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GROMOV’S ELLIPTICITY OF PRINCIPAL G,,-BUNDLES

SH. KALIMAN

ABSTRACT. We prove that every nontrivial principal G,,-bundle over a complete
uniformly rational variety is algebraically elliptic in the sense of Gromov.

1. INTRODUCTION

All varieties in this paper are smooth algebraic varieties defined over an algebraically
closed field k of characteristic zero. This work is continuation of | | and | ]
and, thus, we adhere to the terminology and notations of these papers (see also | ]
for the general theory of Oka manifolds and | | for recent advances in this area). In
particular, when we talk about Gromov’s ellipticity (or, ellipticity for short) we always
mean algebraic ellipticity leaving the holomorphic case aside. This enables us to use
the following advantage - the notions of algebraic Gromov’s ellipticity and subellipticity
coincide | |, while in the holomorphic case it is still an open problem. Recall that
an algebraic variety is called uniformly rational if every point in it has a Zariski open
neighborhood isomorphic to an open subset of A™ and it is still unknown whether a
smooth complete rational variety is uniformly rational (see, | , 3.5.E”], | ,
Question 1.1] and | , p- 41]). The main results of | , Theorem 3.3| are
the following.

Theorem 1.1. Fvery complete uniformly rational variety is Gromouv’s elliptic.

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a complete uniformly rational variety and D — X be an
ample or anti-ample line bundle on X with zero section Zp. Then D\ Zp is elliptic.

However, the assumption that D — X is ample or anti-ample is not necessary (e.g.,
see | , Theorem 3.8]). What is necessary, of course, is the requirement that
D — X is a nontrivial line bundle. This leads to the following.

Question 1. Let X be a complete uniformly rational variety and D — X be a non-
trivial line bundle on X with zero section Zp. Is D\ Zp elliptic?

In this paper we show that the answer to this question is positive (Theorem 6.1).
Let us briefly discuss our approach in the crucial case when X is a smooth complete
rational surface (i.e., X is Gromov’s elliptic by Theorem 1.1). Given v € X we look
for an open set B C A! and a birational morphism ¢ : B x P! — X locally invertible
at v. In particular, v is contained in C' = ¢(by x P') for some by € B. Tt follows from
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[ , Corollary 3.8] and | , Corollary 2.7] that Y admits a family of rank 1
sprays dominating on the fiber over v if the restriction of D yields a nontrivial line
bundle on C'. If this is true for every v € X, then one has subellipticity of Y. Thus,
since subellipticity implies ellipticity | | we only need to check that D|¢ is not
trivial. Letting D = O(D) for some SNC divisor D we observe that D|¢ is not trivial
if C' meets only one irreducible component H of D (where C' # H). Hence, our aim is
to find such ¢, D and H for any given v € X. The realization of this plan is executed
in Sections 3-5 (after preliminaries in Section 2) which concludes the case of surfaces.
Using induction by dimension we show in Section 6 that the same idea works in the
general case.

2. PRELIMINARIES
The following basic definitions can be found in | | and | , Definition 6.1.1].

Definition 2.1. A spray of rank r over a smooth algebraic variety X is a triple (E, p, s)
consisting of a vector bundle p: £ — X of rank r and a morphism s: £ — X such
that s|; = p|z where Z C E stands for the zero section of p. This spray is dominating
at v € X if the restriction s|g,: F, — X to the fiber £, = p~!(z) is dominant at the
origin 0, of the vector space F,. The variety X is called elliptic if it admits a spray
(E, p, s) which is dominating at each point z € X. The variety X is called subelliptic
if it admits a family of sprays (E;, p;, s;) defined over X which is dominating at each
point z € X, that is,

T.X =) dsi(Ty,, Eix) VoeX.
=1

Recall the following | , Definition 2.5| (see, also | , Definition 2.7]).

