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WEAKLY KÄHLER HYPERBOLICITY IS BIRATIONAL

FRANCESCO BEI, BENOÎT CLAUDON, SIMONE DIVERIO,
AND STEFANO TRAPANI

Abstract. We show that a compact Kähler manifold bimeromorphic
to a weakly Kähler hyperbolic manifold is weakly Kähler hyperbolic,
providing an answer to a problem raised by J. Kollár [Kol95, Open
Problem 18.7].

1. Introduction

In the chapter devoted to open problems of his book “Shafarevic maps
and automorphic forms”, J. Kollár speaking about Gromov’s Kähler hyper-
bolicity says

“From the birational point of view, Kähler hyperbolicity is not natural since
it depends on the birational model chosen. It would be desirable to have
a birational variant developed. The natural choice seems to be to requires
Gromov’s condition not for Kähler form but for a degenerate Kähler form.”

Let X be a compact Kähler manifold. In [BDET24] the authors introduce
a notion called weak Kähler hyperbolicity, mainly in order to study desin-
gularizations of subvarieties of Kähler hyperbolic manifold in the sense of
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versità di Roma.

The forth-named author acknowledges the MIUR Excellence Department Project
awarded to the Department of Mathematics, University of Rome Tor Vergata, CUP
E83C18000100006, as well as the MUR Excellence Department Project MatMod@TOV
awarded to the Department of Mathematics, University of Rome Tor Vergata, CUP
E83C23000330006.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01734v1


2 F. BEI, B. CLAUDON, S. DIVERIO, AND S. TRAPANI

Gromov [Gro91]. It turns out that many key features of Kähler hyperbolic
manifolds generalize (in an appropriate way) to weakly Kähler hyperbolic
manifolds and, moreover, weak Kähler hyperbolicity seems to be the right
notion in order to have birational invariance.

Given a compact Kähler manifold X, define the convex positive cone
WX ⊂ H1,1(X,R) to be the set of real cohomology (1, 1)-classes which

are big and nef, and moreover admit a smooth representative which is d̃-
bounded. Here, d̃-bounded means that such a representative becomes d-
exact once pulled-back to the universal covering of X and moreover admits
a primitive which is bounded with respect to any metric coming from X.

Definition 1.1. A compact Kähler manifold X is said to be weakly Kähler
hyperbolic if WX 6= ∅.

It is proved in [BDET24] that if µ : X → Y is a modification of compact
Kähler manifolds or, more generally, a surjective holomorphic map between
compact Kähler manifolds of the same dimension, then the weak Kähler
hyperbolicity of Y implies that of X. In other words, weak Kähler hyper-
bolicity pulls-back along modifications.

In this note we prove the analogous for pushing-forwards (we shall actually
prove a slightly more general statement, see Remark 3.1).

Main Theorem. Let µ : Z → X be a modification of compact Kähler man-
ifolds. If Z is weakly Kähler hyperbolic, then X is weakly Kähler hyperbolic,
too.

What we show in our Main Theorem is that if α ∈ WZ , then the push-
forward µ∗α belongs to WX , so that WX 6= ∅.

Being able to push-forward through a modification the property of being
weakly Kähler hyperbolic enables us to finally treat the behaviour of weak
Kähler hyperbolicity with respect to meromorphic mappings. The following
corollary provides the announced answer to [Kol95, Open Problem 18.7].

Corollary 1.2. If X and Y are bimeromorphic compact Kähler manifolds,
then X is weakly Kähler hyperbolic if and only if Y is weakly Kähler hyper-
bolic.

Next, this other corollary answers in particular to [BDET24, Question
2.30].

Corollary 1.3. Let f : X 99K Y be a generically finite dominant meromor-
phic mapping between compact Kähler manifolds.

If Y is weakly Kähler hyperbolic, then X is weakly Kähler hyperbolic.
Conversely, if X is weakly Kähler hyperbolic and the induced map on the
fundamental groups is injective, then Y is weakly Kähler hyperbolic.

