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BLOCH’S PRINCIPLE FOR HOLOMORPHIC MAPS INTO SUBVARIETIES
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OF SEMI-ABELIAN VARIETIES

KATSUTOSHI YAMANOI

ABSTRACT. We generalize a fundamental theorem in higher dimensional value distribution
theory about entire curves in subvarieties X of semi-abelian varieties to the situation of the
sequences of holomorphic maps from the unit disc into X. This generalization implies, among

other things, that subvarieties of log general type in semi-abelian varieties are pseudo-Kobayashi

hyperbolic. As another application, we improve a classical theorem due to Cartan in 1920’s
about the system of nowhere vanishing holomorphic functions on the unit disc satisfying Borel’s
identity.
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Bloch’s principle is a widely recognized guiding principle in the study of complex function
theory. The origin of this principle goes back to a famous Bloch’s dictum “Nihil est in infinito
quod non prius fuerit in ﬁmto”ﬁ made in his several papers written in 1926 (eg. [4, p. 311]). In
many contexts, this statement is interpreted more concretely as the following heuristic principle
that a family of holomorphic functions in a domain, all of which have a property P, is likely to
be normal if P cannot be possessed by non-constant entire functions in the plane (eg. [38, p.
101]). A typical example is the correspondence between Picard’s little theorem and Montel’s
theorem that a family of holomorphic functions on a domain, all of which omit two values 0
and 1, is normal. There are several very good references for Bloch’s principle including [3], [38]

Chapter 4], [47].

1According to Schiff [38, p. 101], this may be translated as: Nothing exists in the infinite plane that has not
been previously done in the finite disc.
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In the light of his principle, Bloch [4] investigated a theory over the finite disc that corre-
sponds to Borel’s generalization of Picard’s little theorem (cf. Theorem [[.§]). This investigation
was succeeded by Cartan [I0] who in particular generalized Montel’s theorem above (cf. The-
orem [LY). After a half century, Kiernan and Kobayashi [25] interpreted the works of Bloch
and Cartan in the context of Kobayashi hyperbolic geometry. These developments are fully
explained by Lang [30, Ch. VIII]. We shall discuss an improvement of the theorem of Cartan
later (cf. Theorem [LT).

In this paper, we are interested in holomorphic maps into subvarieties of semi-abelian vari-
eties. In the situation over the complex plane C, we have the following theorem due to Bloch
[5], Ochiai [36], Kawamata [22] and Noguchi [34].

Theorem 1.1 (Bloch, Ochiai, Kawamata, Noguchi). Let A be a semi-abelian variety and let
X ; A be a proper closed algebraic subvariety of A. Let f : C — X be a holomorphic map.
Then there exists a proper semi-abelian subvariety B ; A with the following two properties:

(1) wo f:C— A/B is a constant map, where w : A — A/ B is the quotient map.
(2) F(C) CMpep(X +0).

The statement of this theorem is possibly unfamiliar, but convenient to discuss Bloch’s
principle. An equivalent statement is that the Zariski closure of the image f(C) is a translate
of a semi-abelian subvariety B’ C A (cf. [28, Thm 3.9.19]). We may take B C A in Theorem
LT to be this B’. As noted by Noguchi (cf. [35, p. 156]), this theorem includes Borel’s
generalization of Picard’s little theorem (cf. Theorem [[§); We apply the theorem to the case
that A is an algebraic torus (G,,)" and X C (G,,)" is a subvariety defined by the linear equation
x1+ -+ x, + 1 = 0 using coordinates 1, ..., z, of (G,,)" C C". For more discussion about
Theorem [T}, we refer the readers to [28, Sec. 3.9] and [35, Sec. 4.8].

Now we are going to discuss a corresponding generalization of Theorem [L1] for holomorphic
mappings from the unit disc . To state our main theorem, we first introduce one terminology
from [30, p. 242]. Let v > 0 and let W C C be an open set. An assertion concerning points
w € W will be said to hold for y-almost all w € W if it holds for all w € W possibly except for
w contained in at most countably many closed discs such that the sum of the radii is less than
7.
Let V C A be a Zariski closed set, where A is an equivariant compactification of a semi-
abelian variety A. See Appendix [A] for the necessary matters on semi-abelian varieties. Let
B C A be a semi-abelian variety. We set

SppV = [(V+b) CV.

beB

Then SpzV C A is a Zariski closed subset.

The following is the main result of this paper. In the following statement, we denote by
Hol(D, X) the set of all holomorphic mappings from I to X. For 0 < s < 1, we set D(s) =
{z e Dy|z] < s}.

Theorem 1.2. Let A be a semi-abelian variety. Let X ; A be a proper closed algebraic
subvariety. Let (fn)nen be a sequence of holomorphic maps in Hol(D, X). Then there exist
a proper semi-abelian subvariety B ;Cé A and a subsequence (fn, )ken with the following two
properties:
(1) (@ o fu,)ken converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to a holomorphic map g :
D — A/B, where w: A — A/B is the quotient map.
(2) Let A be an equivariant compactification and let X C A be the Zariski closure of X in
A. Then for every 0 < s < 1, v > 0, and open neighbourhood U C A of SppX, there
ezists ko € N such that, for all k > ko, we have f,, (z) € U for y-almost all z € D(s).

Before going to discuss the applications of the theorem, we derive Theorem [T from Theorem
Given f: C — X, we define a sequence (¢, )nen in Hol(D, X)) by ¢, (2) = f(nz). Then by
Theorem [[.2] there exist a subsequence {¢,, }7°, and a proper semi-abelian subvariety B ;Cé A



such that {@w o ¢, } converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — A/B. We claim
that wo f : C — A/B is constant. So assume contrary that w o f is non-constant. Then
there exists a global holomorphic one-form n € T'(A/B, QA/B) such that (wo f)*n = ((2)dz is

non-zero on C. Hence there exists [ > 0 such that ((V(0) # 0. We set (w o ©,)*n = &,(2)dz.

Then &,(z) = n¢(nz). Hence |§,(1l)(0)| = [n*1¢D(0)] — oo as n — oo. On the other hand,
&n,, converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to {(z) on D, where g*n = £(z)dz. Hence

£(0) = €0(0) as k — oo. This is a contradiction. Hence @ o f is constant. To ensure the
assertion (2) of Theorem [LT], we take a minimum semi-abelian variety B G A such that @ o f
is constant. By considering the translations by f(0), we may assume without loss of generality
that f(0) = 04, i.e., the identity element of A. Then we have f(C) C B. Let X' C B be the
Zariski closure of f(C). To show X' = B, we assume contrary that X’ & B. Then by the
argument above applied for f: C — X’ ; B, we get a proper semi-abelian subvariety B’ ; B
such that @’ o f : C — B/B’ is constant, where w’ : B — B/B’ is the quotient map. This
contradicts to the choice of B. Thus X’ = B. By X' € X N B, we have X N B = B. Hence
f(C) Cc XN B C(yep(b+ X) as desired. This completes the implication of Theorem [T from
Theorem

Note that in the implication above, the assertion (2) of Theorem plays no role. However,
in the applications of Theorem below, we need the assertion (2).

Next we discuss applications of Theorem to Kobayashi hyperbolic geometry. We first
introduce some terminologies from [28, p. 245]. Let W be a relatively compact open domain
of M, and let A be a closed subset of M. We say that W is tautly imbedded modulo A in M
if for each sequence (f,)nen in Hol(ID, W), one of the following holds:

(1) (fn)nen has a subsequence (f,, )ken which converges uniformly on compact subsets of D
to some f € Hol(DD, M);

(2) for each compact set K C D and each compact set L C M — A there exists an integer
ng such that f,(K)N L =0 for all n > ny.

Let X C A be a closed algebraic subvariety of a semi-abelian variety A. Let X C A be the
compactification, where A is an equivariant compactification. We set

7 ={x € X ; 3B C A, a semi-abelian variety s.t. dim(x + B) > 1 and z + B C X}.

Let S C X be the Zariski closure of Z. Then S C X is a Zariski closed set. By [34, Lemma

4.1], S is a proper subset of X, provided X is of log-general type. As an application of Theorem
[L2 we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let X C A be a closed algebraic subvariety. Let A be a smooth equivariant
compactification and let X C A be the compactification. Then X is tautly imbedded modulo S
mn X.

A theorem of Kiernan and Kobayashi [25] claims that if W is tautly imbedded modulo A in

M, then W is hyperbolically imbedded modulo A in M (cf. [28, Thm 5.1.13], [30, Thm 1.4]).
Hence by Theorem [LL3] we immediately get the following corollary.

Corollary 1.4. Let X C A be a closed algebraic subvariety. Let A be a smooth equivariant
compactification and let X C A be the compactification. Then X is hyperbolically imbedded
modulo S in X. In particular, if X is of log-general type, then X is pseudo-Kobayashi hyperbolic.

When A is compact, these results are previously proved in [46]. In the compact case, Theorem
yields a result on infinitesimal Kobayashi-Royden pseudo-metric F'x defined as follows. Let
X be an algebraic variety. For each x € X, we call the set T, X of all 1-jets the tangent cone
of X at x, and TX = UyexT, X the tangent cone of X (cf. [28, p. 31]). If X is smooth, then

TX coincides with the usual tangent bundle. For v € TX , we set

Fx(v) = inf {T >0;3f:D— X st. f/(0) = %v}



Suppose there exists a holomorphic map f : C — X such that f'(0) = v € TX, then we have
Fx(v) = 0. However the converse is not true in general (cf. Example I4.3]). Theorem [[.2 yields
the following theorem. We do not know whether this statement is true or not for subvarieties
of non-compact semi-abelian varieties.

Theorem 1.5. Let A be an abelian variety. Let X C A be a closed subvariety. Suppose v € TX
satisfies Fx(v) = 0. Then there exists a holomorphic map f: C — X such that f'(0) = v.

Now we return to the classical topics concerning Bloch-Cartan theorem. To simplify the
complicated indices in the description, we employ the following conventions.

Convention 1.6. For a set F and an infinite set I, an indexed family (x;);c; is a function
I — E. When FE is an infinite set, we consider E as an indexed family indexed by E itself by
the identity map F — E. Let S be a metric space with the distance function d. Let (f;):cr be
an indexed family of functions defined in D, and with values in S. We say that (f;);c; converges
uniformly on compact subsets on D to some f : D — S if for every compact subset K C D and
every ¢ > 0, there exists a finite subset F' C I such that d(f;(z2), f(z)) < ¢ for all z € K and
1 € I — F. Of course, when I = N, this definition coincides with the usual definition of the
uniform convergence on compact subsets on . If each f; is continuous, then f is continuous.
Indeed, we take a sequence iy, s, 13, ... of distinct elements in /. Then the sequence (f;,)kren
converges uniformly on compact subsets on D to f. Hence f is continuous. Similarly, if S is a
complex manifold and each f; is holomorphic, then f is holomorphic.

Theorem 1.7. Let F be an infinite set of p-tuples f = (fi,...,f,) of nowhere vanishing
holomorphic functions on D satisfying the following identity

(1.1) A+ fot-+f=0.

Then there exist disjoint non-empty subsets I, ..., 1, C {1,...,p} and an infinite subset G C F
with the following properties:
(1) n>1.
(2) Let ke {1,...,n}. Then:
(a) For all i,j € I, the indexed family (f;/f;)eg converges uniformly on compact
subsets of D to a nowhere vanishing holomorphic function.
(b) For all j € Iy, the indexed family (3, fi/ f;)seg converges uniformly on compact
subsets of D to 0. In particular, I}, contains at least two elements.
(3) Set [ =L U---UI,. Letie{l,...,p} —1. Lete >0, s € (0,1) and v > 0. Then there
exists a finite subset £ C G such that for all f € G — &, we have

fi(2)]
Zje[ |f](z)|2

<e€

for ~v-almost all z € D(s).

Some historical remarks are required. The identity (LI was considered by Borel [7] who
generalized Picard’s little theorem as follows.

Theorem 1.8 (Borel). Let fi,..., f, be nowhere vanishing holomorphic functions on C satis-
fying the identity (LI). Then there exists a partition of indices {1,...,p} = L U---U I, such
that each I, satisfies that

(1) for everyi,j € Iy, the quotient f;/f; is constant, and
(2) Zielk Ji=0.

By the second conclusion, each [ has at least two elements. In particular, when p = 3, we
have n = 1 and I, = {1,2,3}. This implies Picard’s little theorem as follows. Let g : C —
C —{0,1}. We set fi(z) = g(2), fo(2) = 1 —g(z) and f3(z) = —1. Then fi, f, and f3 are
nowhere vanishing holomorphic functions on C satisfying the identity f; + fo + f3 = 0. Hence
by Borel’s theorem, f;/f; = —g is constant, as desired.



As we already mentioned above, the corresponding theory over the disc D was investigated
by Bloch [4] and Cartan [10, p. 312]. See also [30, Ch. VIII]. Let F be an infinite set of p-
tuples f = (fi,..., f,) of nowhere vanishing holomorphic functions on ID satisfying the identity
(CI). A subset I C {1,...,p} is called C-class if there exists i € I such that for all j € I,
the sequence (f;/f;)ser is uniformly bounded on every compact set of D and (D jer fil i) rer
converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to 0.

Theorem 1.9 (Cartan). There exists an infinite subset G C F such that {1,...,p} itself is
C-class, or there exist two disjoint subsets I, Iy C {1,...,p} such that both are C-classes.

Cartan conjectured that there exists an infinite subset G C F such that the set {1,... p}
can be partitioned into C-classes. However this conjecture was disproved by Eremenko [14]. In
[15], Eremenko proposed a modified version of Cartan’s conjecture and proved it for the case
p=05.

Theorem[1.7 implies Theorem[L.d as follows. We apply Theorem [[L7 to get an infinite subset
G C F and disjoint subsets Iy, ..., I, C {1,...,p}. If n > 2, there is nothing to do for each I} is
a C-class by the second assertion of Theorem [L7. Thus we consider the case n = 1. Let j € I;.

The assertion (2a) of Theorem [L7 implies that (/> .., |fil?/|fj|)seg converges uniformly on
compact subsets of . Hence the third assertion of Theorem [[.7] reads as follows:

Let i ¢ I, e >0, s € (0,1) and v > 0. Then there exists a finite subset £ C G
such that for all f € G — &, we have |f;|/|f;| < e for y-almost all z € D(s).

Let i & I,. Let K C D be a compact set and let ¢ > 0. We take s € (0,1) and v > 0 such that
K C D(s — 27v). Then by the third assertion of Theorem [T there exists a finite set £ C G
such that for all f € G — &, we have |f;|/|f;| < ¢ for y-almost all z € D(s). Let f € G —&.
We may take s’ € (s — 2v,s) such that |f;|/[f;| < e holds over the circle OD(s"). Since f;/f;
is holomorphic, the maximal principle yields that |f;|/|f;| < € for all z € D(s’), hence for all
z € K. Hence (f;/fj)feg converges uniformly to 0 on K. Hence if n = 1, then {1,...,p} is
C-class. This completes the derivation of Theorem from Theorem [L17 O

The contents of this paper is as follows: The sections are devoted for the proof of
Theorem [L.2 Although the proof of Theorem is lengthy, the structure is rather simple.
The proof is divided into two parts. In the first part, we shall establish a new normality
criterion for families 7 C Hol(ID, A). This is Proposition We recall notions of Demailly
jet space in section Bl which is used in the statement of this normality criterion. The main
technical tool for the proof of Proposition is Nevanlinna theory, which is the theme of
section @ After preparations, we prove Proposition in section 8 This is the first part. In
the second part, we shall find B C A such that {w o f};cr satisfies the normality criterion.
This is stated in Proposition [[I.3l The proof of this proposition is the main theme of sections
OQHIIl Then we prove Theorem in section

In each of the sections [[3] [[4] and [[35], we prove Theorems [L.3], and [L7in this order. Some
needed facts in this paper for semi-abelian varieties are treated in appendix [Al Appendix
is devoted for the proof of algebraic geometrical proposition needed in this paper, namely a
flattening result using blow-ups.

Convention 1.10. In this paper, an algebraic variety (or simply a variety) is an integral,
separated scheme of finite type over the complex number field C (cf., e.g., [I8 p. 105]). In
particular, every variety is reduced, irreducible and non-empty (cf. [I8, Chap. II, Prop. 3.1]).
Every variety has a canonically associated complex space structure (cf. [I8] p. 439]).

2. DEMAILLY JET SPACES

We introduce Demailly jet spaces (cf. [12]). Let M be a positive dimensional smooth algebraic
variety. Let V' C T'M be an algebraic vector subbundle, whose bundle rank is positive. Set



M = P(V). Let @ : M — M be the projection. We define a vector subbundle V C TM by the
following: for every point (z, [v]) € M associated with a vector v € V,\{0}, we set

(2.1) Vi) = {€ € TpupM ;5 m(€) € Cu},

where 7, : TM — TM is the induced map. Let f : D — M be a non-constant holomorphic
map. We say that f is tangent to V if f'(2) € Vy(;) for all z € D. If f is tangent to V', we may
define fu: D — M by fu(z) = (f(2), [f'(2)]). Then f is tangent to V.

We inductively define the Demailly jet space M, together with vector subbundle V, C T'M}
by

(Mo, Vo) = (M, TM), (M, Vie) = (Myg—1, Vi)

For a non-constant holomorphic map f : D — M, we define fj; : D — M; inductively by
Joy =1 and fig = (fle—1)p)- _

For k > 2, we define the singular locus M;"™ C M, as follows. We note My, C PTM;_;.

We have a natural map M,_; — M, from which we get the relative tangent bundle Ty, ,/nm C
TM,._;. We set

(2.2) M;™® = My, " PTas,_, /-

Then Mzing C M, is a Zariski closed set. We claim that this is a divisor. To show this, we
consider the maps My_1 — My_s — M, which induces TMy_1 — TMy_o — TM. For v €
T My, we have v € Ty, /v if and only if (m—1).(v) € Ty, ,/m, Where mp_y : My — My
is the natural projection. The rational map PT My, --+ PTM,;_5 induces the holomorphic
map p : PTM_y — PTv,  jm,_, — PTM;_5. Then

(2'3) PTMI@—I/M - PTMk—l/Mk72 :p_1<PTMk72/M)'
Note that the subbundle Ty, ,/ar, , C T My satisfies
(2.4) T, vy C Vi1

The rank of Ty, ,/n, , is equal to dim M — 1. Set Dy = PTy, /v, , C PVioy = Mj. Then
Dy, is a divisor on M. By (23]), we have

(2.5) M = DU (M),
where 7, : M;, — M;,_,. Hence M Zing is a divisor on My, using the induction on k.

Next we consider the case of semi-abelian varieties. Let A be a semi-abelian variety. Let
m: A x A — A be the natural action such that (x,a) — = + a. This induces

my : T(Ax A) — TA.

We have a subbundle
AxTACT(AxA).

Thus we get
(A X TA)|A><{0A} — TA.

By Ty, A = LieA, we get
(2.6) b1 A x Lied — TA.

Then ) is an isomorphism of vector bundles over A. For each a € A, we denote by ¢, : A — A
the translation defined by a. This induces an isomorphism

(ta)« : TA— TA.
Then we have
(2.7) (Y o (ta)s o) (m,v) = (x + a,v).
Let f € Hol(D, A). We define fr;c4 : D — LieA by the composite of

DL TAYS A x Lied — LieA.



For a € A, we define f, : D — A by f,(2) = f(2) + a. By 27), we have

(28) (fa)LieA = fLieA-

We consider the Demailly jet space for the case M = A x S, where S is a smooth algebraic
variety. We construct a smooth algebraic variety Si 4 and a vector subbundle

(2.9) V] € TSy x Lie(A)

as follows. Set Sy 4 =S and VOT =TS x Lie(A). Suppose Si_1.4 and V/J_1 C T'Sk—1.4 x Lie(A)
are given. We set

(2.10) Ska =PV ).

Then Si 4 is a smooth algebraic variety. Let 7 : Sy 4 — Sig—_1,4 be the projection. We have
a vector bundle map (7.,idre(a)) : T'Sk,a X Lie(A) — T'Sy_14 x Lie(A). We define V,j C
TSk x Lie(A) as follows. For each (z, [v]) € Sk.a, where 2 € Sg_1.4 and v € VI \{0}, we set

(2.11) (VJ)(L[U]) = {f c T(x,[v})Sk,A X Lie(A); (T*, idLie(A))(f) eC- v}.
By the isomorphism (Z6]), we have an isomorphism 7'(A x Sy 4) ~ A x T'S; 4 x Lie(A). By

this isomorphism, we consider A x V; as a vector subbundle of T(A x S 4).
Next we construct an isomorphism

(2.12) Q- A x Sk7,4 — (A X S)k

as follows. For k = 0, we set ¢y = idaxg. Note that (¢g).(A X VOT) = V. Suppose we are
given an isomorphism @1 : A X Sp_1.4 — (A x S)g_1 such that (p_1).(A x V] ) = Vi_y.
Then the projectivization of (¢y_1). induces an isomorphism ¢y : A X S 4 — (A x S)i. Under
this isomorphism, we have (¢;).(A x V;') = Vi. Thus inductively, we have constructed the
isomorphism (2Z.12).

In the following, we identify (A x S); with A x Sy 4 by the isomorphism ([ZI2)). When S is
a single point, we denote

Py a = {pt}r,a.

Then under the isomorphism ([Z12)), we have Ay = A X Py 4.

Let f € Hol(D, A x S) be non-constant. We denote by fs : D — S the composite of
f:D — A x S and the second projection A x S — 5. We define

(2.13) fsa D= Sk.a

as follows. We set fs,, = fs. Note that ((fs, )", fLiea)(2) € V|, Suppose that SSeia
D — Sp_1,.4 is given such that ((fs,_, ,)’, friea)(z) € V/J_r We define f5, , : D — Sk a by
the projectivization of ((fs,_, ,)’; fLica). Then we have ((fs, ,)’, friea)(2) € V. Thus we have
constructed fs, , : D — S 4 inductively for all k. Let fa : D — A be the composite of
f:D — A xS and the first projection A x S — A. We have ¢y o (fa, fs, ) = fir), which
follows from the construction. For a € A, we set f, : D — A x S by fu(2) = (fa(z) +a, fs(2)).
Then by (2.8)), we have

(2.14) (fa)sia = Fsia
for all a € A. _
Let & > 2. We define Szlff C Sk.a by
(2'15> S/Scl,r;lg = Sk,A n P<T5k—1,A/5 X {0})7
where Ts, | ,/s X {0} C T'Sp_1.4 x LieA. Then we have
(2.16) A x S = (A x S

under the isomorphism of (2Z.12)).

The following definition plays an important role in this paper.



Definition 2.1. Let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety. For k > 1, we define £, 4 a/5 C Pi.a
by Ek,A,A/B = PI'%A N P(Tpkfl,A X LleB), where TPkfI,A x LieB C TPkfI,A x LieA.

Then we have Ej 44 C Ej 4,4/8. Moreover by Ty a/ipty = T'Py_1 4, we have
(2.17) Pyt = By aa.

Lemma 2.2. Let k > 1. Let 7 : Pyyia — Pya be the projection. Then 77 (Ej 44/8) C
Eit1,4,4/B.

Proof. By the definition (ZI0), we have P14 = P(V}}), where V;| € TP, 4 x Lie(A). Let
(y,[€]) € Pry1.4\Ery1.4.4/8, where y € P 4 and € € V;\{0}. Then & € TP, 4 x Lie(B). Let
y = (z,[v]) € P(V{_,), where € P, ;4 and v € V;_\{0}. Then by the definition of V;' (cf.
(211))), the image of £ under the map TP 4 x Lie(A) — TP,_; 4 x Lie(A) is contained in the
linear space C-v. Hence v & T'P,_1 4 x Lie(B). Hence y € Py a\FEj a.4/5. Hence we have
proved T*I(Ek7A,A/B) C Eyi1,4,4/8- O

Remark 2.3. Let k > 0. We have the subbundle V| € TPy, 4 x Lie(A) so that Py 1.4 = P(V])).
Set S = Py 4. For each [ > 0, we denote by VZTS C T'S; 4 x Lie(A) the object in ([29) so that
Sit1,4 = P(VZTS) Then for each [ > 0, there exists a natural embedding

(2.18) Pii1aCSia

such that V,:H C VZTS N (T Pyy1,.4 x Lie(A)). This is constructed inductively as follows. For
[l =0, we note P, 4 =S = Sp4 and V}j C TP 4 x Lie(A) = VOT,S. We discuss the induction
step from [ to I + 1. By Pyi;4 C S;4 and V,:H C VlTS N (T Py x Lie(A)), we have Pyii1.4 =
P(VJH) C P(VlTS) = Si+1,4. The constructions of V;JHH and VliLS (cf. (ZI00) yield V}Llﬂ C
VlL,S N (T Pyti41,4 x Lie(A)). This completes the induction step.

3. SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR NORMALITY: STATEMENT OF PROPOSITION [3.20)

The goal of this section is to introduce Proposition B.20. This proposition gives a sufficient
condition for a subset of Hol(DD, A) to be normal, where A is a semi-abelian variety. The proof
of this proposition is rather lengthy, so we devote sections for the proof. To state our
proposition, we need to prepare several terminologies, which we describe below.

3.1. Family of holomorphic maps and Zariski closed sets. We start from the following
two definitions.

Definition 3.1. Let S be a variety and let Z C S be a Zariski closed set.

(1) By a Z-admissible modification ¢ : S" — S, we assume that
(a) ¢ is projective and birational, and
(b) there exists a Zariski open set U C S such that ZNU # 0 and ¢ *(U) — U is an
isomorphism.
(2) For a Z-admissible modification ¢ : S” — S, we define the minimal transform Z' C S’
as follows. Let U be the set of all Zariski open subsets U C S with the property (b)
above. We set Z' = Ny (Z NU), where o= (Z NU) C S is the Zariski closure.

Definition 3.2. Let F = (f;)ies be an infinite indexed family in Hol(ID, S), where S is a variety.
Let Z C S be a Zariski closed set.

(1) We write F — Z if the following holds: For every 0 < s < 1, v > 0, and open
neighbourhood U C S of Z, there exists a finite subset £ C [ such that, for all
i €1 — E, we have f;(z) € U for y-almost all z € D(s).

(2) We write F = Z if the followings hold:
(a) Let V C S be a Zariski closed set such that Z ¢ V. Then f;(D) ¢ V for all i € I

with finite exception.



(b) Let 8" — S be a Z-admissible modification and let Z’ C S’ be the minimal trans-
form. Then F — 7'

Remark 3.3. We supplement the condition F — Z’ in the assertion (2b). There exists a
Zariski open set U C S such that ¢ : §" — S satisfies the assertion (1b) in Definition Bl Then
by Z ¢ (S —U), there exists a finite subset £ C I such that f;(D) ¢ (S—U) for alli € I — E.
Then for each i € I — E, there is a natural lift f/ : D — S’ of f;. By F — Z’ in the assertion
(2b), we mean (f!)icr—g — Z'.

Remark 3.4. If F — Z, then G — Z for all infinite indexed subfamily G of F. Here we call
an infinite indexed family G = (f;) e a subfamily of F = (f;);e; if J C [ is an infinite subset.
If = Z, then G = Z for all infinite indexed subfamily G of F.

We prove several basic properties related to Definition

Lemma 3.5. Let F = (fi)ier be an infinite indexed family in Hol(D, S). Let Zy and Zy be
Zariski closed subsets of S. If F — Z1 and F — Zs, then F — Z1 N Zs.

Proof. Set S, = S\(Z, N Zy). Then (Z; NS,) N (Z2NS,) = (. Hence there exist open
neighbourhoods U; € S, of Z; NS, and Uy, C S, of Zy N S, such that U; N Uy = ().

We take 0 < s < 1, v > 0, and open neighbourhood U C S of Z1 N Z;. Then U; UU C S is
an open neighbourhood of Z;. Hence by F — Z;, there exists a finite set £y C [ such that for
all i € I\ E;, we have f;(z) € Uy UU for v/2-almost all z € D(s). Similary, by F — Zs, there
exists a finite set Fy C I such that for all i € I\ Ey, we have f;(z) € Uy U U for /2-almost all
z € D(s). Set E = E; U Ey. Then E is finite. Note that (U, UU) N (U UU) = U. Hence for
all i € I\ E, we have f;(z) € U for y-almost all z € D(s). Thus F — Z; N Z. O

Lemma 3.6. Let F = (f;)icr be an infinite indezed family in Hol(D, S). Then there exists a
Zariski closed subset' Y such that Zariski closed subsets Z C S satisfy F — Z if and only if
Y C Z. In particular, F =Y.

Proof. We denote by Z the set of all Zariski closed subsets Z C S such that F — Z. We
have F — S, hence S € Z. Hence Z # (). By the Noetherian property, there exists a minimal
element Y € Z. Then F — Y. We note that if Z € Z, then Y C Z. Indeed, if not, then
YNZSY. By F =Y and F — Z, we have F — Y N Z (cf. Lemma B.3), hence Y N7 € Z.
This contradicts to the choice of Y. Hence Y C Z. Conversely, if a Zariski closed set Z C S
satisfies Y C Z, then by F — Y, we have F — Z. Hence Z € Z. Thus Z € Z if and only if
Y CZ. O

Remark 3.7. Suppose F = (f;)icr converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to a holo-
morphic map g : D — S. Let V C S be the Zariski closure of g(D). Then Y in Lemma
coincides with V. To check this, we note F — V, hence Y C V. To check the converse, we
assume contrary that V' ¢ Y. Then g(D) ¢ Y. Hence g~ *(Y) C D is a discrete subset. Hence
we may take a closed disc K C D\¢g (Y of positive radius. We take an open neighbourhood
U C S of Y such that g(K)NU = (. Then since F converges to g uniformly on K, there exists
a finite subset £ C I such that for all ¢ € I\FE, we have f;(K)NU = (). This contradicts to
F =Y. Hence VCVY. Thus V=Y.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢ : S — S be a morphism and let Z C S be a Zariski closed set. Let
F = (fi)ier be an infinite indexed family in Hol(D, S") such that (p o f;)ier — Z. Suppose
0 : S — S is proper. Then F — p~Y(Z).

Proof. Let s € (0,1) and v > 0. Let U C S’ be an open neighbourhood of ¢p~*(Z). Since ¢
is proper, ¢(S"\U) is a closed subset. Set W = S\¢(S’\U). Then W C S is an open set such
that Z C W. We have o~ }(W) C U. By (¢ o fi)ics — Z, there exists a finite subset F C I
such that for all i € I\ E we have po f;(z) € W for y-almost all z € D(s). Then for all i € I\ E
we have f;(z) € U for v-almost all z € D(s). Hence F — ¢ 1(Z). O



Lemma 3.9. Let F be an infinite indexed family in Hol(D, S). Let Zy and Zy be Zariski closed
subsets of S. If F = Zy and F = Z, then either Zy C Zy or Zy C Zy.

Proof. Assume contrary. Set V' = Z;NZ, in the sense of scheme theory, namely Zy = Z,, +7Z,
for the defining ideal sheaves in Og. Set S" = BlyS with ¢ : 8" — S. Let Z] and Z} be the
strict transforms of Z; and Zs, respectively. Then

(3.1) Z1N Zy = 0.

We prove this. Note that p*V C S’ is a Cartier divisor. Hence we may take a closed
subscheme Z7 C S” such that ¢p*Z; = ¢*V + Z{. Indeed we have Z -5, C Z,+y C Og/, where
I,y is an invertible sheaf. So we take Zy C S so that Zyy = 7,7, ® (Zpv)™' C Og. Then
Tzp - Lpv = Lyez,. Similarly there exists Z; C S such that Zzy - T,y = Z,-z,. Then by
Lpez, + Loz, = Lovy, wWe have (IZ{ + T é/) Ly = Zywy. Hence Zzy + Zzy = Ogi. This shows
Z'NZy=0. By Z; C Z{ and Z), C ZY, we get ([BJ)).

Now note that BlyS — S is Z;-admissible. Hence by F = Z;, we have F — Z{. Similarly,
F — Z}. This is a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.10. Let F be an infinite indexed family in Hol(D, S). Let Z C S be a Zariski closed
set such that F = Z. Then Z 1is irreducible.

Proof. We assume contrary that Z = Z; U Z,. Set V. = Z; N Z5 in the sense of scheme
theory. Then Z; N Z, = () in Bly S, where Z] and Z} are the strict transforms (cf. (B1))).
Let ¢ : BlyS — S, which is Z-admissible. Set U; = S — Z;. Then V NU; = (. Hence
go_l(Ul) — U, is an isomorphism. Moreover we have ZNU, = Z; NU; # (). Hence the minimal
transform Z' C Bl S satisfies Z' C ¢=1(Z, N U,) C Z}. Similarly Z' C Z}. Hence Z' = (). This
contradicts to F — Z’. Hence Z is irreducible. O

Lemma 3.11. Let F = (fi)ier be an infinite indexed family in Hol(D,S). Let Z C S be a
Zariski closed set such that F = Z. Let ¢ : 8" — S be a Z-admissible modification and let
7' C S be the minimal transform. Then F = Z'.

Proof. If V.. C S5 is a Zariski closed set such that 2/ ¢ V', then Z ¢ (V). For all i € I
with finite exception, we have f;(D) ¢ ¢(V), hence f/(D) ¢ V, where f/ : D — 5" is the lift
of fi : D — S. Let §” — 5" be a Z’-admissible modification and let Z” C S” be the minimal
transform of Z’. Then S” — S is Z-admissible and the minimal transform of Z coincides with
Z". These easily follow from the irreducibility of Z (cf. Lemma BI0). Hence F — Z”. Hence
F=7. O

Definition 3.12. Let F be an infinite indexed family in Hol(ID, S) and let { E;};c; be a count-
able family of Zariski closed sets in S. LIM(F;{E;}) is a Zariski closed set of S with the
following properties:
(1) F = LIM(F; {E,}) and LIM(F; {E}) ¢ Uic/Es
(2) for every proper Zariski closed subset W & LIM(F;{E;}) and every infinite indexed
subfamily G of F, either G == W or W C U/ E;.

Remark 3.13. (1) LIM(F; {£;}) is unique if it exists. This follows from Lemma 3.9 Indeed,
suppose that both 71, Zy C S satisfy the two conditions of Definition Then F = Z; and
F = Z5. By Lemma B9 we may assume that Z; C Z5. Assume contrary that Z; # Z5. Then
by the second condition of Definition .12, we have Z; C U;cr E;, for F = Z;. This contradicts
to the first condition of Definition that 7y ¢ UierE;. Hence Z; = Zy. This shows that
LIM(F;{E;}) is unique if it exists.

(2) LIM(F;{E;}) is irreducible, if it exists. This follows from Lemma B.10

(3) If LIM(F;{FE;}) exists, then for all infinite subfamily G of F, LIM(G; {E;}) exists and
LIM(G;{E;}) = LIM(F;{E;}). This follows directly from Definition (cf. Remark [B.4]).

Lemma 3.14. Let F = (f;)ier be an infinite indexed family in Hol(D, S). Let {E;};es be a
countable family of Zariski closed sets of S. Assume that for each j € J, all but fintely many
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i € I satisfy fi(D) ¢ E;. Then there exists an infinite indexed subfamily G of F such that
LIM(G; {E;}) exists.

Proof. We denote by Z the set of Zariski closed subsets Z C S such that f;(D) C Z for
infinitely many ¢ € I. We have S € Z, hence Z # (). By the Noetherian property, we may
take a minimal Z € Z. We take an infinite subset I’ C I such that f;(D) C Z for all i € I'.
Set 7' = (fi)ierr- Then F' = Z. By Lemma [3.10] Z is irreducible. We have Z ¢ UE;. Indeed
suppose Z C UE;. Then since J is countable, there exists j € J such that Z C E;. Hence
fi(D) C E; for all i € I, a contradiction. Thus Z ¢ UE;.

For an infinite subfamily G of F', we denote by Wy the set of Zariski closed subsets W C §
such that G = W and W ¢ U;c;E;. By the above argument, we have Z € Wg. Hence Wy # 0.
By Lemma [B.9 and the Noetherian property, we may take a unique minimal element Wg C Wj.
If G’ is an infinite subfamily of G, then Wg C Wg,. Hence Wy C Wg. Hence by the Noetherian
property, we may take an infinite subfamily G of F such that Wg = Wy for all G’ € G. Then
LIM(G:{Ej}) = Wg. O

Lemma 3.15. Let p : S; — Sy be a morphism of varieties. Let F = (fi)ier be an infinite
indexed family in Hol(D, Sy). Let Z C Sy be a Zariski closed set such that F = Z. Then

{po fitier = p(Z), where p(Z) C Sy is the Zariski closure of p(Z).

Proof. Let V' C S, be a Zariski closed set such that p(Z) ¢ V. Then we have Z ¢ p~'(V).
We have f;(D) ¢ p~1(V) for all ¢ € I with finite exception. Hence po f;(D) ¢ V for alli € I
with finite exception.

Now let S5 — Sy be a p(Z)-admissible modification. We may take a Z-admissible modifi-
cation S — S; such that p' : S| — S} exists. Let Z’ C S} and p(Z) ) C S) be the minimal

transforms of Z and p(Z), respectively. Then p/(Z') C p(Z)/. We have F — Z'. Hence
{0 fitier = p(Z)". Thus {po fi}ier = p(Z). U

3.2. Horizontally integrable. Let ¢ : U < A x S be an immersion, i.e., open of closed
immersion. Assume that ¢ : U — S is étale, where ¢ is the composite of the immersion
U — A x § and the second projection A x S — S. Then we get an immersion D¢ : PTU —
PT(A x S). By (2I2), we have PT'(A x S) = A x Sy 4. Hence by the composite of the
immersion D¢ and the second projection PT(A x S) — Sy 4, we get /' : PTU — Sy 4.

Definition 3.16. Let Z C S; 4 be an irreducible Zariski closed set. We say that Z is horizon-
tally integrable if there exists an immersion ¢ : U — A x S such that ¢ : U — S is étale and
ZNJ(PTU) C Z is Zariski dense in Z.

We describe a simple example. Let S < A x S be an immersion induced from a constant
map S — A, and let Sf , C 1 4 be the image of PT'S — PT(A x S) — 51 4. Namely, we set

(3.2) 14 = P(TS5 > {0}).

Then every irreducible Zariski closed set Z C Sy 4 such that Z C ST 4 is horizontally integrable.
In general, let ¢« : U — A x S be an immersion such that ¢ : U — S is étale. Then the

induced map ¢’ : Uy a4 — Si 4 is also étale. Let ¢ : U — A be the composite of ¢ and the first

projection A x S — A. We note that the immersion ¢ : U — A x S implies an isomorphism

(3.3) P:AXxU— AxU
over U by
(3.4) O(a,u) = (a — (u),u).

This defines an isomorphism PT(A x U) — PT(A x U). This induces
Do : ULA — ULA?

which is an isomorphism over U.
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Lemma 3.17. Suppose Z C Sy 4 is horizontally integrable. Let v : U — Ax .S be an immersion
as in Definition [Z10. Then there exists an irreducible component = C Uy a of (¢')"1(Z) such
that D®(Z) C Uf 4.

Proof. The immersion ¢ induces the section (y : U — A x U of the second projection
A x U — U. Then ¢y induces ¢, : PTU — Uy 4 as above. Note that J/ : PTU — S 4 is
the composite of ¢, : PTU — Uy 4 and ¢/ : Uy a4 — Sia. Let Zq,...,5; be the irreducible
components of (¢')~1(Z). Then we have

Ud (PO NE) = /(PTU)N Z.

There exists Z; such that ¢'(¢;(PTU)NZ;) C Z is Zariski dense in Z. We set = = Z;. Since ¢
is étale, we have dim = = dim Z. Hence «;;(PTU) N = C = is Zariski dense in =.

Since the composite of U 2% Ax U 2 Ax U is the graph of a constant map, the image of the
composite of PTU % Ui a 2 U4 is Uf 4. Hence 1;(PTU) C (D®)7'U; 4, so 2Ny (PTU) C
(D®)~'U; 4. Since Z N 1y (PTU) is Zariski dense in = and (D®)~'U; , is Zariski closed, we
have 2 C (D®)~'U; 4. This concludes the proof. O

3.3. Statement of Proposition B.20L We say that a smooth positive (1,1)-form w4 on a
semi-abelian variety A is invariant if w, is invariant under the translation of A.

Definition 3.18. Given an infinite indexed family F = (f;);e; in Hol(D, A), we denote by
I1(F) the set of all semi-abelian subvarieties B C A satisfying the following property: there is
no infinite subset J C I such that {|(@go fi)']u,,; }ies converges uniformly on compact subsets
of D to 0. Here wp : A — A/B is the quotient map and | - is a norm on T(A/B) defined
by an invariant (1,1)-form wa/p on A/B.

|WA/B

Note that every semi-abelian variety contains only countably many semi-abelain varieties (cf.
[35] Cor. 5.1.9]). Hence II(F) is a countable set. We note A ¢ II(F). Hence if B € II(F), then
Ek,A,A/B ; Pk7,4 for all &k Z 1.

For a non-constant holomorphic map f : D — A x S, we recall the notation fg, , : D — Sy 4
from ([2.13)). We use the notation fp,_, : D — Py 4 if S = {pt}, where P, 4 = {pt}s.a. Given an
infinite indexed family F = (f;);e; of non-constant holomorphic maps in Hol(D, A), we define
an infinite indexed family Fp,_, in Hol(D, P, 1) by

(3.5) FPk,A = ((fi)Pk,A>i€1'

We consider the following assumption for an infinite indexed family F of non-constant holo-
morphic maps in Hol(DD, A).
Assumption 3.19. LIM(Fp, ,;{Ek.a.4/8}Ben(F)) exists for all k > 1.

If this assumption is satisfied, we write T, = LIM(Fp, ,; {Ekr,a,4/B}Ben(r)) C Pra. As we
shall see later (cf. Lemma [[22), every infinite indexed family F in Hol(ID, A) contains an
infinite subfamily which satisfies this assumption.

Now we take an infinite indexed family F in Hol(ID, A) which satisfies Assumption B19 Let
k> 1. We claim
(3.6) Ty, C p(Thr),

where p : Pyy14 — Pp 4 is the natural map. Indeed, by Lemma B3, we have Fp, , = p(Tit1).
Hence by Lemma B.9, we have either T}, C p(Ty11) or p(Tki1) ; Ty. So assume contrary that
p(Tys1) ; Ty. Then by the definition of T}, we have p(Ti41) C Upen(r) Ek,a,4/8. We have
p N Ega,a/B) C Eyi1,4,4/5 (cf. Lemma [2Z2). Hence

Tis1 C p " (Upenr) Era,4/8) C Upen(r) Eri1,4,4/5-

This is a contradiction. Hence we have proved (B.6).
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We fix k > 0. For each | > 1, let p; : Pyyy4 — Pri1,4 be the natural map. Then by (3:6), we
have a sequence
P1(Tks1) C pa(Ths2) C p3(Thss) C - -
By Remark B.13] (2), each p;(Tk4,) is irreducible. Hence the sequence above stabilizes, i.e., there
exists lp > 1 such that p;(Tys) = piy(Thay,) for all I > 1y, We set Z = py,(Tk1y,), namely

(3.7) Z = Upsapi(Tieya)-
By Remark 2.3 we have Z C Pyi14 C (Pra)1.4.

Proposition 3.20. Let F C Hol(D, A) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps
which satisfies Assumption [319.  Suppose that there exists k > 0 such that Z C Pyi1a C
(Px,a)1,4 s horizontally integrable, where Z is defined by B.). Then F is normal for every
smooth equivariant compactification A. Namely, for every smooth equivariant compactification
A and every sequence (fy)nen in F, there emists a subsequence of (fy)nen which converges
uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — A.

This proposition will be proved in Section [§ after the preparation in Sections EHZ

4. NEVANLINNA THEORY

Let V be an algebraic variety. We denote by Hol,,(ID, V) all multi-valued holomorphic maps
to V, i.e.,

YfL)V

g

D
where 7y : Yy — D is a proper, surjective map.

We introduce the notion of Weil functions (cf., e.g., [44], Def. 2.2.1]). Let V be a projective
variety and let Z C V be a closed subscheme. A Weil function Az for Z is a continuous
function Az : V —supp Z — R which satisfies the following condition. For each x € V', there
are a Zariski open neighborhood U C V of z, holomorphic functions g¢q,...,9, € I'(U, Oy)
which defines Z N U, and a continuous function o : U — R on U such that

Az(y) + log {g%{lgi(y)l} < a(y)

for all y € U — supp(Z NU). We summarize the needed properties of Weil functions (cf. [44]
Section 2.2]):

o A Weil function Az exists for every closed subscheme Z C V.

o If \; and ), are Weil functions for Z, then there exists a positive constant v such that
IAz(z) = Ny(z)| <~ forall z € V —supp Z.

o If Az is a Weil function for Z, then Az is bounded from below, namely there exists a
constant v such that Az(z) > v for all x € V —supp Z. In particular, we may choose a
Weil function Az such that Az > 0. .

e Suppose that p: V — V is a morphism from another projective variety V. Then Az op
is a Weil function for the pull-back p*Z C V.

e Let Z, 7" be closed subschemes of V. Let Az and Az be Weil functions for Z and Z’,
respectively. Then Ay + Az is a Weil function for Z + Z', where Z + Z' is defined by
ZZ+Z’ = IZ : IZ’-

e Let Z, 7' be closed subschemes of V. Assume that supp Z C supp Z’. Then there exist
positive constants v; > 0 and 7, > 0 such that Az < vy Az + 7.

e Assume that V is smooth. Let D be an effective Cartier divisor on V. Let L be a
line bundle on V' associated to D, and let A be a smooth Hermitian metric on L. Let
o be a section of L associated to D such that h(o(z),0(z)) < 1 for all z € V. Then
Ap(x) = —log/h(o(x),0(x)), where z € V — supp D, is a Weil function for D with
Ap > 0.
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Remark 4.1. In this paper, we always assume Ay > 0 for Weil functions unless otherwise
specified.