Definition 2.2. We say that a complete rational curve C' on a smooth variety X
verifies the strengthened two-orbit property at a smooth point v € C' if there exists a
pair of rank 1 sprays (E;,p;,s;) (i = 1,2) on X such that C' is covered by the one-
dimensional s;-orbits O; ,,, where s;: p;° 1(2}) — O, is a birational morphism étale over
v and (E;, p;, s;) restricts to a spray on O;, dominating at v.

If for any v € X there exists a curve C' = C, as above, then we say that X verifies
the strengthened curve-orbit property.

The reason why we need the curve-orbit property is the following | , Corollary
2.7].

Proposition 2.3. Let X be a smooth variety, o : D — X be a line bundle and Y =
D\ Zp. Suppose that

(i) X s elliptic and verifies the strengthened curve-orbit property with respect to a
covering family F of projective rational curves {C,} on X that are smooth at
v, and

(ii) o: D — X restricts to a nontrivial line bundle on each member C, of F.

Then 'Y 1is elliptic.
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The first step in the proof of Proposition 2.3 is to establish subellipticity using the
strengthened curve-orbit property and then ellipticity follows by | |-

Proposition 2.4. Let X be a smooth variety of dimensionn and B be a smooth variety
of dimension n — 1. Assume that X admits a birational morphism ¢: B x P! — X
locally invertible over a neighborhood of a point v € X. Let C' = o(b x P, b € B be
the curve containing v. Then C' verifies the strengthened two-orbit property at v.

Proof. Let v = (b, ug) where ug € P'. By | , Lemma 2.4] for every point
u € PL\ {ug} there is a rank 1 spray (E,, py,s,) on X whose restriction to C' is also
a spray such that s,|,-1.,) p, ' (v) — C is a birational morphism étale over v and the
sy-orbit is equal to (b x (P! \ {u})). This yields the desired conclusion. O

Propositions 2.3 and 2.4 imply now the following.

Corollary 2.5. Let X be a smooth complete elliptic variety, o : D — X be a line
bundle with the zero section Z, and Y = D\ Zp. Suppose that for every v € X there is
a morphism @, : B, x P! — X as in Proposition 2./ and C, be the curve @,(b, x P!)
containing v. Let the restriction of D to every curve C,, v € X be a nontrivial line
bundle. ThenY is elliptic.

3. CONTRACTIBLE GRAPHS

Let us recall first terminology and some standard facts about dual weighted graphs
of curves. Let G be a simple normal crossing (SNC) curve in a smooth surface X,
i.e., all irreducible components of GG are smooth and each of its singularities is a point
where exactly two components meet transversely. The dual graph of G is the graph
whose vertices are the irreducible components of G and the edges between the vertices
are the intersection points of these components. Assuming that G is complete one can
consider the weighted dual graph T' of G that is the dual graph of G with each vertex C
equipped with the weight equal to the selfintersection number C'- C' of this component
C'in X. A vertex C'is linear (resp. endpoint) if it has two (resp. one) neighbors in T'.
If C' has at least three neighbors it is called a branch point. A non-circular connected
graph without branch points will be called linear. Suppose that 7 : X — X is the
blowing up of a point p € G and G’ = 7~ !(G). Then G’ is again an SNC curve. If p is
the intersection of two components of G with weights w; and ws, then the graph of G’
is obtained from I' by the following change

— ,
wp W2 w;—1 -1 wy—1
while the rest of the dual graph remains the same (such change is called an inner blow-

ing up). If p is a smooth point of G located in a component with weight w, then the
dual graph of G’ is obtained from I' by the following change
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-1
407 i .
w —w
The latter change is called an outer blowing up and unlike the inner blowing up it does
not describe the curve G’ uniquely since one needs to indicate the point of w at which
the blowing up occurs. The contraction of a (—1)-component E in G also preserves
SNC type, provided that E is not a branch point. In this case the image of G has the
dual graph obtained from I" by reversion of the above diagrams. A dual graph is called
contractible if such contractions can reduce it to an empty graph.