Finally, in Section 5, we show that (suitable) toroidal compactifications
of quotients of the complex unit ball provide examples of weakly Kähler hy-
perbolic manifolds which do not arise as modifications of Kähler hyperbolic
manifolds.
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2. Tools

For the reader convenience, we collect in this section the main tools for
the proof of our Main Theorem, as well as for the study of toroidal com-
pactifications.

2.1. Push-forward and pull-back of big or nef classes. First, we recall
how the bigness of a general real (1, 1)-class behaves under generically finite
holomorphic maps.

Proposition 2.1 ([Bou02, Proposition 4.12]). Let f : Y → X be a surjective
holomorphic map between compact Kähler manifolds of the same dimension.
Let α and β be real (1, 1)-cohomology classes on X and Y respectively. Then,

(i) the class α is big if and only if f∗α is big,
(ii) the class f∗β is big if β is so.

The following proposition is stated for compact Kähler manifolds, whereas
the original statement is in Bott–Chern cohomology for general compact
complex manifolds.

Proposition 2.2 ([Pău98, Théorème 1]). Let f : Y → X be a surjective
holomorphic map between compact Kähler manifolds. Let α be a real (1, 1)-
cohomology class on X. Then, the class f∗α is nef if and only if α is.

Remark 2.3. Observe that, in the equidimensional case as in Proposition
2.1, an analogous statement for push-forwards of nef classes is not true in
general as soon as dimX = dimY ≥ 3 (but it is for surfaces).

Indeed, take any bimeromorphic map f : X 99K Y which is an isomor-
phism in codimension one. Then, if α is a nef class on X the push-forward
f∗α is nef in codimension one but never nef unless f is an actual biholomor-
phism. This can be seen resolving as usual the singularities of the closure
of the graph of f in X × Y to obtain the following diagram

Z
p

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦ q

��❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

X
f

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y

where p and q are modifications and every divisor contracted by p is also
contracted by q.
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The same diagram shows that, while p∗α is obviously nef, q∗(p
∗α) = f∗α

is not nef, as claimed (we refer the reader to S. Boucksom’s PhD thesis for
more details on this).

2.2. Brunnbauer, Kotschick, and Schönlinner result on hyperbolic

classes. Here we want to state [BKS24, Theorem 2.4], which will be the cru-
cial ingredient for the proof of birationality of weakly Kähler hyperbolicity.
So, let us introduce some terminology following [BKS24].

First, forX a topological space, we define the aspherical subspace V k
asph(X)

of the real singular cohomology Hk(X,R) to be the set of k-cohomology
classes whose pull-back to any sphere is zero.

Next, for X a finite simplicial complex, define the hyperbolic subspace
V k
hyp(X) of the real singular cohomology Hk(X,R) to be the set of k-

cohomology classes for which there exists a representing closed k-form ω

whose pull-back to the universal cover has a d-primitive which is bounded
with respect to some lifted Riemannian metric, i.e. ω is d̃-bounded. Here,
we are using that there is a natural isomorphism Hk

dR(X,R) ≃ Hk(X,R)
between the de Rham cohomology and the singular cohomology.

Remark 2.4. A k-form ω on a simplicial complex X consists of a smooth
k-form ωσ for every simplex σ ⊂ X such that ωσ|τ ≡ ωτ whenever τ ⊂ σ is
a subsimplex.

Analogously to the definition of differential forms, one defines Riemannian
metrics for simplicial complexes as the choice of a Riemannian metric gσ on
every simplex σ of X such that gσ|τ ≡ gτ for τ ⊂ σ.

Remark 2.5. In our terminology, for X a compact Kähler manifold, we thus
have that WX equals the intersection of V 2

hyp(X) with the cone of big and
nef classes.