We introduce Nevanlinna theory. Let V' be a projective variety. Let Z C V be a closed
subscheme. Let f € Hol,,(D, V') such that f(Y;) ¢ supp Z. For 0 < s < r < 1, we set

Ny(r, f, Z) = ! /T Z ord, f*Z dt

degmy yer i) t
where Y;(t) = 7' (D(t)). Let Az be a Weil function for Z. We set
1 dargms(y)
m(r, f,A\z) = / Az(f(y)—=——=.
( ?) deg s Jycoy,(r) 2/ w) 2

We set
To(r, f, Z,Az) = Ns(r, f, Z) + m(r, f, Az) — m(s, f, A\z).
Assume V' is smooth. Let w be a smooth (1,1)-form on V. Let f € Hol,(D,V). For
0<s<r<l1, weset

1 T
Ts(r, fiw) = / @ frw.
degmy Jo t Jy

Let D C V be an effective Cartier divisor. Let L be the associated line bundle and let h be a
smooth Hermitian metric on L. Let w5y be the curvature form for the metrized line bundle

(L,h). Let o be a section of L such that D = (¢ = 0). Set Ap(z) = —log+/h(o(x),o(x)). The
first main theorem states that

(41) Ts(ra fa W(L,h)) = Ns(ra fv D) + m(r, f7 >‘D) - m(s, f7 )‘D)
We give a sketch of the proof. By the Poincaé-Lelong formula, we have

2dd°log(1/||o o fI]) = = Y _(ord, f* D)8, + f*w(rn),

yEYf
where §, is Dirac current suported on y. Integrating over Y((t), we get
2 [ artog/lloo fl) == Y ord, D+ [ fru,
Yy(t) Y(t) Y (t)

Hence, we get

2 ([Tdt 1
—N(r, f, D) + T(r, f,wn) = degmy J, t /y (®) Ao <||a f||)
s f

T ol
= —_— Og
degmyr Jo T Jav,) l|o o fl]

= m(r, f,A\p) —m(s, f, Ap).

This proves (.1]).
As a corollary, we have the following: Let V' be a projective variety, which is not necessarily

smooth. Let D and D’ be linearly equivalent effective Cartier divisors on V. Then we have
(4.2) |Ts(r, f, D, Ap) — Ty(r, f, D', Apr)| < ¢

for all 0 < s < r < 1, where ¢ is a positive constant which only depends on the choice of
the Weil functions A\p and A\p.. Indeed, if D and D’ are very ample, we reduce to the case of
projective spaces by taking an embedding ¢ : V < P* so that D = *H and D' = *H' for
hyperplane sections H and H’. In this case, [£2]) follows from (). In general, we take an
effective Cartier divisor £ C V such that D + F and D’ + E are very ample to reduce to the
previous case.
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Lemma 4.2. Let V be a projective variety. Let D C V be an effective Cartier divisor which
is ample. Let Z C V be a closed subscheme. Let \p > 0 and Az > 0 be Weil functions for
D and Z, respectively. Then there exist positive constants ¢ > 0, ¢ > 0 such that for all
f € Hol,,(D, V) with f(Yy) ¢ supp D Usupp Z, we have

Ts(r, f, Z,\z) < cTs(r, f, D, A\p) + ¢
forall0<s<r<l1,

Proof. Set V' = BlzV. Let ¢ : V! — V be the projection and let ¢*Z C V' be the induced
closed subscheme. Then ¢*Z is a Cartier divisor on V’. We denote by L the associated line
bundle. Let M be the ample line bundle on V' associated to D. Then there exists a positive
integer [ such that ¢*M® @ L~1 is very ample on V' (cf. [I8, II, Prop. 7.10 (b)]). There
exists a closed immersion ¢ : V' — P* such that .*Opr(1) = *M® @ L™, Let H C P* be
an effective divisor from Opx(1). Then ¢*(ID) and ¢*Z + *H are linearly equivalent Cartier
divisors. Let ho_, (1) be the Fubini-Study metric on Opx(1). Let o be a section of Opr (1) such

that H = (0 =0). Set Ag(z) = —log \/hopk(l)(cr(:p),cr(x)) > 0. By (£2)), we have
To(r, [, Z,Az) + Ts(ryvo fyH A y) <ITy(r, f, D, A\p) + «,

where « is a positive constant which only depends on the choices of Ap, Az and Ay. Set
wpr = 1(Opx(1), ho,, (1)) By @), we have
TS(Tal'of)Ha)\H) - TS(T,LOf,ka) > 0.

Hence we get
T(r, [, Z,\z) <1Ts(r, f, D, A\p) + .
This conclude the proof. O
Lemma 4.3. Let V' be a smooth projective variety and let wy be a smooth positive (1,1)-form
onV. Let Z C V be a closed subscheme with a Weil fuction Az > 0. Then there exists a
positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all f € Hol,,(D, V') with f(Yy) ¢ supp Z, we have
m('r, f7 )\Z) < CTS<T7 f7 WV) + m<87 f7 )\Z> +c
for all s € (0,1) and r € (s, 1).
Proof. Since Ny(r, f,Z) > 0, we have

m(r, f,A\z) —m(s, f, A7) < Ts(r, f, Z,\z).

Let Dy,...,D; C V be effective ample divisors such that Dy N --- N D; = (. Let Ap, > 0 be a
WEeil function for D;. We may take D; such that f(Y}) ¢ supp D;. By Lemma [£.2] we have

m(ﬁ 1 >\Z) - m(5> 1 )\Z) < CiTs(ra I, D;, >\Di) + C;-

By (41]), we have
(4.3) T(r, f, Di, Ap,) < ¢ Ti(r, f,wv).

We set ¢ = max max{c;c/, ¢} to complete the proof. O

1<i<l LR

We apply Lemma 3 for f: D — V with f(0) & supp Z. Then m(s, f, \z) = Az(f(0)) when
s — 04. Hence we get

(4.4) m(r, f,Az) < cTo(r, fywv) + Az(f(0)) + c.

Lemma 4.4. Let p: > — V be a generically finite surjective morphism of projective varieties,
where V' is smooth. Let D be an effective Cartier divisor on ¥ with a Weil function A\p > 0. Let
wy be a smooth positive (1,1)-form on V. Let E C X be the exceptional locus of p : ¥ — ¥T,
where ¥ — Xt — V is the Stein factorization. Let A\g > 0 be a Weil function for E. Then there
exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all f € Hol,,(D, ¥) with f(Y}) ¢ supp DUsupp E,
we have

T(r, f, D, \p) < cTy(r,po f,wy) +cm(s, f,\g) + ¢
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forall0<s<r<l1,

Proof. Let D C 27 be the scheme theoretic image of the composite D < X — XT. Then
we have Iw 5 CZp C Os. Since Zp is an invertible sheaf, we have a closed subscheme Z C X

such that go*ﬁ =D+ Z. Since ¥ — E — X" is an open immersion, we note that supp Z C FE.
Hence we have a positive constant ¢’ > 0 such that \; < dA\g + . Thus

Ts(r, f, D, A\p) < Ty(r, f, go*lN),cp*)\f)) +m(s, f, A7)
< TS(T,()OOf,B,)\ﬁ) +C/m(57 fa )‘E) +C/'
Let Gi,...,G, C V be effective ample divisors such that G; N ---N G, = 0. Then since

q: Xt — V is finite, ¢*G; C £ are ample. We may take G; such that p o f(Y) ¢ supp ¢*Gj.
By Lemma 4.2 we get

Ts(,ru @ o f7 D7 Aﬁ) S fijs(Tu @ o f7 q*Gju )\Gj o Q) _'_/7;
- fijs(Tap S f7 G]7 )\Gj) _'_fy_;

By (@.1l), we have

TS(Tvp o f7 Gj? )\Gj) < MJTS(Tvp o fa WV)'
We set ¢ = 1121];135 max{vy;u;j, ¢ + 7;} to conclude the proof. O
Lemma 4.5. Let p: ¥ — V be a generically finite surjective morphism of smooth projective
varieties. Let ws, and wy be smooth positive (1,1)-forms on 3 and V', respectively. Let E C X
be the exceptional locus of ¢ : ¥ — X, where ¥ — X+t — V is the Stein factorization. Let

Ag > 0 be a Weil function for E. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all
f € Holy(D, X) with f(Y}) ¢ supp E, we have

TS(Ta fvwE) < CTS(Tva fawV) —FCTT?,(S, f7 )‘E) +c
forall0<s<r<l1,

Proof. Let Dy,...,D; C X be linearly equivalent, effective ample divisors such that D; N
---N D; = (. Let L be the associated line bundle on . Then since L is ample, there exists
a smooth Hermitian metric h on L such that the associated curvature form wy, ) is positive.
Then there exists a positive constant o > 0 such that wy < awp). Let o; be a section of L

such that D; = (0; = 0). Set Ap,() = —log \/h(0i(x),0i(z)) > 0. We may take D; such that
f(Yy) ¢ supp D;. Then by (41]), we have
Ty(r, f,ws) < oTs(r, f, Di, Ap,).

By Lemma [£.4] we have
TS(Ta f7 Dia )\Dz) S CiTs(rap o f7 C’L}V) + Cim(sa f7 )‘E) + C;

forall 0 < s <r <1 Wesetc= {gaicl{aci} to conclude the proof. O

Remark 4.6. Let V be a smooth projective variety and let Z C V be a closed subscheme.
Suppose BlzV is smooth. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that forall f : D — V
with f(ID) ¢ supp Z, we have

(45) Ts(ra f7 WBIZV) S CTs(ra fa WV) + Cm(sa fa )‘supp Z) +c

for all s € (0,1) and r € (s,1). This follows from Lemma 5] applied to Bl;V — V. Indeed we
have m(s, f, A\g) < em(s, f, Asupp z)-

Remark 4.7. Let F C Hol(D, V') be an infinite set, and let Z C V be a Zariski closed set. For
s € (0,1), v > 0, and an open neighbourhood U C V of Z, we set

Forv=A{f€F; f(z) € U for y-almost all z € D(s)}.

Then if s > s, v/ <y and U’ C U, we have Fy v C Fs,u. We remark the following two
facts which directly follow from the definition.
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(1) F 4 Z if and only if there exist s € (0,1), v >0, Z C U C V such that F — F, ¢ is
infinite.

(2) G 4 Z for all infinite subset G C F if and only if there exist s € (0,1), v > 0,
Z C U C V such that F, ,p is finite. Moreover if f(D) ¢ Z for all f € F, then we may
take s, v, U such that F, .,y = 0.

Lemma 4.8. Let F C Hol(D, V) be an infinite set, and let Z C V' be a Zariski closed set.
Assume that F / Z. Then there exists an infinite subset G C F such that f(D) ¢ Z for all
f €G, and that G' 4 Z for all infinite subset G’ C G.

Proof. We may take s € (0,1), v > 0, Z C U C V such that F — F;,p is infinite. Set
G=F—Fsou. Then G,y = GNFsv = 0. Hence G' 4 Z for all infinite subset G’ C G.
Note that f(D) ¢ Z for all f € G. O

Lemma 4.9. Let V' be a smooth projective variety. Let wy be a smooth positive (1,1)-form. Let
F C Hol(D, V) be an infinite subset. Let Z C V be a closed subscheme with a Weil function
Az. Assume that G /4 supp Z for all infinite subset G C F and that f(D) ¢ supp Z for all
f € F. Then there exist 0 € (0,1) and o > 0 such that for all s € (o,1), r € (s,1) and f € F,

we have
o

(r—s)

To prove this lemma, we start from the following consideration. Let w € D(r). We set

m(r, f,Az) < Ts(r, fywy) + a.

 yw—z

(4.6) Pwr(2) =17

which is an isomorphism ¢, : D(r) — D(r) such that ¢, (0) = w. We have ¢ (z) =

r2 —wz’

r? (lfgfgz"; Applying the maximum and minimum principles on D(r), we get

r— |w|
< | (2)] <

(47) r+|w| —

for all z € D(r).

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 < o < r < 1. Then for all non-negative function A on OD(r) and
w € D(o), we have

r—o [*7 vy d0 o edd _r+o [T v, dO
| Muntremg < [ awen g < T2 [ A, e E

r+o T 2T r—o T

Proof. We have

do

%.

o i0\ 49 o O\ [, i0
Alre®) 5= | Mpur(re™))|ey,(re”)
0 T 0
Hence by (&.1), we have

r—|w| [

o @ [T p ey @ Tl [ g, d6
A 0y < A 0y 2~ < A 0 -
r+ |U}| 0 (‘Pw,r(re ))277' = /; (TG )27'(' = _ |w| 0 (@w,r(Te ))27T

Since r € (0,1) and w € D(0), we have =%l < L2 The proof is completed. O

r—|w| -0

In the proof of Lemma [0, we need the following estimate from [I9, Lemma 6.17]: If x is a
mass distribution on C with finite total mass M and 7 is a constant with 0 < v < 1, then we
have

1
4.8 log ——du, < .M
- Joios g =7

for y-almost all w € C, where 7, > 0 is a positive constant which depends on «. For instance,
we may take as 7, = log(6/v). See also [30, VIII, §3].
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Proof of Lemma[{.9 By Remark 7] there exist so € (0,1), 70 > 0 and an open neighbour-
hood Uy C V of supp Z such that F, ,,.0, = 0. We fix 0 € (so,1). Let f € F. By Lemma 3]
we get

m(r, fa )‘Z) S CTG(Ta fa WV) + m(aa f7 )‘Z)
for all » € (0, 1), where ¢ > 0 is a positive constant which only depends on wy and Az. Given
an isomorphism ¢y, , : D(0) — D(o) such that w € D(sp) and f(w) & supp Z, we get (cf. ([E4))
m(au f © Pw,o; )‘Z) < CTO(Uu f © Pw,o, WV> + )\Z(f<w>>
By Lemma [£.10, we have

o+ So 2

m(aa f o (pw,m )\Z) S
o — Sy o — Sy

m(o, f,A\z) < m(o, f o Yu.e Az).

Hence we get
2

o — S

m(a, f7 )\Z) < iCSQ TO(Uu f © Pw,o, wV) + )\Z(f<w>>7

so that

Az(f(w)).

Now we estimate the right hand side of this estimate. We apply ([A8]). We choose w € D(sy)

such that f(w) ¢ Uy and
1
/lOg sz S T’yo/ f*w\/a
|z —wl D(o)

where 1 = Ip() f*wy. We set ) = sup,ey_y, Az(2). Then we have

(4.10) Az(f(w)) < n.
We have

7 dt / o
— (f © Yuo) wy / log —d(i%, ,1)e = / log ————d.
A t D(t) |§| ’ ¢ ng 0_(2)|

:/logwdﬁz S (T'yo+log2)/ f*w\/-
C D(o)

2
(49) m('r, f7 )\Z) S CT0<T7 f7 wV) + o CS T()(O', f o ()Ow,oa WV) +
— 20

o — Sy

|z — w|
Hence
7. +log 2
(411) TO(Oaf o (pw,mw\/) S %Ts(ra fa WV)
for c < s <r < 1. We have
1
412 Ta ) J S 7Ts ) J
( ) (r, f,wv) o(r — s) (r, f,wv)

for 0 < s <r < 1. We substitute (£I0)-(@I2) into (£9) to conclude the proof. Here we set

2 log 2 2
{24 Ml log?) )|
o o — Sy o — S

which is independent of the choice of s € (0,1), r € (s,1) and f € F. O
5. MAIN PROPOSITION FOR THE PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.20]
We recall the notation fg, , from (.I3). The following proposition plays an important role

in the proof of Proposition 3.20
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Proposition 5.1. Let A be a smooth projective equivariant compactification of a semi-abelian
variety A. Let S be a smooth projective variety. Let 7 : Sy a4 — S be the natural projection.
Let Z C Sy14 be an irreducible Zariski closed set. Assume that Z is horizontally integrable.
Then there exists a proper Zariski closed set W ; T(Z) with the following property: Let F C
Hol(D, A x S) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps such that (fs, ,)fer = Z.

Let wy and wg be smooth positive (1,1) forms on A and S, respectively. Let Ay > 0 be a Weil
function for W. Let s € (1/2,1) and 6 > 0. Then there ezist positive constants ¢; > 0, ca > 0,
c3 > 0 such that for all f € F with fs(D) ¢ W, we have

(51) TS(Tv fA7 wZ) < ClTS(Tv fS7 wS) =+ CQm((‘S + T)/Qu f57 )\W) +c3

for allr € (s,1) outside some exceptional set E C (s, 1) with the linear measure |E| < 0.
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 5.1l

5.1. Outline of the proof of Proposition 5.1 We briefly describe an outline of the proof
of Proposition (.l We recall that a semi-abelian variety A is an algebraic group with an
expression

(5.2) 0T =A% Ay —0,

where Ay is an abelian variety and T'~ G! is an algebraic torus (cf. Appendix [A]).
The starting point of the proof is the following estimate for the left hand side of (B.1I).

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a smooth projective equivariant compactification of a semi-abelian variety
A. Letp: A — Ay be the canonical quotient as in (B.2)). Let wy be a smooth positive (1,1)-form
on A and wy, be an invariant positive (1,1)-form on Ay. For an irreducible component D of
0A, let A\p > 0 be a Weil function. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all
g € Hol(D, A), we have

(53) TS<T7 g, wZ) < CTS<T7 pPey, WAO) tc Z |m(r, g, )‘D) - m((s + T)/Qv 9, )\D)‘ tc
DCOA
for all s € (1/2,1) and r € (s,1), where D C OA runs over all irreducible components of OA.

Proof. We first note that
(5.4) T(r, g,ws) < 4T5(r, g,w;)

forall 1/2 <s<r <1, whereo = (s+7r)/2.

Let A= (T x A)/T (cf. Lemma[A6). Then T C A is projective. Since the Picard group
of T is trivial, we may take a (not necessarily effective) very ample divisor Dy on T" such that
supp Do C 9T Note that Dy is T-invariant. Set D = (Dy x A)/T. Then D is a Cartier divisor
on A. We take a Zariski open covering {U;} of Ay such that p~(U;) = U; x T, where p: A — Ag
is the extension of p. Then we have D N p~'(U;) = Dy x U;. Hence O4(D) is very ample for p
in the sense of [I7), Def. 13.52]. Since Ay is projective, we may take an ample line bundle L on
Ap. Then by [I7, Prop. 13.65], there exists a positive integer n > 1 such that O4(D) ® p* L®¥
is ample on A. We write as D = Dt — D~ by the positive and negative parts of D. By (&),
there exist positive constants o > 0 and o/ > 0 such that for all g € Hol(D, A), we have
(55) TS(Ta g, wZ) < aTS(Tv Py, wAO) + O/TU(Tv g, D+7 AD*) - O/TU<T7 g, D77 )‘Df) +a
for all 1/2 < s <r <1 (cf. (&4)). For g € Hol(D, A), we have N,(r,g, D) = 0, hence

T,(r,g, D%, Ap+) = m(r, g, \p+) — m(o, g, \p+).

Similarly, we have T, (r, g, D™, Ap-) = m(r, g, \p-) — m(o, g, \p-). Hence
TO’(raga D+7 )‘D+) - To‘(raga D_a )‘D*) S Z |m(raga )‘D) - m(a,g, )‘D)|7
DCOA

where D C 0A runs over all irreducible components of 0A. Combining this estimate with (B.5]),
we conclude the proof of the lemma. Here we set ¢ = max{«a, a'}. O
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The proof of Proposition b.Ilroughly goes as follows. Since Z C S 4 is horizontally integrable,
we may take U — A x S as in Definition BI0 Then as in ([B3]), we get an isomorphism
®: AxU — AxU. Foreach f € F, we may take a lift f € Hol,,(ID, A x X) of f so that

~

{(®o f)u, 1} ser becomes very close to Uy 4, thanks to LemmaB.I7 See Subsection 5.2 for the

detail of the construction of f. Then the derivative of (® o f)4 is bounded by the derivative of

(Po f)U Thus the estimate (&I for ® o f, instead of f, is easier to prove.
However, there are several problems to work out this argument rigorously.

A

e {(® o f)y, 4}rer becomes very close to Uf 4 only on some brunch €} — Q; over a
domain 2y C D. The situation will be explained in Definition below.

e We need to compactify U. Moreover, to complete the argument rigorously, we need to
take the compactification X carefully. This is the theme of Subsection .3l

o After the compactification of U, ® only extends to a rational map A x ¥ --» A x 3.
Hence (® o f)4 may hit the boundary of A.

e We estimate the first and second terms of the right hand side of (&3] separably. See
Lemmas B.ITand 5.7l The first term is easier to estimate. The reason is that since (po
fa)*wa, is subharmonic, we could estimate Ts(r, po fa,wa,) directly from the information
of po f4 over Qy, based on [46, Lemma 7.1]. The main technique to estimate the second
term will be discussed in Subsections L.5H5.17

Now we introduce the following definition.

Definition 5.3. Let V' be a variety. Let G = ((g:, %, $2))ier be an infinite indexed family of
triples (g;, €%, €2), where g; € Hol,,(D, V), ©; C D is a connected open subset, and ) C Y, is
a connected component of 7@1(9@'). Let T' C V be a Zariski closed set. We write G ~» T' if the
following holds: For every 0 < s < 1, > 0, and an open subset U C V such that 7" C U, there
exists a finite subset E C I such that for every i € I — E, we have

e z €, for y-almost all z € D(s),

e g;(2) CU.

We prepare some notations in Nevanlinna theory in the context of the definition above. Let
3 be a projective variety and let Z C ¥ be a closed subscheme with a Weil function \z. Let
(9,9,€Q) be a triple as in Definition £.3] i.e., ¢ € Hol,(D,X), Q C D is a connected open
subset, and ' C Y} is a connected component of 7, *(€2). Assume g(Y,) ¢ suppZ. We set

1 dargm,(y)
5.6 m(r, (g,,Q), \ :7/ Az(g(y)) —=>—222
(5:6) (. ), Az) deg(mglar) Jyeqnov, ) z(9()) 27

where deg(m,|o) is the degree of the restriction 7 |o : " — €2
Suppose X is smooth. Let w be a smooth (1, 1)-form on 3. We set

1 "dt
5.7 Ty(r,(g,9,9),w :7/ —/ g w.
(51) (. he) deg(mglar) Jo t Jary,

In the rest of this section, A is a semi-abelian variety, S is a smooth projective variety, and
Z C 51,4 is an irreducible Zariski closed set which is horizontally integrable.

5.2. Good liftings of f € F. Since Z C 5} 4 is horizontally integrable, we take ¢ : U — A x S
as in Definition B.T6 We get the isomorphism

P:AxU = AxU

from ([B3). We apply Lemma BT to get an irreducible component = C U; 4 of (¢')*(Z) such
that

(5.8) D®(E) C U,

where ¢ : Uy a4 — Si.4 is induced from ¢ : U — S. Let © C U be the image of = under
Uia — U. Since Uy 4 — U is proper, O is a Zariski closed subset of U. Let ¥ be a smooth
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compactification of U such that ¢ : U — S extends to a morphism g : ¥ — S. We denote by
© C X the Zariski closure of © in X.

Remark 5.4. (1) Let g € Hol,, (D, A x X) such that g5 (Y,) ¢ OU. Then we may define
Pog:Y, - AxX
as follows. Set @, = (gs) '(dU). Then Q, C Y, is a discrete subset. Thus we get
®o(glvg,) Y\Qy > AxUCAxX.

Since A x ¥ is compact and ® : A x ¥ --» A x X is rational, ® o (g|yf\Qf) extends to a

holomorphic map ® o g : Y, — A x . By the construction, we have (® o g)5(Y,) ¢ 0A.

(2) Let h € Hol,(D, A x %) be non-constant such that h5(V},) ¢ 0A. Then we may define
hs, 4 1 Yy — Xy 4 as follows. Set R, = (hy) '(0A). Then R, C Y}, is a discrete subset. We get
hlyi\r, : Yo\ — A x 3. Since h is non-constant, this induces (hly,\q, )=, 4 : Ya\@n — 1,4
Since X1 4 is compact, we get hy, , : Y, — Xy a.

With these notations, we state the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let F C Hol(D, A x S) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps such
that (fs, ,)fer = Z. Then there exists a finite subset £ C F with the following property: For
each f € F\E, there exist

e a lifting f € Holyn(D, A x ¥) of f € Hol(D, A x S),

e a connected open subset 0y C D,

e a connected component 0 of W;l(Qf) CY;

such that

(5.9) fs(Yy) ¢ oU,

(5.10) ((fs, 2, X)) rerme ~ O,
(5.11) (@0 f)s, 000, jerme ~ Tia
and

(5.12) degm; < [C(S) : C(2)].

Before going to prove this lemma, we need some preparations.
5.2.1. Preliminary lemmas for the proof of Lemma[2].

Lemma 5.6. Let s € (0,1) and v > 0. Let V C D(s) be an open set such that z € V' for
v-almost all z € D(s). Let s € (0,s). Then there exists an open subset Q C V' such that € is
connected and z € Q for 2y-almost all z € D(s').

Proof. Set K = D(s')\V. Then K is compact. We first show that there exists a finite

correction of closed discs Dy, ..., D, such that

(1) K c U D;, and

(2) >0, ri < 27, where r; is the radius of D;.
Indeed, let {E;} be a countable set of closed discs such that D(s)\V C UE; and the sum of the
radii of FE; is less than . Let O; be the open disc whose center is equal to that of E; and radius
is equal to the double of that of E;. We have K C UQ;. Hence we may take Oy,0,,...,0,
such that K C Oy U---UQO, and the sum of radii of O; is less than 2v. Thus the closed discs
O4, . ..,0,, satisfy our requirements.

Now let n be the minimum such that there exist closed discs Dy, ..., D, with the properties
(1) and (2) above. We claim that D; N D; = ) for i # j. To prove this, we suppose contrary
that there exists ¢ # j such that D; N D; # (. We may assume without loss of generality that
1 =1 and 7 = 2. Let py,ps be the centers of Dy, Dy, respectively. Let p be the point which
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divides the line segment D1p; internally in the ratio p1p : pps = ro @ r1. Let D be the closed
disc whose center is p and radius is equal to r + r,. Then Dy U Dy C D. Hence the closed
discs D, Ds, ..., D, satisfy the property (1) and (2) above. This contradicts to the choice of n.
Hence we have proved D; N D; = () for i # j. Now we set = D(s")\ U, D;. Then 2 is open
and connected. We have z € € for 2y-almost all z € D(s'). O

Lemma 5.7. Let V and V be smooth projective varieties. Let p : V> Vbea proper, surjective,
generically finite morphism. Let Vo C V' be a nonempty Zariski open set such thatp : V. — V s
quasi-finite on Vo. Let Z C'V be an irreducibe Zariski closed set. Let Z C 'V be an irreducible
component of p~1(Z) such that ZN\'Vy # 0. Let G = (g;)ier be an infinite indexed family in
Hol(D, V') such that G = Z. Then for all but finitely many i € I, there exist

o a lift §; € Hol(D, V) of g;,

e a connected open subset ; C D, and

e a connected component Qf of w3 (Q;) C Yy,
such that

® ((gla in Q;))ZGI ~ Zy~

o degmy, < [C(V): C(V)], and

 Proof. We construct a Z-admissible modification V' — V' and Z-admissible modification
V' — V with the following properties (cf. Definition B.1):

e p induces a morphism p' : V/ — V’ with the following commutative diagram

V «—V/

e 1 is quasi-finite on some neighbourhood of Z’, where Z’ C V' is the minimal transform.

o (p)Y(Z2") = Z'11 E, where Z' C V' is the minimal transform.
We construct these objects as follows. We decompose p~*(Z) into irreducible components as
p Y Z)=ZUF U---UF, and set F = F{U---UF},. Replacing V by BlZme/, we may assume
ZNF; =0if p(F;) = Z (cf. the proof of (&I)). By Lemma B2 we may take a Z-admissible
modification V’ — V such that V'|z — Z’ is flat. We may assume moreover that V’ is smooth.
Then V'|z — Z' is an open map. Hence every irreducible component of (p')~!(Z’) dominates
Z'. Thus Z' is a connected component of (p/)~1(Z’). Hence Z' — Z' is flat, so finite. Hence p'
is quasi-finite on some neighbourhood of Z’, and (p')"'(2') = Z' 11 E.

Let T C V' be a Zariski open neighbourhood of Z’ such that p/ |r : T — V' is quasi-finite
and TN E = (. Then, by Zariski’s main theorem, there exist a compactification 7 C T and a
finite map

p" T =V

such that p”|; = p/lp. We have (p)"Y(Z') = ZZ 11 E'. Let Z' C Oz and E' C Op be
open neighbourhoods in T such that Oz N Op = ). We may assume Oz C T. Note that
P’ (T— (Oz U OE/)) C V' is compact and disjoint from Z’. Hence we may take an open
neighbourhood Z’ C O which is disjoint from p” (T — (Oz UOg)). Then (p")"'(Oz) C
O U Opg. We replace Oy by (p”)'(Oz) N Oz. Then P"lo,, : Oz — Oz is a proper map.
Since V' is smooth, by Remmert open mapping theorem, the finite map p” : T'— V' is an open
map. Hence p”|o_, : Oz — Oz is proper and open.

By G = Z, we have G — Z'. Here by removing finite elements from I, we assume that every

g; : D — V has a unique liftt D — V' (cf. Remark B.3), which we continue to use the same
notation g;. Let Oz © U; © Uy - -+ be a sequence of open neighbourhoods of Z’ such that
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every open neighbourhood of Z’ in Oy contains some U, for sufficiently large n. Set ~, = Qn%

and

I, ={iel; gz) € U, for y,-almost all z € D(1 —~,)}.
Then we get a descending sequence I D Iy D Iy D ---. By G — Z', I\, is a finite set for every
n. We set I =N, 1,.

For i € I, we are going to construct a lift §; € Hol, (DD, T), a connected open set ; C D
and a connected component 2 C Y3, of 7. 1(Q;). We first consider the case i & I,. We fix
i € I1\Iw. We take n; such that i € I,,, but i ¢ I, ;. By Lemma [E6] we may take an
open set Q; C g;*(Uy,) NID(1 — 2,,) such that €; is connected and z € Q; for 2+, -almost all
z € D(1 - 27,,). We take h : Y — T by pull-back, where ) is an one dimensional analytic
space with finite map ¢ : Y — D.

Let Vi,..., Y be irreducible components of V. We may take );, where 1 < j < [, such
that h(Y;) N Oz # 0. Then hly, : V; — T defines a lift §; € Hol,,(ID,T) of g; such that
3:(Y3,)NOz # 0. We take a connected component €} of 7 ' (€;) C Yj, such that g;(€2)nO # 0.
By ¢:(%;) C Uy, C Oy, we have §;(€2) C Oz U Opg. Hence, since 2, is connected, we have

(5.13) (%) € Oz

When i € I, we have g;(D) C Z'. Since Z' — Z' is a finite map, we have a lift g; : Y3 — Z'
of gi. We set ; =D and €, = Yj,. Thus we have constructed §; € Hol, (D, T), Q; and € for
all 7 € I;.

We claim that, for all i € I,,, we have g;(Q) C (p”)"'(U,) N O4. This is obvious for
i € Is by 3:(Y;) C Z'. When i ¢ I, we have n; > n, hence g:(8;) c U,, € U,. Thus
() C (p")"1(U,) N Oy (cf. (BI3)). This proves our claim.

Now we prove ((§i, %, %))ier, ~ Z'. Let M C T be an open neighbourhood of Z'. Let
s € (0,1) and 6 > 0. We take a sufficiently large n such that s < 1—2+, and 2v, < 0. Note that
Oz \M is a closed subset of O,. By (p”)~'(Z') = Z'11E’, we have (p")~'(Z")NO; = Z'. Hence
Z' N p"(Oz\M) = 0. Since p"|o,, : Oz — Oz is proper, p"(Oz\M) is a closed subset of Oz
Hence there exists n’ such that U,, N p”"(0;\M) = 0. Hence we have (p”) " (U,) N Oz C M.
We set n” = max{n,n’'}. Then for all i € I,,», we have g;(£2}) C M and z € §; for j-almost all
z € D(s). Hence ((§i, U, Y))icr, ~ 2.

So far, we have considered that §; are maps into 7. Since the birational map T --» V' is
an isomorphism on 7' and O C T, we have ((§;, 2, ))ies, ~» Z' under the consideration
i € Hol, (D, V'). Thus we have ((§;, 4, ))icr, ~ Z under the consideration §; € Holy, (D, V).
By the construction, we have deg 7, < [C(V),C(V)].

Now let f/o/ C V' be the inverse image of V; under the map V! — V. We define J C I, to be the
set of i € I such that §;(Y3,) C V'\V{ under the consideration §; € Hol,,(ID, V’). To prove that
J is finite, we assume contrary that J is infinite. Then there exists an irreducible component
D of V'\V{ such that §;(Y3,) C D for infinitely many i € J. By (g, i, %))icr, ~» Z2', we have

i

DNZ #0. Hence TN D # (. Hence Z' ¢ p/(D) and g;(D) C p/(D) for infinitely many i € .J.
This contradicts to the assumption G = Z. O

5.2.2. Proof of Lemma [23. We first fix a modification of 3, 4 as follows. The isomorphism
D® : Uy g — Uj 4 induces a rational map ;4 --» ¥; 4. We also have a rational map

Y14 --» S1,4. By taking a birational modification 2/1\:4 — 21,4, we may assume that

e p: 2/31\:4 — 51 4 is generically finite and surjective, and
o D®: 3y 4 — Xy 4 is holomorphic.
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Note that the natural il map U, A — 51 4 1s étale and D@ is holomorphic on U; 4. Hence we
may assume U A C 21 4. Let 2 C 21 4 be the closure of = C Uy 4. Then = is an irreducible

component of p~!(Z) such that
(5.14) ENUa#£0D.
Now we are given an infinite subset F C Hol(ID, A x S) of non-constant holomorphic maps so

that (fs, ,)rer = Z. By (6I4) and (fs, ,)fer = Z, we may apply Lemma 5.7 for p : 5:4 —
Si,4 and (fs, ,)rer. Then there exists a finite subset & C F such that for each f € F\&,

there exist a lift ¢ € Hol,, (DD, i:l) of fs, 4, a connected open subset €2y C D and a connected
component 2 of 7, 1(€;) C Y, such that

(515> ((ngva}))fE}'\E M E,
(5.16) degm, < [C(S1,4) : C(24,4)],
and

(5.17) 9(Yy) & S1a\Ui 4.

Let 7' : f;; — Y be the natural projection. Then we have the following commutative diagram:

g ST
Yy —— Y4 —— X

(5.18) ”gl lp lq

D —— Si4 — S
51,4 T

For f € F\&, we set f = (fa,7 0g) € Holy (D, Ax ¥). Then we get the following commutative
diagram:

Y; 1 AxS —— %

(5.19) | | E

]DT>A><S—>S

Here Y; =Y. Note that 7 '(£) = ©. Hence by ([EI5), we get (G.10).

Next we show (E9) and (BI2). Let f € F\E. By [BID), we get (9). We note that
[C(S) : C(X)] = [C(S1.4) : C(X1.4)]. Hence by (5.16), we get (5.12). )

Finally we prove (BI1). We have pog = fg,, om,y (cf. (BIF)) and po (f)ZINA = fs,, 07
(cf. (BI9)). Hence we get

(5.20) pog=po (f)glA

By the definition of f, we get 7/ 0 g = fx. By (5.19), we have 7/ o (f)leA — fs. Hence we get
(5.21) T’og:T/o(f)ZTA.

Since Uy 4 = S1,4 Xg U, the two relations (5.20) and (G.21)) yield (f ) = g. Hence by (B.15),
we have

(5.22) (((f)i:qa Qp, Q) pere — =.

By (G.8), we get

D®(E) C ¥,

Thus by B.22), we get (Do f—, 2, ))seme = Tia- By DPo f— = (Do f)s, ,, we get
(GEI). O
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5.3. Good compactification of U.

Lemma 5.8. Let S be a smooth projective variety. Let q : U — S be an étale morphism from
a smooth variety U. Let © C U be an irreducible Zariski closed set. Then there exist

e a smooth compactification 32 of U such that q : U — S extends to a morphism q : X — 5,
e a Zariski open set X° C X such that © C X°, where © C X is the Zariski closure of ©
m X,
e a smooth semi-positive (1,1)-formn >0 on 3 such that n >0 on 3?,
e a proper Zariski closed subset W C S with W G q(©)
such that the following properties hold:
(1) Let A C X be an irreducible component of OU such that AN O # (. Then g(A) C W.
(2) Let wg be a smooth positive (1,1)-form on S and let Ay > 0 be a Weil function for
W. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all g € Hol, (D, X) with
qgog(Y, ¢ W, we have

Ts(rv g, 77) < CTS(Ta gog, CUS) + cm((s + 7”)/27 gouy, )‘W) +c
forall s € (1/2,1) and r € (s,1).
To prove this lemma, we start from the following lemma.

Lemma 5.9. Let X be a projective variety. Let V and V' be non-empty Zariski open subsets
of X such that V NV’ is smooth. Then there exists a proper birational morphism p : X' — X
from a projective variety X' such that p='(V') is smooth and p~1(V') — V' is isomorphic.

Proof. By a strong desingularization of V| we have a sequence
V=WV 1

such that

e |/} is smooth, and
e each V;;; — V; is a blowing-up V;;; = Blg,V; such that the center C; C V; satisfies
pi(C;) C V\(V N V'), where p; : V; = V' is the natural morphism.

We inductively construct a projective variety X; with an open immersion V; C X; as follows.
Set Xy = X. Then V; C X,. Suppose we have constructed X; with V; C X;. Let C; C X, be
the (schematic) closure of C; C V;. We set X,y = BlzX;. Then the inverse image of V; C X;
under the projection X, 1 — X; is equal to V;;; C X;,1. Since Xj is projective, the blowing-up
X1 is also projective. Thus we have constructed projective varieties X; with open immersions
Vi X;foralli=0,1,... k.

By the construction, we have extensions p; : X; — X of p;. By p;(C;) € V\(V NV'), we
have p;(C;) € X\V'. Hence p; : X; — X are isomorphisms over V' for all . Moreover we have
p; H(V) =V for all i. We set X’ = X}, and p = p, to conclude the proof. O

Proof of Lemmal[5.8 We first construct ¥ and X°. We apply Zariski’s main theorem for the
quasi-finite map ¢ : U — S. Then we get an open immersion U < ¥; and a finite map

61:21—)5.

Since S is projective, ¥ is projective. Since U is smooth, we may assume that ¥, is normal.
Set

(5.23) ¥y = Blg, rov 21,
where ©; C ¥, is the Zariski closure of © C U in ;. Then X, is projective. Set
P1: Yo — 2.

Then p; is isomorphic over U C ¥;. Hence U C 5. Let ©5 C 3, be the Z_ariski closure of
© C U in Xy. If A C X5 is an irreducible component of ¥ \U such that A N Oy # @), then

(5.24) n(8) S e,

25



Let V' C ¥, be a Zariski open set defined by V' = 25\ (J,, A, where A" runs over all irreducible
components of ¥,\U such that A’ N O, = (). Then we have

(5.25) 0, CV.

We define a Zariski closed set D C 33 by D = |J, A, where A runs over all irreducible
components of ¥5\U such that AN O, # . We have U = V N (X,\D), where U is smooth. By
Lemma [5.9] there exists a proper birational modification

P2 - Y3 — 2o
such that p,* (V) is smooth and p, is isomorphic over X5\ D. We define ¥ by a smooth modifi-
cation

Ps3 - X — 23
which is an isomorphism over p; (V) C ¥3. We set ¥° = (p3 o py)~ (V). By (52H), we have
[CRap

We construct W C S with W S () and prove (1). We denote the exceptional locus of
p1: 22 — 21 by E1 C 22. We set
W = q_l Opl(El UD) CS.

By ([B23), we have pi(E1) & ©,. By (524, we have p;(D) & ©,. Hence we have W & ¢(0).
By the definition of D C ¥4, we obtain the assertion (1).
Let E C Y3 be the exceptional locus of ¥3 — ;. Then we claim

(5.26) Groprope(E) CW.
To prove this, we denote the exceptional locus of py : X3 — 35 by Fy C 3. Then we have
E C py'(E)) U Ey. Hence po(E) C By Upo(Es). Since py : X3 — Yy is isomorphic over 5\ D,

we have py(Es) C D. Hence po(E) C Ey U D. Thus we have proved (5.26)).
Next we construct 7 and prove the property (2). Since X3 is projective, we have an immersion

t: X3 — P". Let wpn be the Fubini-Study metric on P". Let ¢ : ¥ — P" be the composite of
> — 23 — P*. We set
n=¢ wpn.
Then 7 is semi-positive on > and positive on %, for the composite of ¥? < 3 — 33 is an open
immersion.
Now we prove (2). Let Hy,..., H; C P" be hyperplanes such that H; N---N H, = (). Let h
be the Fubini-Study metric on Opn(1). Let 7; be a section of Opn (1) such that H; = (1, = 0).

Set Ay, () = —log v/h(7i(z), 7;(x)) > 0. By Lemma [£4] there exists a positive constant ¢; > 0
such that for all h € Hol, (D, 33) with h(Y,) ¢ E U *H;, we have

(527) To(,ra Lo h7 HZ'7 )\Hz) < CiTo(Tu q_l opi1op20 h7 WS) + Cim<07 h’7 )\E') + ¢
foral0 <o <r<1.
Let g € Hol,,(D, ¥) with go g(Y,) ¢ W. We may take H; such that ¢ o g(Y,) ¢ supp H;,
where ¢ : ¥ — P" is the morphism above. Then by (@), we have
T0<T7g7n) = Ta(r,goog,w]pn) = T0<T,g00g,Hl',)\Hi)
for all 0 < o <r < 1. By (520) and (5.27), we have
To(r, 009, Hi, \m,) < ¢T5(r,q 0 g,ws) + cim(a,q 0 g, \w) + ¢i.

We set ¢ = max{c;}. Then we have
1<i<l

To(ﬁf]ﬂl) < C/TU(TvqoguwS) _'_C/m(aaqogu)‘W) + Cl'
Now for 1/2 < s <r < 1and o = (s+1)/2, we have
Ts(ragvn) < 4T0(ragvn) < 4C/T0(7",CjO 97WS) + 4c'm(a,cjo g, )‘W) + 4c’.
<T

We set ¢ =4c. By T,(r,qo g,ws) s(r,q 0 g,ws), we conclude the proof. OJ
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Remark 5.10. Let A be a semi-abelian variety and let S be a smooth projective variety. Let
Z C Sy .4 be an irreducible Zariski closed set. Assume that Z is horizontally integrable. Then
we take and fix the following objects:

e An immersion U < A x S as in Definition

e An isomorphism ® : A x U — A x U from (B3).

e An irreducible component = C Uy 4 of (¢/)"'(Z) from Lemma BIT7 where ¢/ : U 4 —
51,4 is induced from ¢ : U — S.

e The image © C U of Z under U; 4 — U. Since U; 4 — U is proper, © is an irreducible
Zariski closed subset of U.

We may apply Lemma for ¢q: U — S and © C U to get and fix the following objects:

e A smooth compactification 3 of U such that ¢ : U — S extends to a morphism g : ¥ —
S.

e A Zariski open set X° C ¥ such that © C X°, where © C X is the Zariski closure of ©
in X

e A smooth semi-positive (1,1)-form n > 0 on ¥ such that n > 0 on ¥°.

e A proper Zariski closed subset W C S with W & ¢(©).

By ¢(©) = 7(Z), we have W G 7(Z), where 7 : S; 4 — S is the natural map.

5.4. Estimate for the first term of RHS of (53)). Let A be a semi-abelian variety with
the quotient p: A — Ap as in (B.2). Let S be a smooth projective variety. Let Z C S; 4 be an

irreducible Zariski closed set. Assume that Z is horizontally integrable. We recall W C S from
Remark .10

Lemma 5.11. Let F C Hol(D, A x S) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps
such that (fs, ,)rer = Z. Let wa, be an invariant positive (1,1) form on Ay and let ws be a
smooth positive (1,1) form on S. Let \yy > 0 be a Weil function for W. Let s € (1/2,1) and
0 > 0. Then there exists a positive constant o > 0 such that for all f € F with fs(D) ¢ W,
we have

TS<T7 pe fA7 on) < aTs<T7 f.S'v wS) + am((s + T)/Qu f57 AW) +a
for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set E C (s, 1) with the linear measure |E| < 0.

Proof. We use the objects fixed in Remark[B. 10l Note that the isomorphism ® : AxU — AxU
induces an isomorphism &, : Ay x X — Ay x X with the following commutative diagram:

AxU —25 AxU
(5.28) (p,i)l l(m’)

AO X 2 T> AO X 2
0
Here ¢ : U — X is the open immersion.

We prove this claim. Let ¢ : U — A be the composite of the immersion ¢ : U — A x U and
the first projection A x S — A. Then ® : Ax U — A x U is defined by ®(a,u) = (a — p(u),u)
(cf. B4)). We have a rational map po ¢ : ¥ --» Ajy. Since Ay is an abelian variety and X
is smooth, this rational map extends to a morphism po ¢ : ¥ — Ag. Then @, is defined by
Do(b,u) = (b—pow(u),u) for (b,u) € Ay x X. Then @y fits in the commutative diagram (5.28).