Notation 3.1. From now on by A7, we denote an affine space A" equipped with

a coordinate system (uy, ..., u,).

yeeeylUn,

Lemma 3.2. Let I' be a contractible linear graph with a unique (—1)-vertex E and C' be
a neighbor of E inT'. Then T" is the dual graph of the minimal resolution = : W — Aivy
of the indeterminacy points of a rational function y™/z* where k and m > 1 are
relatively prime. Furthermore, there are relatively prime [ and n and a neighborhood
U~ Afw of ENC in W such that ENU and C NU are coordinate azes and (u,v)
coincides with (y™/x*, x™ [y') or (a* /y™ y'/a™).

Proof. We use induction on the number of vertices. Note that every weighted linear
contractible graph with E as an endpoint must be of the form

Cl CQ Ck
o o -

-1 =2 —2

This is exactly the resolution graph of indeterminacies of 4™ /2* when m = 1. Note that
each point C;NCjy; has a neighborhood in W isomorphic to A2 on which the functions
k171 /y and y/2*~? yield a coordinate system. For k,m > 1 denote now by C; and
(5 the neighbors of E. Denote their proper transforms in the image W’ of W after the
contraction of F by Cf and C} and the new dual graph by I''. Note that one of them
(say, C1) is a (—1)-vertex, while the weight of C} is at most —2 to guarantee further
contraction. By the induction assumption one can suppose that I"” is the minimal
resolution W’ — A? of the indeterminacy points of a function y’/x%. Furthermore,
there is a neighborhood of the point C] NC% in W’ isomorphic to A? equipped with the
coordinate system (u,v) = (y? /2%, 2" /y') (vesp. (u,v) = (2'/y?,y!/a™)) with C] given
locally by v = 0 and the matrix

gl
1
) -
having the determinant +1 (this assumption is obvious in the case m = 1). The blowing

up of W' at O} N CY produces E and resolves indeterminacy of u/v = y/*!/z**". Note
that the assumption on the matrix in Formula (1) implies that m = j+[ and k =i+n



GROMOV’S ELLIPTICITY OF PRINICPAL G,,-BUNDLES 5

are relatively prime and the determinants of the matrices

(2) {‘?le l}and{‘?—i_l ‘7}
1+n n 1+Mn 1

are 1. Note also that (u,v/u) (resp. (v,u/v)) is a local coordinate system in a
neighborhood of Cy N E (resp. Cy N E). This concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.3. Let 1 < m < k. Note that one of the matrices in Formula (2) has
determinant 1. Thus, one can always find a neighbor C' of E in I' and natural n and
[ such that kl — mn = 1 and ' is obtained by inner blowing ups from the dual graph
[’y of the minimal resolution of the indeterminacy points of the function y'/2™ with
the proper transform of C' being the only (—1)-vertex in I'g. Actually, the same claim
remains true in the cascof m=1and k > 1ifonelet n =k — 1 and [ = 1 where in
the case of k = m = 1 one has to use the proper transform of the y-axis instead of C.

Lemma 3.4. Let the notation of Remark 5.5 hold. Then the functions x*/y™ and
y'/a™ form a coordinate system in a neighborhood of the point C N E with C and E
being the coordinate axes.

Proof. As we stated in Lemma 3.2 either (a) the functions z* /y™ and 3'/2" or (b) the
functions y™ /2% and 2" /y' form a coordinate system in a neighborhood of C'N E with
C and E being the coordinate axes. However, (y™/x*)!(z"/y")™ = x~!. Since the lift
of = to a neighborhood of C'N E is regular we see that (b) is impossible which yields
the desired conclusion. OJ

Lemma 3.5. Let I' be a connected contractible (not necessarily linear) weighted graph
such that it has only one (—1)-vertex E. ThenT" contains n—1 branch points By, ..., E,_1
such that

(1) each of them has exactly three neighbors;

(2) every E; is contained in a linear subgraph T'; of T' such that after changing the
weight of E; to -1 this subgraph becomes a weighted graph from Lemma 5.2 with m, k >
2;

(3) every E; has a neighbor which is an endpoint of I';y1 where T',, is as in Lemma
3.2 (in particular, it contains E ).