Note that V k
hyp(X) ⊂ V k

asph(X) as soon as k ≥ 2, since every continu-

ous map from a k-dimensional sphere f : Sk → X factorizes through the
universal cover of X.

Now, take a finite simplicial complex X with fundamental group G :=
π1(X) and consider (a model of) the classifying space EG → BG. Given

a universal covering X̃ → X, there is unique (up to homotopy) classifying
map of this universal covering

cX̃,X : X → BG

such that X̃ is isomorphic to the pull-back c∗
X̃,X

EG as G-principal bundles.

Finally, following [Gro91, Subsection 0.2.C], we want to define the hy-
perbolic subspace for BG which does not necessarily have any longer the
homotopy type of a finite simplicial complex. So, the subspace V k

hyp(BG)

of the real singular cohomology Hk(BG,R) will be the set of k-cohomology
classes whose pull-back to any finite simplicial complex is hyperbolic.

We are now ready to state the following theorem, which is the key for the
birationality of weak Kähler hyperbolicity.
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Theorem 2.6 ([BKS24, Theorem 2.4], see also [Kȩd09, Theorem 5.1]). Let
X,Y be two finite simplicial complex (e.g. compact complex manifolds),

cX̃,X : X → Bπ the classifying map of the universal covering X̃ → X, and

f : Y → Bπ an arbitrary continuous map.
If w ∈ H2(Bπ,R) is a cohomology class such that c∗

X̃,X
w ∈ V 2

hyp(X), then

f∗w ∈ V 2
hyp(Y ).

Remark 2.7. Consider a finitely presented group G. Such a group can be
realized as the fundamental group of a compact, connected, smooth manifold
of dimension 4 (or higher) X. Such a manifold can always be triangulated,
i.e. it is homeomorphic to a finite simplicial complex.

What the theorem says in particular is that in order to detect which classes
w ∈ H2(BG,R) are hyperbolic, it is sufficient to check that the pull-back of
w to X via the classifying map of its universal covering is hyperbolic.

Here is a fundamental consequence for us, which is mentioned in [BKS24],
and for which we reproduce a proof here.

Corollary 2.8. For the hyperbolic subspace in degree 2 of a finite simplicial
complex X, we have

c∗
X̃,X

(

V 2
hyp(BG)

)

= V 2
hyp(X).

In particular, we see that V 2
hyp(X) depends only on the fundamental group

of X, since different (that is, relative to different G-principal bundle struc-
tures) classifying maps of the universal covering yields the same image.

During the proof we shall need the following fact, surely well-known to
experts.

Lemma 2.9. The pull-back c∗
X̃,X

: H2(BG,R) →֒ H2(X,R) is injective and,

more importantly,

c∗
X̃,X

(

H2(BG,R)
)

= V 2
asph(X).

Proof. First, every class in Hk(BG,R), k ≥ 2, is aspherical. This is be-
cause, for Z a (nice) topological space, a class in Hk(Z,R) is aspherical if
and only if its kernel as a linear functional on Hk(Z,R) contains the image
of the Hurewicz homomorphism πk(Z) → Hk(Z,R), and by definition we
have πk(BG) = 0 as soon as k ≥ 2. Moreover, the image of an aspherical
class belonging to V 2

asph(BG) = H2(BG,R) via the pull-back is obviously
aspherical.

Now, we can construct a model of BG by attaching cells of dimension 3
or higher to X to make the universal cover contractible without affecting
π1(X). So, we can suppose that X ⊂ BG, the classifying map cX̃,X is the

inclusion, and moreover X and BG share the same 2-skeleton. In partic-
ular, the relative homology H2(BG,X,R) vanishes and by duality so does
H2(BG,X,R). We now form the long exact sequence of the pair X ⊂ BG
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in cohomology, to get