We set

(5.29) § = 4/801.

We take an open neighbourhood Og C ¥ of © C ¥ such that Og C X°, where we recall X° C &
from Remark 5101 We take a smooth positive (1, 1)-form wy, on ¥ such that

(5.30) ws <1
on Og, where we recall 7 from Remark (.10
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We apply Lemma to get a finite subset & C F such that for each f € F\E, we get a
lifting f € Hol,,(D, A x X) of f € Hol(D, A x 5), a connected open set 2y C D and a connected
component 2 C Y} of 7Tle(Q ) with the properties (5.9)-(5.12) described in Lemma 5.5 Then

we have (cf. (BI0))

((f2: Qs Q) perre ~ ©.
Hence there exists a finite subset & C F, where & C &1, such that for all f € F\&, we have
z € Qy for §’-almost all z € D(1 — ¢") and

(5.31) f=(Q)) € Og.
Let w4 be an invariant positive (1, 1)-form on A such that
(5.32) prwa, < wa.
We take an open neighbourhood OZT,A C ¥4 0f E’LA such that
(5.33) VLiealws < [Us]uy
for all (vs, vriea) € TYE X LieA with [(vs, ULiea)] € OgI’A C ¥1.4. We have (cf. (5.I1])

((((I) © f)EI,A7 Qf7 Qlf))fE}—\g ~ ET,A'
Hence, there exists a finite subset & C F, where £ C &, such that for all f € F\&;, we have

(534) ((I) (¢] f)EI’A (Qlf) - OZT,A'

Now we take f € F\& such that fg(D) ¢ W. Since z € Qy for ¢"-almost all z € D(1 — ¢'),
we may apply |46, Lemma 7.1] to get

" dt
(5'35) Ts(r,p o anWAo) < 8/ —/ (P o fA)*WAo
s bt Jpwne;

for all » € (s,1—¢') outside some exceptional set E' C (s,1—4") whose linear measure satisfies
(5.36) |E/| < 8005,
By fA = faomg, we have

" dt N
(537) / o / (;0 o fA)*on - TS(Ta (P o fA7 Qf) Q/f)a WAQ)-
s bt Jpwne;

Here we recall (B.7)) for the definition of the right hand side.

Let @y : Ay x ¥ — Ag x X be the isomorphism above (cf. (B28))). Let vy : Ay x ¥ — Ay be
the first projection, and v, : Ag X % — X be the second projection. Then there exists a positive
constant «; > 0 such that

(v 0@y ) wa, < ar(Viwa, + Viws).

We define p: A x ¥ — Ay x X by pla,s) = (p(a), s) for (a,s) € A x ¥. Then, we get

(5.38) Ty(r, (po fa, ., Qf),wa,)
< a Ty(r, (®o 0 po fag, U, V), way) + anTu(r, (fr, U, ), ws).
By (B.33) and (5.34]), we have
To(r, ((® 0 f)a, 25, Q) wa) < Tu(r, (5, 5, Q) ws).
By the commutativity of (B.28) and (B.32]), we have

~ A

TS<T7 (((I)O © ﬁ © f)Am va 930)7 on) < TS<T7 (((I) © f)A7 Qf? Q})v wA)'

Hence we get

(539) Ts<r7 ((q)(] © ﬁ © f)Aoa Qf7 Qlf)7 on) S Ts(,ru <f27 Qf7 Qlf)u WE)-
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Hence by (5:353)), (:37), (538) and (5:39), we get
TS(T7 ;0 o fA7 WA()) S 160[1T5(T, (th Qf7 Q,f)a CUZ)

for all r € (s,1 —¢)\E'. Using (5.30) and (5.31]), we have

Ts(,ru <f27 qu Q})u WE) S Ts<r7 (fAza qu Q})7 77) S (deg 7Tf)jjs<r7 fAza 77)
Hence we get
(540) TS(Tv po an WAO) < aQTS(Tv fza 77)
forall r € (s,1—09")\E’, where we set oy = 1604 [C(5) : C(2)] (cf. (BI2)). Weset o = (r+s)/2.
By Lemma 5.8 we get
(541> TS<T7 fzu 77) < 043T5<T, fS7 wS) + Oégm(O', f57 )‘W) + as,

where a3 > 0 is a positive constant which is independent of the choice of f € F\&. We set
a=ayagand F=FE'U(1—¢,1). By (529) and (5.30), we have |E| < §. Then by (£.40) and
(B.4T)), we get the desired estimate for f € F\& with fg(D) & W.

Finally we enlarge a > 0 so that

T,(1— <
max T, (1 =0, p0 fa,wa,) < @
to complete the proof of the lemma. O

5.5. Estimate of Weil functions. Let wy be an invariant positive (1,1)-form on A. Given
x,y € A, we denote by d(z,y) the distance with respect to w4. Let m: C* — A be a universal
covering, where n = dim A. We denote by d¢» the Euclidean distance on C". Note that m*w4
is an invariant positive (1, 1)-form on C™ with respect to the additive structure of C". Hence
there exists a positive constant o > 1 such that

1
(5.42) ~d(z,y) < don(77 (), 7 (y)) < ad(z,y)
for all z,y € A.

Lemma 5.12. Let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety. Let dg be the distance function on B
with respect to some invariant positive (1,1)-form on B. Then there exists a positive constant
B > 1 such that

1
EdB(xay) S d(l‘,y) S BdB(fL',y)
forall z,y € B.

Proof. Let C¥ — B be a universal covering, where k& = dim B. Then B C A induces an
immersion C*¥ C C” into the universal covering of A. This is a linear subspace. Hence for
p,q € CF, we have dcx(p, q) = den(p, q). Hence by (5.42), we obtain our lemma. OJ

Lemma 5.13. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification. Let D C OA be an irreducible
component with a Weil function A\p. There exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that

Ap(y) < Ap(x) + cd(z,y) + ¢
forall x,y € A.

Proof. We first consider the case that A is an algebraic torus, and then prove the general
case.

The case of algebraic tori. The proof is by induction on the dimension of A. When dim A = 1,
we have A = G,, and A = P'. We may assume D = (c0). Then

[Ap(2) = Ap(y)| < [log™ |z| —log™ [yl| < |log|z/yl|
On the other hand, by (£.42), we have
(5.43) | log |z/y|| < ad(z,y).

This shows our estimate in the one dimensional case.
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Now we consider the case dim A > 2 and assume that our lemma is true for algebraic tori
whose dimension is less than dim A. Let D C 0A be an irreducible component. Let I C A be
the isotoropy group of D. Then I = G,,. Set B = A/I. We take a compactification B of B
such that B = D. By Lemma [A 11 there exist a Zariski open neighborhood U C A of D C A
and a canonical projection p : U — D which extends A — B. Note that p: U — D is a total
space of a line bundle over B whose zero section is D. Let || - || be a smooth Hermitian metric
on the line bundle p : U — B. We define p : U\D — R by u(x) = log(1/||z||) where z € U.
We prove the estimate of Lemma in several steps.

Step 1. We first show that there exists a positive constant ¢; > 0 such that

(5.44) () — p(y)| < cd(z,y) + e

for all x,y € A which satisfy p(z) = p(y). To prove this, we take a finite affine covering
B = Uie;V; such that Uly, = V; x C. Let 7; : U]y, — C be the second projection. We may take
an open set W; € V; such that B = U;e;W; and |u(z) — log |1/7(x)|| < v on 2 € p~ (W)\D.
We set v = max;ery;. Now given z,y € A such that p(x) = p(y), we take ¢ € I such that
p(z) € W;. Then we have

u(z) = p(y)| < [log [1/7;(x)| — log [1/7:(y)|[ + 27.
By the one dimensional case (cf. (543)), we have

| log [1/7;(x)] —log [1/7:(y)|| < ade,, (Ti(2), Ti(y))-
Hence we get

() = ply)| < adg,, (1:(2), 7:(y)) + 2.
We take g € I such that y = ¢ - x. Since 7; is G, equivariant, we have 7;(y) = g - 7;(z). Hence
we have dg,, (1;(x), 7:(y)) = dg,, (€g,,, 9). Hence we get
[w(z) — ()| < ade,, (e, 9) + 27

Similarly, we have d(z,y) = d(es, g). By Lemma 512 we have d;(es,g) < fd(ea,g). Hence
we get (4] with ¢; = max{af3, 2v}.

Step 2. By [6l Corollary, p. 115], the quotient A — B has a section s : B — A of group
varieties. We next show

(5.45) lu(x) — w(y)| < cad(z,y) + co

for all 7,y € s(B). By the section s : B — A, we get a rational section 5 : B --» U, which is
holomorphic and zero-free on B. Set (s) = E — F. Then pu(s(b)) = Ag(b) — Ar(b) for b € B.
Then by the induction hypothesis, we have, for b,b' € B with x = s(b) and y = s(V'),

() = p()l = [(Ae(b) = Ap(b) — (Ap(t) — Ar(b))|

< Ag(b) = Ag(V)] + |[Ar(b) — Ap(V)]

S VdB(bv bl) + -
By Lemma [5.12] we have dg(b,t') < ad(z,y). Hence we get (5.45]) with co = max{a~y,v}.

Step 3. Now we take x,y € A such that x € s(B). Then by (5.44]) and (5:45]), we have
(@) = w(y)] < |px) — pls(py))] + [1(s(p(y))) = ny)l
< cod(z,5(p(y))) + rd(s(p(y)), y) + 1 + ca.

By

d(s(p(y)),y) < d(x,s(p(y))) +d(z,y),
we get

() = p(y)] < (e1 + e2)d(w, s(p(y))) + crd(w,y) + 1 + ca.
Since s((p(z)) = x, Lemma B12 yields d(z, s(p(y))) < adp(p(x),p(y)). Hence

[1(z) — p(y)| < (a1 + co)adp(p(r),p(y)) + crd(x, y) + 1 + ca.
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Since p|4 : A — B is a group homomorphism, we have
(5.46) dp(p(z),p(y)) < o'd(z,y).

Indeed, (p|a)*wp is an invariant (1, 1)-form on A, where wg is the invariant positive (1, 1)-form
on B used to define dp. Hence there exists a positive constant o’ > 0 such that (p|4)*wp < /wa.
To conclude, we get

() = p(y)| < cd(z,y) + ¢,
where ¢ = max{(c; + c2)aa’ + ¢1,¢1 + 2}
Step 4. Now we take z,y € A in general. We take g € I such that s(p(x)) = g - z. Then we
get
() — () = g -2) =g -y)| < cdlg-2,9-y) + ¢ = cd(z,y) +c
Hence
[An(z) = An(y)] < [u(e) — ply)| < cd(z,y) + ¢,
which concludes the induction step. Hence we get our lemma in the case of algebraic tori.

The case of general semi-abelian varieties. We treat the general case as in (5.2):
0T =A% A)—0.
We pull-back this sequence by the universal covering 7 : C" — A to get
0 =T Axy, C"5C"—0.

We have a section s : C* — A x4, C" of complex Lie groups. Let p: A x4, C" — A be the
natural projection. We set
v=pos:C"— A.
Then p and ¢ are morphisms of complex Lie groups. We take a closed ball B C C™ centered at
the origin such that =(B) = Ay.
We first show that there exists a positive constant a; > 0 such that for all g € T'and z, w € B,
we have

(5.47) [Ap(g-¥(2)) = Ap(g - Y (w))] < au.

We prove this. Let A corresponds to a torus embedding T C T (cf. Lemma [A.6]). Note that
p:A— Agextends to p: A — Ayg. Then r: A x4, C" — C" extends to 7 : A x4, C* — C".
The section s : C* — A x4, C" induces a (non-canonical) splitting A x 4, C* = T x C" such
that the composite go s : C* — T with the first projection q : A x 4, C* — T is the constant
map identically equal to ep.

A #ZXAOCW L}T

7| E

Ay —  C"

™

Note that p*Ap(z) — (Apl,~1(0))(¢(z)) is continuous on A x 4, C". Since 7 *(B) is compact, there
exists a positive constant o4 > 0 such that |[p*A\p(x) — (Apl,~1(0)) (¢(2))| < o for all z € 7 (B).
Note that ¢(g - s(z)) = g for all g € T and z € C". Hence for all z € B and g € T', we have

[P"An(g - 5(2)) = (Aplp-1(0))(9)] < .
Hence by
[Ap(g-¥(2)) = Ap(g-(w))| < |p"Ap(g-5(2)) = (Aple1) (@) +p"Ap(g- s(w)) = (Aplo-10))(9)],

we get (5.47) with oy = 2a].
Next we prove that there exists a positive constant ap > 0 such that for all ¢ € T and
z,w € B, we have

(5.48) d(g-¥(2), 9 Y(w)) < as.
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We prove this. Since ¢ : C" — A is a group homomorphism, 1)*w, is an invariant (1, 1)-form
on C". Hence we have d(¢(z),¥(w)) < abden(z,w) for all z,w € C". See the argument for
(546). Hence

d(g-1)(2),9 - ¥(w)) = d(¥(2), P(w)) < ahden(z, w)
for all g € T and z,w € C". Since B C C" is compact, there exists a positive constant v > 0
such that den(z,w) < for all z,w € B. Hence we get (5.48) with ap = ay.

Now, for z,y € A, we take 2/,y’ € r~!(B) such that p(2’) = z and p(y) = y. We take
9z, gy € T such that g, - s(r(2')) = 2’ and g, - s(r(y’)) = v'. Then by the torus case above, we
have

[AD(ga - 1(0)) = Ap(gy - ¥(0))] < crdr(ga - 1(0), gy - $(0)) + 1.
By Lemma B.12] we have dr(g, - ¥(0), g, - 1(0)) < Bd(g. - ¥(0), g, - 1(0)). Hence
(5.49) [AD(ga - ¥(0)) = Ap(gy - 1(0))| < c18d(gz - ¥(0), gy - ¥(0)) + c1.
We have

[Ap(x) = Ap(W)| < [Ap(gz - ¥(r(2))) — Ap(ga - ¥(0))]
+ A (g2 - ¥(0)) = Ap(gy - ¥(0))| + [Ap(gy - ¥(0)) = Ap(gy - ©(r(y)))]-
Hence by (5.47) and (549), we get
[Ap(x) — Ap(y)| < c18d(gs - ¥(0), gy - ¥(0)) + 1 + 2a1.
By (B48), we have
d(g. - 1(0), g, - 1(0)) < d(gs - (0, g. - P(r(a")))
+d(gz - (r(a')), gy - V(r(y)) + dlgy - b(r(y)), gy - ¥(0))
<d(x,y) + 2as.
Hence we get
[Ap(z) = Ap(y)| < cd(z,y) + ¢,
where ¢ = max{c; 3, 2cias8 + ¢1 + 24 }. This conclude the proof. O

5.6. Application of Lemma We recall the notation from (5.6)).

Lemma 5.14. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification of a semi-abelian variety A, and
let > be a smooth projective variety. Let D C OA be an irreducible component with a Weil
function A\p > 0. Let wy be an invariant positive (1,1)-form on A. Then there exists a positive
constant ¢ > 0 with the following property: Let (g,Q, Q) be a triple as in Definition[5.3, where
g € Hol,(D, A) with g(Y,) ¢ 0A. We take r,r" € (0,1) such that OD(r) C Q and dD(r') C Q.
We take 6 € R such that the line segment v connecting e’ and e satisfies v C Q. Assume
that OD(r") U OD(r) U~y C 2 does not contain the critical values of m, : Y, — ID. Then we have

(5.50)  [m(r, (9,0, Q),Ap) —m(r’, (9,2, Q), Ap)]

C

< —— 4, (g N Y (OD(r) U OD(r) U +c.

< Feley e 012 1175 (OD(r) U B U ))
Proof. By Lemma [5.13], there exists a positive constant o > 0 such that

(5.51) [Ap(z) = Ap(y)| < ad(z,y) +

for all z,y € A, where d(z,y) is the distance with respect to wu. B
Let (g,9,€) be a triple as in Definition 3] where g € Hol,, (D, A) with g(Y,) ¢ 0A. For
each z € (), we set

() = ——— 3 An(e().

— d ,
eg(ﬂ_gk} ) yEQ’ﬁﬂg_l(z)
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We have
(5.52) mirn g, 2 0) = [ (o)
2€Qn8D(r)

Let z, 2’ € Q be two points connected by a smooth arc o in €2. Suppose that o C Q does not
contain the critical values of 7, : Y, = ID. Then we claim

- -1
(5.53) |Mg(2) - Mg(ZI)| < mﬁm(g(ﬁ/ N Ty (0’))) —+ .
To show this, we set ' Na'(2) = {y1,...,y} and @ N7 (2) = {yi,....y,}, where

k = deg(m,y|or). We may assume that y; and y; are connected by a smooth arc o; in ', where
o; is a lift of 0. Then by (B.51]), we get

) ()] < 3 3 Polo(u) = Anlau)| < 3l ot +

By d(g(4:), 9(yi) < Lu,(g(03)), we get [.53).
Now we take 7" € (0,1), # € R and 7 as in Lemma B.I4l We have dD(r) C Q, dD(r’) C Q
and y C €. Moreover OD(r")UoD(r)Uy C €2 does not contain the critical values of 7, : Y, — D.

By (B53), we have
‘,Ug(rewl) - ,Ug(re )

darg m,(z)
2T

| < mg A9 N H(0D(r)))) + «

for all #” € R. Hence by (5.52), we have

m(r. (9,2, ), Ap) — py(re”) Loa(9(Y Ny (BD(r))) + o

< Tt
Similarly we have

! 0O QI /10 < o QI -1 D ! )
(0.2, Ap) = lr'e")| € st 082 0 7, D) +
By (&53), we have

g (re”) — pg(r'e”)| < m&m(g(g N, (7)) +a.

The last three estimates yield (5.50), where ¢ = 3a. O
5.7. Application of the area-length method. For r € (%, 1) and 0 € [0, 27], we denote by
Yro C D the line segment connecting 16 and re?. Let 1 be a smooth semi-positive (1, 1)-form

on a smooth projective variety X. We denote by £, the length of curves in X with respect to 7.
The next lemma is an application of the area-length method.

Lemma 5.15. Let f € Hol,,(D,X) and s € (3,1). Let 6 > 0.
(1) There ezists a subset Ey C (s,1) with |Ey| < 0 such that, for all v € (s,1)\E1, we have

Co(f (71 (OD(r)))) < er(degmy)*Ty(r, f,m) + cr(degmp)?,

where ¢; > 0 is a positive constant which only depends on 9.
(2) There exists a subset Ey C (s,1) with |Es| < § such that, for all v € (s,1)\FEs, we have

Cy(f (75 (700))) < ca(degmp)Tu(r, f,1) + co(deg my)

for all 0 € (0,27) outside some exceptional set E5 C (0, 2m) with linear measure |Es| < §. Here
co > 0 is a positive constant which only depends on §.

Proof. Let f*n = @*m}(dx A dy), where z = x + iy. Set

A(r) = fn

Yi(r)
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and
T(r) =Ty(r, f,n).
Then we have
A(r) = r(degmp)T'(r) < (degms)T"(r).

:/ dt/ P’tdarg Ty,
0 w7 (OD(1))

A'(r) :/ O*rdargTy.
;1 (9D(r))

Set L(r) = En(f(ﬂfl(ﬁﬂ)(r)))). Then

L(r) :/ prdargmy.
71@D()

By

we have

Hence by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

L(r)? < 27r(deg 7Tf)/ o’rdargmp < 2m(degmy)A'(r).
n7 ' (9D(r)
We estimate the right hand side. Note that since 7 is semi-positive, we have A’(r) > 0 for all
r € (0,1). Hence we may apply Borel growth lemma (Lemma below) for A(r). Letting
=+/2—1and ¢ = §/2, we have

2 &€

= max{1, A(r)'*e} < 5/(
for all r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set E] C (s, 1) of linear measure less than §'. Again
by Lemma [B.16, we have

Al(r) < degmy) " max{L, (T"(r))"**}

2 \'** 2
(T/<7,))1+€ < (7) max{l,T(r)(1+€) }
€
for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set E] C (s, 1) of linear measure less than §’. Hence

2\ 2
)< (%) ey max{1, 7))

for all r € (s,1) outside £y = E] U EY, where |E;| < §. Then we get
9 2+¢€ oie )
Loy <o () (denmy)* max{L7()?),
thus
2\ 1+e/2
L(r) <v2rm 5 (degy) max{1,7(r)}
5
< cy(degmy)*T(r) + cy(degmr)?
for all r € (s,1) outside F;. Here we set ¢; = /27 (55/)1+€/ which only depends on §. This is

the first estimate.
Next we prove the second estimate. Set L. (r,0) = En(f(wj?l(%,g))). Then

Lv(r,ﬁ):/l odlms|.
ﬂ; ('YT,G)

Since |rs| > 1 on un Y(,.0), we have

L(r,6) <2 / ol .
WEI(’YT 9)
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

L,(r,0) < 4(deg ;) / sl .

WJ: (’Y'r,@)

hence
2
/ L. (r,0)%d0 < 4(degm;)A(r) < 4(degms)*T'(r).
0
By Lemma [5.16] letting e = 1, we have

27 2
/ L. (r,0)%d0 < M max{1, T'(r)?}
0

for all 7 € (s,1)\Ey with |Ey| < §. Then, for each r € (s,1)\F2, we get

8(deg ms)?
L’Y(Tv 9)2 < Tf maX{]-a T(T)Q}
for all # € (0,27) outside some exceptional set F3 with |F3| < §. Hence
2¢/2d
L(r,0) < % max{1, T(r)}
for all @ € (0,27)\Es. Thus we obtain the second estimate by letting ¢, = 21/2/6, which only
depends on 9. OJ

Lemma 5.16. Let g be a continuously differentiable, increasing function on [s, 1) with g(s) > 0.
Let 6 >0 and 0 < e < 1. Then we have

9() < max{1,9(r)")

for allr € (s,1) outside a set E with |E| < 0.
Proof. Set
E = {7’ € (s,1);9'(r) > %max{l,g(r)lJre}} :
If £ =0, then our assertion is trivial. Suppose E # (). We have

5 J(r) & g
El<5 /Emax{l,g<r>1+f}d“ max{L, g(r) )

s

We have the following three cases.
Case 1: g(r) > 1 for all r € [s,1). Then we have

1 ! 1 ! -1 13 1
/ g(r) dr = / g(r) dr = lim < -.
s max{l,g(r)"*+<} s glr)tte mloleg(r)], e
Case 2: g(r) <1 for all r € [s,1). Then we have

/31 max{fjgr()r)1+e}dr = /Slg'(r)dr <1

Case 3: Otherwise, we have g(s) < 1 and lim, 1 g(r) > 1. Weset k = sup{r € [s,1); g(r) <
1}. Then we have s < k < 1 and g(x) = 1. Hence we have

[ g [ [ A [ 1) <2

K

Thus in all cases, we have proved |E| < 4. O
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5.8. Estimate for the second term of RHS of (5.3). Let A be a semi-abelian variety with
a smooth projective equivariant compactification A. Let S be a smooth projective variety. Let

Z C 81,4 be an irreducible Zariski closed set. Assume that Z is horizontally integrable. We
recall W C S from Remark

Lemma 5.17. Let D C A be an irreducible component of A with a Weil function A\p > 0. Let
F C Hol(D, A x S) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps such that (fs, ,)jer =
Z. Let wg be a smooth positive (1,1) form on S and let \y > 0 be a Weil function for W. Let
s € (1/2,1) and 6 > 0. Then there ezists a positive constant o > 0 such that for all f € F with
fs(D) ¢ W, we have

Im(r, fa, Ap) —m((s +71)/2, fa, Ap)| < aT(r, fs,ws) +am((s +71)/2, fs, \w) + @

for allr € (s,1)\E, where E C (s,1) is an exceptional set with |E| < §.

Proof. We recall the objects fixed in Remark Set OU = ¥ — U with a Weil function
Aov > 0. Then by Lemma B8 (1), we get

(5.54) Uaa)cw,

where A runs over all irreducible components A C U such that AN © # 0. Here g: ¥ — S
is the extension of ¢ : U — S. Let K C X be a compact neighbourhood of © C 3. We assume
that K C X° and

(5.55) ANNK =1

for all irreducible components A’ C 9U such that A’NO = (). By (5.54) and (5.55)), there exists
a positive constant a; > 0 suct that

(5.56) Aov(x) < ardw(q(z)) + aq

for all z € K.
Since A is an equivariant compactification, the isomorphism ® : A x U — A x U extends to
a morphism - B
O:AxU—>AxU
by the definition ([34). Then the inverse & ' Ax U — A x U induces a rational map

i AxN s AxY,
which is holomorphic over AxUCAxY. Let vy : Ax Y — A be the first projection and
let vy : A x 3 — X be the second projection. We claim that there exists a positive constant
as > 0 such that
(557) |)\D<I/1(.I‘)) — )\D<V1 o) (I)71<.§L’))| S Oég)\@U<l/2(.T)) + Qo
forall 7 € Ax U C A x %. Indeed, since D C A is A-invariant, we have ®(D x U) = D x U.
Hence we have .
_71 - _
(oF") (Dl =11 (D)laxe

over A x U. Thus by [44] Prop. 2.2.9 (7)], we get (5:57).
Now we are given an infinite subset F C Hol(D, A x S) of non-constant holomorphic maps
so that (fs, ,)jer = Z. We apply Lemma to get a finite subset & C F such that for

cach f € F\E, we get a lifting f € Hol,,(D, A x ) of f € Hol(D, A x S), a connected open
set 0y C D and a connected component 2} C Y} of 7Tle(Qf) with the properties (5.9)—(5.12)

described in Lemma
Let s € (1/2,1), 6 > 0 be given. Set

§ = 5/11.

We have (cf. (510)
((f2,92£,9%)) ferre ~ ©.
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Hence, there exists a finite subset & C F with & C & such that for all f € F\&;, we have
z € Qy for §’-almost all z € D(1 — ¢") and

(5.58) fe()) C K.
Let wy be a smooth positive (1, 1)-form on ¥ such that
(5.59) ws <1

on K. Here we recall n from Remark 5.0 We take an open neighbourhood O C ¥ 4 of 7 ,
such that

(5.60) [VLiealws < |Usws
for all (vs, vpiea) € TE X LieA with [(vs, vpiea)] € O C 31 4. We have (cf. (&I1))

((((I) © f)Zl,Av Qf? Qlf))fe]-'\f ~ ZiA'
Hence, we may take a finite subset & C F with & C &, such that for all f € F\E&,, we have

~

(5.61) (Pof)s, () CO.
Let f € G\& with fg(D) ¢ W. Then by (5.56) and (5.58), we have
(562> m(r, (JEZb Qf? Q})v )‘3U) < alm('r’, f57 AW) + aq

for all r € (0,1). We set
By = {r € (s,1— &) (D\Qy) NOD(r) £ 0} U {r € (5,1 — ) (D\2y) N OD(o) £ 0},
where 0 = (s + 1)/2. By adding finite points to F;, we may assume that if r € (s,1 — §')\ £},
then 9D(r) U0D(0) is contained in 2y and does not contain the critical values of 7y : Yz — D.
Then we have
|Ey| <60
For all r € (s,1 — d0")\ Ey, we have
m(r, fa, Ap) = m(r, (fa, 2, 2), Ap)
and K
m(a, fA7 )\D) = m<07 (fA7 qu Q})u )\D)
By (B57) and (5.62), we get
|m(7‘, (((I) o f)z‘h Qf7 Qlf)7 AD) - m(,ra (an Qf7 Qlf)7 )\D>| S oz;;,m(r, f57 )\W) + (6%
where a3 = asay + ag. Similarly, we have
|m(07 (((I) © f)Aa Qf7 Q/f)v )‘D) - m(av (fAv Qf? Qlf)a )‘D)| S agm(a, fSa )‘W) + ag.
Thus for r € (s,1 — 0")\ F1, we have
Im(r, fa,Ap) — m(o, fa, Ap)| = [m(r, (fa, s, %), Ap) — m(o, (f4,9.2), Ap)|
< fm(r, ((® © f)a, 2, 2), Ap) = m(o, (o f)a, 2, ), Ap)|
+ 043771(7', f57 )‘W) + Oég'ﬂl(O', f57 )‘W) + 2as.
Hence
(5.63)
im(r, fa, Ap) —m(o, fa, Ap)| < [m(r, (0 f)a, @, ), Ap) = m(o, (2 0 f)a, @y, Q) Ap)|
+ asm(r, fs, Aw) + asm(o, fs, Aw) + 2.
Next we claim
. mAr, OAAu I y AD) — M0, OAAu I yAD)| S Qg dglT, AEJI Qg
(5.64)  |m(r, (Do f)a, 2, Q7), Ap) —m(a, (P 0 f)a, L, ), Ap)| < uT(r, fo,m) +

for all r € (s,1)\ By, where Ey C (0,1) is an exceptional set with |Ey| < 116’. Here ay > 0 is a
positive constant which does not depend on the choice of f € F\&.
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We prove this. Set v,.¢: te??,1/2 <t <r. If OD(0) + .9 + OD(r) C Qy, then by (E.60) and
(5.61]), we have

lua (@ 0 f)z(Q% N (OD(r) UOD(0) Urn))) < L (f2( N7 (OD(r) U OD(0) U 1))
By (£58) and (5.59), we have
b (Jo(Q2 N1 (OD(r) U OD(0) Uyg))) < by(f5(y N7 (OD(r) U OD(0) U rp)))-
Thus by Lemma B4 we get
(5.65)  [m(r, ((® o f)3. 2, ), Ap) = m(o, (® o f)z, 2, ), Ap)|

= Wﬁn(fz(ﬂf (OD(r) U dD(o) Urrp))) + ¢,

provided that 0D(r) U dD(o) U, C €2y does not contain the critical values of 7y : Y; — D.
Here ¢ > 0 is a positive constant which appears in Lemma [5.14] hence independent of the choice

of f € F\&, r and 6.
Now we apply Lemma to get

Ly(fe(m 1 (OD(r)))) < as(deg mp)*Tu(r, fo,m) + as(deg mp)*,

for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set F3 C (s,1) with
|E5| < &
Here a5 > 0 only depends on ¢'. We define Ey C (s,1) by r € Ey iff (s +1)/2 € E5. We have
|Ey| < 2|E3) <26

Then for r € (s,1 — ')\ (E, U Ey), we have

ly(fo(m7H(OD(0)))) < as(deg m;)*Tu(o, fi, 1) + as(deg 7)”,
and dD(o) C Q. Thus for r € (s,1 —¢")\(E; U B3 U Ej), the estimate (0.GH) yields

m(r, (® o f)x, Q. Q). Ap) — m(o, (2 0 1,9, ), Ap)|
< 2cas(deg m;)Tu(r, fx,n) + 2cas(deg j) + ¢+

A~

an(fz(ﬂf (7r0)))

provided 7, is contained in €2y and does not contain the critical values of 7; : Y; — D. By
Lemma [5.15] (2), there exists E5 C (s,1) with
|Es| < ¢

such that for each r € (s,1 — ¢’)\ Es5, we may choose 6 € (0,27) such that v, C Qf, 7,9 does
not contain the critical values of 7 Ix Yf — D, and

ly(fo(m (1r0))) < asldeg mp) T (r, f,m) + ag(degmy).

Here ag > 0 only depends on ¢’. Hence, we get

~ ~

Im(r, (2 o f)x Qs ), Ap) —m(o, (Do [z, 27), Ap)|
< (205 + ) (deg ) Ts(r, fs.m) + (205 + o) (deg T+
for all r € (s,1)\ By, where
(5.66) Ey=FE,UEsUE/UE;U(1—40",1).

We have
|By| < 115 = 6.
This conclude the proof for (5.64]), where we set ay = ¢(2a5 + ag)[C(S) : C(2)] + c.
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Now by (B.63) and (B.64]), we get

Im(r, fa, Ap) —m(o, fa, Ap)| < a7 T(r, fzﬂ?) + arm(r, fs, Aw) + azm(o, fs, Aw) + az
for all r € (s,1)\ Es, where oy = 2ai3 + ay. Here we note that Fy U (1 —4§',1) C Ey (cf. (5.66])).
By Lemma [5.8 we have

Ts(,ru f27 77) < O[8TS(T7 go fAza WS) + O[gm(O', f57 )\W) + Qg

for all » € (1/2,1). Here ag > 0 is a positive constant which does not depend on the choice of
f € F\&. Hence we get

|m(T’ an )‘D) - m(07 an )‘D)| < QQTS(Tv f57 WS) + a9m(T7 f57 )‘W) + a9m(07 fSa )‘W) + Qg
for all r € (s,1)\ Ey, where ag = arag + a7. By Lemma 3] we get

m(r, fs, Aw) < a1oT5(r, fs,ws) +m(o, fs, Aw) + a1
for all » € (1/2,1). Here g > 0 is a positive constant which does not depend on the choice of
f € F\&. Hence we get
(5.67) Im(r, fa, A\p) — m(o, fa, Ap)| < aTy(r, fs,ws) + am(o, fs, \w) + «

for all € (s,1)\Es, where av = max{2aq, agorig + g }. This proves the desired estimate for
f S f\gz with fs(]D)) gZ w.
Finally we enlarge a > 0 so that

2 sup m(r, f,Ap) <«
re(s,1-9)

for all f € &. Then (B.67) is valid for all f € F with fg(D) ¢ W. O

5.9. Proof of Proposition [5.1l. We take W C S as in Remark[5.10. Then we have W G 7(2)

(cf. Remark BI0). Let F C Hol(D, A x S), wy, ws, Aw, s € (1/2,1), § > 0 be given as in

Proposition Bl Let p : A — Ay be the canonical quotient (cf. (52)) and let wa, be an

invariant positive (1,1) form on Ay. Note that we are given a smooth projective equivariant

compactification A. For an irreducible component D C A of A, let A\p > 0 be a Weil function.
Now let f € F such that fs(D) ¢ W. By Lemma [52] we get

Ty(r, fa,wz) < Tulr,po fa,way) +¢ Y m(r, fa, Ap) —m(o, fa, Ap)| + ¢
DCoA
for all r € (s,1), where ¢ > 0 is independent of the choice of f € F. By Lemma [5.11] we get
Ts(rap © fAvao) < O[TS(T, fSawS) + am((s + T)/za f57 )‘W) +a
for all r € (s,1)\E" with |E’| < /2. Here a > 0 is independent of the choice of f € F. Let
Dy, ..., D; be the irreducible components of 0A. By Lemma [B.17], we get
|m(T7 an )\Dz) - m((s + T)/2, an )\Dz)| < BiTs(Ta fSa WS) + Bzm((s + T)/Qa fS) )‘W) + 62

for all r € (s,1)\E;, where E; C (s,1) is an exceptional set with |E;| < §/2l. Here 5; > 0 is
independent of the choice of f € F. We set ¢; = ¢o = d(a+ Eizl Bi), c3 =+ (a+ Eizl Bi),

and F = E'UU_ E;. Then |E| < §. This shows ([5)), where ¢; > 0, ¢c; > 0, c3 > 0 are
independent of the choice of f € F. This completes the proof. O

6. APPLICATION OF LOGARITHMIC TAUTOLOGICAL INEQUALITY

6.1. Logarithmic tautological inequality. Let X be a smooth projective variety with a
smooth, positive (1,1)-form wyx. Let D C X be a simple normal crossing divisor. We set
TX(—logD) = P(TX(—log D) ® Ox), which is a smooth compactification of TX(—log D).
Let 0T'X(—log D) be the Cartier divisor on the boundary which corresponds to a section of
OFx(—10gp)(1). If [ € Hol(D, X) is holomorphic with f(D) ¢ D, then the derivative of f

induces a holomorphic map f/: D — TX(—log D).
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Lemma 6.1. Lete >0, > 0 and s € (0,1). Let Norx(—10gp) and Ap be Weil functions for

OTX(—logD) C TX(—1logD) and D C X, respectively. Then there exists a positive constant
> 0 such that for all f € Hol(D, X) with f(D) ¢ D, we have

m(r, f', Morx(-10g0)) < €TS(r, fowx) +em(r, f,Ap) + p

for allr € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than ¢.

This lemma is a variant of the estimate for entire curves f : C — X due to R. Kobayashi
[27] and McQuillan [32]. We refer Vojta [43] Thm A.2] for the precise statement and simplified
proof. We remark that [43, Thm A.2] implies classical Nevanlinna’s lemma on logarithmic
derivatives when applied to entire curves f : C — P! and D = (0) + (00), while Vojta’s proof
of [43, Thm A.2] is based on Nevanlinna’s lemma. In the following, we follow another method
described in [45, Thm 4.8], which does not use Nevanlinna’s lemma. See also [9, Sec. 2].

Proof of Lemmal6. . The proof divides into three steps. The following proof is similar to the
proof of [45, Thm 4.8].

Step 1. Let TX = P(TX @ Ox) be a smooth compactification of TX and let 9T X be the
Cartier divisor on the boundary which corresponds to a section of Oz (1). Let A\grx be the
Weil function of 97X defined by Aarx(v) = log (/1 + [v|2, for v € TX, where |- |, is a norm
on T'X defined by wy. We prove the following estimate for all g € Hol,,(D, X') with g(Y,) ¢ D:

(61) m(r, glu AaTX(flogD)) S m(ﬁ g, )\D) + m(r, glu )\aTX) + M1

for all » € (0,1). Here py > 0 is a positive constant which only depends on the choices of Weil
functions.
We prove this. The natural morphism ¢; : TX(—log D) — T'X induces a birational map

Y :TX - TX(—1logD).

Let Z C TX be the indeterminacy locus of 1. Let p : TX — X be the projection. Then we
have

(6.2) (Vl7x\2)" 0T X (=log D) = (p*D + 0T X)|7x\ -

Let o : TX — TX be a modification such that v induces a morphism {Z; :TX — TX(—log D).
Then there exists an effective Cartier divisor £ C TX such that

(6.3) Y OTX(—log D) =a*(p"D + 0T X) — E.

Indeed, by (6.2]), we have

(6.4) (Yl7x\2) Orx(—10g 0y (1) = (P"Ox (D) ® Oz x(1))|7x\ 7-

Let p'°¢ : TX(—1log D) — X be the projection. There exists a natural surjection
(6.5) (plog)*(plog)*OTX(flogD)(1) = Ofx(—10g 0y(1)-

We pull-back this by ¢[7x\ 7 TX\Z — TX(—log D) and combine with (6.4). Then we have
the following surjection on TX\Z:
p*<plog)*OTX(—1ogD)(1)‘TX\Z — p'Ox(D) ® OTX(l)‘TX\Z'

Since Z has codimension greater than one, this morphism extends over whole TX. We denote
by K the kernel of the following surjection obtained from ([6.5]):

QZ* (plog)*(plog)*OTX(i log D) (1) - 'Q’Z;*OT)((, log D) (1)

Then the composition of
K — a*p*(plog)*OTX(—logD)(l) — " (p*Ox (D) ® Ozx(1))

is a zero map on a (T X\Z), hence on TX. Hence we get a morphism

V' OFx(—10g 0y (1) = @ (p"Ox (D) @ Ozx(1)).
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Hence there exists an effective Cartier divisor E on TX such that (63) is valid. Hence, we get
6.1).

Step 2. We estimate m(r, ¢', \grx ), where

1 dargm,(y)
‘A = 1 1 "(y)|2 —=—L2
m(T,g ) aTX) deg T /yeay( | og + |g (y) wx o

Using concavity of log, we have

1 1 darg m,(y)
A <-log|[1 (Y2, —=—2= .
m(raga 8TX) =9 og ( + degﬂ'g Agayg |g (y) wx I

1 T
= / dt/ g wx
degmy Jo Sy,
1 d? 1 dargm,(y)
2—ﬁT<T> = d / \gl(y)ﬁx%-
mr ar egﬂg yeaYy(r) s

m(r,g', Aorx) < 3 log (1-%-45—ifi (r)).

We set

Then we have

Hence

dr?

Hence for r > s, we have

27s dr?

1 1 d?
m(r, g, Morx) < 5 log <1 4+ — T(r)) .

Now we apply Lemma [5.16] twice. We have

C;'l_;T(r) < %max{l, (T’(T))z}
< %max {1, <§ max{l,T(T)Q})Q}
g’ max {1, 7(r)*}
_g+gﬂf

for r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set £ with |E| < ¢. Hence by 7(r) < Ti(r, g,wx), we
get

(6.6) m(r,g', dorx) < 108;( + e+ cTy(r, g,wx)")

3
2563

for r € (s,1) outside E, where ¢ =

Step 3. We take a positive integer [ such that % < ¢. There exists a ramification covering
¢ : X' — X such that (1) X’ is smooth, (2) D" := (¢*D),eq is normal crossing, (3) ID" C ¢*D
(cf. [23) Thm 17]). We take a holomorphic map g : Y — X', where Y is a Riemann surface with
a proper surjective holomorphic map 7, : Y — D, with the following commutative diagram.

y 24 X/

= &

D T> X
Then we have
Im(r, g, A\p/) <m(r, g, \p=p) = m(r, f, Ap).
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The morphism T'X'(—log D') — TX(—log D) induces a rational map & : TX'(—logD'") --»
TX(—logD). Let Z' C TX'(—log D’) be the indeterminacy locus of ®. Then we have

(6.7) ((I)|TX’(— log D’)\Z’)*(aTX(_ log D)) = 0T X"(— log D/)|TX’(7 log D)\ Z"*

Let 8 : TX'(—logD') — TX'(—logD') be a modification such that ® induces a morphism
& : TX'(—log D') — TX(—1log D). Then by a similar argument used to justify ([3), we have
(6.8) ®* (0T X (—log D)) = B*(0TX'(—log D)) — F',

—_—

where E' C TX'(—log D’) is an effective Cartier divisor.

We prove this. By (6.7)), we have the following on 7°X’(—log D)\ Z":
(6.9) ((I)|TX/(7logD’)\Z/)*OTX(flogD)(l) = OTX’(flogD’)(l)|TX’(flogD’)\Z/'
We pull-back ([6.5) by @|7x:(_ 105 pry\z TX'(— lgg D')"\Z" — TX(—log D) and combine with
([@3). Then we have the following surjection on TX'(—log D")\Z":

((p/)log)*(plog)*ofx(f1ogD)(1)|TX/(7 log D'\Z' 7 OTX/(flogD’)(l)|TX’(flogD’)\Z/7
where (p')18 : TX'(—log D") — X' is the projection. Since Z’ has codimension greater than
one, this morphism extends over whole T'X'(—1log D'). We denote by K the kernel of the
following surjection obtained from (€.3)):
(I)*@log)*(plog)*ofx(—1ogD)(1) - (I)*OTX(—logD)<1)-

Then the composition of

K = B((0)%) (1) O (105 ) (1) = 8" Oxs(10g pry (1)

—_——

is a zero map on B~HTX'(—log D')\Z"), hence on TX’'(—1log D'). Hence we get a morphism
P OF x(— 10 0) (1) = B OFx1(_ 105 0y (1)-

Hence there exists an effective Cartier divisor E' on TX'(—log D’) such that (G.8) is valid.
Now by (6.8)), we have

m(r, f/v >\8TX(7 1ogD)) < m(’f’, gI7 )\aTX’(flogD/)> + p2.

Here py > 0 is a positive constant which only depends on the choices of Weil functions. Using
(61) for the pair (X', D) instead of (X, D), we get

m(r, f', Norx(—10g0)) < M7, §'s Norxr(— 108 D)) + 12
S m(r, g, )\D/) + m<r7 g/v )\aTX/) + M1 + H2

IA
—_

777’?,(7’, f7 )\D) =+ m('f’, glu )‘3TX’) + H1 + 2
< Em(T, f7 )‘D) + m(ﬁ g,7 )\aTX/) + p1 + e

By ([6.6]) for the pair (X', wx/) instead of (X,wy), we get

1
m(r, f', Aorx(—10g0)) < em(r, f, Ap) + 5 log (1 +c+cTi(r, g, wx/)4) + e

for all r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §. Since ¢ : X' — X
is finite, there exist positive constants ¢ > 0 and ¢’ > 0 such that

To(r, g, wx:) < dTy(r, g, p*wx) + " = Ti(r, fywx) + "
for all r € (s,1), where ¢ and ¢’ are independent of the choice of ¢ (cf. Lemma[4.5]). Hence we

get

1
m(r, f', Morx(—10g 0)) < em(r, f, Ap) + 5 log (1 + ¢+ c(dTy(r, fwx) + ")) + w1 + po
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for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 0. We take a positive
constant g > 0 such that

1
alog (I4+ct+ce(dz+))+m+p <er+p
for x > 0. Then we obtain our estimate. OJ

6.2. The case of semi-abelian varieties. Let A be an equivariant compactification of a
semi-abelian variety A. Let G be an infinite indexed family in Hol(ID, A). We consider the
following assumption.

Assumption 6.2. Let D C 0A be an irreducible component. Then G’ 4 D for every infinite
subfamily G’ of G.

We recall TI(G) from Definition B.I8 In this subsection, we prove the following lemma.
Lemma 6.3. Let A be a semi-abelian variety and let S be a smooth projective variety. Let A be
a smooth projective equivariant compactification. Let wy and wg be smooth, positive (1,1)-forms
on A and S, respectively. Let F C Hol(D, A x S) be an infinite set such that Fa = (fa)ser
satisfies Assumption[6. 4. Assume that {0} € II(Fa) and that fa is non-constant for all f € F.

