withy andiz inclusions of abelian subvarieties. In particular, the position :=
myxo(0xiz)opz € Endg(X) is an endomorphism, whose kernel contdinas the neutral component.

Corollary 2.5. Let A — S etc. be as in the beginning of this section, with S normal integral. If the
monodromy representation is trivial, then every abelian subvariety A’ in the generic fiber A, extends to
an abelian S-subscheme B of A — S with B, = A'.

Proof. Let A’ C A, be an abelian subvariety. Then[byl2.4 we can find some enddbisorg : A, —
A, such thatd’ is equal to the neutral component of the closed subgrouptydfier¢. The constancy
of Endg(A) shows that) extends to a unique endomorphidrof A — S. The kerneKer® is a closed
S-subgroup ofA — S, and it is smooth ovef because it is the pull-back of the neutral sectibr> A
along®. Therefore the neutral componentleér®, denoted ad3, is a closedS-subscheme ofi and
is an abelianS-subscheme under the group law4f— S. Taking generic fiber we see that, is a
connected subgroup variety Kier®, = Ker¢, namely it is equal tol’. O

We also have the following

Corollary 2.6 (descent to finite level)Let A — S be an abelian S-scheme, with S normal integral of
characteristic zero. Let S — S be the pro- ﬁmte étale Galois covering correspondmg to the kernel of
the monodromy representation, and let A' — S be an abelian S-subscheme of A := A xg S. Then A’
descends to some finite étale cover T — S, i.e. there exists a finite étale cover T — S such that S — S
factors as S — T — Sandthat A' = B g Where B is an abelian T-subscheme of the base change
AT —T.

Proof. This is the standard reduction of projective limitd’ c A is the neutral component dfer¢
for some endomorphism : A — A. Since the projective limib = lim Sy is taken over the filtrant
system(Sy) with Sy corresponding to the kernel afi (S,7) — GLz,n(A[N]j;), there exists some
integer N > 0 such thatp : A — A is pulled-back from some endomorphisin: Ay — Ay with
An = A x5Sy, and thater® has neutral componeiit such thatB is an abeliart y-subscheme with
Bg = A’. One may thus také = Sy. O

We proceed to prove the Manin-Mumford conjecture in thetredesetting using special subschemes.

Proposition 2.7 (relative Manin-Mumford) Let A — S be an abelian S-scheme, with S a normal
integral scheme of characteristic zero. Let A,, be a sequence of special subschemes of A — S. Then the
Zariski closure of | J,, Ay, can be represented as a finite union of special subschemes.

Proof. SinceA — S is of finite presentation, we may assume for simplicity thas geometrically
integral of generic poing, with 77 the geometric point it corresponding to the spearable closure.of
5



(1) We first consider the case when the monodromy repregemiattrivial, i.e. S = S. In this case,
we have proved that taking base change fi®ho n gives

¢ a bijection between torsion sections4f— S and torsion points ofi,;
e a bijection between abeliastsubschemes ol — S and abelian subvarieties df,.

And taking Zariski closure gives inverses to these bijedibecause is dense inS.

Special subschemes ihare of the formu+ B with a a torsion section an® an abelians-subscheme.
Let A,, be a sequence of special subschemed of S. ThenA,, , is a torsion subvariety aofl,, with
A, dense in4,, for the Zariski closure topology. The closure(df, A,,,, in A, is a finite union of
torsion subvarieties, whose closure is a finite union of ispestibscheme iM. The Manin-Mumford
conjecture is thus immediate in this case.

(2) In general, a special subscheme4ois the imager’(A’) where

e ' : Ay — A s the projection for some base chande — Sy, Sy corresponding to the
kernel ofmy (S, 7) — GLz/n(A[N]z)-;
o A’ = d/ + B’ for some torsion sectiow’ of Ay — Sy and some abeliafy-subscheme3’ of
An.
Hence a special subscheme is of the farfd’), wherer : A — Ais the projection for the base change
A — S, with S corresponding to the kernel afi(S,7) — GL,(TAj), andA’ = o’ + B’ for some
torsion section/’ of A — S and B’ some abeliarb-subscheme.
The projectionr : A — A is a pro-finite cover, and in particular it is universally sial. LetA,, be
a special subscheme ihof the form(B,,) with B,, a special subscheme df — S. Then the Zariski
closure of J,, A,, containst(B), with B the Zariski closure of J,, B, in A. By (1) we know thatB is a
finite union of special subschemesAr,l hencer(B) is a finite union of special subschemes4nhence
it is equal to the Zariski closure ¢f],, A,,. O

3. PRELIMINARIES ONKUGA VARIETIES

We recall briefly the definitions of Kuga data, Kuga varietiasd their special subvarieties, cf. [4]
Section 2.