0 → H2(BG,R) → H2(X,R)
∂
→ H3(BG,X,R),

where ∂ is the connecting homomorphism, which gives injectivity at once.
It only remains to prove that if w ∈ V 2

asph(X), then ∂(w) = 0. This is seen

directly, since ∂(w) ∈ H3(BG,X,R)∗ acts on a relative 3-cycle γ + C3(X)
by ∂(w)

(

γ + C3(X)
)

= w(∂3γ), where ∂3 is the boundary operator and
∂3γ ∈ Z2(X) is a 2-cycle in X which, if non trivial, comes from a 3-cell
attached to X so that ∂3γ is homeomorphic to S2. Therefore, w(∂3γ) = 0
since w is aspherical. �

Proof of Corollary 2.8. We have by definition c∗
X̃,X

(

V 2
hyp(BG)

)

⊂ V 2
hyp(X).

For the other inclusion, if α ∈ V 2
hyp(X), then α ∈ V 2

asph(X), and thus by

Lemma 2.9 there exists w ∈ H2(BG,R) such that α = c∗
X̃,X

w, so that the

pull-back c∗
X̃,X

w is hyperbolic. But then, by Theorem 2.6, the pull-back of

w to any finite simplicial complex is hyperbolic, i.e. w ∈ V 2
hyp(BG). �

2.3. Bounded cohomology and hyperbolic classes. Before stating the
next lemma, let us recall that the cohomology of a group G can be computed
by means of the usual (inhomogeneous) cochains complex

Ck(G,R) :=
{

c : Gk → R
}

together with the differential

(d c)(g1, . . . , gk+1) := c(g2, . . . , gk+1)

+

k
∑

i=1

(−1)ic(g1, . . . , gi−1, gigi+1, gi+2, . . . , gk+1) + (−1)k+1c(g1, . . . , gk).

The subspace of bounded cochains

Ck
b (G,R) :=

{

c : Gk → R | c is bounded
}

is stable under d and gives rise to the complex of bounded cochains; the
corresponding cohomology groups

Hk
b (G,R) := Hk

(

C•

b (G,R), d
)

are the so-called groups of bounded cohomology (see [Fri17] for a more
in-depth discussion). Let us finally observe that the natural inclusion of
complexes

C•

b (G,R) →֒ C•(G,R)

induces natural maps in cohomology

Hk
b (G,R) → Hk(G,R) ≃ Hk(BG,R).

As above, we focus on the degree 2 case and state the following result,
possibly well-known to experts.
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Lemma 2.10. For any finitely presented group G we have an inclusion

Im
(

H2
b (G,R) → H2(G,R)

)

⊂ V 2
hyp(BG).

In particular, if G is Gromov hyperbolic, then we have:

H2(G,R) = V 2
hyp(BG).

Proof. According to Remark 2.7, we can pick any compact differentiable
manifold X such that π1(X) ≃ G to check that a bounded 2-class gives
rise to a hyperbolic one. Let c ∈ C2

b (G,R) be a bounded cochain that is a
cocycle; it satisfies that for all (g, h, k) ∈ G3

c(g, h) = c(h, k) − c(gh, k) + c(g, hk).

We can rewrite it in the following form: for all (g, h, γ) ∈ G3

(1) c(γ−1g, g−1h) = c(g, g−1h)− c(γ, γ−1h) + c(γ, γ−1g).

We now explain how to construct an exact 2-form α defined on the universal
covering X̃ which has a bounded primitive, is invariant under the action
of the group G = π1(X), and corresponds to the pull-back to X̃ of the
cochain c. These properties together ensure that α descends to X and gives
a hyperbolic class in H2(X,R) which is the pull-back of c.

To do so, let us fix a finite open cover {Vi}i∈I of X with Vi simply con-
nected. It follows that the Vi’s are evenly covered by the universal covering
map p : X̃ → X. We can thus choose one connected component Ui of p

−1(Vi)
and get

p−1(Vi) =
⋃

g∈G

gUi.