Let k € Zxy. Let ws, , be a smooth, positive (1,1)-form on Sy 4. Then there exists o € (0, 1)
with the following property: Let s € (o,1), € > 0 and 6 > 0. Then there exist positive constants
1 >0, s > 0 such that for all f € F, the estimate

TS<T7 fSk7A7 wSk,A) S ETS<T7 fA7 WZ) + M1T8<T7 f57 WS) + 2
holds for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §.

To prove this, we prepare several lemmas.

Lemma 6.4. Let A be a smooth projective equivariant compactification. Let F = (fi)ier be an
infinite indezed family in Hol(D, A) such that the assumption[6.2 is satisfied. Then there exists
o € (0,1) with the following property: Let s € (0,1) and 6 > 0. Then there exists a positive
constant ¢ > 0 such that for all i € I, we have

m(r, fi, Aaa) < cTs(r, fi,wz) + ¢

forallr € (s+46,1).

Proof. We first consider the case that the subset

Fo={fi; i €I} C Hol(D, A)

is finite. In this case, our estimate follows from Lemma Thus we assume that F, is infinite.
Then F, satisfies the assumption By replacing F by F,, we may assume that F is a subset
of Hol(DD, A).

Let Dq,..., D, be the irreducible components of 0A. Then for each j = 1,...,n, by the

assumption [6.2] we apply Lemma to get 0; € (0,1) and a; > 0 such that, for s € (0;,1)
and 0 > 0, we have

o
m('r’, f7 )\Dj) < F]TS(T’ f7 wZ) + Qi

forall 7 € (s +,1) and all f € F. We set 0 = max{oy,...,0,} and a = a3 + -+ a,,. Let
s € (0,1) and § > 0. Then for all f € F, we have

m(r, f, doa) = ;m(r, fiAp;) < %Ts(r, fywg) +

for all r € (s +9,1). We set ¢ = max{a, a/d} to conclude the proof. O

Let Vi and V5 be smooth algebraic varieties. Let p; : Vi x V5 — V; be the first projection
and let py : V) x Vo — V5 be the second projection. Let wy, and wy, be smooth (1, 1)-forms on
Vi and V3, respectively. We set

(610) wV1><V2 - pTW% +p§WV2-
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Let w € D(r). We recall ¢y, : D(r) — D(r) from (E.0]).

Lemma 6.5. Let S be a smooth projective variety. Let A be a smooth projective equivariant
compactification. Let wy and wg be smooth, positive (1,1)-forms on A and S, respectively.
Let wy be an invariant positive (1,1)-form on A. Let F C Hol(ID, A x S) be an infinite set
of holomorphic maps such that Fa = (fa)ser satisfies Assumption [ Then there exists
o € (0,1) with the following property: Let ¢ > 0, s € (0,1) and 6 > 0. Then there ezists a
positive constant > 0 such that for all f € F and w € D(0), we have

2
; do
| 10810 0 e < T nes) +
for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §.

Proof. We first apply Lemma [6.4] for F4 = (fa)ser to get 0 € (0,1). Let ¢ > 0, s € (o, 1),
0 > 0 be given. B
Set D =0A xS C Ax S. We first note that by Lemma [A.16] we have

T(A x S)(—log D) = TA(—logdA) x T'S = A x LieA x TS.

Hence w4s defines a Hermitian metric on T(A x S)(—log D). Hence we may define the Weil
function by

(6.11) )\aT(sz)(—logD)(U) = log 31+ |UL2UAX57

where v € T(A x S)(—1log D).
By Lemma [6.4] there exists ¢ > 0 such that

m(r, fa, Noa) < cTy(r, fa,wz) +c
for all f € Fand r € (s +¢,1), where &' = 6/2. Set &’ = % By Lemma [6.], there
exists po > 0 such that
m(r, f,’ )‘BT(ZXS)(f logD)) < ngS(T’ I WZXS) + 5/m(r’ f; )‘D) + Ho

for all f € F and r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than ¢’. Hence
we have

(612> m(r, f,7 AaT(ZXS)(—logD)> < 8,(1 + C)TS<T7 f7 waS> + glc + Ho

for all f € F and r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 24’
Now we have

|(f 0 rw) (2lwaxs = 1 0 Pran(2)|wans X |02
Hence by (&.1), we have

2 i do 2n : o9 s+o
J T T e A I

for all r € (s,1). Using (6.I1)), we have
2 2
m i & [ . d
/0 log |f"© ru(re”) s < /0 log \/1-+1f"© pru(re?) Saxsoy

=m(r, f' © pru, )\aT(sz)(—logD))-

S— 0

By Lemma IO, we have
s+o

/
- Um(r, I Mo (@xs)(— 1og D))

m(T, f/ O Pruw, )\aT(ZXS)(f logD)) <
for all » € (s,1). Hence

do s+o

2
i S+o
| ol 0 ) ey <
0 T

S—0

/
S_Um(ﬁf s AoT(Ax8)(~1og D)) T
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for all r € (s,1). Combining this with [6.12)), we get ou lemma. Here we set p = =2 ('c+pig+1).
U

Let p be a non-negative mass on D(r). For |w| < s < r, we define

w "dt *
Ts (T’ M) - / 7 /ID)( ) P, -k
s t

Lemma 6.6. Let 0 < o < s <r < 1. Then for all non-negative mass j1 on D(r) and w € D(o),

we have ( )
s(s—o S+o0
— 7w <To(r,p) < ——=TY(r, ).
g, Lnp) < (w)_s(s_a) S (ry )

To prove this lemma, we prepare the following two estimates: Let |w| < o < s <r < 1, then
we have

s+ o
(6.13) Pur(2)] 2 T2 (2] = 1)+,
S — 0
(6.14) [pur() < T (lzl =)
for all z € D(r). Indeed, we have
- + 2]
. S I U R
(615) 72—l = e ST
for all z € D(r). We have
s |2 = Jwl r + Juwl
Tl Rl T

For z € D(r), we have
T+ |w| - T+ |w| < St .
r? —|wllz[ = r(r = |w]) T r(s —0)
Hence combining these with (6.15]), we get (6.13)). To prove ([6.14]), we note

2 ‘U}|—|—‘Z| _ T—‘U}| (|Z|—’I“)+’I“.
r2wllzl -+ fwl|z]
For z € D(r), we have
r— |w| r— |w] s—ao

r?+wllz] © r(r+|wl) T r(s+o)
Hence combining these with (6.15]), we get (6.14).

Proof of Lemmal6.d. We set
vrr = [dt [ gin
s D(t)

1
Usw(,rv :u) < Tsw<r7 :u) < gUf(T, :u)

Then we have

for all r € (s,1).
We fix r € (s,1) and w € D(o). For x € (0,7), we set

A(x) = min{r — z,r — s}.
Then we have
U = [ Al ne
D(r)
In particular,

wmmzénmmw
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First by (€.13]), we have
s+o
r—= |§0w,r(z)| < S

(r = 12])

-0
for |z| < r. Hence we have

Allpur () < 7= pun(2)] < Z22A(J2)

for s < |z| <r. By A(Jgw,(2)]) <7 — s, this holds for all |z| < r. Hence we get
s+0

Ud(r, ) =/ A(]z|) - =/ A(|pw,r(2)]) o otz < Uw(r 1)
D(r) D(r) s —
Thus 1
+o0
T < =y < 579 .
s(rp) < U p) < S5—o) (r, 1)

Next by (6.14]), we have

s—o
_ <r—
22— Jel) < 7~ s o)
for |z| < r. Hence we have
s—o
Alpwr(2)]) = A
(e () 2 S2A()

for |z| <r, provided s < |py,.(2)] < 7. By A(|z|) < r — s, this holds for all |z| < r. Hence we
get

" S—0 w
Ud(r, p) = / A(]z])pe- =/ A @uw,r (2)) Py tte = ———Ug (7, p1).
D(r) D(r) s+o

Thus

s(s —o)
7T“’
Py (7, ).

This concludes the proof of our lemma. O]

TS<T7 :u) Z U£<T7 :u) Z

Proof of LemmalG.3. We prove our lemma by the induction on k. Thus we first consider the
case k = 1. Weset D = (A x S). Then D C A x S is a simple normal crossing divisor. By
Lemma [A.T6] we note that wsyg induces a Hermitian metric on the tautological line bundle
O pr(dxs)(—10g p)(1) 01 PT(Ax S)(—log D). Let WO i) 10g 1y (1) D€ the associated curvature
form for this tautological line bundle. Similarly, we note that wys induces a Hermitian metric
on the tautological line bundle OP(TSXLieA)(l) on Sy 4. Let WOp sy Liea) (1) be the associated

curvature form for this tautological line bundle. By PT(A x S)(—log D) = A x S} 4, we have
q*wOP(TSxLieA)(l) = WO a5y t0g 1 (1 )y Where ¢ : A xS A — 51,4 is the projection. There exist
positive constants a; and as such that

*
(6'16> WSy a ST ws + QWO p 15y Liea) (1)

where 7: 514 = S.

We first choose o € (0,1) which appears in Lemma We modify o as follows. Let wy be
an invariant positive (1, 1) form on A. For each n € Zso, let &, C F be the set of f € F such
that

1
sup | f4(2)]wa < —
zeD(1-1) n
Then we have & D & D ---. By the assumption {0} € II(F,), we may take ng € Zsy such

that &,, is finite. Since f4 is non-constant for all f € F, we may take n; > ngy such that
En, = 0. By enlarging o if necessary, we may assume that 1 — n% < o0 < 1. Then for all f € F,
we have

sup | f4(2)lws 21— 0.
z€D(o)
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For each f € F, we take wy € D(o) such that
[fawp)los = sup [f4(2)]w,-

2€D(0)
Let s € (0,1) and let f € F. For r € (s,1), we take o, : D(r) — D(r) as in ([LG) and set
9= fo@u,, Then by [EI), we have
Ts<r7 981,45 WSI,A) < OélTs (Ta gs, CUS) + O[2jjs<rv any, wOPT(ZxS)(flog D)(l))'

By Lemma [6.6] we have

s+o
TS<T7 fSI,A ) wSl,A) < WTS<T’ 981,45 wSl,A)
and ( )
S{Ss — 0
TS ) ) > 7T8 ) ) .
(r, fs,ws) > sto (1, 95,ws)

Thus we get

ai(s+o)? as(s+ o)
(617> TS<T7 fSI,A7wSI,A> < S2<8 _ 0_)2 Ts('f’, s wS) + S(S — 0_) Ts(ﬁ Ing WOPT(ZXS)(,IOgD)(l))'

Next we estimate the second term of the right hand side. We claim

o / 0 do o ! 0 do
(6'18) TS(T’g[l]’wOPT(ZxS)(ﬂogD)(l)) < 0 10g|g (Te )|was%_ 0 log|g (56 )|WA><S%’

where | - |,,, ¢ is the length with respect to waxs. This is obtained as follows. The metric
waxs defines a Hermitian metric | - [, s on Opryes)—10gp)(—1), Whose curvature form is

WO b i) (— 1og 0y (1) By the Poincaré-Lelong formula, we have

_<g[1})*woPT(ﬁxS)(—logD)(l) = [(g/)*Z] — 2dd° lOg |g/|WA><S

as currents on D, where Z is the zero section of Opr iy g)(—10g py(—1). By the Jensen formula,

we get (6.I8). Compare with the proof of (4.1]).

Now let ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0. We set ¢/ = Z(;(;i()f) By Lemma [G.3], we get

2
" i do
| 108lg e sy < ETar ) +
0

for r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than . Here pn > 0 is a positive
constant which appears in Lemma [6.5 In particular p is independent of the choices of f € F
and wy. Since log |¢4|w, is subharmonic, we have

o ! 0 do o ! 0 df !
[ g lg (s 5 2 [ oglgh(se) s 2 o190

Note that by (£7), we have

/ g / §—0
4(0) ko = 1F4 ol ()] 2 (1= )22
Hence, taking into account these estimate in (G.I]]) , we get
(6'19) TS (T’ gnls wOPT(ZxS)(—log D)(l)) S E,TS (T’ f> WZXS) + Ml
for r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §. Here we set ' =

pu+log 5.

Combining (6.17) with ([6.19), we get
TS<T7 fSl,A7 wSl,A) < 8TS(T7 fA7 MZ) + M1T8<T7 fSa wS) + ph2

for r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §. Here we set p; =
a1 (s+0)? az(st+o)e’ _ ag(sto)

s2(s—0o)? s(s—o) » M2 s(s—o)

to conclude the proof of the case k = 1.
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We assume that £ > 2 and the lemma is true for £k — 1. By the construction of Sy 4, we
have Spa C (Sk—1.4)1.4 (cf. (ZI0)). Hence there exists a positive constant o > 0 such that

Ws, 4 < QW(S,_y 4);1.4 ON Sk.a- Hence we have

(62()) T (Ta fsk,A7 wSk,A) < a7y (Tv (f[k*1}>(5k71,A)1,A ) w(5k71,A)1,A>'

By the first step applied to AxSi_1 4 and { fjx—1); f € F} C Hol(D, AxSi_1,4), we get o’ € (0,1)
with the following property: For s € (¢/,1), ¢ > 0 and 0 > 0, there exist u} = p}(s,e,d) > 0
and ph, = ph(s,e,0) > 0 such that for all f € F, we have
(6.21)

£

TS(T’ (f[k‘*l])(skfl,A)l,A? w(skfl,A)l,A) < %TS(ra fAv WZ) + ullTS(’r? (f[k*ﬂ)sk—l,A7 wSk—l,A) + //2

for all » € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than ¢6/2. Now by the
induction hypothesis, we get o € (0’,1) with the following property: For s € (0,1), € > 0 and
d > 0, there exist pf > 0 and p5 > 0 such that for all f € F, we have

(6'22) TS (Tv (f[k‘*l])sk—LAv wSk—l,A) Ts (T, an WZ) + :ulllTS(ra fSa WS) + :u,QI

<«
~ 2ap(s,€,0)

holds for r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §/2. Hence by
(620)—([622), our o satisfies the required property to conclude the induction step. Here we set

!0 !, /
p1 = oy and po = opypy + ). O
7. NEVANLINNA THEORY AND BLOWING-UPS

In this section, we shall establish Lemma [7.4l For this purpose, we start from a general
estimate (cf. Lemma [[.2).

7.1. A general estimate.

Lemma 7.1. Let S be a smooth projective variety. Let W C S be an irreducible Zariski closed
set. Let F C Hol(D, S) be an infinite subset such that F & W and f(D) ¢ W for all f € F with
finite exception. Then there exist an infinite subset F' C F and a W-admissible modification
0 : 8" — S such that the following two properties hold:

(1) S" = BlyS for some closed subscheme Y C S such that suppY G W and f(D) ¢ supp Y
for all f € F'.
(2) F' A W', where W' C S’ is the strict transform.

Moreover we may take S’ to be smooth.

Proof. We consider the following two cases.

Case 1. There exists a Zariski closed set Z C S such that W ¢ Z and f(D) C Z for infinitely
many f € F. In this case, we take an infinite subset 7/ C F such that f(DD) C Z for all f € F'.
Set Y =W N Z as a closed subscheme. Then suppY G W. Set S = BlyS. Then Z'NW' = {)
in S’, where Z' and W' are the strict transforms of Z and W, respectively (cf. (BJ))). By
suppY C W, we have f(D) ¢ suppY for all f € F' with finite exception. Hence by removing
these finite elements from F’, we may assume f(D) ¢ suppY for all f € F'. Hence we may
consider as f(D) C Z’ for all f € F'. Hence F' /A W'

Case 2. Otherwise, there exists a W-admissible modification S — S such that F + W,
where W C S is the minimal transform. By [18, p. 171, Exercise 7.11 (c)], there exists a closed
subscheme Z C S such that S = Bl zS and W ¢ supp Z. Set Y = W N Z as closed subschemes
of S. Then supp Y ; W. Since we are in case 2, W ¢ supp Z implies that only finitely many
f € F satisfies f(D) C supp Z. By removing these finite elements from F, we get F' C F so
that f(D) ¢ supp Z for all f € F'.

Now we set S" = BlyS with ¢ : S” — S. There exists a closed subscheme ZT C S’ such
that Z,«z = Z,+y - Iz+. Indeed, since ¢*Y C S’ is a Cartier divisor, Z+y is an invertible sheaf.
By Z,.z C L.y C Ogr, we take ZT C 5" such that Zyi = T,z @ (Zpry) ™' C Ogr. Similarly
there exists W' C S’ such that Lyw = Lowy - Lyt Then by Zpez + Zyow = Ly, we have
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Ty - (Zzi +Iyt) = Lyey so that Zyi + Iyt = Ogr. Hence ZT N WT = (). Note that W' C WT,
where W' C S’ is the strict transform. Hence we get

Ztnw' =0.
We set S = BlyS’. Then since (@ o p)*Z is a Cartier divisor, S — S exists.
S/ p— BIYS (L Blzfsl p— S
A
S +— BlzS —— S

Let W C S be the strict transform. Then by F 4 W, we have F’ 4 . On the other hand,
by ZTNW' = 0, the morphism p : S — S’ is an isomorphism on a neighbourhood of . Hence
F AW

Now suppose S’ is not smooth. Then we take a birational modification S” — S’ such that S”
is smooth. Since S is smooth, we may assume that S” — S is an isomorphism over S\ supp Y.
By [18, p. 171, Exercise 7.11 (c)], we may take a closed subscheme Y’ C S such that S” = Bly/S
and supp Y’ C supp Y. We replace S’ by S”. The proof of the lemma is completed. O

Lemma 7.2. Let S be a smooth projective variety with a smooth positive (1,1)-form wg. Let
W C S be a Zariski closed set with a Weil function \yy > 0. Let F C Hol(D,S) be an
infinite set of holomorphic maps and let {E;};c; be a countable set of Zariski closed subsets of
S. Assume that LIM(F,{E;}icr) exists and LIM(F,{E;}icr) & W. Then there ezist o € (0,1),
B >0, k € Zsy, a Zariski closed set E C UE; with a Weil function A\p > 0 and an infinite
subset G C F with the following two properties.

(1) For all f € G, we have f(D) ¢ EUW.
(2) Let s € (0,1) and f € G. Then we have

m(r, f, \w) <

m (s, f,A\g) +

B
e

(r— )’
for allr € (s,1).

Proof. The proof is by Noetherian induction on W. Let P be the set of all Zariski closed set
W C S such that our lemma is false for W. To show P = (), we assume contrary that P # ().
We take a minimal element W € P. In the following, we shall show that our lemma is true for
Ww.

Let F C Hol(D, S) and { E; }sc; be the objects which appear in our lemma. Thus LIM(F, {E; }icr)
exists and LIM(F,{E;}icr) ¢ W.

We first observe that W is irreducible. Otherwise, we have W = W; U Ws. Let Ay, > 0 and
A, > 0 be Weil functions such that Ay < Aw, + Awy,. By Wi & W, we have W, ¢ P. Note
that LIM(F,{E;}icr) ¢ W1. Hence we may take oy € (0,1), 51 > 0, k; € N, a Zariski closed
set By C UE; with a Weil function Ag, > 0 and an infinite subset G; C F such that for all
f € Gy, we have f(D) ¢ E; UW; and

8, B (5, ) +

(s =)
where 01 < s < r < 1. Now LIM(Gy, {F;}icr) exists and
LIM(gh {Ei}iel) = LIM(]—", {Ei}iel> Z Ws.

Hence by Wy & P, we may take g9 € (0,1), By > 0, ky € N, a Zariski closed set Fy C UE;
with a Weil function Ag, > 0 and an infinite subset G, C G; such that for all f € Gy, we have
f(ID)) §Z E2 U W2 and

B
(r — )k’

m(vaa)‘W1) S Ts(rafaw5)+

Ba
(r — s)k2

m(T7f7)\W2) < TS(TafawS)+ 62 ka(safa)‘EQ)+

(r—s)
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where 09 < s <r < 1. We set 0 = max{oy,03}, f = 01 + Pa, k = max{ky, ko}, F = E; U Ey,
G = Go. We take a Weil function Ag such that \g > max{A\g,, Ag,}. Then by m(r, f, \y) <
m(r, f, \w,) + m(r, f, A\w,), the two properties of our lemma is satisfied. Hence W & P, a
contradiction. Hence we may assume that W is irreducible.

We consider two cases.

Case 1: W C UE;. In this case, we set 0 = 1/2, E= W and A\g = A\y. By LIM(F;{E;}) ¢
W, only finitely many f € F satisfies f(ID) C W. We remove these f from F to get an infinite
subset G C F. Then f(D) ¢ EUW for all f € G. By Lemma [A3] there exists a positive
constant ¢ > 0 such that

m(r, [, \w) < Ts(r, fyws) + em(s, f, A\w)

for all s € (0,1), r € (s,1) and f € G. By Aw = Ag, our Lemma is true for W. Here we set
[ =cand k= 0.

Case 2: W ¢ UE;. By LIM(F;{E;}) ¢ W and W ¢ UE;, we have F # W (cf. Lemma [3.9).
By Lemma [}, there exist an infinite subset 7/ C F and a closed subscheme Z C S such that
(1) supp 2 ; W,
(2) f(D) & supp Z for all f € F/,
(3) F' 4 W' where W’ C BlzS is the strict transform.

Set S” = BlzS. We may assume that S’ is smooth. By Lemma L8| replacing F’ by its infinite
subset, we may assume that F” -4 W’ for all infinite subsets 7’ C F’ and

(7.1) f(D) ¢ W'

for all f € F'. Let Ay > 0 be a Weil function for W’ and let wg be a smooth positive
(1,1)-form on S’. By Lemma L9 there exist oy € (0,1) and o > 0 such that for all p € (o9, 1),
r € (p,1) and f € F', we have

(7.2) m(r, f, Aw) < —

T / )
r—p p(r7f7w5)+a
Set Z = supp £ with a Weil function Ay > 0. By Z ; W, we have Z ¢ P. Note that
LIM(F';{E;}) exists and LIM(F’;{E;}) = LIM(F;{E;}). Hence LIM(F";{E;}) ¢ Z. Thus
by the induction hypothesis, we get oy € (0,1), 81 > 0, ky € Z>o, E C UE; with \g > 0 and
G C F' such that for all s € (01,1), 7 € (s,1) and f € G, we have

B P B
(7.3) m(r, f, A7) < WTS(T, fiws) + mm (s, f, Ag) + m
and f(D) ¢ FU Z. By (1)), we have
(7.4) f)y¢g EUW

for all f €.
Now we set 0 = max{og,01}. Let s € (0,1) and r € (s,1). Set p = (s+r)/2. Then by (LT,
there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that

Tp(ra fa wS’) S CTp(ra fa WS) + Cm(pa f7 )‘Z) +c
for all f € G. Then by (Z3]) applied to r = p, we get

Pa Ba o
Tp(r, fiws) < WTS(T, fws) + mm(& [ e) + = sy
where 5 = max{c + 2%c¢f, 28 ¢B,}. Combining this with (TZ), we get
20[62 20(62 o+ 20462
(7.5) m(r, f, Awr) < WTS(T, f,ws)erm(S,f, )‘E)+m'
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There exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that m(r, f, \w) < m(r, f, A\z) + m(r, f, \w) for
all f € G. Combining this with (Z3)) and (), we get for all f € G,

7/6 T w 6
sy Fes) o

Here we set f = a + 51 + 2afs and k = k; + 1. This and (4] imply W & P.
Now in both cases above, we have W ¢ P. This is a contradiction. Thus P = (). We have
proved our lemma. O

m(r, f, \w) < m (s, f, \g) +

7.2. The case of semi-abelian varieties. We recall £ 4 4/ C P} 4 from Definition 2.1 and
[1(G) from Definition B.I8 We use the convention from (G.I0) in the proof.

Lemma 7.3. Let A be a smooth projective equivariant compactification. Let wy be a smooth
positive (1,1)-form on A. Let F C Hol(D, A) be an infinite set such that F satisfies Assumption
6.3 Let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety such that B € II(F) and that wgo f is non-constant
for all f € F, where wg : A — A/B is the quotient. Let k € Z>y. Let )\Ek,A,A/B >0 be a
Weil function for Ex aa/p C Py a. Then there exists o € (0,1) with the following property: Let
s € (0,1),e >0 andd > 0. Then there exists a positive constant 5 > 0 such that for all f € F,
the estimate

(T, [ p ABpa ) < ETs(r, fiwg) + 8

holds for all v € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 0.

Proof. We first take oy € (0,1) as follows. Let wu,p be an invariant positive (1,1) form on
A/B. For each n € Z>,, let £, C F be the set of f € F such that

S

sup |(w3 © f),(z)‘WA/B <
zElD)(lfi)

Then we have & D &3 D ---. By the assumption B € II(F), we may take ny € Zso such that
En, 1s finite. Since wgo f is non-constant for all f € F, we may take ny > ng such that &,, = 0.
We take oy € (0, 1) such that 1 — n% < 0y < 1. Then we have

sup (@50 ) (uss 21— 09
z€D(o9)

for all f € F. For each f € F, we take w; € D(0g) such that
(7.6) (@5 © f) (Wf)lws s 21— 00

Next we take o € (009, 1) as follows. Let wp,_, , be a smooth positive (1,1)-form on Py 1 4.
We note that by B € II(F), we have {0} € II(F). We first apply Lemma 6.3 to get o1 € (09, 1)
with the following property: For s € (01,1), € > 0 and § > 0, there exists a positive constant
w1 = p1(s,e,0) > 0 such that for all f € F, we have

£
(77) TS(T7 ka:—l,A’ ka—LA) < §T8(T7 f> WZ) +

for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than /2. Let w4 be an
invariant positive (1,1) form on A. By Lemma [B.3 we get 0 € (01,1) with the following
property: For s € (0,1), ¢ > 0 and § > 0, there exists a positive constant py = ps(s,£,0) > 0
such that for all f € F and w € D(o), we have

do

2T
(7.8) /0 log [(fix—11 © ww,r)'(rele)|wapk,LA§ < ST fony wacp,_y 0) + 12

m

for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §/2. Here we recall

O, 2 D(r) — D(r) from (EG]).
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Let s € (0,1), e > 0and § > 0. Weset &' = ei=2. Let f € F. Given r € (s,1), we set

9= fo@ur Then we have gj_1 = fix—1] © Pu,,. Hence by (Z1) and (Z8) both applied to &',
we get

do

27
(1.9 | o8 e, 5 < ST o) s+

for all » € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 0. Here we set
iy = pur(s,€',8) and gy = pio(s, ', ).

Let p: AXPy_1 4 — A/B be the composite of the first projection and wp. Then there exists a
positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for allv € T(Ax P,y 4) with [v] € Ax Py 4 C PT(AXPy_1.4),
we have

A ([v]p,.4) <1 Vencry 0 +
v o8 | TN ¢
Ey a,4/B Pia) =108 |p'(v)|wA/B 7

where [v]p, , € P 4 is the image of [v] € A x Py 4 under the second projection A x Py 4 — Py a.
Hence for all f € F and r € (s, 1), we have

2 |(g[k71])l(7ﬂ€i€)|wz4x de
m(r, 9Py as )\Ek’A’A/B) < / log | Pr—1,4 .
0

(p © g[kfl})l<rei€>|wA/B 2m
Since )\Ek,A,A/B > 0 and gy = flx 0 g s Lemma [0 yields that

r+o
r—o
s+ o
s—0

m(Tv ka,Av )\Ek,A,A/B) < m(r, 9Py 4 )\Ek,A,A/B)

IN

m(r, 9Py 4> )\Ek,A,A/B)

for all » € (s,1). Hence we have

v oA J st /2” (91 (r€Nonir,_, , d0  s+o
m(r, fp. ., \E < — ‘ — +c——
k,A k,A,A/B 0 ‘(p o g[k_u)/<r€z€>|WA/B o2 s — 0o

s—o
for all r € (s,1). Combining this estimate with (Z.9), we get

s+o [* 1 do
7.10) m(r, fp, ., \E < eT(r, f,wg) + / log A —
( ) ( k,A k,A,A/B) ( A) s—o Jy |(p o g[k—l]),(rezeﬂwA/B o

s+o,, ,
+ ;(M + pg +¢)
for all 7 € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 6.
Next, by the subharmonicity of log |(wp o g) we get

|
wA/B7

/QW | 1 df /2” | 1 do

og 4 — = og 4 —

o o gu-1)(re)wy s 2m oo T [(@s 0 g) (re?)lu,,p 27
1

<log
(@5 ©9)'(0)]wsz

for all r € (s,1). By (1) and (Z6]), we have

(50 Oy = I 0 7Y (w7l iy (0)] 2 = 2HE=0),

s+o
Hence
2 1 do s+o
(7.11) / log 4 — <log ( )
0 ‘(p © g[k*1]>l<reze>|wA/B 2m <1 - 0)(8 - U)
for all r € (s,1). Using (ZI0) and (ZII) and letting

s+ o

2 (s () )
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we complete the proof. O

Lemma 7.4. Let k € Z>y. Let A be a smooth projective equivariant compactification. Let
wx be a smooth positive (1,1)-form on A. Let W C Py a be a closed subscheme with a Weil
function \yy > 0. Let F C Hol(D, A) be an infinite set such that F satisfies Assumption
and {0} € II(F). Let II' C II(F) be a subset such that LIM(Fp, ,;{Ek.a4/B}Ber) evists,
where Fp, , = (fp,4)fer. Assume that LIM(Fp, ,;{Eraa/}serr) ¢ suppW. Then there
exist o € (0,1) and an infinite subset G C F with the following property: Let s € (o,1), € > 0,
0 > 0. Then there exists a positive constant 3 > 0 such that, for all f € G, we have

m(r, fp, 0, Aw) < eT(r, fa,wyg) + B
for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than §.
Proof. We first consider the case that the subset
(7.12) {fp.ai [ €F} CHOUD, Pya)

is finite. We may choose an infinite subset G C F by removing finite elements from F such
that fp, ,(D) & supp W for all f € G. Then our estimate is valid for this G and any o € (0, 1).
Indeed we just need to set 3 = maxyeg SUp,¢(s1—g) M7, f, 4, Aw). Hence in the following, we
assume that the set (ZI2) is infinite. Replacing F by its infinite subset, we may assume that
the set (LI2) is infinite and the map F > f + fp, , € Hol(D, P ) is injective. Hence we may
assume that the infinite indexed family Fp,_, is an infinite subset of Hol(ID, P A).

There exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that A\ < cAgyppw + ¢. Hence we may assume
that W is reduced. Let wp, , be a smooth positive (1,1)-form on P 4. We apply Lemma
to obtain o € (0,1), B > 0, € Z>o, G C F and a Zariski closed set £ C Uperr Ej 4,4/ With
a Weil function Ag > 0 such that

Bo Bo Bo

e ] = o)
forall o < p < r < 1and f € G. We may take a finite subset A C II' such that letting
Ex = UpeaBy,a,4/8, we have E C Ey. Note that G satisfies Assumption 62 By removing
finite elements from G, we may assume that wpg o f is non-constant for all B € A and f € G.
By enlarging o € (0, 1), if necessary, we may assume that o fits in Lemma for each B € A.
Note that {0} € II(G). Hence, again by enlarging o € (0,1), we may assume that o fits in
Lemma [6.3]

Now we fix s € (0,1), e > 0 and § > 0. We set &/ = %. We take f € G. We apply
Lemma to get

TP(Tv ka,A’ ka,A) + m(p, ka,A’ )‘E) +

m(p7 ka,A7 )\EA) S 81T8<p7 f7 LUZ) + 51
for all p € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than ¢/4. Hence we may
take p € (s, s+ 0/4) which satisfies this property. Hence by (TI3]), we get

4 /4l 4t 1+
m(r, fPIc,A’ )\W) S %Ts(ﬁ fP]c,Av ka:,A) +ée ﬂTs(T, f, WZ) + M

S
for all r € (s +d/2,1). We apply Lemma 6.3 to get
T(r, ka,A’ ka,A) < Ty(r, fa,wz) +

for all r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 6/2. Combining these

!
two estimates, we get our claim. Here we set § = w. O

8. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.20

Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification. Given an infinite indexed family F in
Hol(D, A), we set

Z(F) = {D;irreducible component of A s.t. 3F’ subfamily of F such that 7' — D}

53



For an irreducible component D C 0A, let Ip C A be the isotropy group for D. Then Ip = G,,.
Set Ir = Ip,---Ip, C A where {Dy,...,D;} = Z(F). In the next lemma, for 7 € A, we use
the same notation for the map 7 : A — A defined by a — a + 7.

Lemma 8.1. Let F = (f;)ier be an infinite indezed family in Hol(D, A). Fori € I, there exists
7; € Ir such that (7; o f;)ier satisfies Assumption 62

In the following proof, we use the notation of the 1-dimensional unlimited Hausdorff content
defined as follows. Let K C C, we set

(8.1) CpL(K) =inf {Z r;; Ja countable cover of K by closed discs with radii r; > 0} .
J
Proof of Lemma 81 If Z(F) = 0, then our lemma is trivial. Hence we assume Z(F) # 0.
We take D € Z(F). For each i € I, we shall show that there exists 7, p € Ip such that the
indexed family F' = (7; p o f;)ier satisfies the following two properties:
e DZI(F).
o If E ZTI(F), then E ¢ Z(F').
We are going to construct 7; p. For each E' ¢ Z(F), there exist sg € (0,1), yg > 0, an open
neighbourhood Ug C A of E, and a finite subset Jg C I such that

(8:2) CIE(D(SE)\fi_l(UE)) > VE

foralli € I\Jp (cf. RemarkLT)). We may assume moreover that if END = (), then Uy € A—D.
We set s = maxpgr(m{se}, ¥ = minggrr{ve} and 7 = /2.

We apply LemmalAIto get p : W — D, where W C A is a Zariski open neighbourhood of D
and TV is a total space of a line bundle over D. Let ||-|| be a smooth Hermitian metric on this line
bundle p: W — D. We set Up = {x € W;||z|| < 1}. Then Up C A is an open neighbourhood
of D. By replacing || - || if necessary, we may assume that Up N Ug = () if DN E = (). Note

that Ip acts on W by the scholar product (cf. Lemma [ATT]). Hence for a € Ip, we may define
its norm |a| by |a| = ||a - z||/||z|| for x € W — D. We set U, = {x € W;||z|| < 1/2}. Then
Up € Up.
Let « € I. We choose 7; p € Ip in the two cases below.
Case 1. fi(z) € Up, for v/-almost all z € D(s). We set
o; =sup{|7|; 7 € Ip and T o f;(2) € U}, for +'-almost all z € D(s)}.

Note that if 7 € Ip satisfies |7|min_ 55 [|fi(2)|] = 1/2, then 7o f;(2) € U}, for all z € D(s).
Hence 0; < co. We take 7, p € Ip such that |7; p| = 0;. Then we have

(83) ‘Ti,D| Z 1.
This follows from o; > |er, |, where e, is the identity element of Ip.

Case 2. Otherwise, we set 7, p = ey,

We set ; = D(s)N(r;po fi) " (Up). We define G C I by the set of i € I such that f; belongs
to the case 1. By the definition of 7; p, we have

(8.4) Cu(D(s)\ ) <+

for all i € G. We show that F' = (7; p o f;):er satisfies our requirement. We first observe that
D & I(F'). To show this, let U}, = {z € W;||z|| < 1/4} so that U}, € Uj,. Then we have
Ch(D(s)\(mipo f;)"HUP)) >+ for all i € I. Hence D & Z(F').

Next we take F & Z(F). We first consider the case EN D = (). By Up N Up = 0 and (84,
we have CH(D(s) N (ripo fi) ' (Ug)) <, provided i € G. By [B2), we have C}(D(sg)\(i.po
1)1 (Ug)) > g for all i € I\(G U Jg). Hence E & Z(F') as desired.
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In the following, we consider the case END # (). We take an open neighbourhood U}, C Ug
of F so that U, NUp C Up —p*(p(Up — Ug)). Then for 7 € Ip with |7| > 1, we have
(85) U},JQUD CT(UE).
By 7i.p o fi(€4) C Up, we have

(ri,p 0 fi) ' (Up) N C (rip o fi) " (Up N Up).
By [B3]) and (&3), we have
(0o fi) " (UpNUp) C (ri,p o fi) " (1ip(Up)) = [ (Uk).

Hence we get
(8.6) (ti,p 0 fi) " (Up) N4 C [T (Ug).
By (82) and the definitions of s and 7, we have CL(D(s)\f; '(Ug)) > v for all i € I\ Jg.
Then (84) yields that CL(\f, ' (Ug)) > 4 for all i € G\Jg. Hence by (B8), we have
Ch(Q\(ri,po fi)H(Ug)) = v, thus C(D(s)\(ri.p o fi) " (Up)) = 7' for all i € G\ Jp. By B2,
the same holds for all i € I\Jg. Thus E ¢ Z(F’') as desired.

Now starting from F, we set F; = F'. Inductively, we get Fo, F3,... by Fri1 = F,. Then

by the above consideration, we have Z(Fy) 2 Z(Fp11). Hence we get Zr, = () for some n. Then
F,, satisfies the assumption [6.2 O

Lemma 8.2. Let p : W — V be a vector bundle, where V 1is a smooth projective variety.
We consider V.- C W by the zero-section. Let F = (f;)ies be an infinite indexed family in
Hol(D, W). Assume that F — V and that {p o f;},c; converges uniformly on compact subsets
of D to g: D — V. Then F converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g.

Proof. We equip W with a smooth Hermitian metric. We denote by || - ||w the associated
Euclidean norm on each fiber of p : W — V. Let Oq,...,0,, C V be an open set in the standard
topology of V' such that V. C O, U---UO,. Assume that W|p, = C* x O; and that letting

v Wlo, — C* be the first projection, there exists a positive constant c¢; > 1 such that

(8.7) Cijll%'(x)H < [lzllw < ¢jllep; ()|

for all x € W|o,. Let d be a distance function on V' which determines the standard topology on
V. Let O} € Oy be an open set such that V' C Oy U---U O;. There exists a positive constant
a > 0 such that for all j =1,...,n, we have
(8.8) §(0;,V = 05) > «a.

Let 7: V x W — R5( be defined by

7(z,y) = 0(z, p(y)) + [lyllw-
Let r € (0,/2) and s € (0,1). We claim that there exists a finite set £ C I such that, for all
i€ I\E and z € D(s), we have
(8.9) 7(9(2), fi(2)) <.

We prove this. Let s’ € (s,1). Since {po f;}ic; converges uniformly on compact subsets of D
to g, there exists a finite subset E; C I such that for all i € I\ E} and z € D(s), we have

(8.10) d(g(z),po fi(2)) <r/2.
Set ¢ = max;<j<,{c¢;} and
U={zeW; ||z|lw < r/2c¢*}.
Then since || - ||w : W — Rx¢ is continuous, U C W is an open neighbourhood of V" C W. We

take v € (0, %5%) such that if A C D(s) is a disc of radius 7, then for all z,z’ € A, we have

(8.11) d(g(2),9(2)) < a/2.
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By F — V, there exists a finite subset Ey C I such that, for all i € I'\ Fy, we have

(8.12) Cr(D(s)N\f; 1 (U)) <,
where v/ = /4. Set E = Ey U E,. For alli € I\E and z € D(s), we claim
(8.13) () lw <7/2.

To show this, we take z € ID(s) and i € I\ E. Given p € (0,7), we denote by A, the disc of radius
p centered at z. By v < 5,2_5, we have A, C D(s). We take O} such that g(z) € O}. To show
po fi(A,) C O;, we take w € A,. Then by (8II), we have §(g(z), g(w)) < a/2. By w € D(s'),
the estimate ([8I0) yields 0(g(w), po fi(w)) < a/4. Hence we have 6(g(z),po f;(w)) < .. Hence
by [88), we have po fi(w) € O;. This shows po f;(A,) C O;, thus fi(A,) C W|o,. By BI2),
there exists p € (0,7) such that f;(0A,) C U. By 1), we have ||¢; o fi(w)|| < r/2¢; for all
w € 0A,. Since ||¢; o fi|| is subharmonic on A,, the maximum principle yields ||p; o f;(2)|] <
r/2¢c;. By B1), we get (8I3)). Thus by (I0) and ([8I3), we get (83).

Forr>0and z € V, we set B,(r) = {y € W; 7(z,y) < r}. Note that 7(x,y) is continuous
with respect to y € W. Hence B,(r) C W is an open subset. Let d be a distance function on
W which induces the topology on W. Let £ > 0. Then we may take a positive constant r. > 0
such that

(8.14) sup d(z,y) <e
YEBy(re)

for all x € V. To prove this, we note that for each x € V, we may take 7., > 0 such that
SUDyep, (. ,) A(,y) < €/4. We consider the open covering {B,(7+/2)}zev of V. C W. Since
V' is compact, there exist xq,...,2; € V such that V C By, (rez,/2) U --- U By, (1.4,/2). We
set 7. = minj<j<{r..;/2}. Let x € V. Then there exists z; such that v € By (r..;/2). Let
y € B,(r.). Then we have

T(xj,y) < d(xj,z)+7(x,y) < Tea;-

Hence y € By, (7.,). Thus d(z,y) < d(z;,z) + d(x;,y) < /2. This proves (8.14).

Now we prove that F converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g. Let s € (0,1) and
let € > 0. Then by (89) applied to r = min{«/3, 7.}, there exists a finite subset £ C I such
that for all i € I\ E, we have

7(9(2), fi(2)) < -
for all z € D(s). By ([8I4), we have d(g(2), fi(z)) < € for all z € D(s) and i € I\E. Thus F

converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g. O

Lemma 8.3. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification of A and let wx be a smooth
positive (1,1)-form on A. Let F C Hol(D, A) be an infinite set of holomorphic maps which
satisfies Assumption[6.3. Assume that for all 0 < r < 1, we have

sup {/ f*wz} < 0.
feF D(r)

Then there exists an infinite subset G C F such that G converges uniformly on compact subsets
of D to some g : D — A.

Proof. The proof devides into three steps.

Step 1. We first consider the case that A is an abelian variety. In this case, we have A = A.
We may assume that w4 is a positive invariant (1, 1)-form. Let o € (0,1). We shall show that
F is equi-continuous on (o). Namely we prove

sup sup {|/ ()]} < oo
weD(o) fEF

c:sup{/ f*wA}.
fer D(s)
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Let w € D(0). Recall ¢, : D(s) — D(s) from (Z8). Then

/ (f 0 Qu,s)wa = / ffwa < ec.
D(s) D(s)

2
ur) = [ 1(F 0 ) e, 0,
0
Since |(f © @u,s)'(2)3, is subharmonic on D(s), we have 27|(f o pu.,) (0)]2

la

/ (f © pun)wn = / w(r)rdr > 757 (f 0 pus) (O)2,
D(s) 0

For r € (0, s), we set

< u(r). Hence

This shows
c
[(f 0 Puws) (0)]w, < —
Hence by (A1), we have
S+0
‘f( )‘WA —_ S—o @

Hence F is equi-continuous on D(o). By Arzeld-Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence
G C F such that G converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to some g : D — A. B

Step 2. We consider the case A = (G,,)*. We are given an equivariant compactification A.
Then by Lemma [6.4] there exists s € (0, 1) such that for all € (s, 1), we have
(8.15) sup {m(r, f, A\oga)} < 0.

fer

Let p; : A = G,, be the i-th projection. Let 7; : W; — A be a smooth modification such that
pi : A — G,, extends to p; : W; — PL. Then we have

supp ;- ((0) + (00)) C supp 7;70A.
Hence by (BIH), we get

(8.16) Sup {m(r,pio f, \oyt(o)) } < 00
S

for all r € (so,1). Note that m(r,p; o f, A0)+(x)) is an increasing function on r. Hence (8.I0])
holds for all » € (0,1). Thus by Montel’s theorem (cf. [30, Thm 1.6, p. 230] or [13, p. 233]),
there exists an infinite subset G; C F such that (p; o f)feg, converges uniformly on compact
subsets of D to ¢; : D — C. By (8I€]), we have g; # 0. Hence we have g; : D — G,,. By
the same argument, there exists an infinite subset G, C G; such that (ps o f)eg, converges
uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — C. Again we have g, : D — G,,. In this way,
we get G D Gy D - D Gp. Weset G = G,. Then G is an infinite set and converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to (g1,...,gx) : D — (G,,)".

Step 3. We consider the general case with 0 — 7' — A 2 Ay — 0. By Lemma [A.0] there
exists an equivariant compactification T such that Z = (T x A)/T. We take the universal

covering Ay — Ap. We consider 0 — T — A x Ao A 2, Ay — 0, which has a splitting. Then we
have A x 4, Ay=T x Ag. Let ¢: A X Ao Ay — T be the first projection and 7 : A x4, Ay — A
be the natural map. We continue to write p : A — Ay and 5 : A x 4, Ay — Ap.