Definition 3.1 (Kuga data) A Kuga datum is a paifP, Y") given by someG, X; V) as follows
e (G, X)is apure Shimura datum in the sense of [7]; in particutais aG(R)-conjugacy class
of homomorphisms: : S — Gg subject to some algebraic constraints;
e p : G — GLvy is an algebraic representation on a finite-dimensiddalector space such
that for anyz € X the compositionp o z : S — GLvr is a Hodge structure of type
{(_17 0)7 (07 _1)}
We putP =V x G andY = V(R) x X, with Y viewed as & (R)-conjugacy class of homomor-
phismsy : S — Pg subject to some algebraic constraints. In the languadeloff5Y) = V x (G, X)
is fibred oven(G, X).
WhenV = 0, we get (pure) Shimura data.
For simplicity, we also require that the Kuga data are irodole in the sense of [18] 2.13, which
means that for anf)-subgroupH C G there is some: € X such that:(S) ¢ Hg.

Definition 3.2 (morphisms and subdata\ morphism between Kuga data is of the forffi, f.) :
(P,Y) — (P,Y’) with f : P — P’ a homomorphism of)-groups, andf, : Y — Y” is the push-
forward sending : S — Prto foy:S — Pg.

A subdatum of P, Y") is a morphism of Kuga datgf, f.) : (P1,Y1) — (P,Y) such that bothf and
f+ are inclusions of subsets.

Let (P,Y) = V x (G, X) be a Kuga datum. The natural méB,Y) — (G, X) is a morphism
of Kuga data, which we call the natural projection (&,Y) onto its pure baseG is the maximal
reductive quotient oP. The Levi decompositio® = V x G also extends to an inclusion of subdatum
(G, X) < (P,Y) which we call the pure section corresponding?e= V x G.

Note that for a Kuga daturfP,Y) = V x (G, X), Y is a complex manifold with a transitive action
of P(R), and the natural projectioni — X is a holomorphic vector bundle, equivariant with respect to
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P(R) — G(R). The fiberr—!x is the real vector spac¥ (R) with the complex structure defined by
r:S— GR — GLV,R-

Definition 3.3 (connected Kuga varietiesyVe writeQ = Z @, Q for the ring of finite adeles.
(1) The (complex) Kuga variety defined by the Kuga daiiimY") at level K for some compact open

subgroupK C P(Q) is a double quotient of the form
M (P,Y)(C) = P(Q\(Y x P(Q)/K)

with P(Q) acts onY x P(Q)/K through the diagonal. TakB(Q), the stablizer inP(Q) of some
connected componedt™ C Y, we have

Mi(P,Y)(€) = [[Px(a)\ Y+

with T' (a) = P(Q)+ NaKa™*, a running through a set of representatives of the finite dogbtgient
P(Q),\P(Q)/K.

The general theory of mixed Shimura varieties in [18] shdves the sef\/x (P, Y")(C) defined above
are quasi-projective normal varieties owéy and they admits canonical models over certain number
fields. In this paper we only treat them as normal algebraiietias overC.

The mappp : Y x P(Q)/K — My (P,Y)(C), (y,aK) — [y,aK] is called the (complex) uni-
formization.

(2) A connected Kuga datum is of the forf®, Y; Y ) with (P,Y) = V x (G, X) a Kuga datum
andY ™ C Y a connected component ®f. Note thatY'* is homogeneous und@(R)*. We also
have(P,Y;Y ") = V x (G, X; X ") in the sense df 3}1, witk ™ the image oft* in X which is a
connected component of.

Connected Kuga varieties are quasi-projective algebrai@eties overC of the formT'\Y+ with
I' ¢ P(Q). some congruence subgroup. They also admit canonical modedsome number fields.