Finally, let us denote by {χi}i∈I a partition of unity subordinate to the

open covering {Vi}i∈I ; it induces a partition of unity on X̃ , to be denoted
by {χi,g}(i,g)∈I×G, subordinated to the open covering {gUi}(i,g)∈I×G. The
function χi,g is supported in gUi and is nothing but χi ◦ p|gUi

. This family
enjoys the obvious equivariance property that for all (γ, g) ∈ G2 and for all
i ∈ I

(2) γ∗χi,g = χi,γg.

With this in hand, let us consider

α :=
∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

c(g, g−1h) dχi,g ∧ dχj,h = d

(

∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

c(g, g−1h)χi,g ∧ dχj,h

)

.

The last equality implies easily that α has a bounded primitive since c is a
bounded cochain, the χi,g’s come from downstairs and I is finite. Now, let
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us check that α is invariant under the action of γ ∈ G. We have

γ∗α =
∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

c(g, g−1h) γ∗ (dχi,g ∧ dχj,h)

=
∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

c(g, g−1h) dχi,γg ∧ dχj,γh(3)

=
∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

c(γ−1g, g−1h) dχi,g ∧ dχj,h(4)

=
∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

(

c(g, g−1h)− c(γ, γ−1h) + c(γ, γ−1g)
)

dχi,g ∧ dχj,h(5)

= α.

Indeed, the equality (3) is just the equivariance property (2), equality (4) is
a change of variables, and equality (5) is nothing but the cocycle property
(1). To see that the remaining terms of the sum vanish, it suffices to observe
that we can rewrite the corresponding sum as

∑

(i,j)∈I2

(g,h)∈G2

c(γ, γ−1h) dχi,g ∧ dχj,h

= −
∑

(j,h)∈I×G

c(γ, γ−1h) dχj,h ∧ d

(

∑

(i,g)∈I×G

χi,g

)

= 0

since the sum in parenthesis is identically equal to 1.
The last assertion concerning Gromov hyperbolic groups is a consequence

of [Min01, Theorem 11]: for such a group the natural maps

Hk
b (G,R) → Hk(G,R)

are surjective for any k ≥ 2. �

3. Proof of Main Theorem

With all the tools previously developed, we are now in a very good position
to prove our Main Theorem.

So, let µ : Z → X be a modification of compact Kähler manifolds, and
take α ∈ WZ . We want to show that µ∗α is in WX .

First of all, since α is a big class and µ is surjective between equidimen-
sional manifolds, Proposition 2.1 gives that µ∗α is a big class.

To show the nefness of µ∗α is subtler, since in general it is false as we
observed in Remark 2.3. This will be achieved together with d̃-boundedness
of µ∗α thanks to the topological description of classes which are d̃-bounded
by Brunnbauer, Kotschick, and Schönlinner, as follows.
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Let G = π1(X), and fix a universal covering X̃ of X. Consider the
diagram

BG

Z

c
X̃,X

◦µ
66♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠

µ   ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆

X.

c
X̃,X

EE
☞☞☞☞☞

☞☞☞☞☞
☞☞☞☞☞

The map µ is a modification between smooth manifold, and thus

µ∗ : π1(Z) → π1(X) = G

is an isomorphism (see e.g. [BP21, Proposition 2.3]). Therefore, pulling-back

via µ the universal covering X̃ of X gives a universal covering of Z̃ → Z.
By construction, Z̃ is the pull-back of EG via cX̃,X ◦ µ, so that

cX̃,X ◦ µ = cZ̃,Z

is the classifying map of the universal covering Z̃ as a G-principal bundle
on Z.

Since α ∈ V 2
hyp(Z), by Corollary 2.8, there exists a (unique) class w ∈

V 2
hyp(BG) such that c∗

Z̃,Z
w = α. Call β := c∗

X̃,X
w ∈ V 2

hyp(X). Then, we

have α = µ∗β by construction and, since µ is a modification, we also have

µ∗α = µ∗µ
∗β = β,

so that β is a real (1, 1)-class which is, by definition of V 2
hyp(BG), d̃-bounded.