A (LZXAOAO L)T

g J»
AO — AO
Now we claim that there exists an infinite subset 7' C F such that (p o f)ser converges

uniformly on compact subsets of D. Indeed if {po f; f € F} C Hol(DD, Ay) is a finite subset, we
take infinite subset F' C F such that po f is all the same for all f € F'; otherwise we apply the
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first step for the infinite subset {po f; f € F} C Hol(DD, Ap) to get an infinite subset F' C F

such that (po f)rer converges uniformly on compact subsets of D. For each f € F', we take
alifting f: D — A x Ao Ay. We may assume that (po f ) fer converges uniformly on compact
subsets of D to h: D — Ay. For each fixed r € (0,1), there exists a compact set K, C Ay such
that h(D(r) )) C K7, where K7 is the interior of K,. Then for all f € 7’ with finite exception,
we have po f(D(r )) C K?. Let ws be a smooth positive (1, 1) form on 7. Note that there exists

a positive constant ¢, > O such that ¢*ws < ¢, m*wy on p~(K,). Hence we have

sup {/ (qo f)*wT} < 00.
e UUn)

Next we claim that (g o f) rer satisfies the assumption Let D C 0T be an irreducible
component. Then (D x A)/T is an irreducible component of A with (¢~ (D)) = (D x A)/T.
Since F' satisfies Assumption 6.2 there exist an open neighbourhood (D x A)/T C Uy C A,
sp € (0,1), 70 > 0 and a finite subset £ C F’ such that

Cr(D(so)\f(T0)) = 70

for all f € F\& (cf. Remark ET). Note that ¢(p— (K, )\7 ' (Uy)) C T is compact Set
W = T\q(p ' (K, )\7 1(Up)). Then W is an open neighbourhood of D. We have ¢~ Yw)n
P Y (Ky) C 7Y (Up)). Hence for all f € F'\E with po f(D(sg)) C K, we have

Crr(D(s0)\(g o f)" (W) = 7.
Thus (go f ) e satisfies Assumption[6.21 Hence there exists an infinite subset G C F' such that
(¢ f)feg converges uniformly on compact subsets of D. Indeed if {go f; f € F'} C Hol(D, T)
is a finite subset, we take infinite subset G C F’ such that g o f is all the same for all f € G;
otherwise we apply the second step for the infinite subset {q o fifeF } C Hol(D, T) to get

an infinite subset G C F’ such that (q o f ) feg converges uniformly on compact subsets of D.
Then G converges uniformly on compact subsets of D. OJ

Proof of Proposition [3.20. We note that Z is an irreducible Zariski closed set of Py 4. In
the following, we fix [ > 1 such that the natural map T, — Z is surjective under the map
Piii.a — Pry14. We divide the proof into the following several steps.

Step 1. We are given a sequence (f)neny in F and a smooth equivariant compactification
A. For a while, we assume furthermore that A is projective. Replacing (f,)nen by its subse-
quence, we may assume that the sequence consists of distinct elements of F, for otherwise the
existence of a convergent subsequence is obvious. Replacing (f,)nen by its subsequence, we
may assume that for every irreducible component D C 9A, we have either (1) (f,)nen — D,
or (2) (fu,)ken 7 D for every subsequence (f,, )ren Of (fn)nen. This is achieved as follows.
Let Dq,..., Dy be all irreducible components of 0A. We define a subsequence G; of (f,) as
follows. If (f,) contains a subsequence (f,/) such that (f,) — Di, then we set G; = (f).
Otherwise, we set G, = (f,,). If G; contains subsequence (f,~) such that (f,~) — Do, then we
set Gy = (fnr). Otherwise we set Go = G1. Continue this process to get Gi. Then G satisfies
our requirement. We replace (f,,) by Gy.

We denote by Z the set of all irreducible components D; of A such that (f,,) — D;. We set
V =Np,ezD;. When Z = (), we read V = A. By Lemma B.5, we have

(8.17) (fn) = V.

Step 2. We may assume that {0} € II((f,)nen), for otherwise the existence of a convergent
subsequence is obvious. We apply Lemma to get an element 7, of the isotropy group for V'
such that (7, o f,)nen satisfies Assumption We take p : W — V from Lemma [A.TT] where

W C A is the total space of the vector bundle over V. Then we have

(818) poTnofn:pofn
for all n € N in Hol(D, V).
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We set S = P 4. Then we have Py 4 C S 4. Since all elements of F are non-constant,
Tp o fn : D — A is non-constant for all n € N. Hence we get (7, o fn)[k} D — A x S, which
yields

((Tn o fn>[/ﬂ>51,,4 D — Sl,A-
Then under the inclusion ¢ : Pyy1,4 < Sia, we have ((, 0 fu)r))s, . =t (Tw 0 fn)
note Z C Pk-i-l,A C Sl,A'

Now we claim that (((7,, © f)[])s, 4 )nen = Z. Indeed, we have

(8'19> (Tn © fn)Pk+l,A = (fn>Pk+l,A
for all n € N (cf. (R14)). By Fp,,, , = Tiy: and Remark B.4, we have ((fn)p,,,)nen = Thyi-
Hence ((Tnofn)ijLl’A)nEN = TkJrl- Thus by Lemmam we get ((Tnofn>Pk+1,A)n€N = Z. Hence
again by Lemma B.T3, we get (((7, © fu)x))s1.4)nen = Z.

In the following, we are going to prove that there exists a subsequence (7, © f,, )xeny Which
converges uniformly on compact subsets on D to a holomorphic map D — A. Set

G ={7m,0 f,; n €N} C Hol(D, A).
If G is finite, the existence of such (7,, o f,, )ken is obvious. Hence in the following, we assume
that G is infinite. We note the followings:
e {0} € II(G).
e G satisfies Assumption
® ((¢m))sia)pcg = Z, where @y : D — A xS,
These properties follow from the discussion of this step (step 2)
Step 3. Let wy and wg be smooth positive (1, 1)-forms on A and S, respectively. We apply

Lemma to get o1 € (0,1) with the following property: Let s € (oy,1), € > 0, § > 0. Then
there exists p > 0 such that, for all ¢ € G, we have

(8.20) T(r, ps,ws) < eTs(r, p,wz) +

for all € (s,1) outside some exceptional set with the linear measure less than 0.

Next by (8I9) and Remark (3), we have
LIM(Gp,,, 4 { Bkvi,a,4/8} Ben(F)) = Thit-

We

Ppyy,a-

Since Z C 5,4 is horizontally integrable, we may take a Zariski closed subset W ; t(zZ)ycsS
which appears in Proposition 5.0l where ¢ : Sy 4 — S is the natural projection. Let 7 : Py 4 —
S be the natural projection. By 7(Tyy;) = t(Z), we have Ty ¢ 7 1 (W). Let Ay > 0 be a
Weil function for W. Then Ay o 7 is a Weil function for 7*W C Py 4. By II(G) D II(F),
we may apply Lemma [T4 to get an infinite subset G’ C G and oy € (0,1) with the following
property: Let s € (09,1), € > 0, § > 0. Then there exists 5 > 0 such that, for all p € G’, we
have
(8'21) m(r, PPiii,a Aw © 7T) < 5TS(T7 2 WZ) + 6
for all r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set with the linear measure less than 0.

We set 0 = {1/2,01,02}. Note that we have pg(D) ¢ W for all ¢ € G’, which follows from
B.2D).

Step 4. Now we fix s € (0,1) arbitrary. We set

d=(1-s)/5.
By Proposition B.1] applied to {¢p; ¢ € G} C Hol(D, A x §), there exist ¢; > 0, ¢; >0, c3 > 0
such that for all p € G with pg(D) ¢ W, we have
T(r, p,wz) < arTi(r, s, ws) + cam((s +7) /2, 05, Aw) + c3

for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set with the linear measure less than 0. Letting
e = 1/3c¢y in (B2]), we obtain that, for all p € G', we have

1
m((s+1)/2, 05, Aw) < 3—62Ts(r, ¢, wz) + B
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for all r € (s,1) outside some exceptional set of the linear measure less than 24. Hence for all
p G, we get

1
Ts(’ra @, WZ) S gTs(Ta @, WZ) + ClTs(Ta ©s, WS) + 0262 + C3

for all r € (s, 1) outside an exceptional set of the linear measure less than 36. By (820), letting
e = 1/3c;, we obtain that for all p € G’, we have

2
TS(Tv P, wZ) S gTS(T7 P, WZ) + C1pt + 0262 + c3

for all 7 € (s,1) outside an exceptional set of the linear measure less than 40. Thus for all
v €G, we get

TS(Ta (pa (UZ) S c

for all r € (s, 1) outside some exceptional set of linear measure less than 46, where ¢ = 3(¢y 0+
c2f2 + ¢3). We may apply this estimate for some r € (s + 6, 1). Hence we get

Ts(s+ 9,0, wg) <c,

thus
/ S < (s+0)c
D(s) 0

for all ¢ € G'. Hence by Lemma [83] there exists a subsequence (7,, o f,, )keny Which converges
to a holomorphic map g : D — A.

Step 5. Now we show that (f,, )reny converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to p o g,
where p : W — V. Note that (po 7, © fu, )ren converges uniformly on compact subsets of D
to pog. By BI8)), (po fu,)ken also converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to po g. We
apply Lemma Then by (I7), (fn,)ren converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to
peg.

Step 6. So far, we have assumed that A is projective. Now let A be arbitrary smooth
equivariant compactification. We may take an equivariant modification ¢ : A — A such that A
is smooth and projective (cf. Lemma [A.8). Then we may take a subsequence (f,, )reny Which
converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — A. Then (fny )ken converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to go g : D — A. This conclude the proof. 0

Corollary 8.4. Let F = (fi)ier be an infinite indexed family of non-constant holomorphic
maps in Hol(D, A) which satisfies Assumption[319. Suppose that there exists k > 0 such that
Z C Pyy1.a C (Pya)i,a ts horizontally integrable, where Z is defined by (B.1). Let A be a
smooth equivariant compactification. Then there exists an infinite subfamily G of F such that
G converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — A.

Proof. Set F, = {fi; i € I} C Hol(D, A). We may assume that the map I — F, is finite-
to-one mapping. Indeed otherwise, we may take an infinite subset J C [ such that f; are all
the same for all i € J, hence the assertion is obvious. Thus we assume the map I — F, is
finite-to-one mapping. In particular, F, is an infinite set. We note that II(F,) = II(F). By
taking a section of I — F,, we take an infinite subset I, C [ such that [, — F, is bijective.
By Remark (3), we have

LIM((F5) P, a5 {1 Er,a,4/B) Beti(F,)) = LIM(Fp, 4 { Ek,4,4/B} Beni(7))-

Hence the assumption of Proposition is satisfied for F,. Hence by Proposition for F,,
we may take an infinite subset G, C F, such that G, converges uniformly on compact subsets
of D. Then we may take an infinite subset J C I, such that J — G, is bijective. We set
G = (fi)ies to conclude the proof. O
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9. FAMILIES OF CLOSED SUBSCHEMES AND REGULAR JETS

We set Ay, = Spec C[e]/(¢¥*1). Then we have a sequence of closed immersions
(91) AO;)Al‘%AQ;)"'.

Let S be a smooth variety. Given a morphism 7 : Ay, — S of schemes, we obtain the derivative
n @ Ap_1 — TS of . This map satisfies the following: Let ¢ be a local holomorphic function
on S. Let d : Og — Qg be the derivation. Then we have

d
2 NVedp = —n*
(9.2) (n')*dy e

where £ : Cle]/(e"*!) — C[e]/(*) is the derivation. A regular k-jet is a morphism 5 : Ay — S
such that 7'(0) € Org, where Opg C T'S is the zero section. Hence by the composite of " and
TS — 0ps — Sy, we get npq) : Ag—y — S1. Inductively, we obtain 7y : Ayp—; — S;. In particular,
we get a point 7, (0) € Sk.

Let Z C S be a closed subscheme. We define a closed subscheme DZ C S; as follows. Let
W C S be an affine open set where ZNW is defined by ¢4, ..., ¢, C I'(W, Oy ). Then we define

the closed subscheme Z N W CTW by @1,...,0n,dp1,...,dp,. Then this definition of 70w
does not depend on the choice of generators ¢, ..., ¢,, so well defined over W. In general, we

cover S by open affines {WW;} and make closed subschemes Z N'W; C TW;. Then we glue these

subschemes and define the subscheme Z C T'S. By the construction, Z is invariant under the
C*-action on the fibers of TS — S. Thus we get a closed subscheme DZ = Z/C* C 8.

9.1. Family of closed subschemes. Let V and S be smooth varieties and let X C V x S
be a closed subscheme. For k > 0, we define a closed subscheme P, X C V x S; inductively
as follows. We have V x T'S = Tiyxsyv C T(V x S). Hence we get V x S; C (V x 5);. We
define P1 X C V x S; by the restriction of DX C (V x S); onto V' x S; C (V x S);. Now
suppose we get a closed subscheme P X C V x Sg. We have Syy1 C (Sk)1. Thus we define
Pri1X CV x Sgyq by the restriction of

(9.3) Pi(PeX) CV x (Sph
onto V' x Siy1 CV X (Sk)1-

Lemma 9.1. Let V and S be smooth varieties and let X C V' x S be a closed subscheme. Let
£ Ay — S be a reqular k-jet. Let sg = £(0) € S and s, = {py(0) € Sy. Assume that the
natural map (PrX)s, — Xs, is an isomorphism as schemes. Then Xx, = X, X Ay, as closed

subschemes of V- x Ay. Here Xy, is the pull-back of X — S by &.

Before going to prove this lemma, we start from preliminary observation. Let W C V be
an affine open subset and set Z = X N (W x S). Forv =0,...,k, let I, C C[W] ®c C[Ax_,]
be the defining ideal of (P,Z)a,_,, where (P,Z),,_, is the pull-back of P,Z C W x S, by
f[y] A, — S,. We denote % : C[W] Rc C[Ak,,,] — C[W] Re (C[Akfl,,l] by id(c[w] (059 d%

Claim. If h € I, then 2Zh € I,,;.

We prove this claim. Let U C S, be an affine open such that &;(0) € U. Suppose that
P,Z is defined by fi,...,fn, € T(W x U,Owyxy) on W x U. Then (P,Z)a,_, C W x Ay, is
defined by ¢1,...,9, € C[W] ®c C[Ax_,|, where g,...,g, are the images of fi,..., f, under
the natural map C[W] ®¢ C[U] — C[W] ®@c C[Ax_,]. We note that (0.2) yields the following
commutative diagram of C[W]-modules:

idegw ®¢7,,)
CW]@c ClU] ————  C[W]&c ClAx-,]

i%w@%l l%

CW] ®¢ C[TU] —— C[W] e ClAp_yi]
idew®(€f,))*
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Hence (P,112)4,_,_, is defined by

0 0
9.4 G, G0, - g
( ) g1, » g aggl agg

Here gy, ..., gx are the images of ¢i,...,gx under C[W] ®@c C[Ax_,] — C[W] @¢c C[Ag—_,—1],
where C[Ay_, 1] = C[Ax_,]/(e*7") (cf. @)).

Now let h € I,,. Then there exists by, ..., b, € C[W]|®cC[A;_,] such that h = byg1+- - -+ b, 9.
Then we have %h = glgbl + 61%91 4+t gn%bn + Bn%gn. Hence %h € I,,1. This proves
our claim.

Proof of Lemma[21. We may assume that S is affine. Let X C V' x S be defined locally on
an affine open W C V by fi,..., fo. Then X, C V x Ay is defined locally by ¢1,...,9, €
C[W] ®&c C[Ag], where g1, ..., g, are the images of fi,..., f, under the natural map C[W] ®c
C[S] = C[W]®c C[Ag]. Let X C V x Ay, be the constant family X = (X,) x Ag over Ag. Then
X is defined locally by ¢1|c=o, - - -, gn|e=0. Hence it is enough to show

(91,2 9n) = (g1]e=0, - - -, Gn|e=0)

as ideals of C[W] ®@¢ C[Ag].
We first claim
9" gi
9.5 ———|e=0 € e=0s -+ s Jnle=
(9.5) 65,,| 0 € (91]e=0 Inle=0)
for v =0,...,k, where (g1|c=0; .., gnle=0) C C[W]. To prove this, we set s, = £,)(0) € S,.
Then we have (PrX)s, C (Ppo1X)s,, C -+ C (P1X)s; C Xg. Thus by the assumption

(PpX)s, = X5, we have (P, X),, = X,,. By the claim above, we have 861% € I,. Hence

%Ueﬂi |-—o € C[W] is contained in the defining ideal of (PrX)s, "W, hence that of X, NW. Note

that X,, N W is defined on W by (gi|c—0)i=1,...n- This proves (@.5]).

Now we have

9gi 1 kakgi
(9.6) 9i = Gile=o + €g|e=0 +o+ 1 ook |e=0-
Hence by (m)a we get (gla s 7gn) C (gl|6:07 s 7gn|6:0)-
Next we show (g1]c=0, - - - s Gnle=0) C (91, ..., gn). For this we only show g1|.—o € (91, .., n),
for the other indices are treated in the same manner. Let J C (g, .., g,) be the subset of the
elements of the form

A= gilemo + A+ + R A,

where Ay, ..., Ax € (g1]c=0s- - - gnle=0) € C[W]. By ([@H) and (@.0), we have g; € J. Hence
J # (). For each element A € J, we set

pra = min{j; A; # 0},

where we set g =k +1if A; =0forall j =1,..., k. We put ot = maxaeypta. What we want
to show is that = k + 1. So suppose pu < k. Take A € J such that g = p. Then

A= gilemo + " A+ + R A
By A, € (g1]c=0, - - - » gn|e=0), there exist by, ..., b, € C[W] such that
Ay =bigi]e=o + - - + bpgnle=o-
Then by ([@H) and ([@.4]), we have
A'=A—e'bgy — - — elbpgn € J.

Moreover we have pa > p. This is a contradiction. Hence we have p = k + 1, thus ¢;].—¢ €
(g1, .-, 9n). This completes the proof of our lemma. O
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9.2. Regular jets and Demailly jet spaces. Let S be a smooth variety. We are going to
introduce the jet space JpS as in [45] Sec. 4.2]. This definition is equivalent to the usual
definition described in [35, Sec. 4.6.1]. See Remark [0.2] below.
Set JoS = S and J;S =TS. For k > 1, the space J;.S is a smooth variety with an embedding
TS <5 TJy S,

where we set ¢; : J1.S — T'S to be the identity map. We define J,.S inductively as follows. So
we suppose that the smooth variety J. S and the embedding ¢, : Ji.S < T'Jp_1S are given. Let
@y JpS — Ji_1S be the composite of ¢, : Jp.S — T J,_1.5 and the projection T'J,_1.5 — Jp_15.
Then wy, : Jp.S — Jr_15 induces the following commutative diagram

TJ.S -2 J.S

(wk)*l J/wk

TJk_lS — Jk_lS
Pk—1

This induces the morphism
pg 2 T IS = JpS X g s T 1 S.
The graph of ¢, : Jp.S — TJ,_1.S defines the closed immersion
g o JpS = IS ¥y s TJp-1S.
Then tgyq @ Jpi1.S — T'J,S is defined by the base change of iy by .

Jei1S —L TJ,S

(Hk)/J( l“k

JkS —_— JkS X J_1S TJk,pS'
iy

We get a map (ug) @ Jrp1S — JiS from this base change. Let wyyq @ Jri1S — JiS be the
composite of 11 1 Jp1.S — T J.S and the projection py : T J,.S — JiS. Then we note

(9.7) (k)" = whi1-

Indeed we have (uy) = idy,s0 (pur) =rioigo (pu), where ry @ JpS Xy s T Jp—1S — JiS is the
first projection. On the other hand, we have 1 0 o () = 11 0 g © tgy1 = pr o tg+1. Hence we
get (@7). By [45 Cor. 4.4], the map wgyq : Jp11.5 — JpS is smooth. Hence J; 1S is smooth.

Remark 9.2. Assume that an affine open W C S admits coordinate functions xi, ..., x, such
that TW splits as TW = W x C" and (dxu, . . .,dx,) defines the second projection, where n =
dim S. Then by [45, Cor. 4.6], we have J,W = W x C*" and (dx1,...,dXn, - -, d"x1, ..., d"x,)
defines the second projection. This shows that our definition of JiS coincides with the usual
definition described in [35, Sec. 4.6.1].

The space 11 @ Jpr1.S — T'JiS is characterized as follows:

Lemma 9.3. A map n: W — TJ.S from a scheme W factors i1 @ Jgi1S — T IS if and
only if v o pron = (wi)« o n. In particular, if we consider the case W = Spec C, we have

(9.8) Jer1S ={x € TJ.S ; 1popr(r) = (wr)«(2)}.

Proof. To prove this, we suppose that n : W — TJ,.S satisfies 1y o pp o = ()« on. We
claim that

(9.9) [ © 1 = ik O P O 7).

To show this we note that

(9.10) 1O UL O1 =PLON =1T101LkOpPgON.
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We also have

(9.11) T2 0 g 01 = (Wk)x 01,
where 7o 1 JpS x5, 5T Jp—1S — T'Jp—1S is the second projection of the fiber product:

JkS X J._1S TJk,pS' L) TJk,pS'

JkS —_— Jk_ls
=

By our assumption ¢ o p o = (wy )« o 1, we have
(9-12) (wk)*o'ﬂ:bkopkoﬁzﬁozkopkoﬁ-

Hence by (@I1]) and ([@I2), we have 750 i, 01 = 130 iy 0 pr, 0. Combining this with ([@I0), we
get (@) by the universal property of the fiber product. Hence by (@), the universal property
of the fiber product yields the map (n,pron) : W — Ji11.S such that the composition with
tkt1 : Jpr1S — TJRS is equal to . Hence n factors tx1q @ Jp11.5 — T'JiS.

To prove the converse, we claim

(9.13) Lk O Pk O Lpr1 = (g )x © Lyt

Indeed by (@), we have ()" = pg © tgr1. Hence we have the following equalities

Lk © Dk © Lyt = T2 0 Lg © Pj O Lgqr = 72 0 I, © ()" = 7 0 i © g1 = (Wk)s © Lis1.

Hence if n: W — T'Ji.S factors txyq1 @ Jiy1S — T IS, we have 1 o ppon = (wg)« 0 n. [l

Let [ > k. Given a morphism 7 : A; — S, we obtain jin : Aj_p — Ji.S such that
(9.14) by © i = (jr-1n)".
Indeed, to show the existence of jin by induction on k, we assume the existence for k. Then
we have

te o p © ()" = ke 0 ik = (Jr—1n)" = (@)« 0 (Jxn)"

Hence, by Lemma @3] the map (jxn)' : Aj_x_1 — T JiS factors g1 : Jrp1S — T'JiS. Thus we
get Jrr1n : Nj_p—1 — Ji1S such that v 0 jr1n = (Jkn)'

Let J,®8S C Ji.S be the Zariski open which is the inverse image of T'S — {0Ors} under the
map JiS — TS, provided k > 1. We set J;™S = S. Note that the map Jy,1S — Ji.S induces
Job S — J,8S.

Lemma 9.4. Let S and M be smooth algebraic varieties. Let V C TM be an algebraic vector
subbundle and let M = P(V). Let k > 0. Let ¢ : J.8S — M be a morphism such that the
induced map . : TJ;S — TM satisfies o.(tr41(J;5S)) € V\{Ov}. Let @ : ;%S — M be
the composite of the following morphisms:

JrE S T VA{0y ) T M.

Then the induced map ®, : TJ,5S — TM satisfies . (1y12(J;5S)) € V\{0y}, where V C
TM is defined by 2.

Proof. We first show that the following diagram is commutative:
JES —T M
(9.15) wml lw

TS —— M
©

Indeed, 7o ® is the composite of

JBS T ees P T s M.
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By the definition of the derivation, we have q o ¢, = @ o pg, i.e., the following diagram is
commutative.
TJ®S —2 TM

al E

J,BS —— M
©

Hence we get
ToDP =qoP,0Llk11=@OPEROLkt] = PO Wkyl.
This shows that (@.15) is commutative.
Now by (@.I5]), we get the following commutative diagram:

Jrees 2y e g P N 1 M

(9.16) @iz | (e | | |

L5S — TJ®S —— TM —— M
Li+1 P q

Indeed the only non-trivial part is the relation (@gi1)« © tkr2 = k41 © Wryo. To show this, we
note (twgi1)s O tkt2 = Lgt1 O Prt1 © k2, Which follows from Lemma (cf. (@I3)). Thus by
Pkt1 © lkt2 = TWkao, We get (Wgi1)s O Lgra = Lgr1 © Wreo. Thus the above diagram (@.10) is
commutative.

We take y € J,55,S. We want to show

(9.17) D, 0 1442(y) € ‘7@0‘1’*0%+2(y)'
Let 7: V\{0Oy} — M be the projection. By the definition of ®, we have
(9.18) Popri10thra =POWkio=TO0 Y0 Lp1 0 Wgy2 =T 0T, 0 Dy0 g,

where the last equality follows from the commutativity of (@.I0). Since ®, is the derivation of
®: JES — M, we have o ®, = ® o p;y. Combining this with (I8, we have

qo®@.otpyo=Poprs10tpi2 =70, 0P, 0t

Thus we observe that §(®, o tx12(y)) € M is the image of 7,(®, o t442(y)) under the map 7 :
V\{0} — M. Hence by the definition of V C TM (cf. 2T))), we get (@I7). By the assumption
of ¢, we have 7, (®, 0 1512(y)) & Opar. Hence @, 0 1445(y) & 0. Hence @, 0 1540(y) € V\{0y }.
The proof is completed. [

For cach k& > 0, we define a morphism ¢ : J;5S — Sy inductively as follows. We
set @9 : S — S to be the identity map, where Sp = S and J;*S = S. Then we have
(00)«(t1(J12S)) € Vo\{0}, where Vi = T'S. Suppose we have constructed ¢ : J,%5 — Sy
which satisfies (pr)«(th41(Jp1S)) € Ve\{0}. Then we define ¢ryy : J 55 — Sipy1 by the
composite of the following morphisms:

78, S P A L0} 5 Sy

Then by Lemma B4 we have (@pi1)«(thr2(;55S)) € Vir1\{0}. Hence we have constructed
o+ J,. 78S — Sy inductively. By the construction, we have

(9.19) (0r)s (tr1 (S F15)) € Vi\{0}
for all £ > 0. By (@.I3), the following diagram commutes for all k£ > 1:

JES S,

w,{ lwk

S S —— Sp
Pr—1
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Hence for each s € J; %5, we get the restriction map

(9.20) Prle1(s) @ (s) = H(ra(s))-

Here w; '(s) & CU™5 and 71 (g1 (s)) o~ PImS—1 We set S8 = Sp\SP™ (cf. ([Z2)).
Lemma 9.5. Let k > 1. Then for each s € J, S, the map ([@20) is smooth and pi(w, '(s)) =
T (Pr-1(s)) N SPe.

Proof. We prove this by induction on k. Thus we assume the lemma for k£ and prove the
lemma for k + 1. We take s € J;®S. We first note that

(9.21) ()5 (Trreesyriee 5.6) = T84 1.0n(s)s
where (¢p).s @ TsJ, S — Ty, (5)Sk is the induced map. We prove this from the induction
hypothesis as follows. We have

%2} )*,s _
5 T () (M (01-1((9)))) = T, /85 1.00(5)

where we note the smoothness of wy and 7, on the first and last equality. By the induction
hypothesis, ([@.20) is smooth for k. Hence we get (@.21]).

Now we consider the following commutative diagram, where (). © (11 = tg © g1 follows

from (@13) (cf. (@IG)).

TS S pgeeg By pg s Y0y} —— Sk

(922) Wk-HJ« J{(wk)* l(ﬂk)* J{Wk-q-l

J]zegS N Tlee_gls ﬁ) TSk‘—l — Vk_l\{ovk_l} E— Sk;
Lk Pr—1)x

- (
Tyreesyres,s.s = To(@y  (@i(s)))

By (@), we have
(9.23) (T4 () = o € TS 5 () (@) = (),
where 14(8) € Ty (55, We focus on the following two linear maps from ([3:22):

T P Ty (5)Sk
(wk)*,s J{
Ty () In S

By @23), we have (@), ;(tr(s)) = tra(@i1(s)). Hence by (wi);;(0) = Tyreng e s, We
note that Lk+1(w,;i1(s)) is a translate of the linear subspace Tjresg/yres 5, in the linear space
T,.J,2S. Hence by ([@2I), we observe that (o) «s(tk+1(51,(5))) is a translate of T, /s, o (s)-
By (@I9), we have

(9.24) (1) s (tr+1(41(5))) C V() \{O}-

On the other hand, we have Ts, /s, | on(s) C V(s (cf: @A) and PV, (s) = Ty (0n(8)).
By wi(s) € J, %S, the induction hypothesis yields that ¢ (s) € S;®. Hence the hyperplane

PTSk/Skﬂ,@k(S) C PV}WPk(S) 18 equal to ngl(cpk(s))mslsci? (Cf (lED) Since (‘pk)*,S(Lk-l—l(wk_il(s)))
is the translate of T, /s, | . (s) 0 the linear space Vi, (), (2.24) yields that

(Pr)ss(th1 (@41 (5))) = migs (n(s) NS,

is an isomorphism under the restriction of the projectivization Vi o, (s)\{0} = PVi 4, (s)- Now
we look the two morphisms

_ (oK), — - re
e (@521(5)) 7 (@) s (s (@4 (9))) = micky (n()) N S,
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where the first map is a translate of the linear map 77, s/5, ,s5s — T's,/5, 1,0n(s) Which is
surjective by (@2I)). Hence w;} (s) — . (¢k(s)) N Sif is smooth and @gsq(w; ), (s)) =
i1 (px(s)) N Sy, This completes the induction step. O

Lemma 9.6. For each k > 1 we have ¢y (J,S5) = S;°®.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. The case k = 1 is trivial. So we assume the case k —1
and prove the case k. Let z € S;®. Then m(z) € S;°%. Hence by the induction hypothesis,
there exists s € J;°%,S such that ¢y _(s) = m(z). Then by Lemma[0.5] there exists s’ € @, '(s)
such that pr(s") = x. O

Lemma 9.7. Let n : Ay — S be a reqular [-jet. Then we have @y o jin = ny as elements in
Hom(Al,k, Sk)

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. The case k = 0 is trivial. So we assume the case k — 1
and prove the case k. By the induction hypothesis, we have (pr_1). o (ji—11)" = (Mr-1))"- By
(@.14)), we have (@r—1)« 0 (Jk-11)" = (r—1)« © ti © Jxn. Thus we get (Yr—1)s © tg © &1 = (Np—17)’-
We composite these maps with V;_1\{0} — Sj. Then by the definitions of ¢, and 7y, we have
©r © Jk1 = M- This completes the induction step. UJ

Lemma 9.8. Let w € J.*®S. Then there exists a reqular k-jet n : Ay, — S such that jrn(0) = w.

Proof. We first consider the case S = A'. Let x be the coordinate of A'. Then JA! = AF+1,
where x,dz, . ..,d*r are the coordinate functions of JyA. Let w = (wg, w1, ..., wy). We define
n:Ar — Al by

T = 1w+ wie + =22 oo lgh
2! k!
Then we have j,n(0) = w. By w € J,"S, we have w; # 0. Hence 7 is regular. This proves our
lemma when S = Al

Next we consider the case S = A™. In this case, we have the natural splitting JA" = (J,A!)™.
Let p; : JyA™ — JA! be the i-th projection. We take n; : Ay, — A such that jzn;(0) = p;(w).
We set 1 = (m1,...,m,). Then we have j7;,n(0) = w. By w € J;"®A", there exists i such that
pi(w) € J,8A'. Then 7; is regular. Hence 7 is regular. This proves our lemma when S = A™.

In general, we may assume that S is affine and has local coordinate functions xi,..., xn
described in Remark Then x = (x1,---,Xn) : S — A" is étale. This induces y. : JpS —
JiA™ so that d?z; o x. = d?x;. We have x,(w) € J;"®A™. By the previous step, there exists a
regular k-jet £ : Ay — A" such that jp£(0) = x.(w). We take n : Ay — S such that yon =¢
and 7(0) is the image of w under JpS — S. Then by x. o jxn = ji&, we have jn(0) =w. O

Corollary 9.9. Letw € S,®. Then there exists a reqular k-jet n : Ay, — S such that ny(0) = w.

Proof. By Lemma [0.6] there exists w’ € J; S such that px(w') = w. By Lemma [0.8 there
exists a regular k-jet 7 : Ay, — S such that jn(0) = w’. By Lemma 0.7 we have ny(0) = w.
This concludes the proof of the corollary. See also [12, Thm 6.8]. O

9.3. One lemma for regular jets.

Lemma 9.10. Let S be a smooth variety. Let Z C S be a closed subscheme. Then there exists
a positive integer k with the following property: Let n: Ay — S be a regular k-jet with non-zero
first derivative n'(0) = v € Tyy0)S, where v # 0. Assume that n factors Z C S. Then there
exists an irreducible component Z' C Zyeq such that [v] € DZ' C ;.

Proof. We may assume that S is affine. We first prove a weaker statement [v] € D(Z,eq). Let
Zred C S be defined by ¢, ..., ;. We consider the map ® : S — A! defined by ¢1,...,¢;. We
have ®71(0) = Zq. There exists k such that 0, = Spec(Oy gi/m*) C Al satisfies Z C $*0y.
Note that ¢1,..., ¢, dp1, ..., dp; defines D(Zeq) C Si1. Let @ Ay — S be a regular k-jet
with non-zero first derivative 7'(0) = v € T,)S, where v # 0, such that 7 factors Z C S.
To show [v] € D(Z,eq), We assume contrary that [v] &€ D(Z.q). Then ® on : Ay — Al is
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regular. Since ® o7 factors 0, C Al we have ((® on)*x)* = 0,...,((® on)*z;)* = 0, where
(® on)*zy,...,(Pon)*x € Cle]/(e¥*1). Since ® o7 is regular, we may take i = 1,...,[ such
that (® on)*x; = a1e + axe? + - - + ape® with a; # 0. Then ((® on)*z;)* = ale® # 0. This is a
contradiction. Hence [v] € D(Z;eq).

Now let Zy, ..., Z; be irreducible closed subschemes of S such that supp Z1,...,supp Z; are
the irreducible components of supp Z and Z C Z; +---+ Z;. Let kq,. .., k; be positive integers
which are obtained in the previous step for Z;,...,72;. Set k =k; +---+ k. Let n: A — S
be a regular k-jet with non-zero first derivative '(0) = v € T})S, where v # 0, such that 7
factors Z C S, hence Z, +---+ Z;. Let n; : Ay, — S, where Ay, = SpecCle]/(e**1), be induced
from 7. Then there exists ¢ such that n; factors Z;. Indeed, to see this, we consider closed
subschemes 1*Z; C A,. We may write the defining ideal of n*Z; as (¢™) C Cle]/(e*"!). By
Z CZy+ -+ 7, we have n*Zy + - - - +n*Z; = Ay. The defining ideal of n*Z; +--- +n*Z; is
(emit-tmi) C Cle] /(). Hence my + -+ +my > k+ 1. We may take i such that m; > k; + 1.
Hence n; : Ay, — S factors Z;. Then by the previous step, we have [v] € D((Z;)rea). Note that
(Z;)rea is an irreducible component of Z.q. O

10. SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR HORIZONTAL INTEGRABILITY

The main result of this section is Lemma[I0.1l This gives a sufficient condition for Z C Sy 4,5
to be horizontally integrable. This lemma is used in the proof of Proposition 1.3

Let A be an equivariant compactification of a semi-abelian variety A. Let S be a smooth
variety. Let X C A x S be a closed subscheme. Let X C A x A x S be the pull-back of X by
the action m : A x Ax S — A x S defined by (z,a,s) — (z +a,s) so that X, = X — a.
Suppose that X C A x S is B-invariant. Then by Lemma we have a closed subscheme
Xp C Ax (A/B) x S such that X is the pull-back of Xz by the quotient A x A x S —
Ax (A/B) x S on the second factor. We get the closed subscheme P, Xz C A x ((A/B) x S);.
By the isomorphism (ZTI2]), we have

Sk,A/B = {OA/B} X Sk,A/B C (A/B) X Sk,A/B = ((A/B) X S)k

Using this immersion Sy a/p C ((A/B) x S)i, we define a closed subscheme Xp ) C A x Sk,A/B
by

(101) XB,]C = (PkXB)|Z><Sk7A/B

Let py s : Ax Sk,a/B — Sk,a/B be the second projection. Let pk,B\XByk : Xk — Sk,a/B be the
composite of the closed immersion Xpj — A % Sk,a/p and py p. Given y € Si 4/, we denote
by (Xg1), C A the scheme theoretic fiber of PrBlxp, * XBk — Ska/p over y € Sy p. For
k > [, we have a natural morphism P Xp — P;Xg. This induces the following commutative
diagram:

Xpr —— Xy

pk,B‘XB’kJ/ J{pl,B‘XB’l

Sk,a/B — Si,a/B
For y € Sy a/B, let y' € S 4/p be the image of y under the map Si 4/ — Si,4/5. Then we have
the map (Xpx), — (Xg1), of the closed subschemes of A.

Let V C A be a closed subscheme. We define Stab(V) C A by a € Stab(V) if and only if
a+V =V as closed subschemes of A. Let Stab’(V) be the connected component of Stab(V)
containing the identity element of A. Then Stab®(V) C A is a semi-abelian subvariety.

Let k& > 2. We recall S,i?f C Ska from @ZI5). Set S = ShA\SZi,Zg. Then we have
(Ax8)® = Ax S (cf. I0)). The purpose of this section is to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 10.1. Let A be an equivariant compactification of A, where A is projective. Let
B ; A be a proper semi-abelian subvariety. Let Z C Sy a/p be an irreducible Zariski closed

set. Let X C A x S be a B-invariant closed subscheme such that Z C p1.8(Xp1), where
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pip:Ax S1,4/B — S1,4/B 15 the second projection. Assume that for every integer k > 2, there
exists a non-empty Zariski open subset O C Z such that for every y € Oy the followings hold:
(1) Stab’((Xp41),) = B.
(2) The natural map (Xp 1)y, = Xry) is an isomorphism as schemes, where 7 : Sy a/p — S
18 the induced map.
(3) There exists yi € S/fi/s such that the image of yy, under Sy a/p — S1,a/8 sy, and that
the map (Xp )y, — (XB1)y is an isomorphism as schemes.

Then Z C Sy a/B is horizontally integrable.

According to Definition B.I0, the conclusion of Lemma [I0.I] reads the existence of an immer-
sion U < (A/B) x S with the following properties:

e q:U — S is étale.
o (PTU)N Z C Z is Zariski dense in Z, where p' : (A/B) x Si,a/p — S1,a/p is the
second projection.

Before going to prove Lemma [I0.1] we start from algebro-geometric lemmas.

Lemma 10.2. Let ¥ and S be algebraic varieties such that dim>» = dim S. Let p: ¥ — S be
unramified. Assume that S is smooth. Then p : ¥ — S is smooth, hence étale.

Proof. Set d = dim ¥ = dim S. We first show that X is smooth. We have the exact sequence
(cf. [I8| 1T, Prop 8.11])
p*Qs — Oy — QE/S — 0.

Since p : ¥ — S is unramified, we have Qx/g = 0 (cf. [3I, p. 221]). Hence the morphism
p*Qg — Qy is surjective. Since p*Qg is locally free of rank d, we have dim Qy ® C(z) < d for
all x € ¥. For general x € X, we have dim Qy ® C(x) = d, so by the upper semicontinuity, this
holds for all z € 3. Since ¥ is reduced, this shows €y is locally free of rank d (cf. [I8] II, Ex.
5.8]). Hence ¥ is smooth.

Since p*Qg — Qy is surjective, the induced map Qg ® C(p(x)) — Qy ® C(z) is surjective
for all x € 3. Note that Qg ® C(p(z)) — Qs ® C(z) is the dual of the induce map on the
tangent spaces p, : T, — Ts ). Hence p, : Tx ; — Ty is injective for all z € 2. Hence by
dim ¥ = dim S, we obtain that p, : T, — T () is surjective for all € ¥. By [18, III, Prop
10.4], p : ¥ — S is smooth. See also [31, p. 141]. O

Next we apply the previous lemma to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 10.3. Let S and W be smooth algebraic varieties. Letp : W — S be smooth morphism.
Let X9 C W be an irreducible Zariski closed set and x € ¥y. Assume that pls, : ¥g — S is
unramified at © € 3. Then there exists & C W such that Yo C ¥ and p|s : X — S is étale at
T.

Proof. Let hy, ..., hi be alocal defining functions ¥y C W around x. Let L = p~!(p(x)) and
set s = dim L. Since p is smooth, L C W is a smooth subvariety. Since p|y, is unramified at
xr € Xy, we have

{veTL; (dhlr,.)(v) = --- = (dhi|r,)(v) = 0} = {0}.
Since T, L is a s-dimensional vector space, we may assume that
{veT:L; (dhlr,.)(v) = - = (dhs|r,L)(v) = 0} = {0}.
We take ¥ C W such that X is defined by hy = -+ = hy = 0 around x. Then dim ¥ > dim S

and ply : ¥ — S is unramified at z. Hence dim¥ = dimS. Since unramified is an open
condition, there exists a non-empty Zariski open set X' C ¥ such that x € ¥’ and ¥’ — S is
unramified. Since S is smooth, 3’ — S is étale (cf. Lemma [[0.2). Hence ¥ — S is étale at x.
Since X is irreducible, we have o C X. O

69



Lemma 10.4. Let M, ¥ and H be algebraic varieties. Let ¢ : M x ¥ — H be a dominant
morphism. Let V' C X be a closed subvariety. Assume that there exists a non-empty Zariski open
set W C M x V such that the restriction cly : W — ¢(M x V') is étale. Let ag € M satisfies
({ao} x V)NW #£ 0. Let F C M x X be an irreducible component of supp ¢ *(c({ag} x V))
such that {ap} x V C F. Then we have the followings:

(1) Fort € V with (ag,t) € W, the induced map F — % is unramified at (ag,t) € F.

(2) Suppose moreover that the restriction c|yxy : M XV — H is dominant and generically

finite. Then F' — X is dominant and generically finite.

Proof. We take t € V such that (ag,t) € W. Let F; be the scheme theoretic fiber of the
map F' — X over t € V. Then F, = F N (M x {t}), where the intersection is taken scheme
theoretically. We are going to prove Op, a0y = C. Since clw : W — c¢(M x V) is étale,
the scheme theoretic intersection F'N (M x V') coincides with {ap} x V' on some Zariski open

neighbourhood U C W of (ag,t) € W. Namely FNU = {ap} x V. Hence
FFNU=UnN{ao} x V)N (M x {t}) = {(ao, 1)},
where {(ag,?)} is a reduced scheme. Hence F; N U = Spec C. Since F; — M x 3 factors
Fy—= M xV — M x ¥, we have Op, (4, = C. Hence F' — X is unramified at (ao,t).
Next suppose ¢|yxy : M x V — H is dominant and generically finite. Note that all the

irreducible components of fibers of M x ¥ — H have dimension greater than or equal to
dim(M x ) — dim H. Hence we have

dim F' > dim(M x ¥) —dim H + dim ¢({ap} x V).

Since ¢|yxv : M x V' — H is dominant and generically finite, we have dim H = dim(M x V).
By the choice of ag, we have dim¢({ap} x V) = dim V. Hence

dim F > dim(M x ¥) —dim(M x V) +dimV = dim X.

Thus dim F' > dim . Since F' — X is unramified at (ag,t) € F, where (ag,t) € W, the map
F — ¥ is dominant and generically finite. U

Lemma 10.5. Let M, ¥ and H be algebraic varieties. Let ¢ : M x ¥ — H be a dominant
morphism. Assume that for generic s € X, the restriction c|yxisy : M x {s} — H is quasi-
finite. Then there exists a closed subvariety V- C X such that c|yrxy : M XV — H is dominant
and generically finite.

Proof. Set d = dim(M x ¥) — dim H. Let s € ¥ and m € M satisfy the followings:
® c|yxis) - M x {s} = H is quasi-finite.
e Set h = ¢((m,s)) € H and ¢ '(h) = X. Then all irreducible components of X have
dimension equal to d (cf. [I8 II, Ex. 3.22]).

Let p : M x 3 — 3 be the second projection. By (m,s) € X, we have s € p(X). Set p(X) =Y.
Then all irreducible components of Y have dimension equal to or less than d. We take a closed
subvariety V' C X of codimension equal to d such that {s} = supp(V NY) on some Zariski
open neighbourhood U C Y of s € 3. By p1(s)N X = C|X/[1X{S}<h), the set p~1(s) N X is finite.
Hence
cHMNMxV)N(MxU)=p Hs)NX

consists of finite points. We note that this set is non-empty for it contains the point (m, s).

Now we consider the map c|pr«y : MxV — H. Then (c|yxy) (k) contains zero-dimensional
irreducible components. Moreover dim(M x V) = dim H. Hence ¢|yxy : M xV — H is
dominant and generically finite. OJ

Proof of LemmalL0. 1. The proof divides into several steps. In the following argument, we fix
an projective embedding A C PV,

Step 1. Let Z, = 7(Z) C S. Let X5, C A x Z, be the base change. Let P be the Hilbert
polynomial of generic fibers of X, — Z,. Let ZI C Z, be a nonempty Zariski open set
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such that all the fibers over the points of Z" have Hilbert polynomial P. Then since Z! is
integral, Xyr — Z! is flat (cf. [I8, III, Thm 9.9]). We denote by {Si,...,S;} the flattening
stratification of the coherent sheaf Ox on PV x S. (See [39, Thm 4.2.11] for the existence of
such stratification.) Namely, each S; is a locally closed subscheme of S such that

e S=][S;, and

e a map 1" — S from a scheme T factors [[S; — S if and only if X7 — T is flat.

We may choose S¥ € {S;} such that ZI' C S factors as
zF cs”.
Then S¥ C S is a locally closed subscheme.
There exists a non-empty Zariski open set S° C S such that S¥ < S factors S — S° C S,
where S¥ < S° is a closed immersion. Replacing S by S°, we may assume that S¥ C S is

a closed subscheme. Under this reduction, the relation ZI < S” implies Z, C S”. Hence
zr =7z,

Step 2. Let X C A x A x S be the pull-back of X by the action m : A x A xS — A xS,
where (z,a,s) — (x4 a,s) so that

(102) X(a,s) = XS — Q.