We write pr for the uniformization magy ™ — T\Y ™+, y — Ty.

(3) In particular, when we writéP,Y; Y ™) = V x (G, X; X ) and take a congruence subgroup of
the formI' = T'y x I'g, withT'v € V(Q) andT'c € G(Q), congruence subgroups such that is
stabilized byl'g, then we have the natural projectian: M = I'\Y " — S = I'¢\X T, which is an
abelianS-scheme with neutral sectidh < M given by(G, X; X ) — (P,Y;Y ™).

Assumption 3.4. Unless otherwise mentioned, we will always assume Ikatis a torsion-free con-
gruence subgroup o&(Q);. In this caseS is smooth, and the natural maf,\ X+ — T'g\X ™"

is finite étale for any congruence subgrolp C I'g. SicneS is also normal by[[1], we see that
the étale fundamental group 6fis equal to the pro-finite completion @f, the image ofl'¢ inside
Aut(X) = G24(R)*, which only differs fromI'g by a central subgroup.

Remark 3.5 (group law) Let (P,Y) =V x (G, X) be a fibred Kuga datum. We write the group law
onP=V xGas

(Uvg) ' (Ulvg/) - (U + g(U/)vgg/)
for local sections), v’ € V, g,¢ € G, with g(v') = gv'g~ = p(g)(v) by the representatiop: G —
GLy. In particular, foru € V, we haveu(v, g)u~! = (u,1)(v, 9)(—u, 1) = (v +u — g(u), g).

Write w : (P,Y) — (G, X) for the natural projection, then the fibred prod(®t Y') x g x) (P,Y)
exists as a fibred Kuga datum, which is simpWa V) x (G, X). The sumV @V — V defines a group
law (P,Y) x(q x) (P,Y) — (P,Y) with (G, X) — (P,Y) as the neutral section. =V x G it
writes as(v, g)+ (v, g) = (v+2', ¢g) and onY it writes as(v, z) + (v, x) = (v+', z). Fix a connected
componentXt C X, its pre-imageYt = 7~!X* C Y, and congruence subgroupg; ¢ G(Q).,
I'v C V(Q) (stabilized byI'g) andT’ = I'y x I'q, we see thal = T'\Y" — S = T'g\X " isa
bundle of compact Lie group ovét: (v,z) + (v/,z) = (v + ¢/, z) for (v,z), (v,2) € 7o,z € X T,

The fibers are compact complex tori, ahfl — S is an abelianS-scheme as the variation of Hodge
structures given by the monodromy representatiofi5) — GLr,, is polarized, due to the universal
property of(G, X)) mentioned later il 4]2; see also [7], [18] ahd|[19].
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Definition 3.6 (special subvarieties and Hecke translatég)r M/ = I'\Y+ a connected Kuga variety
defined by(P,Y;Y ™) as above, a special subvariety M is of the form or(Y’") given by some
subdatumP’, Y’;Y'*) c (P,Y;Y ™). Note that we requird”’* to be a connected componentof
contained iny’ *.

Takeq € P(Q),, qI'¢~! remains a congruence subgroupR(fQ),, and we have an isomorphism
7 M=T\Yt = ql'¢g\Y*,T-y— ql'q ! qy, called the Hecke tranaslation hyNote that when
g€ V(Q),(P,Y;YT) =Vx(¢Gqg !, ¢X;qX"),andr, sends the pure section df — S to the pure
section ofM’ = qI'¢ '\Y ™+ — §" = ql'qq '\¢X ™+ given by(¢Gq 1, ¢X;¢XT) — (P,Y;Y ™).

A~

Of course we can also talk about more general Hecke tramslgiven byg € P(Q), cf. [4].

The following proposition describes subdata and speciaVaieties in an explicit way as we have
seen in Introduction.

Proposition 3.7 (description of subdata and special subvarieti¢s) Ler (P,Y) = V x (G, X) be a
Kuga datum fibred over a pure Shimura datum (G, X). Then a Kuga subdatum (P, Y") C (P,Y) is of
the form (P',Y") = V' x (vG/v=Y,vX") where (G', X') is a pure Shimura subdatum of (G, X), V'
is a subrepresentation of G' in V, and v € V(Q) conjugate G' into a Levi Q-subgroup vG'v=! of P'.
For a fixed (P',Y"), v is unique up to translation by V (Q).