What we have gained is that α = µ∗β is now a pull-back via the surjective
holomorphic map µ. Thus, we can apply Proposition 2.2 to obtain that β is
nef, since α is nef. We already saw that β is big, and therefore β ∈ WX , as
desired.

Remark 3.1. What did we really use in the above proof? In order to obtain
the bigness of µ∗α, we apply Proposition 2.1 which needs µ to be a surjective
holomorphic map between compact Kähler manifolds of the same dimension.
Thus, here everything works even if µ is supposed to be generically finite
and surjective.

Next, in order to obtain α as the pull-back of β we need the induced
morphism µ∗ : π1(Z) → π1(X) on fundamental groups to be an isomorphism.

Then, to say that µ∗α = β we use that µ is a modification. But if µ is
merely supposed to be a generically finite map of degree m, then we would
have obtained µ∗α = mβ so that β = 1

m
µ∗α would still be a real d̃-bounded

(1, 1)-class.
Finally, in order to be able to apply Proposition 2.2 we just need surjec-

tivity of µ.



10 F. BEI, B. CLAUDON, S. DIVERIO, AND S. TRAPANI

Summing up, our Main Theorem is still valid in the more general context
of a generically finite surjective holomorphic map µ : Z → X, provided µ

induces an isomorphism at the level of fundamental group.

4. Proofs of Corollaries

In this section we give proofs of the corollaries of our Main Theorem
stated in the introduction.

4.1. Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let f : X 99K Y be a bimeromorphic map-
ping. Then, by resolving the singularities of the closure of the graph of f
in X × Y , we get a compact Kähler manifold Z together with modifications
p : Z → X and q : Z → Y as follows

Z
p

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦ q

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

X
f

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y.

Now, take α ∈ WX . We want to show that β := f∗α = q∗p
∗α gives a class in

WY . By [BDET24, Proposition 2.29] α̃ := p∗α is a weakly Kähler hyperbolic
class in WZ , therefore q∗α̃ is a weakly Kähler hyperbolic class in WY , by
our Main Theorem.

4.2. Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let f : X 99K Y be a generically finite dom-
inant meromorphic mapping. Then, by resolving the singularities of the
closure of the graph of f in X × Y , we get a compact Kähler manifold Z

together with a modification p : Z → X and, this time, a generically finite
surjective holomorphic map q : Z → Y as follows

Z
p

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦ q

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

X
f

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y.

Now, take α ∈ WY . Here, we want to show that β := p∗q
∗α gives a class in

WX . By [BDET24, Proposition 2.29] α̃ := q∗α is a weakly Kähler hyperbolic
class in WZ , therefore p∗α̃ is a weakly Kähler hyperbolic class in WY , by
our Main Theorem.

Before we start the proof of the converse, let us briefly explain what is the
morphism induced on fundamental groups by the meromorphic mapping f .
It is by definition the composition

f∗ := q∗ ◦ (p∗)
−1 : π1(X) → π1(Z) → π1(Y ),

which can be taken since p is a modification and therefore p∗ is an isomor-
phism. It is straightforward to check that the morphism f∗ is independent
of the smooth bimeromorphic model Z chosen to desingularize the closure
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of the graph of f , since if one picks two of them, there is always a third
dominating both.

Coming back to the proof of the corollary, since by hypothesis f∗ is in-
jective, it follows that q∗ : π1(Z) → π1(Y ) is injective. Let H ≤ π1(Y ) be
the isomorphic image of π1(Z) in π1(Y ). Take the connected étale covering
π : W → Y corresponding to this subgroup of π1(Y ). By construction we
thus can take a lifting q̃ : Z → W of q, as in the diagram below

W

π

��✍✍
✍✍
✍
✍✍
✍✍
✍✍
✍✍
✍✍

Z
p

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦ q

��❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

q̃

77♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥♥

X
f

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y .