Since X is B-invariant, X' is B-invariant under the B-action A x A x S — A x A x S defined by
(z,a,s) — (z,a+b,s) for b € B. Hence there exists a closed subscheme Xp C A x (A/B) x S
such that & is the pull-back of Xz by the quotient A x A x S — A x (A/B) x S on the second
factor (cf. Lemma [A.19]).

Let T — (A/B) x S be a map from a scheme T. Let (Xg)r — T be the pull-back of
Xp — (A/B) x S by this map T" — (A/B) x S. Let X; — T be the pull-back of X — S by
the composition of 7' — (A/B) x S and the second projection (A/B) x S — S.

Claim 1. (Xg)r — T is flat if and only if X7 — T is flat.

We prove this. Let X’ € Ax AxS be the pull-back of X € Ax.S by the map AxAxS — AxS
defined by (z,a,s) — (x,s). Let X} be the pull-back of X by the map A x (A/B)x S — Ax S
defined by (x,d’,s) + (x,s). Then X’ is the pull-back of X}, by the quotient A x A x S —
A x (A/B) x S on the second factor. Note that the isomorphism £: Ax Ax S — Ax Ax S
defined by (z,a,s) — (x + a,a, s) induces the isomorphism |y : X — X’ over A x S.

Let T" — A x S be the pull-back of T — (A/B) x S by the quotient map Ax.S — (A/B) x S.
Then the induced map 7" — T is faithfully flat, for A x S — (A/B) x S is faithfully flat (cf.
Remark [A.T]). Let Xyv — T” be the pull-back of X — A x S by the map 7" — A x S. Then we
have the following Cartesian diagram:

XT’ —_ (XB)T

! |

7 — T
Hence

(10.3) (Xp)r — T is flat if and only if Xy — T is flat.

Indeed if X7» — T is flat, the composite map Xy — T is flat. Note that the faithful flatness of
T" — T yields that of Xp» — (Xp)r, for the faithful flatness is stable under the fiber product.
Hence by [17, Cor. 14.12], we obtain that (Xp)r — T is flat. Conversely, the flatness of
(Xp)r — T yields that of X — T, for the flatness is stable under the fiber product. Thus we

obtain (T0.3]).

The isomorphism x induces an isomorphism X7 — (X')p over 7. Hence

Xr — T" is flat if and only if (X")7 — T" is flat.
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By the same reason as (I0.3), we note that
(X" — T" is flat if and only if (X5)r — T is flat.

Note that (X5)r = Xr. Hence (Xp)r — T is flat if and only if Xy — T is flat. This conclude
the proof of the claim.
Now, we note that Xgr — S” is flat. Hence by the claim above, (Xg)a/p)xsr — (A/B) xS

is flat. Let Hilb be the Hilbert scheme of closed subschemes of A with Hilbert polynomials P
(cf. [39, Thm 4.3.4])). By (XB)a/pyxsr — (A/B) x S, we have the classification map
c:(A/B) x S¥ — Hilb.

Step 3. For each (a,s) € (A/B)x ST, we set E( sy = c*(c(a, s)), which is the scheme theoretic
fiber of ¢ over the point c(a, s) € Hilb. Then E(,s C (A/B) x S is a closed subscheme. We
claim that

(10.4) Eas) = a+ Eq.s).

We prove this. For ¢t : T — (A/B) x S, we get t —a : T — (A/B) x S by the translation. We
denote by (Xp); C A x T the pull-back of Xp by t : T — (A/B) x S. Similarly for (Xg),_
Let a’ € A be a point whose image under A — A/B is equal to a. Then we note that
(105) (XB)t = (XB)tfa - CL/.
To show this, it is enough to consider the case that t = id : (A/B) x S — (A/B) x S. Let
t': Ax S — A xS be the identity map and ' —a’ : A x S — A x S be the map defined by
(x,8) = (x — d,s). Then

Xt/ = Xt’—a’ — a'.
Note that Xy (resp. Xy_o —a’) is the pull-back of (X5): (resp. (Xp)i—, —a’) under the quotient
Ax Ax S — Ax(A/B)x S on the second factor. Moreover the induced maps Xy — (X3p);
and Xy —a' — (Xp)i_q — d' are the categorical quotients (cf. Lemma [A.19). Hence we get

(DII\TDS))Q we note that t : T — (A/B) x ST factors E(, ) if and only if

(X8): = (Xp) @) x T
as closed subschemes of A x T. We note that

(X5)aw) X T = Xy x T = (X, —d) x T = (X, x T) —

Hence t : T — (A/B) x S” factors E(, ) if and only if

(Xp) = (X xT)—d
as closed subschemes of A x T'. Using this, we note that t —a : T — (A/B) x S factors Eg
if and only if

(Xg)rw=Xs x T

as closed subschemes of A x T. Hence (I0.5) yields that ¢ : T — (A/B) x ST factors E(, ) if
and only if t —a : T — (A/B) x S factors E ). Thus E(, s = a+ E(g). This completes the

proof of (I0.4).

Step 4. For each [v] € Z, we have 7([v]) € Z, C ST. Hence for each a € A/B, we may
consider E, (1)) We prove the following:

Claim 2. For all [v] € (Ng>204) C Z and all a € A/B, there exists an irreducible component
E of supp E(4 (1)) such that
(10.6) (a,[v])) e DE C (A/B) % Si,a/8

under the identification (A/B) x Sia/p = ((A/B) x S);. Here E C (A/B) x S is a Zariski

closed subset.

We prove this. Denoting 5" = (A/B) x S, we have (S"), = (A/B) x Sk a/p. For each k > 2,
by our assumptions (2), (3) and Corollary 0.9, we may take a regular k-jet n : Ay, — S" with
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17'(0) = (0,v) such that (Xz)or()) = (PeXB)yy0), Where Ay = Spec Cle]/(¢"*!). Hence by
Lemma [0.1], we have

(107) (XB) (XB)(O’T () >< Ak

Hence (Xp),, — Ay is flat. Let 1, : Ay, — S be the compositions with 1 and the second projection
(A/B) x S — 5. Then by Claim 1 in the step 2, X,, — Ay is flat. By 72(0) = 7([v]) € Z,,
no : A, — S factors ST. Thus n: A, — 5’ factors (A/B) x S”, hence Eo () (cf. (D).
This holds for all k. Hence by Lemma [9.10, we have

(0, [v]) € DE'

for some irreducible component £’ of supp Eg -(jv)))- By (I04), we have E, () = a+Eo,7([u]))-
Hence E = a + E' is an irreducible component of supp(E(, (). By PE = a + DE', we
complete the proof of the claim.

Step 5. We are going to take a closed subvariety V C Z, such that the restriction
claspyxv i (A/B) x V= ¢((A/B) x Z,)

is dominant, and generically finite. Here ¢((A/B) x Z,) C Hilb is the Zariski closure in Hilb.
Note that, the set 7(O3) C Z, is dense and constructible (cf. [I8 II, Ex. 3.19]), hence contains
non-empty Zariski open set. Hence for generic ¢ € Z,, by the assumptions (1), (2), we have
Stab’(X;) = B. Hence the restriction ¢|(a/p)x s : (A/B) x {t} — Hilb is quasi-finite. We apply
Lemma [[0.5 to (A/B) x Z, — ¢((A/B) x Z,) to get our V C Z,.

Let W C (A/B) x V be a non-empty Zariski open subset such that W — ¢((A/B) x Z,) is
étale. We fix ay € A/B such that

(10.8) ({ao} x V)NW 0.

Step 6. We construct a Zariski closed subsets F,, and X of (A/B)x.S. (After U — (A/B)x S
is constructed, these would be irreducible components of U N p~1(Z,) and U N p~*(supp ST),
where p: (A/B) x S — S is the second projection.) We consider the restriction

cl(asByxz, : (A/B) x Z, — ¢((A/B) x Z,) C Hilb.

We take an irreducible component F, of a Zariski closed set (c|(a/mxz,) ' (c({ag} x V)) such
that {ag} x V C F,. Here c({ap} x V') C Hilb is the Zariski closure in Hilb. We have a map

e, Fy— Z,

by the composition of the closed immersion F, — (A/B) x Z, and the second projection
plea/Byxz, : (A)/B) x Zy — Z,. Then by Lemma [[0.4 (2), the map p|p, : F,, = Z, is dominant
and generically finite.

Next we construct ¥y C (A/B) x S so that F, C ¥y. Let F' be an irreducible component
of F, Xz, Z such that the natural maps F' — F, and p'|p : F — Z are dominant, where
P (A/B) x Si,a/ — S1,4/p is the second projection. We remark that F, x5, Z is a Zariski
closed set of (A/B) x Z. Hence F C (A/B) x Z is a Zariski closed subset. Let © C (A/B) x S*
be a Zariski closed subset defined by © = ¢ '(¢({ag} x V)). Then © C (A/B) x S is a Zariski
closed subset. Let (a,[v]) € Mgs2(P'|F) "1 (Or) C F. We take an irreducible component E of
supp E(q,r () as in Claim 2 of step 4. By (a, 7([v])) € F,, we have ¢((a, 7([v]))) € c({ao} x V).
Hence EF C ©. Hence there exists an irreducible component ©’ of © such that £ C ©'. Then

"C (A/B) x S is a Zariski closed subset. By (I0L6]), we have (a, [v]) € DO’. Hence, denoting
by ©1,...,0; all irreducible components of ©, we have

ﬂk(p,|p)_1(0k) - D@l u---u D@l

Since DO; C (A/B) x S are closed subschemes, supp(F'NDO;) are Zariski closed subsets of F.
Note that (p'|r)"'(Ox) C F is a non-empty Zariski open set for each k. Hence we may choose
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Y from ©1,...,0; such that

(10.9) F C D%.

Since the natural map F' — F, is surjective, we have
F, C .

In particular, {ag} x V C ¥. Hence we may apply Lemma [M0.4 (1) for (A/B) x S —
c((A/B) x ST) to get that p|g, : Xg — S is unramified at generic (ag,t) € {ap} x V, where
p:(A/B) x S — S is the second projection.

Step 7. Now we apply Lemma [[0.3]to take ¥ C (A/B) x S from ¥y C (A/B) x S such that
Y C ¥ and ¥ — S is generically finite and étale at generic (ao,t) € {apg} x V C Xy. We take
a Zariski open U C X such that ¢ : U — S is étale, where ¢ is the restriction of p onto U. We
may take U so that ({ap} x V)N U # 0, hence F, N U # (). Hence F,NU C F, is Zariski
dense. By (I0.9), this shows that FF' N PTU C F is Zariski dense, where PTU = (DX)|y in
(A/B) x Si,a/p. Hence p/(F N PTU) C Z is Zariski dense in Z. Hence p'(PTU)NZ C Z is
Zariski dense in Z. This shows that the immersion U — (A/B) x S satisfies the property of
Definition B.I6l Hence Z is horizontally integrable. This completes the proof of the lemma. [J

11. VERIFICATION OF THE NORMALITY CONDITION: EXISTENCE OF HORIZONTALLY
INTEGRABLE Z

The purpose of this section is to prove Proposition [[T.3] below. To state this proposition, we
introduce several terminologies. We recall II(F) from Definition B.I8

Definition 11.1. Let X C A be a closed subvariety. Let A be an equivariant compactification.
Let 7 C Hol(D, X) be an infinite set of holomorphic maps. We define Ay z(F) to be the set
of all semi-abelian subvarieties B C A such that

(1) F — SppX, where X C A is the compactification, and
(2) B ¢ I1(F).

Let F C Hol(ID, A) be an infinite set of holomorphic maps. For B € II(F), denoting by
wp : A — A/B the quotient map, we set

Fap = (@wpo f)ser

This is an infinite indexed family in Hol(ID, A/B). Then Fa,p contains at most finitely many
constant maps. We remove these constant maps from F,,p to get an infinite subfamily /B
of Fa/p. We consider the following assumption for F.

Assumption 11.2. For every B € II(F), the infinite indexed family F, , in Hol(D, A/B)
satisfies Assumption B.19

As we shall see later (cf. Lemma [[2.3), every infinite subset F C Hol(ID, A) of non-constant
holomorphic maps contains infinite subset which satisfies this assumption. Let F C Hol(ID, A)
be an infinite set of holomorphic maps which satisfies Assumption IT.2l Let B € II(F). Then
there exists a unique Ty, 4/ C Pj 4/ as in Assumption B.T9 We define Zj, 45 C Py 4/ by

(11.1) Zia/p = UisoIlm(Tiqi,4/8 = Prti,4/B — Proa/B)-
Then by Lemma B.I3 we have Fp, , , = Zga/p, Where we set Fp, , o = (Fyp)p, 5 (cf.

B.3)).

Proposition 11.3. Let X C A be a closed subvariety and let A be a smooth equivariant
compactification, where A is projective. Let F C Hol(D, X) be an infinite set of holomorphic
maps which satisfies Assumption IL2 Assume that Ay 4(F) = 0. Then there exists a semi-

abelian subvariety B C A such that SppX # () with the following properties:
(1) B € II(F).
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(2) There exists k such that Ziky1,4/B C BPry1,4/B 18 horizontally integrable, where

Ziy1,a/8 = U1 Im(Tyqy /8 = Poyia/p — Pri1,a/B)-
(3) F — SppX.

We note that the assumption Ay z(F) = () in this proposition reads X ; A. Indeed if
X = A, then we have A € Ay z(F), hence Ay z(F) # 0.

11.1. Auxiliary Lemmas 1. In this subsection, we prove several lemmas related to the fol-
lowing definition.

Definition 11.4. Let S be a variety and let X be a scheme of finite type over C. Let ¢ : X — S
be a morphism and let Z C S be a Zariski closed set. Let U be the set of all Zariski open set

U C S such that ZNU # (. For U € U, we consider the scheme theoretic closure y~1(U) C X.
We set X|[Z] = Nueyp~H(U), which is a closed subcheme of X.

Remark 11.5. Assume that Z is irreducible. Then there exists U € U such that X[Z] =
=1(U). Indeed, by the Noetherian property, there exist Uy,..., Uy € U such that X[Z] =

Y=Y Uy N---Nyp=Y(Ug). Set U =U;N---NUg. Then since Z is irreducible, we have U € U.

Then we have X[Z] C =1(U) C ¢~1(U;) N ---N¢~1(Ug). Hence X[Z] = ¢~1(U).

Lemma 11.6. Let X — S and ¢ : S — T be morphisms, where S and T are varieties and X
s a scheme of finite type over C. Let ¢ : X — T be the composite of X — S —T. LetV C S
and W C T be irreducible Zariski closed subsets such that W C o(V). Then X[V] C X[W].
Moreover assume that there exists a Zariski open set U C T such that U NW # 0 and that

Y=Y U) is integral. Then X[V] = X[W].
Proof. By Remark [T.5, we may take a Zariski open U; C T such that Uy N W # () and

(11.2) X[W] =y=1(Uy).
We have ¢~ 1(U;) NV # . Hence by the definition of X[V], we have

X[Vl cy=(th) = X[W].

Now we assume moreover that ¢~*(U) is integral for some Zariski open U C T such that

UNW # 0. We take U; C T as above. We may assume U; C U. By o Y(U) NV # 0,
we may take Uy C ¢ '(U;) such that p~1(Uy) = X[V], where p : X — S (c¢f. Remark
MLH). Since ¢~ (U;) is integral, the inclusion p~!(Uy) C ¢! (U;) is schematic dense. Hence
Y=Y U;) € X[V]. Thus by (IL2), we get X[W] C X[V]. This concludes the proof of the

lemma. |

Lemma 11.7. Let T' be a variety and let W C T be an irreducible Zariski closed subset. Let
: X =T and ' : X' — T be morphisms from schemes of finite type over C. Letp: X «— X'

be a closed immersion over T. Assume that there exists a Zariski open set U C T such that
UNW # 0 and the induced map =" (U) — (¢') " (U) is an isomorphism. Then X[W] = X'[W].

Proof. The immersion p induces a closed immersion X [W] < X'[W]. Hence we prove the
converse. By Remark [TH, we may take a Zariski open U C T such that U N W # () and
=Y (U) = X[W]. By replacing U by a smaller Zariski open set, we may assume moreover that
the induced map ¢~1(U) — (¢')71(U) is an isomorphism. Hence the scheme theoretic closure
(") ~HU) C X' factors X[W], where X[W] is a closed subscheme of X" by p : X < X’. This
shows X'[W] C X[W]. O

We recall Definition Bl Let ¢ : S — T be a morphism of varieties. Let V. C Sand W C T
be irreducible Zariski closed subsets such that W C ¢(V'). Let ¢ : 7" — T be a W-admissible
modification and set S’ = (S xp T")[W’], where W’ C T’ is the minimal transform. Then

the induced map S — S is a V-admissible modification. We denote by V' C S’ the minimal
transform of V' C S. In this situation, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 11.8. Let X — S and ¢ : S — T be morphisms, where S and T are varieties
and X is a scheme of finite type over C. Let V. C S and W C T be wrreducible Zariski
closed subsets such that W C @(V). Let T" — T be a W-admissible modification and set
S" = (SxpT[W']. Then (X x5S")[V'] C (X x7T")[W']. Assume moreover that X is integral.
Then (X xgS")[V'] = (X x¢ T")[W'].

Proof. We first prove
(11.3) (X x5 SHW' = (X xp TH[W'].
By the closed immersion S" < S x1 1", we get a closed immersion X xg 5" < X xT". Note
that the following is the fiber product:
X xgS —— X xpT' —— X xg (S xpT")

(11.4) l l

S’ — Sxp T’
By Remark T3, we may take a Zariski open U; C T’ such that Uy N W’ # () and a Zariski
open set S xpU; C S xpT" is schematic dense in S" C S x¢T". In particular, we have an open
immersion

(11.5) SxpUyCS.

Hence the map S" — S x¢ T" over T" is an isomorphism over U; C T’. Hence the closed
immersion X xgS" < X xpT" is an isomorphism over U; C T". Hence by Lemma [IT.7 we get

(IL3).
Set X' = X xg5". Let ¢ : X’ — T" be the natural map. Since (IT.4)) is a fiber product, the

open immersion (IT.5]) yields
(11.6) Y U) = X x7 Uy
Now let ¢’ : S” — T" be the induced map. We have W’ C ¢/(V’). We apply Lemma 1.6 to
get X'[V'] € X'[W’]. Hence combining with (IT.3]), we get
(X x5 SH[V'] € (X xo TH[W'].
We assume moreover that X is integral. We take a Zariski open set Uy C T” such that 7" — T'
is an isomorphism over Us and Uy N W’ # (). We may assume U, C U;. Then by (IL6), we

may consider 171 (Us) as a Zariski open set of X. Hence 1)~!(Us) is integral. Hence by Lemma
IT6, we get X'[V'] = X'[W']. Hence by (II1.3]), we conclude the proof of our lemma. O

Lemma 11.9. Let Z C S be an irreducible Zariski closed set. Let S — S be a Z-admissible
modification and let 8" — S' be a Z'-admissible modification, where Z' C S is the minimal
transform. Let X — S be a morphism. Then we have

(X x5 8)[2"] = (X x5 9)[Z] x5 S")[2"],

where Z" C S" is the minimal transform.

Proof. The closed immersion (X xg S")[Z'] < X x5 5" induces a closed immersion
((X Xg S,)[Z,] X gr S”)[Z”] — (X Xg S”)[Z”].

We shall show that this is an isomorphism. By Remark [T.5, we may take a Zariski open set
U, € S" such that Z’ N U; # 0 and

(X Xg S,)[Z,] =X Xg Us.

We denote by ¢ : S” — S’ the natural map. By Remark 1.5, we may take a Zariski open set
U, C o Y(Uy) such that Us N Z"” # () and

((X Xg S,)[Z,] X g S”)[Z”] = (X Xg S,)[Z/] X g/ Us.

Hence, we have
X xgU; = (X Xg Ul) Xg Uy C (X X g S,)[Z/] X Uy C ((X Xg S,)[Z,] X g S”)[Z”].
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Then by the definition of (X x5 5”)[Z"], we have (X xg5")[Z"] C X xg Us. Hence we get
(X x58")[Z2" c (X x5 5)[Z'] x5 S")[Z"].
This completes the proof of our lemma. O
In the following two lemmas, we consider a closed subscheme X C PV x §.
Lemma 11.10. Let 8" — S be a Z-admissible modification of varieties, where Z C S is an
irreducible Zariski closed set. Let X — S be a projective morphism such that X|; — Z is flat,
where X|; = X xg Z. Let Z' C S be the minimal transform. Set X' = (X xg 8')[Z'] and
X'z =X"xg Z'. Then X'|z = X|z Xz Z'. In particular, X'|z — Z' is flat.
Proof. The closed immersion X’ < X x5’ induces a closed immersion
(117) XI|Z/ — (X Xg S/>|Zl.

By Remark IT.5, we may take a Zariski open U C S’ such that UNZ’ # () and X xg U = X'.
In particular, we have an open immersion

(118) (X Xg S/)|Z/mU C X/|Z"
Since the composite of Z/ — S’ — S factors throw Z — S, we have
(119) (X Xss/)|Z/:X|Z Xzz/.

In particular, the morphism (X xg S")|z — Z’ is flat. Hence by Lemma [B.I] the inclusion
(X x5S znv C (X x585")|2 is scheme theoretic dense. Hence by (IL8]), we get (X xg.5")|z C
X'|z. Thus by (IL7), we get X'|z = (X x5 5")|z. By (IL3), we get X'|z = X|z xz 2. O

Lemma 11.11. Let X C PV x S be a closed subscheme where S is a variety. Let Z C S be an
irreducible Zariski closed set. Then there exists a Z-admissible modification S' — S such that
(X x5 SNZ'|z — Z' is flat, where Z' C S" is the minimal transform and (X xgS")[Z'||z =
(X Xg S/)[Z/] X g 7.

Proof. We apply Lemma [B.2] to get a Z-admissible modification S’ — S and a Zariski open
set U C S’ such that UNZ" # () and that X'|; — Z' is flat, where X’ C X x 55" is the scheme
theoretic closure of X xg U. Then we have (X xg5")[Z'] C X'. Hence (X x5 S)[Z'][Z'] C
X'[Z']. By Lemma [[T.9 applied to S” = 5, we get (X xg 5')[Z2'][Z'] = (X xs 5')[Z']. Hence
(X xs 8)[Z'] € X'[Z']. On the other hand, by X’ C X xg .5, we get X'[Z'] C (X x5 5)[Z'].
Thus X'[Z'] = (X xg 5")[Z']. We apply Lemma ITI0 to X’ — S" and idg : 8" — S’. The
conclusion is X'[Z']|z7 = X'|z. Hence (X xg8)[Z']|z7 = X'|z. Thus (X xgS")[Z'||z» — Z' is
flat. 0

11.2. Auxiliary Lemmas 2.

Lemma 11.12. Let X C Ax S be a closed subscheme, where S is integral and A is a projective,
equivariant compactification. Assume that the induced map X — S is surjective. Then there
exist a non-empty Zariski open set U C S and a semi-abelian subvariety C° C A such that
Stab®(X,) = C for ally € U.

Proof. Since S is integral, by replacing S by its non-empty Zariski open set, we may assume
that X — S is flat. For each B C A, we set Vg = {y € S; B C Stab’(X,)}. Then V3 C S is a
Zariski closed set. Indeed let P be the Hilbert polynomial of X, for some (hence for all) y € S.
Set Y = [,ep(X +b) C X, where the intersection is taken scheme theoretically. Then y € V3
if and only if the Hilbert polynomial of Y} is equal to P. Hence Vjp is a Zariski closed set (cf.
[46l Lemma 3.1]).

Now let X C A x A x S be the pull back of X by the action m: A x Ax S — A x S, where
(x,a,s) — (x+a,s). Then ¥ - A x S is flat. Let ¢: A x S — Hilb be the classification map.
Let ¢ : A x S — Hilb x S be the induced map such that ¢(a,s) = (c¢(a, s),s). Then for each
y € S, we have supp(p 1 (p(0,y))) C A x {y} = A. We have

supp( " (¢(0,5))) = Stab(X,).
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For each integer d > 0, let E; C S be the set of y € S such that dim,) ¢ ' (¢(0,y)) > d.
Then E; C S is a Zariski closed set. We take d such that F; = S and E44 ; S. Then for each
y € S — E4.1, we have dim StabO(Xy) = d. Let Bi, B, ... be the set of d-dimensional semi-
abelian subvarieties of A. Then S — E;41 C UVp,. Hence there exists B; such that S = Vp,.
For y € S — E4y1, we have B; C Stab’(X,). Hence Stab’(X,) = B;. We set C = B; and
U=S5— E4 to conclude the proof. OJ

In the following lemma, we recall the definition X{g, C A x Sp.a from (I0T). We have the
isomorphism (A x S)g ~ A X Sy 4 as in ([212).

Lemma 11.13. Let X C A x S be a closed subscheme, where S is a smooth algebraic variety
and A is a smooth equivariant compactification. Let f € Hol(D, Ax S) satisfies f(D) C supp X,
where f is non-constant. Then f(ID) C supp X{oy -

Proof. We define g : D xD — A x Ax S by

9(z,w) = (fa(2), fa(w) = fa(2), fs(w)).

Let m : Ax Ax S — A xS be defined by (z,a,s) ~ (v + a,s). Then m o g(z,w) =
(fa(w), fs(w)) € supp X. Hence g(D x D) C supp X, where X € A x A x S is a closed
subscheme obtained by the pull-back of X € A x S by m: Ax Ax S — Ax S. By taking
k-th derivative for w, we get 9%g : D x D — A x (A x 9);.

Claim. 0% g(D x D) C supp P X.

Proof. We prove this by the induction on k. The case £k = 0 is obvious. So we assume the
case k and prove the case for k +1. By 9% g: D x D — PpX C A x (A x S)y, we get 9,(0%g) :
DxD — DPX C (Ax (AxS));. Since 9,,(0Fg) : DxD — Ax (AXS)gs1 C (AX(AXS)p)1,
we get

(05 g)(D x D) € DPLX N (A x (A X S)is1) = PrX.
This completes the induction step. (]

By @I4), we have kg = (fa(2), fa(w) — fa(2), fs, .(w)). Restricting this to the diagonal
DcDxD, we get

85;9 © A(Z) = (fA(Z),OA, fSk,A<z>> € Ax (A X S>k|AX{0}XSk,A'

Hence by X{oyx = PpX N (A x {0} X S 4), the claim above implies 0% g o A(D) C supp X o} -
Now under the isomorphism

”ka A X (A X S)k‘AX{O}XShA — (A X S)k,
we have 1y, 0 9% g o A = fiy. Hence, we have fi(D) C supp X{o} - O

Lemma 11.14. Let X C A be a closed subvariety, where A is a smooth equivariant compact-
ification. Let F C Hol(D, AN X) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps. Let
Z C Py a be a Zariski closed subset such that .FpkyA = 7. Let P,;A — P4 be a Z-admissible
modification and let Z' C Py , be the minimal transform. Set Xiq, = (Xqopr X p, 4 Fra)[Z']-
Then we have fi(D) C Xy, for all f € F with finite exception, where fj, : D — A X Py 4 is
the lift of fi) : D — A X Py 4.

Proof. By Lemma 310l 7 is irreducible. By Remark [[T.0 we may take a Zariski open set
U C Py, 4 such that UNZ" # ) and X} = ¢~1(U), where ¢ : Xy xp,, Pl 4 — Pj , is the

projection. We may assume moreover that the map P,g, 4 — Py a is isomorphic on U. By
Lemma BTl we have Fp = Z'. Hence we have fp (D) NU # () for all f € F with finite

exception. We set {1y = f;élA(U ). Then for all f € F with finite exception, D — 0y is discrete
and fp; () CU. By Lemma [TI3, we have firy(D) C Xyop5- This shows f},(€2y) C v H(U),
hence f,(D) C X[, , for all f € F with finite exception. O
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11.3. Demailly jet spaces and quotient maps. We recall Definition 2211 Let B C A be a
semi-abelian subvariety. For each k > 1, the quotient A — A/B canonically induces the map

(1110) M - Pk,A\Ek,A,A/B — Pk,A/B
inductively as follows. When k = 1, we have P, 4 = P(Lie(A)), Ey a4.4/8 = P(Lie(B)) and
Py a/p = P(Lie(A/B)). The map j; is defined by the projectivization of the quotient map
Lie(A) — Lie(A/B). Suppose we have py—1. Then by (px—1)« @ T(Pr—1,4\Ek-1,4,4/8) —
TP;_1,.4/p and the quotient map Lie(A) — Lie(A/B), we get
(1111) T<Pk71,A\Ek71,A,A/B> X Lle(A) — TPkfl,A/B X Lle(A/B)
The kernel of this map is contained in

T<Pk71,A\Ek71,A,A/B) X Lle(B) C T<Pk71,A\Ek71,A,A/B> X Lle(A)

Let 7 : Py 4 — Py_1.4 be the projection. Then the restriction of the projectivization of (IIT.IIJ)
onto Py 4 yields the map

(Pea\T " (Ex-1,4.4/8))\Ex.a,4/8 — Pra/p-

Hence by Lemma 2.2 we get ju : P, a\Eg 4,4/ — Pr,a/p, which is the map (ILI0) for k.

Now let f : D — A be a holomorphic map. Let f4,5 : D — A/B be the composition of f and
the quotient map A — A/B. Assume that fa/p is non-constant. Then we get fp, , : D — Py 4
and (fA/B)Pk’A/B : D — Py a/p, where fp,_, (D) & Ej 4.4/5. Then by the construction above,
we have

(fA/B)Pk,A/B = ML © ka,A'

Lemma 11.15. Let C C A be a semi-abelian subvariety such that B C C C A, then
1, (Eay,a7¢) C Egaa/c N (Poa\Ek,aa/p)-

Proof. Let (x,[v]) € Py a\Ek.a.4/c, Where € Py_1 4 and v € VI \{0} C TP,_y 4 x Lie(A)
(cf. (2I0)). Then v ¢ TP,y .4 x Lie(C). Then the image of v under the map (II.III)
is not contained in T'P,_; 4/p x Lie(C/B). Hence ui((x,[v])) € Ega/pa/c. This shows
i " (Exasp.asc) C Exaajcin Poa\Egaa/p O

We recall Zj, 4/ C Pi a/p from (I1LT)).

Lemma 11.16. Let F C Hol(D, A) be an infinite set of holomorphic maps which satisfies
Assumption [1.4. Let B,C € TI(F) such that B C C. Let PAA/B — Py be a Zya/p-

admissible modification such that the rational map Py a/p ~-> P a/c induces a morphism iy,
PAA/B — P ajc. Then Zy a0 C uk(Z,’g,A/B), where ZAA/B C P,;A/B is the minimal transform.

Proof. We take | € Zxq such that Ty a/c — Zi,ajc and Ty a/p — Zi,a/p are surjective
maps. The rational map Py 4/ --+ Py11,4/c is holomorphic outside Ey 4/ 4/c C Prii,a/B-
By C/B € II(Fa/B), we have Ty 4/p ¢ Eit1,4/8,4/c. Hence there exists a T}, 4/p-admissible
modification P,;H A/B Py11,4/p such that the rational map Py 4/ --* Pryi.4/c induces a
regular map

tist: Pryga/p — Prriajo
By Fpiays = Thti,4/8, we have fp]é_H s = TéH’A/B (cf. Lemma B.IT]). Hence by Lemma
. 10l we get

‘FPk+l,A/c = Nk-l-l(T/;-i-LA/B)'
By Lemma 3.9, we have either T} 4/c C Mk"‘l(TéJrl,A/B) or Mk"‘l(TéJrl,A/B) ;Cé Tht1,4/c. To show
Tht1,4/0 C Mk-f-l(Tl;—f—l,A/B)’ we assume contrary M/H‘l(T/;-H,A/B) ; Tht1,4/c. By Lemma 310,
/~Lk+l(T1;+z,A/B) is irreducible. Hence by the definition of T4 a/c, there exists C'/C € II(Fa/c)
such that luk+1<Tlg+l,A/B> C Ek—f—l,A/C,A/C’- Hence Tl;—f—l,A/B C Nl?j.l(Ek—l—l,A/C,A/C’)- Since Tk+l7A/B
is irreducible, this implies Ty 4/8 C Ejii,4/8,4/c (cf. Lemma ITIH). By C'/B € II(Fa/p),
this contradicts to the definition of T} /5. Hence Tjy 40 C MkJrl(TéH,A/B)-
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Now Zi a/c C Pr.ajc is contained in the image of T}, a5 C P A/B under the composition
of gy : P,éH’A/B — Pryia/c and Py a/c — Py aje. Thus we get Zy 40 C uk(ZAA/B). O

Let B and C' be semi-abelian subvarieties of A such that B C C. Let S_C A be a Zariski
closed set which is C-invariant. Then we get Spx C A X P, 4/p and Sgp C A X By 4/c-

Lemma 11.17. Let ¢ : A x (Pre.a/B\Ek,a/B,a/c) — A X Py.a/c be the map induced from the
reqular map Py a/p\Ek.a/B.a/c — Prajc. Then we have

o (SCJ?> = SB,k |Pk,A/B\Ek,A/B,A/C :

Proof. Let S C A x A be the pull-back of S C A by the action m : A x A — A so
that S, = S — a, where S, C A is the fiber of S — A over a € A. Let Sp C A x (A/B)
be defined so that the pull-back of Sp by A x A — A x (A/B) is equal to S. We define
Sc C A x (A/C) similarly. Then the pull-back of S¢ by A x (A/B) — A x (A/C) is equal
to Sp. Let ¢ : A x ((A/B) X Py a/p) --+ A x ((A4/C) x Py a/c) be the induced rational map,
which is regular on A x ((4/B) X (Py,4/8\Ek,a/5,4/c)). Then we have

¢*(PrSc) = (PkSB>|(A/B)X(Pk,A/B\Ek,A/B,A/C)'
Hence by (I0.0]), we get ©*(Scx) = SB,k|Pk,A/B\Ek,A/B,A/c- O

11.4. Main lemma for the proof of Proposition Let A be a semi-abelian variety
and let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety. Given a Zariski closed set V C A, we set
Y = SppV. Then the Zariski closed set Y C A is B-invariant. Hence we get the closed
subscheme Yp ;, C A x Py 4/. For each y € Py, a/p, the fiber of Yp , — Py 4/p over y is denoted
by (Yp )y, which is a closed subscheme of A.

Let X C A be a closed subvariety and let A be a smooth equivariant compactification. Let
X C A be the Zariski closure. In this subsection, we write Xj, = (X){o} for short. Then

X}, C A x Py 4. Although this X}, is not the same as the Demailly jet space of X discussed in
Section 2l no confusion will occur.
We recall Zy, 4/ C Py a/p from (ILI)). We set Zj, = Zj 4 C Py, 4 for short.

Lemma 11.18. Let A be a non-trivial semi-abelian variety and let X C A be a closed subvari-
ety. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification, which is projective. Let F C Hol(D, X') be
an infinite set of holomorphic maps which satisfies AssumptionILA Assume that Ay 5(F) = 0.

Then there exists B C A such that SpgX # 0 with the following properties:
(1) B € TI(F), in particular B G A.
(2) Zira/ C pia(Ypi) for sufficiently large k, where Y = SppX and prp: A X Py ajp —
Py, a/p is the second projection.
(3) Stab®((Yp),) = B for genericy € Zy a/p and sufficiently large k.
(4) For sufficiently large k > 0, there exist a Zy-admissible modification pk,A — P a with
a reqular map o : JA%A — Pra/p and a Zariski closed set Vi, C JA%A such that:
(a) Zra/p C o(Vi) and Vi, C 7y, where Z, C pkA is the minimal transform.
(b) Set Xy, = (Xj xp,, Poa)lZi] C A x Poa. Then Xy, — Zy is flat.
(c) Let Pé,A/B — Py a/p be a Zy a/p-admissible modification with the minimal trans-
Jorm Zl/c,A/B C Pié,A/B: let PIQ,A = (pk,A X Pa/B P/;,A/B)[Z/;,A/B] and Vy, = (Vi
By ap)Zi s8] C© P Then T, Vi

(d) The image of supp Xk|Vk C A x pk,A under the map A x pk,A — A x Pya/p is
contained in supp Yp i C A x Py a/p-
(5) If k is sufficiently large, then for generic y € Zja/p, the natural map (Ypyr), —
(YBr—1)y, i an isomorphism, where yo € Py_1 a/p 15 the image of y under the map
Py a/p — Pr_1,4/B-

X Py a/B
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In the proof of this lemma, we use the following notation: Let V C A x S be a Zariski closed
set. Let B C A be a semi-abelian variety. We set

SppV = [(V+b) CV.

beB
Then SppV C A x S is a Zariski closed subset.

Proof of Lemma [I1.18 Let B be the set of all semi-abelian subvarieties B C A such that
B satisfies the three properties: (1), (4) and SppX # (. To show that B is non-empty,
we shall prove {0} € B. We note that {0} € II(F). Indeed, by Sp;;; X = X, we have
F — SpyyX. Hence if {0} ¢ II(F), then {0} € Ay%(F). This contradicts to Ay (F) = 0.
Hence {0} € II(F). To prove that {0} satisfies (4), we take a Zj-admissible modification
o Pk A — P 4 such that Xk| 7, Zk is flat, where Xk and Zk are defined as in the statement
of the lemma. The existence of such modification follows from Lemma [IT.11 We set V), = Zk
Then (4) is satisfied. Thus {0} € B. In particular B is non-empty.

We remark that if B € B, then (2) is satisfied for sufficiently large k satisfying (4). Indeed,
by Fp, , = Zi, we may apply Lemma [IT.14 to get Z), C pk(Xk), where we continue to write
the induced map pj : A x JA%A — pk,A. Hence by V}, C T (cf. (4a)), we have V}, = pk(Xk\Vk).
By (4d), we have o(V;) C pr.s(Ypx), where py 5« Ax Py.a/p — Py a/p is the second projection.
By Zya/p C o(Vi) (cf. (4a)), we get Zy 4/ C pi,a(Yp,). Hence (2) is true for B € B.

Claim 1. If B € B, then the assertion (5) is satisfied.

Proof. Since Z,_4/p is integral, the generic flatness yields that there exists a non-empty Zariski
open set U C Zj a/p such that YB,k|Zk,A/B — Zi,a/p is flat over Up. We may assume that the
image of U, under Zj 4/p — Zi—1,4/p is contained in Uj,_;. For each k, note that the Hilbert
polynomials of the fibers (Y ), are all the same for y € U,. We denote this polynomial by
Hy. For y € Uy, we have (Yp 1)y, C (Ypx_1)y, C A, where yo € Py_1,4/B is the image of y under

the map Py a/p — Pr—1,4/p. Hence Hy, < Hy_y. Thus we get Hy > Hpy1 > Hpyo > -+, By
[46, Lemma 8.2], there exists ko such that Hy, = Hy,.1 = ---. Hence if k > ko + 1, we have
(Yei)y = (Y k—1)y,- This completes the proof. O

In the following, we shall prove that a maximal element in B satisfies (3). We take B € B.
We consider YB,k‘Zk,A/B — Zpa/p. Then by the property (2), this map is surjective. Set
Ci = StabO(YB,k)y C A for generic y € Zj a/p (cf. Lemma [ITI2). Note that (Ygy), C Ais
B-invariant. Hence

B c C,.
By Claim 1 above, there exists C' such that C}, = C' for all sufficiently large k.

We shall show C' € B. By the construction, we have SpCY # (). Hence by Sp.Y C SpCX we
have SpCX # (). By B € B, we may take PkA — Pyoa, 0 PkA — Py a/p and Vj, C Pk A, Which
are described in (4). Here and what follows, we assume that k is sufficiently large satisfying
(4) for B. Using Lemma [[T.1T], we take a Zj _4,p-admissible modification PAA/B — Py 4/ such
that

° Vk|lec A/B

PA 4 1s defined by V)| = (V4

— ZAA/B is flat, where ZAA/B C PAA/B is the minimal transform and V; C

%P a5 Proa/p) 2y ap) as in the statement of (4c).

/\, 0_/ ,
Py —— Pk,A/B

! |

Py.a — Py a/B

Note that by {0} € II(F), Lemma [IT.16 yields that Z; 4/p C J(Zk). Hence PI;A — ]A%A

is a Z-admissible modification. Hence we may define the minimal transform Z] C ﬁé 4. Set
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Xy = (Xk X Ppa péA)[ZA,Q] C Ax P,;A. We set

W), = supp V)| 2

D/
k,A/B C Pk,A'

We claim that
Claim 2. The image of supp Xi|w, C A x f’,é’A under the map A x f’,é’A — A X Pyasp is
contained in Spg, (supp Ys.x).-

Proof. By the definition of C}, there exists a dense Zariski open U C Zj 4/p such that
supp Ypilv C Spe, (supp Yp). By shrinking U, we may asuume that U C Z A/p- Since
Vk|Z,€ s ZAA/B is flat, LemAmaIE] }iields that Wy|y € Wy is fiense. Since XkJZk — 7, is
flat, Lemma [IT.10 yields that X’\Z, — 7, is flat. By W, C V) C Z;, we get that X |w, — Wi
is flat. Hence Lemma [B.] yields that supp X ilwilo) C supp X lw, is dense.

Now by (4d), the image of supr |yl under A x P,QA — A x Py 4/p is contained in
supp Yp x|, hence Spe, (supp Ypx). Thus the image of supp X 1w, is contained in Sp¢, (supp Yp ).
0

Claim 3. Let PIQA/B — PAA/B be a ZAA/B—admissible modification. Let Z,;’A/B C Pé’A/B

be the minimal transform. Set Pl;/,A = (15/2,,4 XPl s PI;/A/B>[Z/,€/A/B] and Wk (W, XE
/" " HI X n
B ap)Z) ay5) C Py a- Then ]:P;éiA — W,

DI 1"
k,A ’ Pk ,A/B

| l

Py 4 —— P ap
Proof. Set V' = (V) XP Py A/B)[ZIIC,A/B] - P”A Since V/;‘Z,;A/B

TT.10 yields that V];/|ZI{cI,A/B = Vi|z X7, um Zy ayp- Similarly, applying Lemma IT.10 to
— P A/ We have

, .
— Zk’A/B is flat, Lemma
k,A/B
|Zz§ A/B

(( k|Z{€ A/B) 2Pl a/p PI;/,A/B)[Zk A/B] Vk|Z; s 2} ap lec/7A/B'

Note that W, = supp(((V}|z

kA/B) XP 45 B a/p)Zi 4/8])- Hence we get

supp V{'|zv =W}

k,A/B

Now by Lemma [T.9, we have V)" = (Vi xp_, , PIQ’A/B)[ZIZA/B] and f’,g”A = (}%A X Pya/n
B 4/p)Z) 4/5]. Hence by (4c), we have FAI;/,A — V. By Assumption [[T.2] we have Fep, =
2y 4 /p- Thus by Lemmas and B8 we get F AL W,F. This conclude the proof of the
claim. OJ
A We are going to prove C € B. We first prove C' € TI(F). By Lemma 1.9 we have
X = (Xx xp,, P 4)[Z;]. Hence by Lemma [[T.T4] we have
(11.12) fw(D) C X3
for all f € F with finite exception. We have F L Wy, Hence by Lemma B8 { fi}rer —

Xi|w,. By claim 2 above, we have F — Sp¢, Y, hence F — Spg, X. Hence by Axz(F) =0,
we get C € II(F). Thus C € II(F). In particular, we have C' # A.

By C € II(F), the definition of T}, 4,5 yields that Ty, /5 ¢ Ei a/B,4/c. Hence
(11.13) Zia/B L Erapajc.

Note that the rational map Py 4/ --+ Ppa/c is regular outside Ej 4/p.4/c. Thus we may
moreover assume for the Zj 4/p-admissible map P, , /B Py a/p that
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® [ PI;A/B — Pk,A/C’ exists.
We get the following;:
plg,A —— P ap —— Prajo

J J

pk,A — Py a/B
By Lemma [IT.T6] we have
(11.14) Zyajc C M Zjay)-

Now we shall show that 7 : 15,;,14 — Py a/c and Wy, C PI;,A satisfy the condition (4). By
Lemma 019, we have X] = (X X Py péA)[ZA,’ﬁ] Note that Zy a/c C 7(W}) follows from
o' (Wk) = Z} s/p (cf. [[11d)). Also by V, C Zy, we have W), C V! C Z. These show (4a).
Since Xk|2k — 7 1s flat, Lemma yields that X,’C|Z;€ — Z;. is flat. This shows (4b).