(2) Let M = T'\Y" be a connected Kuga variety defined by (P,Y;Y ") =V x (G, X; X™T) with
I' = I'v x 'g. The natural projection 7 : M — S = T'g\X ™ defines an abelian S-scheme, and the
special subvariety M’ defined by (P',Y";Y't) = V' x (vG'v= v X";vX'") fits into the diagram

M/

s -5
where S" = prg (X'1) is the pure special subvariety in S defined by (G', X'; X'+, Mg/ is the pull-back
of M — S along S' — S, equal to the special subvariety defined by V x (G, X'; X"). M is a torsion
subscheme of the abelian S’-scheme Mg — S’ in the sense of ??: the subdatum V' x (G/; X'; X'T)
defines an abelian S'-subscheme A'y,, and (vG'v™, vX';vX'") defines a special section of Mg — S,
the “translation” by which gives the torsion subscheme M.

Proof. The part (1) is from[]J4] 2.6 and 2.10. We only outline how (2)interpreted via the special
subschemes. We may thus assume ffat S.

Write T'g(v) = {g € T'g : v — g(v) € I'v}. Thenvl'g(v)v = 'y x 'e Nvl'gv~!. Base change
tof:T =Tg()\XT — S, we get the abeliafi-schemeM; = (T'y x g(v))\Y T — T. Aside
from the neutral sectioff’ — My given by(G, X; X ") c (P,Y;Y ") andl'g(v) C T'y x I'g(v),
we also have the pure special subvari@tyy) = er(vX ') corresponding tqvGov—! v X;vX ™).
Since we have shrinked fog (v), the equalityy(I'v x I'g(v))v™! = I'v x vT'g(v)v~! implies that
T(v) = vTg)v""\vXt = T'g(v)\X™T, and thusl'(v) is a torsion section, whose torsion order is the
minimal integerN > 0 such thatV - v € T'y. The subdatunV’ x (G, X; X ) defines an abeliaff-
subscheme al/, whose translation by’ (v) is a torsion subscheme &fr. Its image unded; — M
is a special subscheme df, which is exactly the special subvariety’ = or(Y’'"). O

4. SPECIAL SUBSCHEMES INKUGA VARIETIES

In this section we show that special subschemes in a fibre@d Kadety M/ — S are special subva-
rieties that are faithfully flat ove$. The proof makes use of some facts from the theory of variaifo
Hodge structures, details of which can be foundin [7]] [1B4] etc. We adopt standard abbreviations
such as "HS” for Hodge structures, "PVHS” for polarized e#ion of Hodge structures, etc.

Theorem 4.1 (abelian schemes vs. variation of Hodge structuiies, [6B&MN Ler S be a smooth
scheme over C of finite type. Then we have the equivalence between the following two categories:

o (1) the category of abelian S-schemes (with morphisms respecting the group laws);
e (2) the category of polarizable variation of integral Hodge structures (Z-PVHS) of type {(—1.0), (0, —1) }.
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The equivalence sends an abelig#schemef : A — S to theZ-PVHS 77 = 7 (A/S) whose
underlying local system df-modules is dual taR! f,7Z 4, with 2%, = H,(A,,7Z) as the fiber at. The
exponential map realizd as the the quotient sheaf

0— H — LiesA - A—0

whereLieg A is the sheaf of "vertical tangents” of — S, i.e. the pull-back of the relative tangent sheaf
Derg A along the neutral sectiofi <— A. The Hodge decomposition in the relative setting is

0— FY = # @z, Os — LiegA — 0

with F° the 0-th piece of the Hodge filtration.
Note that when we fixd — S an abelianS-scheme, the equivalence above also implies the bijection
between

e (1) abelianS-subschemes of;

e (2) sub-variation of rational Hodge structures.4fy = .77 ®z, Qg
which sends an abeliafi-subschemed’ to 7#(A’/S)q. Conversely, givenig and object in (2)',
H' = Ay N A is aZ-PVHS of type{(—1,0), (0, —1)} which defines an abeliafi-schemeA’, and
the eveident map?”’ — .# shows thatd’ is an abelian5-subscheme ofl.