The lifting q̃ is again generically finite, and dimW = dimY = dimZ, so
that q̃ must be surjective. A posteriori then W is compact Kähler and H of
finite index, so that π is a finite étale cover. Summing up, q̃ is a generically
finite surjective map, and again by construction q̃∗ : π1(Z) → π1(W ) is an
isomorphism.

To conclude: X weakly Kähler hyperbolic implies Z weakly Kähler hyper-
bolic by [BDET24, Proposition 2.29], Z weakly Kähler hyperbolic implies W
weakly Kähler hyperbolic by Remark 3.1, and W weakly Kähler hyperbolic
implies Y weakly Kähler hyperbolic by [BDET24, Proposition 2.6].

5. Toroidal compactifications of ball quotients

In this section, we exhibit a new family of natural examples of weakly
Kähler hyperbolic manifolds. To do so, let G < PU(n, 1) be a torsion free
lattice which is not cocompact. The manifold X◦ := G\Bn is thus a quasi-
projective variety that can be compactified in various ways. Two important
such compactifications are the following (for which we refer the reader to
[AMRT10, Mok12]):

(1) The Baily–Borel compactification X◦ ⊂ XBB is the normal projec-
tive variety obtained from X◦ by adding points (closing the cusps
from the differential geometric viewpoint). It is minimal in the sense
that given any normal compactification X◦ →֒ X̄ , the identity map
on X extends to a holomorphic map X̄ → XBB.

(2) The toroidal compactification X◦ ⊂ Xtor is a smooth projective vari-
ety; the boundaryXtor\X

◦ is a finite union of disjoint hypersurfaces
that are isomorphic to abelian varieties and have negative normal
bundle. Their blow-down to isolated normal singularities gives back
XBB.

Suitable toroidal compactifications of these quotients provide the exam-
ples mentioned in the introduction.
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Theorem 5.1. Up to replacing G with a finite index subgroup, the manifold
Xtor is weakly Kähler hyperbolic.

Moreover, it is not isomorphic to a modification of a Kähler hyperbolic
manifold.

Proof. According to [Zhu24, Lemma 3.2], we know that XBB is aspherical
and that π1(XBB) is Gromov-hyperbolic (this is only achieved after replacing
G with a finite index subgroup). Asphericity implies that

H2(XBB,R) = H2
(

π1(XBB),R
)

,

and according to Lemma 2.10 and Gromov-hyperbolicity of π1(XBB), we
infer that

H2(XBB,R) = V 2
hyp

(

π1(XBB)
)

.

Consider an embedding ι : XBB →֒ P
N and the contraction of the exceptional

tori π : Xtor → XBB. Since any class in H2(XBB,R) is hyperbolic, we can
pick an ample class α in P

N and pull it back via ι ◦ π to Xtor. This class
ω = (ι ◦ π)∗α is obviously big and nef and it is also hyperbolic since ι∗α is
so.

Let us now check that Xtor does not admit any modification onto a Kähler
hyperbolic manifold Z. By contradiction, suppose µ : Xtor → Z is such a
modification. Through a general point of the exceptional locus of µ there
is rational curve (which is contracted by µ), [Deb01, Proposition 1.43]; any
rational curve in Xtor is not contained in the exceptional locus of π : Xtor →
XBB since it consists of tori. Now, for the class ω above the null locus
coincide with the union of the π-exceptional tori, and any rational curve
must be contained in this null locus. The upshot is that Xtor cannot contain
any rational curve and µ must be a biholomorphism, but this is impossible
since Xtor contains tori, and Z does not, being Kähler hyperbolic.

Observe that by [Sar23, Corollary 3], Xtor has a Kähler metric with non-
positive holomorphic sectional curvature, which can be used to exclude di-
rectly the existence of rational curves in Xtor. �
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