Next we prove (4c). Let Pl; A~ Py ajc be a Zj, 4/c-admissible modification. We consider
the following

D11 a” 1" /
Pk,A B Pk,A/B ? Pk,A/C

g l l

plg,A —— Py asp —— Poajc

Here Py, /5 = (P a/p XPyajc PAA[C)[Z,%A/C]. Then Py, 5 — Py 4/ is & Z,/§7A/B—admAissible
modification (cf. ([ILI4)). Since P , is integral, we may apply Lemma IT8 to get P}, =
(Pioa Xpase Prajo)Zyaol (cf. @II)). Set Wy = (Wi Xp, 40 PY a/0)Z) a)0]- Then by
Lemma [T we get W,” € W] (cf. (ILI4)). Thus by Claim 3, we get Fpr = W). This shows
(4¢). ’

Finally to check (4d), we prove that the image X;|w, C A x P/, — A X Py, 4/c is contained
in S C A X Py ajc, where S = SpeX. We have Sp.Y = S. Hence we get Spo(Ypx) = Sp .
Hence Lemma [I1.17] yields

(11'15) SpC’(YBJﬁ) | (Px,a/B\Ek,a/B,A/C) C 90_1(507/6)7

where (Vo ZX (Pk,A/B\EA/B,A/C,k) — ZX Pk,A/C- We take U C Pk,A/B such that UﬂZk,A/B 7é @
and PAA/B — Py a/p is an isomorphism over U. We consider as U C PAA/B. By (ILI3), we
may assume

U C Pya/B— Era/pac

Since Vk/|Z;Q e Z, A/B 8 flat, Lemma [B.] yields that Wk|(zx@ W) C W, is dense. By Claim

/
2 and (II.I3), the image of XIQ|W,€|(Z, ) under A x P , — A X Py, 4/c is contained in S,
k,A/B

provided k is sufficiently large so that Cy = C. Since X wlw, — Wy is flat, Lemma [B.1] yields
that the inclusion XMW’“‘(ZL ) C Xi|w, is dense. Hence the image supp X |w, C Ax P , —

A x Py 4/c is contained in Sc C A x Py 4/c. Thus we have proved C' € B.

Now we finish the proof of the lemma. We take maximal B C A such that B € B. Set
C = Stab’(Yg4), C A for generic y € Zi,a/p and sufficiently large k. Then B C C. By C € B
and the maximal property of B € B, we have C' = B. This conclude the proof of Lemma
O

11.5. Proof of Proposition 1.3l Since F satisfies Assumption and Ay 4(F) = 0, we
may take B as in Lemma Then B € II(F). In particular, B # A.

Next we prove the property (2) of Proposition We take sufficiently large ky such that
the properties of Lemma (2), (3), (4) and (5) are true for k > ko. For each k € Zj>1,
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let Zy a/p C Py .a/ be defined by (ILI)). Then Z; 4/p is an irreducible Zariski closed set such
that Ty 4/p C Zi,a/p. Set Y = SpBY. If & > ko, then for generic y € Zj 4/p, the natural
map (Ysr)y = (YBk—1)y is an isomorphism, where yy € P14/ is the image of y under the
map Py a/p — Py—1,4/8 (cf. Lemma IT.I8 (5)). We set S = Py a/5. Then Py a/8 C Sia/B
(cf. Remark 23)). We consider as Zy 41 a/8 C Sja/p. We set Z = Zy, 41,4/ C Si,a/8. By
Lemma [[0.0] Z is horizontally integrable. Indeed, the assumption (1) of Lemma [I0.1] follows
from Lemma IT.I§ (3). The assumption (2) of Lemma [I0.1] directly follows from Lemma
INE (5) By B € H(.F), the definition of Tk0+l,A/B yields that Tk0+l,A/B §Z EkoJrl,A/B,A/B as
subsets of P/~m+1,A_/B- By P;;IE,A/B = Eyyp1,4/8,4/8 (cf. (ZID)), we get Thyi1,a/8 € P/:;IE,A/Bv
SO Zk;()—l—l,A/B §Z PI:(I)I—ll—gl,A/B' Note that P]{:0+l,A/B C Sl,A/B C P(TSl—l,A/B X Lle(A/B)) Then we
have
Slsill?B N Pko—l—l,A/B = P<TSz—1,A/B/5 X {0}) N Pko-i-l,A/B
C P(TSi-1,478 X {0}) N Prgyiars = Pty 4

Thus Ziy11,4/8 € SfiZ‘fB. Hence for generic y € Z, there exists y; € Zy11,4/8 — SfiZ‘fB such that
(Yekot1)y = (YBkot1)y- We note that

VB kot = (YBke)Ba N (A X Prgyi,a/8)
for [ > 1, which follows from the definitions (@.3) and (I0.J]). Hence the assumption (3) of
Lemma [10.1] is satisfied. Thus Z is horizontally integrable.

Now we prove F — SpgX. We take P, 4 — Py 4 and X C A x P, 4 as in Lemma [[T.18 (4),
where we fix & > ky. By Lemma[IT.14] we have fj;(ID) C X, for all f € F with finite exception.
Hence by Fp . — Vi (cf. Lemma (4¢)), we have {fu}rer — Xilv, (cf. Lemma B8).
Hence by Lemma [T.I8 (4d), we have F — SpzX. O

12. PROOF OF THEOREM
The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [L2.

Lemma 12.1. Let F = (f;)ier be an infinite indexed family of holomorphic maps in Hol(D, A).
Then replacing F by its infinite subfamily, we have II(G) = II(F) for all infinite subfamily G
of F.

Proof. There are only countably many semi-abelian subvarieties B C A (cf. [35, Cor. 5.1.9]).
So we enumerate them as By, By, .... Note that this is possibly finite. If I contains an infinite
subset ' C I such that (|(@s, o f;)'|w,,p, )ier converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to
0, then we set I; = I'. If there is no such I’, then we set Iy = I. If I; contains an infinite
subset I C Iy such that {|(wp, © fi)'|u,, s, ierr converges uniformly on compact subsets of I
to 0, then we set Iy = I’. If there is no such I’, then we set I, = I;. We continue this process

to get (possibly finite) decreasing sequence of infinite sets I D I} D I, D .... If this sequence
is finite Iy D Iy D --- D I, then we continue infinitely by letting I, = I = I 0 =---. We
define an infinite sequence i1, i, 3, . . . of distinct elements in I so that for each [ > 1, we have
(12.1) i € 1

for all £ > [. This sequence is constructed inductively as follows. We take #; € I;. Suppose
distinct elements i1, i, . . ., 4, are chosen so that (I2.1]) holds for all k,l € Nwith 1 <[ <k <n.
Then we choose in1 € I,v1 — {i1,...,1,}. Thus we have constructed the sequence iy, i, . ..
with the desired property (I2ZT]).
Now we set J = {iy,1i2,143,...}. Then for all semi-abelian subvariety B, we have either
® (|(@p o fi)'lu,, s )ics converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to 0, or
e no infinite subfamily of (|(w@p o fi)'|w,,,)ics converges uniformly on compact subsets of
D to 0.

Hence replacing F by (f;);es, we get II(G) = II(F) for all infinite subfamily G of F. O
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Lemma 12.2. Let F = (f;)icr be an infinite indexed family of non-constant holomorphic maps
in Hol(D, A). Then there exists an infinite subfamily G of F such that all infinite subfamilies
of G satisfy Assumption 319

Proof. By replacing F by its infinite subfamily, we have
(12.2) (F") =II(F)

for all infinite subfamily F” of F (cf. Lemma[I2.7]). Let £ > 1 and B € II(F). Then only finitely
many i € [ satisfies (f;)p, ,(D) C Ey a.4/8, for if (fi)p, ,(D) C Ey a,4/B, then (wp o f;)' = 0.
Hence, given infinite subfamily F’ of F, we may apply Lemma B.I4] to get an infinite subfamily
H of F' such that LIM(Hp, ,,{Ek,4,4/B} Ben(r)) exists.

We apply the argument above for £ = 1 to get an infinite subfamily F; = (f;)ier,, where I; C
I, such that LIM((F1)p, 4, { F1,4,4/8} Beri(r)) exists. Again we apply the argument above for k =
2 to get an infinite subfamily 7, = (fi)ier,, where Iy C Iy, such that LIM((F2)p, 4, {E2,.4,4/8} Benn(r))
exists. Continue this process to get a decreasing sequence of infinite sets I D Iy D I, D ...
We define a countable infinite subset J = {iy, iz, 43, ...} of I such that (I2]) holds for all > 1
and k > [ (cf. the proof of Lemma I21). Set G = (fi)ics. Then LIM(Gp, ,,{Ek.a,4/8} Benn(r))
exists for all & > 1 (cf. Remark (3)). Let H be an infinite subfamily of G. Then
LIM(Hp, ,, {Ek.a.4/B}Ben(F)) exists for all & > 1 (cf. Remark (3)). Hence, by ([22),
LIM(Hp, s { Ek.a.4/B) Ben(n)) exists for all k& > 1. Thus H satisfies Assumption The
proof is completed. O

Lemma 12.3. Let F C Hol(D, A) be an infinite set of non-constant holomorphic maps. By
replacing F by its infinite subset, we may assume Assumption [11.2.

Proof. By replacing F by its infinite subset, we may assume (I22]) for all infinite subset
F' C F (cf. Lemma [[2.0)). We enumerate the elements of II(F) as By, By, .... Note that
this is possibly finite. We apply Lemma to get an infinite subset F; C F such that all
infinite subfamilies of (F7)a/p, satisfy Assumption B.I9 Again we apply Lemma to get
an infinite subset F, C JF; such that all infinite subfamilies of (F3)4/p, satisfy Assumption
BI9 We continue this process to get (possibly finite) descending sequence of infinite sets
F D F1 D Fy D ... If this sequence is finite F; D Fy D - -+ D Fp, then we continue infinitely
by letting Fr, = Fr41 = Fryo = --+. We define a countably infinite subset G = { f1, f2, f3, ...}
such that fy € Fyforalll > 1and k > [ (cf. the proof of Lemma [I21]). Then, for all B € II(F),
Ga/p satisfies Assumption BI9 By (IZZ), we have II(G) = II(F). Hence for all B € II(G),
Ga,p satisfies Assumption 3.T9 Hence G satisfies Assumption O

Lemma 12.4. Let X ; A. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification and let X C A be
the compactification. Let F C Hol(D, X') be an infinite set of holomorphic maps. Then there
exist a semi-abelian subvariety B C A and an infinite subset G C F with the following two
properties:

(1) Let A/—B be a smooth equivariant compactification. Then there exists an infinite subset
H C G such that {w o f} ey converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D —
A/—B, where w : A — A/ B is the quotient map.

(2) G — SpyX.

Proof. We may assume that F contains only finitely many constant maps, for otherwise our
lemma is trivial by setting B = {0} and G is the set of constant mappings in F. We remove
those constant maps from F and assume that all elements of F are non-constant.

We first reduce to the case A is projective. When this is not satisfied, we may take an
equivariant modification A — A such that A is smooth and projective (cf. Lemma [A.§]). Let
X C A be the compactification. Then the image of Sp BX C X under the natural map XX
is contained in SpzX. Hence G — Sp BX implies G — SppX. Hence we have reduced to the
case that A is projective.
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By Lemma [[2.3] we may take an infinite subset G C F such that G satisfies Assumption
T2 We prove the lemma in two cases.

If Ay 4(G) # 0, then we take B € Ay 4(G). Then G — SppX and there exists an infinite
subset H C G such that {|(w@o f)|., ;}ren converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to 0.
Hence we conclude that {w o f} ey converges to some constant map. Thus our lemma is valid
in this case.

If Ay 4(G) = 0, then we take B as in Proposition [T3. We have G — SpzX. By Proposition
113 (1), we have B € II(G). Hence an infinite indexed family G4,p in Hol(D, A/B) contains
only finitely many constant maps and satisfies Assumption .19 By Proposition (2), we
get k such that Z, 1 4/p C Ppy1,4/p is horizontally integrable, where Z; 1 4/p is defined in

(IT1). Let A/B be a smooth equivariant compactification. By Corollary 84 we may choose
an infinite subset H C G such that {w o f} ey converges uniformly on compact subsets of D
to g : D — A/B. The proof is completed. 0]

Let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety. Let A and A/B be equivariant compactifications
with an equivariant map p : A — A/B. We consider the following assumption:

Assumption 12.5. For every = € A, if a semi-abelian subvariety C' C A satisfies C' - p(z) =
p(z), then C'-x C B - x as subsets of A.

By choosing an equivariant blow-up ¢ : A— Aanda particular equivariant compactification
A/B, we may assume this assumption. We may assume that A/B is smooth. This is a
consequence of Lemma [A 15

Lemma 12.6. Let X ;Cé A be a proper closed subvariety. Let B C AA be a semi-abelian sub-
variety. Let A/B be a smooth equivariant compactification and let A be an equivariant com-
pactification such that an equivariant map p : A — A/—B with Assumption exists. Let
F C Hol(D, X) be an infinite set of holomorphic maps such that F — SpBX, where X C A is
the Zariski closure of X C A. Assume that (po f)rer converges uniformly on compact subsets
of D to g : D — A/B such that g(D) C d(A/B). Then there exists a semi-abelian subvariety
B’ C A with B C B’ such that the following two properties hold:

(1) (p o f)rer converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to h : D — A/B’, where

P A— A/B' is the quotient map.
(2) F — Spy X.

Proof. Let Y C X be the smallest Zariski closed set such that F — Y (cf. Lemma [B.6). We
have

(12.3) Y C Spp(X).

Note that p(Y) is the smallest Zariski closed set such that (po f)rer — p(Y). Hence p(Y') is
the Zariski closure of g(D) (cf. Remark B). By ¢(D) C 9(A/B), we have p(Y) C 90(A/B).
Let V' C A/B be the Zariski closure of p(Y) + (A/B) C A/B. Then since p(Y') is irreducible,
V' is irreducible. Note that V is A/B-invariant. Hence by Lemma [AT]] there exists an A/B-
invariant Zariski open set W C A/B such that V' C W and that an equivariant morphism
7: W — V exists. Let I C A/B be the isotropy group for V. Let O C V be the unique dense

A/B-orbit. Then O is isomorphic to (A/B)/I and O Np(Y') # 0. Hence
(12.4) g(D) ¢ V\O.

Since (po f)er converges uniformly on compact subsets on D to g, the indexed family (7opo
[) fer converges uniformly on compact subsets on D to 70 g = g. We have Topo f(D) C O for
all f € F. Hence by ([2.4), we have g(D) C O. Let B’ be B C B’ C A such that B'/B = I.
Then under the isomorphism O ~ A/B’, we have p' o f = T opo f. Hence we have proved (1).

In the following, we shall prove F — Spp,(X). Note that the action of B’ on p(Y) is trivial.
Hence by Assumption [2.5 we have B’ +Y C B + Y. Since SpB(X) is B-invariant, we have
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B+Y C SppX (cf. (IZ3)). Hence we get
B' +Y C SppX C X.
Hence Y C Spp X, so F — Spp X. OJ

Lemma 12.7. Let X ; A be a proper closed subvariety. Then there exists a smooth equivariant
compactification A such that Sp 4(X) = 0.

Proof. Let A be an equivariant compactification and let X C A be the closure. Set Z =
Nacala + X) as scheme. By X # A, we have suppZ C JA. Let m : A x A — A be the

A-action on the equivariant compactification A. We first prove
(12.5) m'Z=AxZ

Indeed we have a + Z = Z for all a € A. Hence by Lemma [A. 17, we have A x Z C m*Z. To
prove the converse m*Z C A x Z, we consider an isomorphism p : A x A — A x A defined
by (a,z) — (a,m(—a,z)). By Lemma [A.I7 we also have A x Z C p*(A x Z). Note that
moyu: Ax A — Ais the second projection. Hence p*m*Z = Ax Z. Thus p*m*Z C p*(Ax Z),
hence m*Z C A x Z. Thus we get [{I2.5).

We claim that the blow—up A= BIZA is an equivariant compactification. Indeed the map
m:Ax A— Ainduces m’' : A x Bl,A — A. Note that A x BlzA = BlAXz(A X A) Hence
by ([[Z3), (m')*Z is a Cartier divisor. Hence m’ factors as A x Bl;A — Bl A. Hence we have
proved that Bl A is an equivariant compactification.

Now we may take finite points ay,...,q; € A such that Z = ﬂﬁzl(ai + X) as scheme. Then
we have

l

(12.6) ((ai + X) =10,

i=1
where XA C A is the Zariski closure of X. We prove this. Let ¢ : A — Abe the morphism. Since
©*Z C Ais a Cartier divisor, Z,«z C O is an invertible sheaf. By 7, *(a,+)~() CZIyz C Oy, we
take Y; C A such that Zy, =7 ., ) ® (Zp-z)"' € Oy4. Then by 7. @) Tt Lo ) =
Tz, we have Iw vz (I, ++ - -+Iy,) = Lz so that Ly, + —|—Iyl O . Hence Y1N-- OY = 0.
Note that a; + X C Y;. Hence we get (IZG). By Sp(X) € (._ 1(al—i—X) we have Sp 4 (X) = 0.

By Lemma [A7 we may take a smooth equivariant modification A — A. Then A satisfies our
assertion. (See also [35, Prop. 5.6.7].) O

Let X C A be a closed subvariety and 7 C Hol(D, X') be an infinite set. Given an equivariant
compactification A, we set

QA F)={B CA; F— SppX},
where X C A is the Zariski closure. If G C F is an infinite subset, then we have QA F) C
Q(A,G). Indeed, if B € Q(A,F), then F — SppX. Hence G — SppX, which shows B €
Q(A, ).

Lemma 12.8. Replacing F by its infinite subset, we have Q(A, F) = Q(A,G) for all infinite
subset G C F and all smooth equivariant compactification A.

Proof. The pairs (A, B) of smooth equivariant compactifications A and semi-abelian subva-
rieties B C A are countable (cf. Lemma [A. 10 and [35, Cor. 5.1.9]). So we enumerate them as

(1211, By), (1212, By), . ... In the following, we construct a descending sequence F D F; D Fy D
of infinite subsets such that for all £ > 1, one of the followings occurs:

(1) Fr — SkaXk, where Xk - flk is the Zariski closure of X in Ak, or
(2) F' 4 SkaXk for all infinite subset F' C F.
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The construction is the following. If there exists an infinite subset ' C F such that F' —
Spp, X1, then we set F; = F', otherwise we set F; = F. If there exists 7' C JF; such that
F' — Spp,Xo, then we set F, = F', otherwise F, = F;. In this way, we get F D F; D Fp D - -.

We define an infinite sequence fi, fo, f3,... of distinct elements in F so that for each [ > 1,
we have
(12.7) fi € Fi

for all £ > [. This sequence is constructed inductively as follows. We take f; € F;. Suppose
distinct elements f1, fa, ..., f, are chosen so that (I27) holds for all k, € Nwith 1 <[ < k < n.
Then we choose f,11 € Fni1 — {f1,..., fn}. Thus we have constructed the sequence fi, fo,...
with the desired property (I2.7]).

Now we set F, = {f1, f2,...}. Then F, C F is an infinite subset. Let G C F, be an infinite
subset and A be a smooth equivariant compactification. We claim Q(A, F,) = Q(A,G). To
show this, it is enough to show Q(A,G) C Q(A, F,). Let B € Q(A,G). We may take k such
that (A, B) = (A, By,). Since GN Fy, is infinite, G — SkaXk yields that Fj, — SkaXk. Hence
Fo — SkaXk, so that B € Q(A, F,). Hence Q(A,G) C Q(A,F,). We replace F by F, to
conclude the proof. O

In the following, we write Q(A) = Q(A, F) if no confusion may occur.

Lemma 12.9. Q(A) contains Jinite number of maximal element, i.e., there exist By, ..., B €
Q(A) such that for all B € Q(A), there exists B; such that B C B;.

Proof. By Lemma B.6], there exists a Zariski closed set Y C X such that for Zariski closed
subsets V C X, we have F — V if and only if Y C V. If B € Q(A), then Y C SppX. Since
SppX is B-invariant, we have B +Y C SppX, hence B+ Y C X. Conversely, if B C A is
a semi-abelian subvariety such that B +Y C X, then we have Y C SppX. Hence we have
F — SppX, s0o B € Q(A). Thus B € Q(A) if and only if B+Y C X.

Let ¢ : A x Y — A be the restriction of the A-action A x A — A. Then ¢ (X)) C AxY
is Zariski closed. We define Z C A to be the set of a € A such that {a} x Y C ¢~}(X). Then
Z C A is Zariski closed. We have

(12.8) BeQ(A) < BcCZ.

We set U = Lie(A)—{0}. Let ¢ : CxU — A be an analytic map defined by ¢(z, u) = exp(zu).
For t € C, we define ¢, : Y — C x U by ;(u) = (t,u). We set

Z=@ou)"(2).

teC
Then Z C U is an analytic subset such that
(12.9) uezZ <= ¢,(C)CZ,

where ¢, : C — A is a one parameter group defined by ¢,(z) = exp(zu). For each b € C*, we
have ¢p,(2) = ¢, (bz). Hence Z C U is invariant under the natural C*-action on Y. Thus Z/C*
is an analytic subset of U /C* = P(Lie(A)). Indeed let Q2 C P(Lie(A)) be an open set with
a local analytic section o : Q@ — U of the natural projection «# — P(Lie(A)). Then we have
oY (Z) = (Z/C*)NQ. Since 0~ (Z) C Q is an analytic subset, Z/C* is an analytic subset of
P(Lie(A)). Hence by Chow’s lemma, Z/C* is an algebraic subset of P(Lie(A)).

For [u] € P(Lie(A)), where v € Lie(A) — {0}, let By, be the Zariski closure of ¢,(C) C A.
Then By, C A is a semi-abelian subvariety. Then by (IZ9), we have

(12.10) [u) € Z2/C* <= By C Z.

Hence [u] € Z/C* if and only if P(Lie(B},)) € Z/C*. Thus Z/C* = Uyjez/c-P(Lie(By,)).
Note that there are only countably many semi-abelian subvarieties of A (cf. [35, Cor. 5.1.9]).
Hence there exist [u1],...,[w] € Z/C* such that Z/C* = P(Lie(By,,))) U - - - U P(Lie(By,))).
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Now if B € Q(A), then B C Z (cf. (IZ])). Hence we have P(Lie(B)) C Z/C* (cf. (I]ﬂ]l))
Hence there exists Bj,,) such that B C Bj,,). This conclude the proof.

Let ¥ be the set of all semi-abelian subvarieties of A. Let Q be the set of all subset ) C X
such that
(1) @ contains finite number of maximal elements, and
(2) If B, B’ € ¥ such that B € @ and B’ C B, then B’ € Q).

Then Q satisfies the following

Lemma 12.10. Let Q1 D Q2 D Q3 D --- be a descending sequence in Q. Then there exists
k> 1 such that Qr = Qg1 = Qrio =

Proof. For each ) € Q, we denote by Qnax C @ the set of the maximal elements in ). Then
Quax C Q is a finite subset. We set
U B

Btenax

Then Py C A is a Zariski closed set. We claim that () C @’ if and only if Py C Py. Indeed,
assume ) C Q. Then for B € Quax, we have B € (), hence there exists B’ € @/ .. such that
B C B'. This shows B C Py, hence Py C Py . Conversely, suppose Py C Py. Let B € Q.
Then B C Py C Py . Hence there exists B’ € Q... such that B C B’. Thus by the property
(2) for Q, we have B € . Hence ) C )'. Thus we have proved that @ C @' if and only if
PQ C PQ/.

Now let Q1 D Q2 D (@3 D --- be a descending sequence in Q. Then we have Py, D Fop,
Pg, D ---. Thus by the Noetherian property, there exists k such that Py, = Pg,., = Pg,.,

D)
. Then we have Qp = Qr+1 = Qrio = ---. The proof is completed. O
)

For each equivariant compactification A, we have ngl) € Q. Indeed, by Lemma 12,9, Q({l
contains finite number of maximal element. If B € Q(A) and B’ C B, then by Spp X C Spp/ X,
we have F — Spp X, hence B’ € Q(A). Thus Q(A) € Q. For an equivariant compactification
A — A, we have Q( A) € Q(A). Indeed the image of Spp(X ) C A under the map A — A is
contained in Spy(X) C A, which implies that if B € Q(A), then B € Q(A).

Lemma 12.11. There exists an equivariant compactzﬁcatwn A such that for every equivariant
compactification A — A, we have Q(A) = Q(A). Moreover we may take A to be smooth.

Proof. Assume contrary to get a sequence A; < Ay < --- such that Q(Al) 2 Q(AQ)
But this does not occur from Lemma [I2.10l Hence there exists A of desired property If our
A is not smooth, we may replace A by its smooth equivariant blow-up. This exists by Lemma

A7 O

We reduce Theorem to the following equivalent statement.

Theorem 12.12. Let A be a semi-abelian variety. Let X ;Cé A be a closed subvariety. Let
F C Hol(D, X)) be an infinite set of holomorphic maps. Then there exist a proper semi-abelian
subvariety B ; A and an infinite subset G C F with the following two properties:

(1) (w o f)eg converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — A/B, where w :
A — A/B is the quotient map.

(2) Let A be an equivariant compactification and let X C A be the compactification. Then
G — SppX

Proof. By Lemma [[2.8], replacing F by its infinite subset, we may assume that
(12.11) Q(A, F) = Q(A,6)

for every smooth equivariant compactification A C A and every infinite subset G C F. By
Lemma 2111 we may take a smooth equivariant compactification A such that

(12.12) QA F) = Q(A, F)
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for all A — A. .
We claim that for every equivariant compactification A and infinite subset G C F, we have

(12.13) Q(A,G) C Q(A, Q).

To prove this, we apply Lemmas [A.7and [A.9to get a smooth equivariant blow-up A — A such
that A — A exists. Then by ([ZII) and ([ZI2), we get

Q(Au g) = Q(Avf) = Q(Av f) = Q(Au g)
On the other hand, the existence of the map A — A yields Q(fl, G) C Q(A,G). Hence we get

Now we apply Lemma 24 for F and A to get By C Aand G C F. Then we have G — SpBOX,
hence By € Q(A,G). We choose an equivariant blow-up ¢ : A = A and an equivariant
compactification A/B, such that p : A — A/B, exists and satisfies Assumption (cf.
Lemma[A.15). We may assume that A/Bj is smooth. By (IZ13), we have By € Q(A,G). Thus
G — Spp,(X). By Lemma 124}, we get an infinite subset # C G with a limit g : D — A/By of
(po f)ren-

We first consider the case g(D) C A/By. We take arbitrary A. Then by ([2.13), we have
By € Q(A,G). Hence H — Spp, X. Note that By satisfies Spp, (X) # 0 for all A. Hence by
Lemma [[27, we have By & A. We replace G by H and set B = By to conclude the proof in
the case g(D) C A/By.

Next we assume g(D) ¢ A/By. Then we have g(D) C 9(A/By). Then by Lemma [I2.6] we
get B with By C B C A such that {w o f}en converges unlformly on compact subsets of D to
g:D — A/B and that H — Spy(X). Hence the existence of A — A shows that H — SpzX.
We take arbitrary A. Then by [I2I3), we have B € Q(A,H). Hence H — SppX. Our B
satisfies Spy(X) # 0 for all A. Hence by Lemma I27 we have B S A. We replace G by H to
conclude the proof. O]

Proof of Theorem[L2. Let (f,)nen be a sequence in Hol(D, X'). We may assume that the set
F ={fn; n € N} C Hol(DD, X) is infinite, for otherwise, we may take a subsequence consists
of the same maps, hence the theorem is trivially valid for B = {0}. Then we apply Theorem
to get B and G C F. To conclude the proof, we take a subsequence (f,, )ren of distinct
elements in G. O

13. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem [[3l We recall the Zariski closed subset S C X from the
statement of Theorem

Lemma 13.1. Let X & S A be a closed algebraic subvariety. Let A be a smooth equivariant
compactification and let X C A be the compactification. Let (f;)icr be an infinite indeved
family of holomorphic maps in Hol(D, X') such that (f;)icr #+ S. Then there exists an infinite
subset J C I such that (f;)ic; converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to some h : D — X.

In the following proof, we recall C};, from (&I]).

Proof. Set F ={fi; i € I} C Hol(D, X). Then we may assume that the map I — F defined
by i > f; is a finite-to-one mapping, for otherwise we may choose an infinite indexed subfamily
which consists of the same elements in Hol(ID, X). In particular, F is infinite. By (f;)ier /4 95,
we have F 4 S. We shall show the existence of an infinite subset G C F which converges
uniformly on compact subsets of I to some h: D — X.

By replacing F by its infinite subset, we may assume that F' -4 S for all infinite subset
F' C F (cf. LemmaL¥). We take B C A and G C F as in Theorem I2ZT2. If B = {0}, then
our lemma is valid. Hence we assume dim B > 1. Let Z C 90X be the locus where B acts
trivially. Then SpzX C SU Z, hence G — S U Z. Let Z be the set of all Zariski closed sets
7' C Z such that G — SUZ'. By G — SUZ, we have Z € Z, hence Z # (). By the Noetherian
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property, we may take a minimum element Z’ € Z. By G 4 S, we have Z' # (). Let T be
an irreducible component of Z’. Set Sy = S U (Z'\T). By (Z'\T) & Z', we have (Z'\T) ¢ Z.
Hence

(13.1) G 4 Sr.

Let C' C A be the isotropy group of the generic points of 7. Then B C C. Let V' C 0A be
the Zariski closure of A+ T C dA. Then C is the isotropy group of V. Since T is irreducible,
V' is irreducible. Let

p:W =V

be the vector bundle described in Lemma [A. Tl so that V' = A/C, where V' C W is considered
as O-section. Note that
SUZ,CSTUTCSTUV.

By G -+ SUZ', we have
(13.2) Gg— SruV.

From the limit map go: D — A/B, we get g : D — A/C C V, which is the limit of (po f)yeg.

We are going to prove G — V. We first show g(D) ¢ Sy NV. To prove this, we assume
contrary that g(D) C SN V. Let W C W be a compactification such that ¢ : W — A and
p: W — Vexists. By (I32), we have G — ¢~ }(S7)UV. Since we are assuming g(D) C SNV,
we have (po f)reg — SrNV (cf. Remark 3.7). Hence by Lemma[B.8, we have G — p~!(SrNV).
Hence G — (¢ ' (S7) UV)Np~ (S NV) (cf. Lemma B.H). By

VNnp H(SrnV)=SrnV,
we have
(' (SHUV)NEH(SrNV) = (e (Sr)Np (SN V) U(VNF ' (SrnV))
C ¢~ (S7).
Hence G — ¢ !(S7), so G — Sp. This contradicts to (I3.1]). Hence g(D) ¢ SrNV.
Now we replace G by its infinite subset so that G" -4 S for all infinite subset G' C G (cf.

Lemma [4.8). We take an open neighbourhood Sy C Uy and positive constants s € (0,1) and
7 > 0 such that for all f € G\&;, where & C G is a finite subset, we have

(13.3) C(D(so)\f ™' (To)) = Y0-

To prove G — V, we take an open neighbourhood V' C U; and positive constants s € (sg, 1)
and v € (0,7p) arbitrary. We denote by K C D the finite union of small open discs centered at
the points of the finite set ¢~'(Sy NV) ND(2E) so that g~'(Sr NV) C K and

(13.4) Cy(K) < v/4.

We take an open neighbourhood Us C W of Sy NV such that Us C p~'(Us N'V) and
g(D(EN\K) € V\U;NV. Since (po f)seg converges uniformly on D(2:) to g, we have
po f(D(E\K) € V\UsNV for all f € G\, where & C G is a finite subset. Hence by
Us C p (U3 NV), we have f(D(52)\K) C A\U; for all f € G\&. By replacing Uy and Uy

by smaller open neighbourhoods of St and V/, respectively, we may assume that Uy N U; C Us.
Hence we have f(D((s+1)/2)\K) C A\(Uy N U,),s0 D((s+1)/2)N f~(UyNU;) C K. Hence

by ([I3.4]), we have

Cp(D((s +1)/2)N [T (T NTh)) < /4

for all f € G\&. Now by ([I3.2)), for all f € G\&;, where & C G is a finite subset, we have
Cu@((s+1)/2\fH (T UTh)) < 7/4.

Then for all f € G\(& U E&;), we have
CuD((s +1)/2\fH(Tguy)) <7/2,
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where U] = Up\UyNU; and U] = U;\UyNU;. By Lemma [E.6 there exists an open set
Q; CD(s)N f7H UL U U]) such that Q is connected and

Cr(D(s)\Qf) < 7.

Note that U;NU; = (). Since f(§2) is connected, we have either f(Q2;) C Ujor f(§2;) C Uj. By
Yo > 7 and ([I3.3), we have f(Q2y) ¢ Uy for all f € G\(E1 UE U Es). Hence f(Qy) C Uy C Uh.
Thus G — V.

Now by Lemma B2 G converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to g : D — V N X. We
take an infinite subset J C I such that f; € G for all i € J. Then (f;);c; converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to g. This completes the proof of the lemma. (]

Proof of Theorem[L.3. If X = A, then S = A. Hence our theorem is trivial. In the following,
we assume X G A.

Let (fn)nen be a sequence of holomorphic maps in Hol(D, X'). We assume that the condition
(2) of the definition of ‘tautly imbedded modulo’ is not satisfied. Then there exist compact
sets K C D and L € X — S such that, by replacing (f,)ney by its subsequence, we have
fo(K)N L # 0 for all n € N.

We shall show (f,,)nen # S. To prove this, we assume, contrary, that (f,)nen — S. We
take open neighbourhood U C X of S such that U N L = (). For each n € N, there exists
a, € K such that f,(a,) € L, which follows from f,,(K)N L # (). We choose an automorphism
¢, 1 D — D so that ¢, (0) = a,. Then f, o ,(0) € L. In particular, f,, 0,(0) & U. We define
0, > 0 by

0, =sup{t € (0,1); fnop,(D(t)) C X —U}.

Then we have

(13.5) fro@a(D(8,))NTU =0
and

(13.6) [ 0 0n(OD(6,)) N U # 0.
Since we are assuming (f,,)neny — S, we have

(13.7) lim 4, = 0.

Set r,, = i. We define g, : D(r,) = X by gn(2) = fn 0 ©n(20,2). Here we continue to write
D(r) ={z € C;|z| < r} for r € Ry, without assuming r < 1.

We define a descending sequence of infinite subsets N D I, D I, D - - - inductively as follows.
Set Iy = N. Suppose [;_; is defined. By (I3.7)), we may take an infinite subset I C I;_; such
that 0; < o for all ¢ € I]. Hence r; > [ for all i € I]. Hence for each i € I], we have the
restriction g;pgy : D(I) — X. We get an infinite indexed family (gi|pq))icr; in Hol(D(1), X). By
([I53), we have g;(D(1/2)) N U = 0 for all i € Ij. Hence (gi|n))icry # S, where we consider
D(1) as 'D’. We apply Lemma [I3.1] Then we get an infinite subset I; C I; such that (g;|pq))ier,
converges uniformly on compact subsets of D(I) to h; : D(I) — X. Since h;_; is the limit of
(9ilp-1))ier,, which is a subfamily of (gi|p@-1))ier,_,, we have hy|pg-—1) = hi-1.

Now we get a holomorphic map & : C — X such that h|pg) = hy for all [ € N. We shall show
that h is non-constant. Note that h; : D — X is the limit of (g;|p)ics,. By (I3.6), we have
g:(0D(1/2))NU # O for all i € I;. Thus hy(9D(1/2))NU # 0. On the other hand, by ¢;(0) € L
for all i € I;, we have hi(0) € L. By LNU = (), h; is non-constant. Hence h is non-constant.

For each irreducible component D C dA, we have either h(C) C D or h(C) N D = (). Thus
there exists an A-orbit O C A such that A(C) C O. Note that O is isomorphic to a semi-abelian
variety. Hence the Zariski closure of h(C) is a translate of a semi-abelian subvariety of O (cf.

Theorem [Tl or [28, Thm 3.9.19]). Hence h(C) C S. This contradicts to h(0) = hy(0) € L.
Hence (f,)nen 7 S.
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Now by Lemma 3] there exists a subsequence (f,, )ren which converges uniformly on
compact subsets of D to f : D — X. Thus we have proved that X is tautly imbedded modulo
S in X. O

14. PROOF OF THEOREM

When A is compact, we may eliminate the term ‘y-almost’ from the statement (2) in Theorem
to get the following.

Corollary 14.1. Let A be an abelian variety. Let X ; A be a proper closed algebraic subvariety.
Let (fn)nen be a sequence of holomorphic maps in Hol(D, X). Then there exist a proper abelian
subvariety B ; A and a subsequence (fn, )ken with the following two properties:

(1) (@ o fu,)ken converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to a holomorphic map g :
D — A/B, where w: A — A/B is the quotient map.

(2) For every 0 < s < 1 and open neighbourhood U C A of SppX, there exists kg € N such
that, for all k > ko, we have f,, (2) € U for all z € D(s).

Proof. We apply Theorem to get B S A and (f,, )ren. The assertion (1) follows from
that of Theorem To prove the assertion (2), we set Z = w(SpgX). Then since each fiber
of w: A — A/B consists of one B-orbit, we have

Let U C A be an open neighbourhood of Spz X. Then since A\U is compact, w(A\U) C A/B
is a closed set. We have Z N w(A\U) = 0. Note that Z C A/B is a Zariski closed set.
Hence there exists an open neighbourhood W C A/B of Z such that W Nw(A\U) = (). Then
w '(W) cU.

Now let s € (0,1). By (fn,)ken — SppX, we have (w o f,, Jren — Z. Hence g(D) C Z (cf.
Remark B.7)). Hence there exists ky € N such that wo f,, (D(s)) C W for all k£ > k;. Hence we
have f,, (D(s)) C U for all k > k. O

Remark 14.2. When A is compact, Theorem is easily derived from Corollary [4.1] as
follows. Let (f,)nen be a sequence of holomorphic maps in Hol(D, X'). We assume that the
condition (2) of the definition of ‘tautly imbedded modulo’ is not satisfied. Then there exist
compact sets K C D and L C X — S such that, by replacing (f,,).en by its subsequence, we
have f,,(K)N L # () for all n € N. We apply Corollary I4.1] to get B C A and (fp, )ren. To
prove dim B = 0, we assume contrary dim B > 0. Then Spz X C S. Hence the assertion (2) of
Corollary [4T contradicts to the condition f,,(K)NL # () for all n € N. Hence dim B = 0. Then
by the assertion (1) of Corollary [4.1] the sequence (f,, )ren converges uniformly on compact
subsets of . Thus Theorem for the compact case is reproved.

We prove Theorem [L.J. The case X = A is trivial, so we assume X ; A. Let v € T, X
satisfies Fx(v) = 0, where z € X. We consider v € T'A by the natural inclusion TX c TA.
There exists a sequence (fy,)nen in Hol(ID, X') such that f)(0) = nv. Then f,(0) = 2. We apply
Corollary T&T to get B & A and (f, Jren. We first show @, (v) = 0, where @ : A — A/B is
the quotient map. Note that wo f,, : D — A/B converges uniformly on compact subsets of D
tog:D — A/B. Hence (wo f,,)'(0) = nyw.(v) converges to ¢’'(0). Thus we have w,(v) = 0.

Now by the assertion (2) of Corollary 41}, we have

x € SppX

(thanks to the absence of the term ‘y-almost’ in Corollary [[41]). Hence = + B C X. Since
w,(v) =0, we have v € T'(x+ B). Hence there exists f : C — (x+ B) C X such that f/(0) = v.
The proof is completed. ]

The following example shows that the condition F'x(v) = 0 does not necessarily imply the
existence of f: C — X with f/(0) = v.
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Example 14.3. Let X be a smooth surface which is Kobayashi hyperbolic. Let X — X be a
blowing-up along one point p € X. Let F' C X be the exceptional divisor. Let ay, as, a3 € E be
three distinct points. Then X — Z is Brody hyperbolic, where Z = {a1, as,as}. Namely there is
no non-constant holomorphic map f : C — X — Z. On the other hand, forge E—Z Cc X - Z
and v € T,E, we have Fy_,(v) = 0. To show this, we take an open neighbourhood W of £
which is biholomorphic to

{(z,y,[s,t]) € C* x PY; |z] < 1,|y| < 1,t = ys}.

We may assume that g € E corresponds to (0,0, [0, 1]). For n € N, we define f,, € Hol(D, W)
by fu(z) = (2%, +22, [nz,1]). Set v = f{(0). Then v € T,E and v # 0. We have f}(0) = nv. We
have f,,(ID— {0}) CW—FE and f,(0) = ¢ € X — Z. Hence f,(D) C X —Z. Thus F_,(v) = 0.
Remark 14.4. We do not know whether the similar statement for Theorem holds for

non-compact semi-abelian varieties.

15. PrRoOF oF THEOREM [I.7]

We have an equivariant compactification (G,,)?~! C PP~! such that the inclusion is defined

by (g1, 3 9p-1) = [g1: -+ gp—1 : 1]. The action (G,,)P~! x PP~t — PP~ is defined by
(15.1) (1o s Gpa1) 1ot Ty @) = (G111 Gpa1Tpo © Ty
Here 1, ..., x, are the homogeneous coordinates of PP~'. Let V C (G,,)P~! be a closed subva-

riety such that V' C PP~! is defined by z; + x5 + -+ + 7, = 0.

Let Z = {I4,...,I;} be a disjoint partition [; LI--- L[, = {1,...,p}. We define a subtorus
Gz C (G)P! as follows. For i € {1,...,p}, we define 7(i) € {1,...,1} by i € I;;. We
define a linear subspace L(Z) C CP by the equations z; = x; for all 7,57 € {1,...,p} such that
7(i) = 7(j). We consider the immersion (G,,)P"* € C? by (g1,...,9p-1) = (91,---,Gp-1,1).
We set

Gz = (G, 'nL(T).
Then G C (G,,)P! is a subtorus.
Lemma 15.1. We have
Spe,V = {[azl Looimp) € PP in:()for alllgkgl}.
i€l

Proof. Note that SpGIV is defined by the simultaneous equations

(15.2) g1ty + -+ gp1rp1 + 2, =0, forall (g1,...,9,-1) € Gz1.
By changing the indices of I, .. ., I;, we may assume p € I;. We have an isomorphism (G,,)"! —
Gz by (ar,...,a-1) = (@r1),---,0r(p—1)), Where we set a; = 1. For each k € {1,...,l}, we

choose «(k) € {1,...,p} such that «(k) € I;. Then ¢ is asection of 7:{1,2,...,p} = {1,...,{}.
For (¢1,...,9,-1) € Gz, we have

-1
g1xy + -+ 9p—1Tp—1 + Ty = Z (gL(k Z xz) + Z Zi.

’lelk ZEI[
Hence (I5.2) is equivalent to > ,., ;=0 for all k € {1,...,{}. The proof is completed. O
Lemma 15.2. Let G C (G,,)P~! be a subtorus. Then there exists a disjoint partition T =
{L,..., I} of {1,2,...,p} such that

(1) G C Gz, and
(2) Spe,V = SpV.
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Proof. By the inclusion (G,,)?~! € CP, we have G C CP. Let x1,...,x, € Hom(G,G,,) be
the composite of G C C? and the i-th projections C” — C, where x, = 1. Then x1,...x, are
group homomorphisms. We define an equivalence relation ~ on {1,...,p} such that i ~ j if
and only if x; = x;. Thus we get a disjoint partition Z = {Iy,...,;} of {1,...,p} such that
each [ is equivalence class of the equivalence relation.

Let L C CP be the linear subspace spanned by G C CP. We claim

(15.3) L= L(T).

We prove this. By the definition of Z, we have x; = x; if and only if 7(i) = 7(j). Hence we
have G C L(Z). Hence L C L(Z). Let¢: {1,...,l} = {1,...,p} beasectionof 7 : {1,...,p} —

{1,...,1}. Note that z,)|r); .- 2|z form a basis of the dual space of L(Z), where
x1,..., 1T, are the coordinate functions of CP. On the other hand, {x,@) }req1,..;y € Hom(G,G,,)
is linearly independent (cf. [0l Lemma 8.1]). Hence x,4)|r,. .., %, |r are linearly independent

on the dual space of L. Hence dimL > [ = dimL(Z;). Thus L— L(Z). Thus we get (I5.3).
Now we have G C Gz, which follows from G C L(Z). Hence we have Sp; V' C SpgV. It
remains to prove SpsV C SpGIV. Note that Sp,V is defined by simultaneous equations

(154) blxl + e 4 bpfl.l’pfl + Tp = O, for all (bh cee bpfl) eGC (Gm)pil.
For g = (g1,...,9p-1,1) € Gz C CP, we have g € L(Z). Thus by ([I53]), we have g € L. Hence
there exist (by1,...,b1p-1,1), -+, (bs1,...,bsp-1,1) € G C CP and vy, ...,as € C such that

(G1s s Gp151) = @r(bin, e b1, 1) 4o Doy o by, 1),
Hence the solutions of the simultaneous equations (I5.4]) satisfy the equation
gixr+ -+ gparpa +a, =0,
Thus Sp.V C SpGIV. O
Lemma 15.3. Suppose G = (G,,)P~*. Then we have SpsV = .
Proof. Note that SpsV is defined by simultaneous equations
Gx1 4+ gp1xp_1 + 1, =0, forall (g1,...,9p-1) € (G,
which has only trivial solution. Hence Sp,V = 0. O

Proof of Theorem [I.7. We consider PP~ as an equivariant compactification of (G,,)P~*,
where the action is defined by ([I51]). Let the closed subvariety V C (G,,)?~! be defined so
that V C PP~! becomes

SL’1+.T2—|—"'+.TPIO,
where zi,...,z, are homogeneous coordinates of PP~!. For each f = (f1,...,f,) € F, we
consider a holomorphlc map f : D — PP~! defined by f(z) = [fi(2) : ... : f,(2)]. Then we
have f(D) C V, hence f € Hol(D, V). Hence (f) ser is an infinite indexed family in Hol(D, V).
We replace F by its countably infinite subset. Then we may consider ( f) feF as a sequence in
Hol(D, V). We continue to write this sequence F.