Deligne showed in[7] that a pure Shimura dat(@, X) is universal in the following sense:

Theorem 4.2 (moduli of Hodge structures).et (G, X) be a pure Shimura datum. Then the composition
w: Gy — S > Gr is a central cocharacter, independent of x € X. For any (algebraic) representation
p: G — GLv over Q such that p o w : Gy, — GL~ is some central cocharacter t — thidy defined
over Q, the constant local system ¥ on X with fiber V (Q) underlies a unique Q-PVHS

We also need the notion of (generic) Mumford-Tate groups[1ef].

Definition 4.3 (Mumford-Tate groups)(1) For(V,h : S - GLy k) aQ-HS, its Mumford-Tate group
is the smallesf)-subgroupG of GLy such that:(S) € Gr. G is connected. If the Hodge structure is
polarizable, therG is reductive. We writdc = MT(h).

If W is a space of tensors dn, i.e. a subquotient of; V™ @ (VV)®"i (m;,n; € N), thenW is
aQ-Hs for the natural action & if and only if it is stabilized by the natural action &f by the tensor
constructions. In particular, writing/’° for the subspace diVc fixed by Sc, theni N W90 equals
W& the Q-subspace fixed b, and this space is called the space of Hodge class of(tyg in 1.

(2) Let S be a complex manifold, an@',.%#) a Q-VHS on S. We fix a modelV for 7, i.e. aQ-
vector space such that for eaehe S we have an isomorphisii = 7, and that for any:, y € S, the
induced isomorphisny;, = V = 7 is induced by a prescribed path.$hfrom z to y. Typically we fix
a base point € S and a patlt, from s to x for eachz, so thatl = 7; andV = ¥, is given by/,..

For eachr € S, we have the Mumford-Tate groupati.e. the Mumford-Tate groupIT(7), which
is identified as &)-subgroup ofGLy via the isomorphisni” = ¥,. There exists a countable union of
analytic subspaces = (J,, S, and aQ-subgroupG C GLy such thatG = MT(7,) for anyz ¢ .
Forz € ¥, we haveMT(7,) C G. G is called the generic Mumford-Tate group of thevVHS (7, .%).
When theQ-VHS is polarizableG is reductive.

Remark 4.4. In general, the Mumford-Tate group of&HS (V, h) is aQ-subgroup oflGLy x G, so
that the Hodge classes @f, p)-type (p € Z) can be studied in the same way as in the above definition.
In this paper we will only need Hodge classes of typg)) and the above definition suffices.

Example 4.5 (Kuga-Siegel case)Let (P,Y) = V x (G, X) be a Kuga datum. Then the representation
G — GLvy defines aQ-VHS 7 on X whose underlying local system is the constant sheaf of fiber
V(Q). Byl[4.2, thisQ-VHS is polarizable. Since the local system is constantptilarization is given

by some symplectic fornp : V@ V — Q(—1) which G preserves up to similitude. Hence the Kuga
datum(P,Y") is equivalently given by a homomorphism of pure Shimura §&taX) — (GSpy, 7%/ ).

The image of(G, X) — (GSpy,#4/) is a subdatum(G’, X’) C (GSpy, #4/), Which is also
irreducible agG, X) already is. It follows immediately from the definitign#.3athG’ is the generic
Mumford-Tate group of/” on X.
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Take a latticel'y in V(Q), and a torsion-free congruence subgrdup C G(Q). stabilizingT'y,
we get the connected Shimura varidly= I'c\X . The representatiohg — GL(I'y) defines a
7Z-PVHS, asl'¢ acts onX " through the fundamental group 6f and theQ-PVHS associated to it is
obviously 7". The abelianS-scheme corresponding to thHisPVHS is exactly the fibred Kuga variety
M=T\Yt = SwithT =T'y x'gandY ™ = V(R) x X,

In the rest of this section, we fix : M — S an abelian scheme given by a fibred connected Kuga
variety M = TI'\Y ", defined by the datuniP,Y) = V x (G, X), with a torsion-free congruence
subgroupl’ = T'y x I'g, andS = T'g\X ™. If M’ C M is a special subvariety such that)/’) = S,
then by[3.¥ we see thall is a special subscheme df — S. We proceed to prove the inverse:

Theorem 4.6 (special subschemes vs. special subvarietiés) M — S be defined by (P,Y) =
V % (G,X) andT' =Ty x T'qg as above. Let M' C M be a special subscheme. Then M’ is a special
subvariety, and w(M') = S.