We apply Theorem [L2 to get B C (G,,)?~! and an infinite subset G C F. Then by (f)feg —
SpyV, we have SpgpV # 0. We apply Lemma [15.2 to get a disjoint partition 7 = {L,..., I;}
of {1,...,p} such that B C Gz and Spg, V = = SpgV. Then we have Spg, V # 0. Hence by
Lemma [[53] we have Gz # (G,,)P~!. Since the limit function satisfies D — (G,,)?~'/B, the
sequence ( f )feg converges under the quotient (G,,)?~'/Gz. Hence by replacing B by Gz, we
may assume that B = G7. -

Let I, 1 < k <. By Lemmal[I5.1] we have SpzV C {Zjelk x; = 0} as Zariski closed subsets
of PP~ Hence we have

(15.5) (f) e = {Z% = 0} :

JEl
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Let 1y : PP~1 —— PUkI=! be defined by [z; : ... : x,] + [zj]jer,. Here we note that P° = pt,
when |I;| = 1. Then 1)y, is regular on (G,,)?~! C PP~1. We have (G,,)!"*I=! c PI/*I=1. Note that
1, induces a group homomorphism

Ukl@mpr-t + (Gn)P ™t = (Gy) H17

This 9y|(G,,)»-1 is invariant under the action of B on (G,,)?" !, hence factors the quotient map

(G )Pt = (G,,)P1/B. Hence the sequence (10 f) freg converges uniformly on compact subsets
of D to gp : D = (Gy) 1. Set Hy = {32, x; = 0} C P71 We note that Hy = 0 if
|| = 1.

Claim. Suppose gi(D) ¢ Hy. Let € € (0,1), s € (0,1) and v > 0. Then there exists a finite
subset £ C G such that for all f € G\&, we have

Zjelk | f5(2)[? €

(15.6) < —
\/Z1§i§p | fi(2)|?

2p

for Z--almost all z € D(s).
P
We prove this. We define E, C PP~ by Ej, = Nier, {z; = 0}. Then v induces a regular map
o : Blg, PP~t — PI=1 Let E} C Blg,PP~! be the exceptional divisor. Let p: PP~1 — Rsq be
defined by

Zjelk |z;[?

p(lzy:o.oixy)) = \/m

Set U = {u < ¢/2p} C PP~1. Then U is an open neighbourhood of Ej. Let U’ C Blg, PP~! be
the inverse image of U under Blg PP~t — PP~!. Then U’ is an open neighbourhood of Ej. By
gr(D) ¢ Hy, we may take an open neighbourhood Wy C PI*I=1 of M} such that

Cr(D(s) N gg (W) < ~/4p.

We take an open neighbourhood W & W, of Hy. Then since (py o f ) reg converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to g, we have

D(s) N [~ (@ (W) € D(s) N g (Wo)

for all but finitely many f € G. Hence we have

CH(D(s) N f~ (e (W) < v/4p

for all but finitely many f € G. By ([I&5.0]), we have (f)reg — E}, U ¢jHy. Hence, we have

CHD\f U U (W) < 7/4p
for all but finitely many f € G. Hence we have

CHD\HU) <v/2p

for all but finitely many f € G. This proves our claim.

We define A C {1,...,l} to be the set of k € {1,...,{} such that g,(D) ¢ Hy. If |I;| =1,
then k € A. We note that (I5.6) shows that A # {1,...,l}. By changing the indexes, we may
assume that {1,...,n} = {1,...,[}\A. Then we have n > 1.

We show I3, ..., I, satisfy the assertions (2) and (3) of Theorem [l We take k € {1,...,n}.
Then |Iy| > 2. For i,j € Iy, we define 7; : (G,,)P' = Gy, by (b1,...,by—1) — b;/b;, where

we set b, = 1. Then 7;; factors ¢i|g,p-1 @ (Gm)P™' = (G;,)"*I=1. Hence (7;; o f)seg con-
verges uniformly on compact subsets of I to the composite of g : D — (G,,)!"*I=1 and
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kij + (Gy)*=1 — G,,. Note that 7 of = fi/f;- Hence (f;/fj)seg converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to k;; 0 g : D — G,,,. By gx(D) C Hy, we have

E Kij o gk = 0.
i€},

Hence (>, i /fj) reg converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to 0. Thus the assertion
(2) of Theorem [T is true.
We prove Theorem [[L7 (3). Set [ = I, U ---U I,. We have

/Ziel|fi|2 . Z1§i§p|f¢|2—2jg1|fj| _ 1_2 |fj| .
\/21§i§p|fi|2 \/Z1gigp‘fi‘2 JjéI El§i§p|fi|2

Hence by (I5.6]), we have

\/219‘3; | fi(2)?

Zie] |fl(z)|2
for Z-almost all z € D(s). Combining this with (I5.6]), we get the assertion (3) of Theorem [l
The proof of Theorem [[.7]is completed. O

<l4+e<?2

APPENDIX A. SEMI-ABELIAN VARIETIES

In this appendix, we describe on semi-abelian varieties. We only treat the definitions and
properties which are needed in this paper. There are several good references on semi-abelian
varieties including [8, Sec. 5.4], [21], [35, Chap 5], [40, Chap VI]. All algebraic groups are
defined over C.

A semi-abelian variety A is an algebraic group with a (unique) expression
0—=>T—A— Ay —0,

where Ay is an abelian variety and 7'~ G'  is an algebraic torus. Then A is smooth, connected
and commutative (cf. [8, Rem 5.4.2 (ii)]). By [8 Thm 2.7.2], the map A — Ay is a T-torsor,
i.e., we have the following Cartesian diagram

A+ TxA

| &

AQ — A
Here ¢(a,t) = a +t and p is the second projection.

Remark A.1. Let A be a semi-abelian variety and let B C A be a connected algebraic
subgroup. By [8 Cor 5.4.6], B is a semi-abelian variety. We have a quotient ¢ : A — A/B,
which is a B-torsor (cf. [§, Thm 2.7.2]). In particular, ¢ is faithfully flat and quasi-compact.
By [8, Cor 5.4.6], A/B is a semi-abelian variety.

By an equivariant compactification A of A, we mean that (1) A is compact, (2) an open
immersion A C A exists, and (3) the group morphism A x A — A extends to A x A — A.

A.1. Construction of an equivariant compactification. The main purpose of this sub-
section is to introduce an equivariant compactification A of A constructed from an equivariant
compactification T of T'. This compactification is described in [29, p. 1414], [42, Lemma 2.2].

Let V be an algebraic variety which admits a T-action. Then we have a T-action on V' x A
defined by (z,a) — (z —t,a+t) fort € T.

Lemma A.2. The categorical quotient V- x A — (V x A)/T exists. Namely every T-invariant
morphism V- x A — W factors uniquely through V-x A — (V x A)/T.
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Proof. Let {U;} be a Zariski open covering of Ay with T-equivariant trivialization ¢; : A|y, —
T x U; (cf. [0, p. 169], 41l Lem 2.2], [33| Prop 16.55]). Then for each i,j, we get an
isomorphism

¢j o ¢;1|T><(U¢OU]~) T X (Uz N U]) — T x (Uz N U])

Let s;; : Uy NU; — T be defined by ¢; o ¢; ' |rxw,qv,)(0r,u) = (si(u),u). Note that A is
reconstructed from a gluing of trivial 7-torsors 7' x U; by the Cech cocycle {s;;} € H({U;},T).
Now we glue V' x U; by the same Cech cocycle {s;;} to get (V x A)/T. The T-invariant
morphism V' x A — (V x A)/T is described as follows. For each i, we define a map

wi 2 VxTxU —V xU

by pi(x,t,u) = (x +t,u). Then u; is T-invariant under the T-action on V x T x U; defined by
(x,t,u) — (x — 7,t + 7,u), where 7 € T. We note that p; is a T-torsor with respect to this
T-action. The space V' x A is described by a gluing of spaces V' x T x U; by the isomorphisms
VxTx(UnNU;) =V xTx (U;NUj;) defined by (z,t,u) — (z,t+ s;j(u),u). Then we may
glue u; to get a T-torsor
p:VxA—(VxA/T.

In particular, p is a categorical quotient (cf. [8 Prop 2.6.4]). We remark that the space
(V x A)/T does not depend on the choices of {U;} and ¢;. O

Remark A.3. Suppose T-equivariant map f : V' — V exists. Then by the above construction,
finduces f": (V! x A)/T — (V x A)/T. If fis an open (resp. closed) immersion, then f’ is an
open (resp. closed) immersion. If V' is smooth, then (V' x A)/T is smooth. Indeed (V' x A)/T
is constructed by a gluing of the spaces V' x U;, which are smooth.

Lemma A.4. Let T be an equivariant compactification of T. Then (T x A)/T is an equivariant
compactification of A.

Proof. We have A = (T'x A)/T'. Hence the open immersion 7" C T induces an open immersion
AC (T xA)/T. The A-action on (T x A)/T is described as follows. Let

h:Ax (T xA) — Ax (T x A))T)

be defined by h(a,t,a’) = (a, u(t,a’)), where pu: T x A — (T x A)/T is the quotient map. Then
h is a T-torsor, hence a categorical quotient under the T-action on A x (7" x A) defined by

(A1) (a,t,ad') — (a,t —7,d + 1),
where 7 € T'. Let
(A.2) 0: Ax (TxA)— (T x A))T

be defined by ¢(a,t,a’) = p(t,a + a’). Then ¢ is invariant under the T-action (A.d). Hence ¢
is the composite of A and a unique map

(A.3) Y Ax (T x A)JT) — (T x A)/T.
This is our A-action. Note that the map A — Ay extends to (T x A)JT — Ay, which is proper.
Hence (T x A)/T is compact. O

Lemma A.5. Let T be an equivariant compactification of T. Let Z C T be an irreducible locally
closed set which is T-invariant. Then (Z x A)/T C (T x A)/T is an A-invariant, irreducible
locally closed set. Moreover, every A-invariant, irreducible locally closed set V. C (T x A)/T is
obtained in this way.

Proof. By the construction, (Z x A)/T C (T x A)/T is a locally closed set (cf. Remark [A.3).
We have p(Ax Z x A) = (Zx A)/T, where ¢ is the same as (A.2]). Hence Y(Ax ((ZxA)/T)) =
(Z x A)/T, where 1 is the same as (A3)). Hence (Z x A)/T C (T x A)/T is A-invariant.

Let V C (T x A)/T be an A-invariant, irreducible locally closed set. Set Z =V NT, where
T is identified with the fibers of (T x A)/T — Ag. Then we have V = (Z x A)/T. O
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Lemma A.6. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification of A. Then there exists a smooth
equivariant compactification T C T so that A= (T x A)/T.

Proof. There exists a rational map A --» Ay, but every rational map from smooth variety
to an abelian variety is regular. So we have a regular map p : A — Ay. Note that this map is
A-equivariant. Indeed denoting by m : A x A — A and m’ : A x Ay — Ay the actions, we have
two maps pom : Ax A — Ay and m/o (idy,p) : Ax A — Ay. These coincide on Ax A C Ax A.
Hence pom = m' o (id4, p), which shows that p : A — Ay is A-equivariant. Since A is smooth,
there exists a non-empty Zariski open set U C Ay such that p~'(U) — U is smooth ([I8] III,
Cor 10.7]). By translation, p : A — Ay is smooth.

Now set T'= p~'(04,). Then T is a smooth equivariant compactification of T. By restricting
m:AxA—Ato AxT C Ax A, we get AxT — A. This map is T-invariant. Hence we get
¢ : (T x A)JT — A. Note that the restriction 9|4 : A — A is the open immersion. Hence 1
is a map over Ay. Note that 1 is injective on the fiber T C (T x A)/T over 04, € Ay. Hence
1 is injective. Since A is smooth, Zariski’s main theorem yields that 1) is an open immersion.
Since (T x A)/T is complete, v is an isomorphism. Thus A is obtained by (T x A)/T. O

A.2. Fans and torus embeddings. We describe on torus embeddings associated to fans. We
basically follow the notations described in [37]. See also [11], [16], [24].

Let N =7". Set Np = N®@R, M = Hom(N,Z) and Mg = M ® R. A subset C' C N is a
convex rational polyhedral cone if there exist nq,...,n, € N such that C' = Rson; +- - - +Rxsons.
We set

CY = {u € Mg;u(z) >0 for all z € C}.

Then CV C My is a convex rational polyhedral cone (cf. [37, p. 2]). A subset F' C C'is called
a face and is denoted F' < C' if there exists u € CV such that ' = C' N {u = 0}. Then F'is a
convex rational polyhedral cone (cf. [37, p. 2]). We call C' strongly convez it C' N (—C') = {0}.
A fan in N is a nonempty collection A of strongly convex rational polyhedral cones in Ng
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Every face of any o € A is contained in A.
(2) For any 0,0’ € A, the intersection o N ¢’ is a face of both ¢ and o’.

We call A complete if A is finite and U,eao = Ng. We call A non-singular if for all o € A,
there exists a Z-basis ny,...,n, of N such that 0 = R>¢n; + -+ R5¢n,, where s <.

Let N’ = Z" and let A’ be a fan in N§. A map of fans ¢ : (N',A’) — (N, A) is a Z-linear
map ¢ : N — N such that for each o’ € A, there exists o € A such that ¢(0’) C 0. Here we
continue to write the scalar extension by ¢ : N — Ng.

Let T be an algebraic torus. Let M = Hom(T,G,,) and N = Hom(G,,,T"). By definition (cf.
[37, Thm 1.4)), a torus embedding T C Temb(A) is defined from a fun (N, A) as follows. For
each 0 € A, we construct the affine scheme Spec (C[M N¢V]). Then for ¢’ € A with ¢’ < o,
we get the open immersion U, C U,. By this, we may glue {U,},ea to get Temb(A). Then
Temb(A) is normal and contains 7' = Uy} as a dense Zariski open set. Moreover T  acts on
Temb(A). A torus embedding Temb(A) is complete if and only if A is complete, and smooth
if and only if A is non-singular. Conversely, by Sumihiro’s theorem, every normal, equivariant
compactification T of T is a torus embedding associated to some complete fan ([37, Thm 1.5]).
Let ¢ : T" — T be a homomorphism of algebraic tori. Then we have ¢, : N' — N, where
N’ = Hom(G,,,T"). Let A’ be a fan in N’. Suppose ¢, : (N';A’) — (N, A) is a map of fans.
Then 9 extends to an equivariant map 7"emb(A’) — T'emb(A) (cf. [37, Thm 1.13]).

Let A be a complete fan in N. Set T = TembA. For each o € A, there exists a unique
T-orbit orb(o) C U, which is Zariski closed in U,. Then by [37, Prop 1.6 (iv)], we have

(A4) [ orb(r) = Us.

Set ot = {u € Mg;u(xr) = 0 for all x € o}. Then orb(c) is identified with SpecC[M N o],
where the closed immersion orb(c) C U, is described by the surjection C[M NoV] — C[M No+]
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defined by x™ + 0 for all m € (M NoV)\(M Not) (cf. [37, Prop 1.6 (iv)]). Here for the
notation ™ we refer the readers to [16, p. 15]. We note that SpecC[M No] is a quotient torus
defined by the inclusion C[M No*] € C[M]. The inclusion C[M Not] € C[M N "] yields the
map

(A.5) U, — orb(o)
whose restriction to T' C U, is the quotient map 7" — orb(c). The closed immersion orb(c) <
U, is a section of the map (AF]).

Let I, C T be the kernel of the quotient map 7" — orb(c). Then I, is the isotropy group for
the points of orb(c) C U,. Set M, = M/(M Not). We claim that I, C T is a subtorus and

(A.6) Hom(/,,G,,) = M,.

Indeed, since M Not C M is saturated, M, is a free Z-module. Hence we get an exact sequence
of free Z-modules:

0> MnNot = M— M, —0.
This yields the exact sequence of tori (cf. [33, Thm 12.9])

1 — SpecC[M,] — SpecC[M] — SpecC[M No*] — 1.
Hence we have I, = SpecC[M,]. This shows that I, is a torus such that (AG]).

A.3. Smooth modifications.

Lemma A.7. Given an equivariant compactzﬁcatzon A we may take a smooth equivariant
compactification A and an equivariant morphism A — A.

Proof. Let T be the Zariski closure of T-04 C A in A. Then T C T is an equivariant
compactification. We have a canonical map ¢ : (T x A)JT — A. We have amap T x T — T
which extends the group morphism 7' x T" — T'. Let T — T be the normalization. This is an
isomorphism over T". Hence T C T'. Since T' x T is normal, the composite TxT — T xT — T
factors T — T. Hence we get T x T — T, which extends the group morphism T x T — T
Hence T is an equivariant compactification of 7. Then by Sumihiro’s theorem, T" C T is a torus
embedding. Hence by ﬂ?ﬂ p. 23] there exists a smooth equivariant compactification 7' and an
equlvarlant morphism T —T. Set A = (T x A)/T. Then we have A-equivariant morphisms

A — (T x A)/T — A. Note that A is a smooth equivariant compactification. Compare with
[26, Thm 1.1]. O

Lemma A.8. Given a smooth equivariant compactification A, we may take a smooth projective
equivariant compactification A and an equivariant morphism A — A.

Proof. By Lemma [A6, we have A = (T x A)/T. By [37, Prop. 2.17], there exists an
equivariant modification 7' — T such that 7 is projective. By [37, p. 23|, we may assume that
T is smooth. Then A = (A x T)/T is smooth. We claim that this is also projective. Indeed,
let D =% .n;D; be a T-invariant, very ample divisor on T. We set E = >.ini(D; x A)JT.
Then E is a divisor on A. Let p : A — Ay be the canonical projection. Let {U;} be a Zariski
open covering of Ay such that p~*(U;) = T x U;. Then p~}(U;)NE = D x U;, which shows that
O 4(E) is p-very ample relative to Ay (cf. [I7, Def. 13.52]). Since Ay is projective, there exists
an ample line bundle L on A, such that p*L(E) is ample on A (cf. [I7, Prop. 13.65]). Hence
Ais projective. 0

Lemma A.9. Let A and A be equivariant compactifications. Then there exists a smooth equi-
variant compactification A such that equivariant morphisms A— Aand A— A exist.

Proof. Let A C A x A be the diagonal, which induces 4 € A x A. Let V C A x A be the
Zariski closure of this. Then V is an A-equivariant compactification with equivariant maps
V — Aand V — A. By Lemma [A7 there exists a smooth equivariant compactification A
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with an equivariant morphism A — V. The composites of this with V — A and V — A yield
A— Aand A — A 0J
Lemma A.10. Fvery semi-abelian variety admits only countably many smooth equivariant
compactifications.

Proof. A smooth equivariant compactification A is written as (T x A)/T, where T is a
smooth equivariant compactification (cf. Lemma [AL6). By Sumihiro’s theorem, every smooth,
equivariant compactification T of T is a torus embedding associated to some complete fan ([37,
Thm 1.5]). There are only countably many complete fans. Hence there are only countably
many smooth equivariant compactifications of 7', hence of A. (]

A.4. Orbit closure and isotropy group. Let A = (T_x A)/T, where T = TembA. For
each o € A, we set O, = (orb(c) x A)/T. Then O, C A is an A-orbit. By (A.4)), we have
A=T],ca Os. Let I C A be the isotropy group for the points of O,. Since I acts trivially on

the abelian variety Ay, we get I C T. Then I is the isotropy group for the points of orb(c) C T.
Hence I C T is a subtorus and (A.G]) yields

(A7) Hom(I,G,,) = M/(M No™).

Let V C A be an irreducible Zariski closed set which is A-invariant. Then there exists a unique
A-orbit O, C A such that V' is the Zariski closure of O,. Suppose A is smooth. Then by [37,
Cor. 1.7], the closure of orb(c) C T is smooth. Hence V' is smooth.

Lemma A.11. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification. Let V C A be an irreducible
Zariski closed set which is A-invariant. Then there exist an A-invariant Zariski open set W C A
with V- C W and an equivariant morphism p : W — V' such that p : W — V is a total space
of a wvector bundle over V' whose zero-section is the inclusion map V. — W. Moreover V is
covered by Zariski open subsets Viy such that the following properties hold:

(1) p: W — V is a trivial vector bundle C' x Vo — Vi on V.

(2) Let O C A be the A-orbit such that V is the closure of O. Let I be the isotropy
group for the points of O C A. Then there exists a decomposition I = G such that
(t1,...,t1) € GL acts (z1,...,21,9) €C' x Vg as (z1,...,2,y) = (t1z1, ..., iz, y).

Proof. We first consider the case A =T. Set M = Hom(T',G,,) and N = Hom(G,,,T"). Let
A be the fan defining T, i.e., T = Temb(A). By [37, Prop. 1.6], we may take 7 € A such that
V' is the closure of orb(7). We may take vy,,...,v € N such that 7 = Rsqv; + - - - + Rxov; and
7NN = Zsovy + -+ + Zsov. Let N = N/N,, where N, = Z(7 N N). Then N is the dual of
M N7+, We have

orb(7) = SpecC[M N 7]
For each 0 € A with 7 < 0, we set ¢ = (0 + R7)/RT C Ng. Then 6 C Ng is a strongly
convex rational polyhedral cone (cf. [37, Prop. A.8]). Set U, = SpecC[(M N7+)N&Y]. The
inclusion C[(MN7+)NaY] € CIMNe"] yields U, — Us. We have a closed immersion Uy < Uy,
which is obtained by the surjection C[M N oV] — C[(M N 7+) N &Y] defined by x™ + 0 for all
m € (M NoY)\(MN7tNnaY). This inclusion Uy — U, is the section of the map U, — U,.

We remark that the map U, — Us is a trivial vector bundle whose zero-section is the inclusion
map U, < U,. Indeed, the sequence

0N, —-N-—->N=0

has a (non-canonical) splitting N = N, @ N such that ¢ = 7 @ &, where we view 7 C Ny as
7 C (N;)gr. Considering the dual

0—-Mnrt—M— M. —0,
we get the associated splitting M = M, @ (M N 7+). Hence we get
CIMNe¢']=C[M,N7TY]®c C[(MNTH)NnaY].
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We have SpecC[M, N 7V] = C!, hence U, ~ C! x U,. The inclusion U, C U, coincides with
{0} x U, C C' x Us. Hence the map U, — Uj is a trivial vector bundle whose zero-section is
the inclusion map U, < U,. Moreover the stabilizer I of orb(7) is identified with (G,,)" ¢ C'.
Note that the ambiguity of the splitting N = N, @ N yields an isomorphism C! x U, ~ C! x U
which is defined by the multiplication given by U, — I.

Now set A = {; 0 € A, 7 < ¢}. Then, by [37, Cor. 1.7], A is a fan in Ny and V =

orb(7)emb(A). Hence V = U;caUs. We set

w= |J U

cEA,T<0

Then the maps U, — U, glue together to get a vector bundle W — V. Indeed the coordinate
transformations of this vector bundle are given by the multiplications by /. Since U, are
T-invariant, W is T-invariant. This completes the proof when A = T.

Next we consider the general case. We write as V = (V' x A)/T, where V' C T is a T-
invariant Zariski closed set. Then we may take a Zariski open set W/ C T and p : W' — V' by
the previous consideration. We set W = (W’ x A)/T, where W' is T-invariant. Then W C A
is an A-invariant Zariski open set and V' C W. This yields W — V as desired. U

Remark A.12. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification. Then the boundary 9A is
a simple normal crossing divisor. Indeed for each & € A, we take a unique A-orbit O C A
such that © € O and set V = O. Then V is smooth. We take W C A as in Lemma [A 11l
Let Vy C V be described in Lemma [A 11l so that x € V. We may assume V; C O. Then
(0A)N(C!'x Vy) = U'_, H; x V;y, where H; C C!is define by H; = {z; = 0}. Hence (0A)N(C'xVp)
is a simple normal crossing divisor on C! x V;. Since o € A is arbitrary, A is simple normal
crossing.

A.5. Modification of equivariant maps. The purpose of this subsection is to prove Lemma
A 15

Lemma A.13. Let ¢ : N — N’ be surjective. Let A be a fan in N and let A’ be a fan in N'.
Set A" ={onNy~(c');0 € A, o’ € A'}, where we continue to write 1 : Ng — Nj. Then A" is
a fan in N.

Before going to prove this lemma, we remark the followings. Given a convex rational poly-
hedral cone C' C Ng, we have (CV)Y = C (cf. [37, Thm A.1]). For another convex rational
polyhedral cone C" C Ng, we have (CNC")Y = CY + (C")Y (cf. [37, Thm A.1]). In particular,
C N " is a convex rational polyhedral cone. Moreover if C' is strongly convex, then C' N C” is
strongly convex. By [37, Prop. A.9], the following two statements are equivalent:

(1) The subset C' N C" C C'is a face of C.
(2) For every x,2' € C, if x + 2’ € CNC’, then bothx € CNC" and 2’ € CNC".

The non-trivial part is the implication (2)==-(1). The converse is trivial. Indeed suppose CNC’
is a face of C'. Then there exists u € C such that CNC" = C N {u=0}. If z,2' € C satisty
x+a" € CNC’, then u(x) > 0, u(z’) > 0 and u(r + 2’') = 0. Hence u(x) = u(z’) = 0, thus
e CnNC.

Proof of Lemmal[A 13 (Cf. |2, Lem. 3.2].) Note that ¢)~!(¢”) is a convex rational polyhedral
cone. Since ¢ is strongly convex, o N ~1(0’) is a strongly convex rational polyhedral cone.
Hence A” is a non-empty collection of strongly convex rational polyhedral cones in Ng.

We first show that a face of o Ny ~!(0’) is contained in A”. We claim

(A.8) (eny™(a")" = o +¢"(()"),
where ©* : M}, — Mg is the dual map. Indeed, by (¢ N¢~1(0"))Y = o¥ + (=1(0’))Y, it is
enough to show

W~ (0")" =¥ ((o")").

Note that (v (o))" D ¥*((¢")Y) is trivial. To show the converse, let u € (¢¥~'(0"))V. Let
K C Ng be the kernel of . Then K C ¢)"!(¢’). Hence K C {u > 0}. By —K = K, we get
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K C {u = 0}. Hence there exists v € My such that u = v o . By u e (o))", we have
o' C {v >0}. Hence v € (¢)". This shows u € ¥*((0’)), hence (v~(0"))Y C ¥*((¢’)"). Thus
we get (AS).

Now a face of 0 N1y~ (¢”") is defined by o N1 (¢’) N {u = 0} for some u € (¢ N~ (a"))V.
By (A.]), we have u = v 4+ v’ 09 for some v € 0¥ and v' € (¢’)". We claim that

(A.9) ocNyY Ho)N{u=0}=(en{v=0}) Ny o' N{v =0}).

Indeed the relation ‘D’ is trivial. To show the converse, let x € o Ny~ (¢’) N {u = 0}. Then
we have v(z) > 0 and v o ¢p(x) > 0. By u(x) = 0, we have v(x) = 0 and v/ o ¥(z) = 0.
Hence z € (o N {v = 0}) Ny~ (o’ N {v' = 0}). This shows (AQ). Set 7 = o N {v =0} and
7" =o' N{v' =0}. Then 7 and 7" are faces of o and ¢’, respectively. Hence 7 € A and 7" € A’.

By (A.9), we have
cnNyY o) N{u=0}y=7ny () e A
Next we show that (o7 N1 (a])) N (o2 N1 (ah)) is a face of oy NP~ (a]). We take
z,y € oy N~ Y(a}) such that z +y € (o; NP~ (o})) N (o2 N~ (0h)). Then we have x +y €
o1 N oy. Since o1 N oy is a face of o1, and x,y € o1, we get x,y € o1 N oe. Also we have
U(r+y) =Y(x)+Y(y) € oy Nob. Since o) N ol is a face of o, and (), ¥ (y) € o}, we get
P(x),¥(y) € oy Naby. Hence x,y € (o1 N~ (a7)) N (02N~ (03)). By [37, Prop. A.9], we have

(o1 Ny~ (o) N (o2 N~ (03)) = (o1 N Y (a))).

Hence A” is a fan. O

Lemma A.14. Let i) : N — N'. Let A be a complete fan in N. Then there exist a non-
singular, complete fan A’ in N' and a finite subdivision A of A such that for all o € A, there
exists o’ € A such that (o) = o’.

This is contained in the proof of [I, Prop. 4.4]. We give a proof for the sake of completeness.
Before going to prove this lemma, we remark the followings. If Aq,...,A; are complete fans
in N, then A = {o1N---Noy; 01 € Ay,...,00 € Ay} is a complete fan in N. Indeed for the
case | = 2, Lemma [A.13] applied to the identity map N — N yields that A is a fan. The same
holds for all [ by induction. The completeness is obvious. Each o1 € A; is a union of cones in
A. Indeed, we have

o1 = U alﬂagﬂ---ﬂol,
02€A,...,00€EA2
for Ao, ..., A; are complete.

Proof of Lemma[A.14 For each ¢ € A, we may take a complete fun A/ in N’ such that
(o) is a union of cones in A’. Indeed, by [37, Thm A.3], there exist strongly convex rational
polyhedral cones 7y,...,7 such that (o) = 7 U---U7. By [B7, Prop. 1.12], there exist
complete fans A, ..., A} such that 7, € AL, We set A/ = {o/N---Noj;0, € Aj}. Then by
Lemma [A T3] A/ is a complete fan. Each 7; € A is a union of cones in A/ . Hence (o) is a
union of cones in Al as desired.

We set A" = {Nyenko; ke € AL}, Then by Lemma [A T3] A’ is a complete fan in N’. For
all o € A, ¥(0) is a union of cones in A’. By replacing A’ by its finite subdivision, we may
assume that A’ is non-singular.

We set A = {¢"}(1)No; 7€ A',o € A}. Then by Lemma [AI3] A is a complete fan in N.
We shall show that these A and A’ satisfy our requirement. We have ¢(¢"'(7)Neo) = 7N (o).
Hence it is enough to show

TNy(o) e A
We may take 1p,...,7, € A’ such that ¢)(c) =7 U---U7,. Hence we have
TOY(o)=(rNm)U---U(TNTg).

Each 7N7; is a face of 7. We take x,y € 7 such that z+y € 7Ny (o). Then we have z+y € TN7;
for some 7;. Since 7 N 7; is a face of 7, we have z,y € 7 N 7;. Hence 2,y € 7N (o). By [37)
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Prop. A.9], 7 N(o) is a face of 7. Hence 7 N (o) € A’. This completes the proof of our
lemma. U

Lemma A.15. Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification and let B C A be a semi-
abelian subvariety. Then there exists an equivariant compactification A = (T x A)/T with an
equivariant morphism A — A such that the following properties hold:

(1) There exists a smooth equivariant compactification m such that an equivariant mor-
phism p : A— Z/\B exists.

(2) For every x € A, if a semi-abelian subvariety C' C A satisfies C - p(z) = p(z), then
C-x C B-x as subsets of A.

Proof. We have canonical expressions 0 - 7T4 -+ A — Ay —0and 0 - Tg - B — By — 0.
Then we have the canonical expression

O—>TA/TB —>A/B—>A0/BO — 0.
Set N = Hom(Gy,,Ta). Let A be the fan in N such that Tao = Taemb(A), where A =
(T'a x A)/Ta. Set N' = Hom(Gyn,Ta/Tp). Then we have ¢ : N — N'. By Lemma [A.14]

we may find a non-singular, complete fan A’ in N’ and a finite subdivision A of A such
that for all ¢ € A, there exists o/ € A’ such that ¢(0) = o’. Set A = (T4 x A)/T4 and

A/B = (T[T x A/B)/(T4/Ts), where Ty = Tyemb(A) and Ty /Tj = Ty /Tiemb(A'). Then
TA/TB 1s smooth. Hence A/B is smooth. By [37, p. 19], we get equivariant morphisms
D A—>A/B and A — A

We shall show that p : A — A//E satisfies the assertion (2). Let z € A. Set I, = {a €
Asa-x =z} We take 0 € A such that @ € (orb(o) x A)/T C A. Set M, = M N o+, where
M= Hom(T4, G,,). By (A1), we have

Hom(/,,G,,) = M/M,,

where I, C Ty is a subtorus. Similarly, set J,,) = {a € A/B;a-p(x) = p(x)}. We take o’ € A’
such that

(A.10) (o) =0’
Let orb(o’) C m be the corresponding orbit. Denoting by ¢ : T4 — m the canonical
map, we have g(orb(o)) = orb(¢’) (cf. [I6, p. 56], [II, Lem 3.3.21]). In particular, we have
p(z) € (orb(c’) x (A/B))/(Ta/Tg) C A/B. Hence by (A.T), we have

Hom(Jy), Gy) = M' /M,
where M’ = Hom(Ta/Tp,G,,) and M!, = M’ N (¢')t. The quotient map Ty — Ta/Ts

induces a morphism I, — Jp() of tori. This induces Hom(Jp(), G,) — Hom(Z,, G,,), namely
M'/M!, — M/M,. This fits into the following commutative diagram:

0 — M, — M —— M'/M,, — 0

Lo |

0O — My —— M —— M/M, —— 0

We claim that the map I, — Jp () is surjective. Indeed, by (A.I0), we have M), = M' N M,.
Hence the map M'/M, — M /M, is injective. Thus we get the injection Hom(Jpy), Gn) —
Hom(I,,G,,). Since the image of the map I, — J, () is a subtorus of J, (cf. [20, Prop B, p.
54]), this image should coincides with J,). Thus the map I, — J, () is surjective.

Now let C' C A satisfies C'- p(x). Then (C'+ B)/B C Jp). Hence (C+ B)/B C (I, + B)/B,
soCCl,+B. ThusC-2C (I, +B)-x=DB-xz. This completes the proof. O
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A.6. Logarithmic tangent space. We recall the isomorphism A x LieA ~ T'A from (2.0).
Let A be a smooth equivariant compactification of A. Then 0A is a simple normal crossing

divisor on A (cf. Remark [A12).
Lemma A.16. The isomorphism (2.6 extends to an isomorphism
Y A x LieA — TA(—log(0A)).
Proof. (Cf. [35, Prop. 5.4.3]) We denote by
m:AxA— A
the natural action defined by (x,a) — x + a. By m*(0A) = (0A) x A, we have
T(A x A)(—1log((0A) x A)) — TA(—1log(dA)).

We have subbundle
AXxTACT(Ax A)(—log((04) x A)).

Thus we get
(A.11) A X TA— TA(—log(dA)).
We restrict this to A x {04} C A x A to get

Y A x LieA — TA(—log(0A)),

which extends (2.6). We shall show that ¢ is an isomorphism.
Let z € A be an arbitrary point. It is enough to show that the induced map

Y, : LieA — T, A(—1log(0A))

is injective. Let O C A be a unique A-orbit such that € O. Let I C A be the isotropy group
for x € A. Then we have an isomorphism O ~ A/I. Set V = O. By Lemma [AT1] there exist
an A-invariant Zariski open W C A with V C W and an A-equivariant morphism p: W — V.
We take a Zariski open neighbourhood Vy C V of  such that V5 C O and p~1(V) = Al x Vj.
Set Wy = p~1(Vy). Then Wy is I-invariant and (¢,,...,t;) € I acts (y1,...,y,v) € Al x 1 as
(tiy1, - - -, tiy, v). We denote this action by

w Wy x I — Wy.
Note that u is the restriction of m. The restriction of (AII]) on Wy x TT C A x T'A induces
Wy x T1 — TWy(—log(0A)).
By the dual, we get
(A12) 1, (108(04)) > e

The image of the sections dy /y1, ..., dy/y € Qyy, (log(0A)) on Wy under the map (ATI2) are
dty/t1, ..., dt;/t;. This shows that the map (A.I2) is surjective over Wy x I. Considering the
dual on (x,e;) € Wy x I, we observe that the restriction

lﬁm|LieI : Liel — sz<— log(aA))
is injective.
Next we have the following commutative diagram:

WxA 25w



This induces the following commutative diagram:
LieA ™ T,W

q*l lp*

Lie(A/I) —— T,V

(my )«

By x € A/I, we note that (my ), is an isomorphism. Hence ker m, C Liel. Since m, factors as

LieAd = T, A(— 10g(9A)) —s T,W,
we get ker 1), C Liel. This shows that 1, is injective. O

A.7. An application of faithfully flat descent.

Lemma A.17. Let V' and X be varieties. Let Z C V be a closed subscheme. LetY C V x X
be a closed subscheme such that Yy = Z for all s € ¥. Then Z x X C'Y as closed subschemes
of V. x X.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the case that V' and Y are affine. Thus we assume V' = Spec R
and X = SpecS. Let I; C R and Iy C R ®c S be the ideals associated to Z C V and
Y C V x 3, respectively. To show Iy C Iz ®c S, we take ¢ € Iy. Then we may write as

e=fn+ -+ fi®g,

where fi,...,fi € Rand g1,...,9, € S. We take this expression so that [ is minimum. We
define a subset L C C! such that (a1,...,q) € Liff a1 fy +---+ afy € Iz. Then L C C!
is a linear subspace. To prove L = C!, we assume contrary L ;Cé C!. Then we may take a
non-zero (Ay,...,\) € C! such that A\ja; + -+ + Na; = 0 for all (ay,...,a;) € L. We may
assume without loss of generality that \; = 1. Now for all s € ¥, we have Y, = Z. Hence
g1(8)fi+ -+ qg(s)fi € I7. Hence (g1(s),...,q(s)) € L, so A\1gi(s) + -+ Ngi(s) = 0 for all
s € 3. Since S is an integral domain, we have \jg; +---+ A\jgy = 0in S. By A; = 1, we have
g1 =—(Naga+ -+ Ngi). Hence o = (fo — Aof1) ® go+ -+ (fi = Nif1) ® ;. This contradicts
to the minimality of [. Hence L = C'. Now we have (1,0,...,0) € L, hence f; € I,. Similarly,
we have f; € I for all 7. Hence ¢ € I; ®¢c S. Thus Iy C Iz ®¢ S. This shows Z x ¥ CY. U

Let A be a semi-abelian variety and let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety. Let ¥ be a
variety. Then we get a projection p : A x ¥ — (A/B) x X, which yields the following fiber
product:

BxAxY -2+ AxX

a1 | |
Ax Y — (A/B) x X

Here for (b,a,s) € B x A x 3, we have ¢;(b,a, s) = (a,s) and g3(b,a,s) = (b+ a,s).

Lemma A.18. Let Z C A x X be a closed subscheme which is B-invariant in the sense that
b+ Z =7 forallb € B. Then ¢;(Z) = ¢5(Z) as closed subschemes of B x A x 3.

Proof. Note that ¢{(Z) = B x Z. Let m: B x A x ¥ — B be the first projection. Then for
b € B, we have ¢;(Z)N7=(b) = (=b)+Z = Z. Hence by Lemma[AT7] we have ¢;(Z) C ¢;(2).
We have an isomorphism 7 : B x A x ¥ — B x A x ¥ defined by 7(b,a,s) = (b,a — b,s). By
¢1 = g2 0T, we have 7°¢5(Z) = B x Z. We have ¢; o 7(b,a,s) = (a — b,s). Hence for b € B,
we have 7*¢;(Z) N7~ 1(b) = b+ Z = Z. Hence by Lemma [AT7 we have 7°¢;(Z) C 7°¢;(Z).
Hence ¢5(Z) C ¢;(Z). Thus we get ¢;(Z) = ¢5(Z2). O
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Lemma A.19. Let A be a semi-abelian variety and let B C A be a semi-abelian subvariety.
Let 33 be a variety and let Z C A x X be a closed subscheme which is B-invariant in the sense
that b+ Z = Z for all b € B. Then there exists a closed subscheme Zy C (A/B) x ¥ such
that Z = p*(Zy), where p : A X ¥ — (A/B) x X is the projection. Moreover, the natural
map Z — Zy is a categorical quotient, i.e., all B-invariant morphism Z — Y factor uniquely
through Z — Z.

Proof. To show the existence of Zy, we apply the theory of faithfully flat descent. By Lemma
[AI8 we have ¢;j(Z) = ¢5(Z) as closed subschemes of B x A x 3. The cocycle condition on
BxBxAxY (cf. [IT7, (14.21.1)]) reduces to the obvious identity idpx pxz0idpxpxz = idBxBx2-
Since the closed immersion Z < A x ¥ is affine, this descent data yields a closed subscheme
Zy C (A/B) x ¥ such that Z = p*(Zy) (cf. [I7, Cor 14.86]). See also [8, Remark 2.6.2. (iv)].
The restriction p|; : Z — Zj is the base change of p, hence a B-torsor. Hence Z — Z; is a
categorical quotient (cf. [8, Proposition 2.6.4]). O

APPENDIX B. FLATTENING VIA BLOWING-UPS

Lemma B.1. Let S be a scheme of finite type over C. Let X C PN x S be a closed subscheme
such that X — S is flat. Assume that S is reduced. Let U C S be a dense Zariski open set.
Then the scheme theoretic closure of X|y is X. In particular supp X |y C supp X is dense.

Proof. Let Y C PN x S be the scheme theoretic closure of X|;. Then Y € X and Y|y = X|p.
Let P be the Hilbert polynomial for each X, where s € S. Take s € S — U. Let P’ be the
Hilbert polynomial of Y;. Then by Y, C X, we have P" < P. On the other hand, we have
P < P’ by upper semi-continuity of the Hilbert polynomial. Hence P’ = P. Since S is reduced,
we observe that Y — S is flat. Moreover we have Y, = X, for all s € S. Hence Y = X. See
[T7, Prop. 14.26]. O

Lemma B.2. Let X C PV x S be a closed subscheme where S is a variety. Let Z C S be an
irreducible Zariski closed set. Then there exist a projective birational modification ¢ : S — S
and a non-empty Zariski open set U C S with the following properties.
(1) UNZ #0.
(2) oY (U) — U is an isomorphism.
(3) Let p: X — S be the projection and let X' C PN x S’ be the scheme theoretic closure
of p Y (U) C X xgS". Then X'|z — Z' is flat, where Z' C S’ is the Zariski closure of
g0_1<Zﬂ U) c S and X,|Z’ =X'xg 7.

Proof. This follows from [40, Lemma 3.1] as follows. For each s € S, let Px, be the Hilbert
polynomial of X, C PV. Let P be the set of all Hilbert polynomials of the closed subschemes
of PV, Then P is a totally ordered set by P, < P, iff Py(m) < Py(m) for all large m. Moreover
P is well-ordered (cf. [46, Lemma 8.2]). Note that { Py, }scs is a finite set (cf. [39, p. 201, Step
2]). Let Puax be the maximal element in { Py, }scs. We set

o Jls€S Pu= P} X #£0,
0 it X = .

Then T' C S is a Zariski closed subset (cf. |46, Lemma 3.1]).

The proof of our lemma is by the transfinite induction on P, € P. So we assume that our
lemma is true when P, < P and consider the case Pn.x = P. If X = (), then our lemma is
obvious. Hence in the following, we assume X # (). Suppose Z C T. Then for all s € Z, we
have Py, = P. Since Z is integral, X|; — Z is flat (cf. [I8 III, Thm 9.9]). Hence our lemma
is true for S’ = S and U = S. So we consider the case Z ¢ T. Then T' # S. By [40, Lemma
3.1], there exists a closed subscheme 7~ with supp 7" = T such that if P = max{ Py } g, then

P < P, where § = Bl+S and X c IE’N x S is the strict transform. This strict transform is
defined under the isomorphism PV x S = Blpn 7 (PY x S). Let Z C S be the strict transform.
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Now by the induction hypothesis, there exist a projective birational modification ¢ : 8" — S
and a non-empty Zariski open set Uy C S with the following properties.

e UyN Z # (.
e )1 (Uy) — Up is an isomorphism.
e Let p: X — S be the projection and let X ¢ PV x S’ be the scheme theoretic closure
of p~1(Uy) € X x¢ S'. Then X|z — Z' is flat, where Z' C S" is the Zariski closure of
YN ZNUy) C S
We denote by ¢ : S’ — S the composite of S’ — S — 5. Note that S — S is an isomorphism
over S — T. Hence we may consider S — T C S as an open subset of S. Set U = (S — T') N Uy
Then we may consider U as an open subset of S. Then we have UNZ # () and ¢ 1 (U) — U
is an isomorphism. Since Z is irreducible, the Zariski closure of ¢ (U N Z) in S’ is equal to
Z'. Let X' C PY x 8 be the scheme theoretic closure of p~1(U) C X xg S’. Then we have
X' € X, hence X'|;» € X|z. On the other hand, we have X'y = X|¢71(U). Hence by
Lemma [B.I] the scheme theoretic closure of X'|,-1nz C X|z is X|z. Hence X|z C X'|z,

hence X |z = X'|,. Hence X'|; — Z'is flat. Hence by the transfinite induction, the proof is
completed. O

Lemma B.3. In LemmalB23, if S is smooth, then S’ is taken as smooth.

Proof. We apply Lemma to get S” and U. Suppose S’ is not smooth. Then we take
a smooth modification S” — S’. Since S is smooth, we may assume that S” — S’ is an
isomorphism over ¢~ }(U). Let ¢ : S” — S be the induced map. Then ¢ : S” — S and U C S
satisfy the properties (1) and (2) in the statement of Lemma [B.2l We prove (3). We consider
UcCS” Let X” C PN x §” be the scheme theoretic closure of p~1(U) C X x5 S”. Then we
have X" C X' xg S” C X xg S”. This implies the closed immersion X"|z» C (X’ xg S")|zn,
where Z” C S” is the Zariski closure of v~ (ZNU) C S”. Since Z” — S’ factors Z' — ',
we have (X' xg S")|zn = (X'|z) x Z". Hence we get X”|z» C (X'|z) x Z”. Note that
X" g = (X' z2) x (Z"NU) = p Y (U)|znqw. Since (X'|z) x Z" — Z" is flat, Lemma [B1]
yields X"|z» = (X'|z) x Z". Hence X" |z» — Z" is flat. We replace S” by S” to completes the
proof. O
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