Proof. The pure Shimura variety = I'\X T is normal. For any non-zero intege&¥ € N, write
Il'g(N) = Ker('g — GL(I'v) — GL(I'yv/NTv), thenT'c (V) is a congruence subgroup Ifg,
and the base change

oy My = FV X PG(]V)\Y'Jr — SN = Fg(N)\XJr
is an abeliarS y-scheme in which thév-torsion subgroup split, i.eV/y[N] =[], My (v), where

e the disjoint union is indexed by.I'v/T'v, which is theN-torsion subgroup of v\ V (R);
e forv € V(Q), My (v) stands for the special subvariety defined bGv—!,vX;vXT).

Note that for generab € V(Q), the special subvariet§/y (v) only depends on the class ofin
I'v\V(Q), and the resulting special subvarietf1§v X+, with T" = I'v x I'q NvG(Q), v, which
is equal tovl'g (v)v~—! with

Fg(v)={g€Tlg:g(v)—velv}.

Sincel'g(N) is the kernel of'¢ — GL(I'v/N) = GL(+I'v/I'v), we see thay € ' always fixes
the class ob» modulol'y whenv € +I'y, henceMy (v) & I'g(N)\X*+ = Sy. This isomorphism is
actually the Hecke translation given byusinguv(I'y x I'g(N))v™! 2 T'y x I'g(N), cf.[3.8 and 3b.

By the definition of special subschemes, it remains to shavebery abeliarb-subscheme af/ —

S is a special subvariety/’ such thatr(M’) = S. It suffices to treat the problem for a sufficiently
small levell'g, so by shrinking"¢ we may assume that the sheaf of endomorphism aldéhrds (M)

is constant, as we have seen that over the integral normeahseh the sheaf is locally constant and
its generic fiber is a finite rankK-algebra. Since we only need to study the neutral comporfethieo
kernel of endomorphisms, we may repldads (M) by the isogeny algebrBndg (M), which is also
constant.

Passing to isogeny from the equivalenceln 4.1, the sBeal (M) is the same as the endomorphism
sheaf of theQ-PVHS &g = 5#(M/S) @z, Qg, namely the sheaf associated to the Hodge classes of
type (0,0) in End () = g ®@qg Ay with 7 the Q-PVHS dual tos#. Sinces# is given by
the representatio — GLv, End(74) is given by the tensor representatioh— GLgyq(v), and
the (0, 0) part corresponds to the trivial subrepresentationl(V)©. So the constant sheBfndg (M)
is associated to the vector spdgad(V)%.

Let M’ be an abeliarb-subscheme, realized as the neutral component of gom&ndg (M ). We
thus identify¢ as an element dind(V)©, and it follows from the equivalencés .1 and the character-
ization of abelian subschemes via s@BPVHS that)M’ corresponds to th@-PVHS .#” given by V’
which is the kernel of) : V — V. ClearlyV’ is a subrepresentation &f in V, and for anyz € X, the
action ofS on V'’ throughz makesV a sub@-HS of V, hence is of typg (—1, 0), (0, —1)}. We obtain
a Kuga subdatuniP’, Y’) = V' x (G, X)), which defines an abeliafi-subscheme, whose associated
Q-PVHS is the one given by the action @fon'V’. Therefore this abeliaf-subscheme is equal fa’,
and M’ is a special subvariety, faithfully flat ovétunderr. O

We immediately get the desired variant of the Manin-Mumfoodjecture in the Kuga setting
10



Corollary 4.7. Let m : M — S be a Kuga variety fibred over a pure Shimura variety S as an abelian
S-scheme. Let (M,,) be a sequence of special subvarieties faithfully flat over S, i.e. w(M,,) = S for all
n. Then the Zariski closure of | J,, M, is a finite union of special subvarieties faithfully flat over S.
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