Proof. We use induction by n. If n = 1, then I' is linear and the conclusion follows from
Lemma 3.2. Assume that the statement is true for n — 1 and we want to prove it for
n. To get I' contracted one needs to contract I',, since otherwise the branch point F,,_;
prevents further contraction. By Lemma 3.2 T, is of the desired form. Contracting
I',, one changes the weight of F,_; and this weight must become -1 to proceed with
contraction. Hence, the induction assumption yields the desired conclusion. O

Proposition 3.6. Let v : X — Xq be a proper birational morphism of smooth complete
rational surfaces and H C X be a smooth irreducible curve such that qo = ¥(H) is a
singleton. Then ¥ = po 6 where § : X — X isa morphism into a smooth complete
rational surface X and e X > Xoisa morphism such that the restriction of p over
X \ qo is an isomorphism and the dual graph T of G = pu~*(qo) is of the same form
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as in Lemma 3.5 with H = 0(H) being the only (—1)-vertex. Furthermore, ju can be
presented as a composition of morphisms iy @ X[, — X[, 1 = 0,...,n — 1 with
X = X! and X}, = X, such that each p; has a connected exceptional divisor whose dual
graph is T';.

Proof. Note that X is obtained by a sequence of blowing up of a finite set in X
and infinitely near points. Choose in this sequence the smallest subsequence R which
generates a proper transform H of H in a surface X over X,. That is, 1 factors through
a proper birational morphism  : X — X, with a connected contractible exceptional
divisor G which contains H as an irreducible component. Now the first statement is
the consequence of the following.

Claim. The dual graph I' of GG is a contractible graph with H being a unique (—1)-
vertex. Indeed, every (—1)-vertex in I' appears in this sequence R of blowing ups
only after the proper transforms of its neighbors have been already created (otherwise,
the weight of this vertex cannot be —1). This implies that I cannot contain linear
(—1)-vertices except for H since otherwise R is not the smallest subsequence. Hence,
I satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.5 and we have the first statement.

The second statement is automatic for n = 1. Hence, in the general case contracting
the components corresponding to the vertices of I',, in X we get the desired conclusion
by induction. O

4. LOCAL COORDINATE SYSTEMS

The following fact is well-known and the author does not know to whom its original
proof has to be attributed.

Lemma 4.1. Let Xy be a smooth complete rational surface and gy € Xo. Then there
1s a neighborhood of qo in X isomorphic to the affine plane.

Proof. Recall that a variety Y belongs to class A if every point in Y has a neighborhood
isomorphic to an affine space (see, | , Definition 2.3]). Any variety obtained by
blowing up of Y at a point is still in class Ay | , Section 3.5D]. In particular, every
smooth complete rational surface X belongs to class Ag since such surface is obtained
from P? or a Hirzebruch surface by consequent blowing up of points O]

Lemma 4.2. Let 7 : X — Xy be a proper morphism of smooth projective rational
surfaces such that its restriction is an isomorphism over Xg \ qo for some qo € Xy and
the weighted dual graph Ty of 7= '(qo) is the graph of the minimal resolution of inde-
terminacy point of a rational function of the form x* /y™ where m and k are relatively
prime. Let C,, be the vertex in I'y that is the proper transform of the exceptional divisor
C of the blowing up 7 : X — X, of Xo at qo. Let Uy ~ Aio,yo be an open subset of

Xo with the origin at qo and H be the proper transform in X of the xg-axis Hy C Uy.
Suppose that the graph TT of n=1(Hy) is of the form

H C 0y C,

o ’e)
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where Cy, ..., C, are the irreducible components of 7 1(qo). Then 7 coincides with the
minimal resolution of indeterminacy of xf /yi* at qo and m < k.

Proof. The graph of 77!(Hj) is a linear graph consisting of C and the proper transform
H of Hy. To obtain I'f one has to use only inner blowing ups in this graph starting
with the blowing up of the point H NC. This implies that 7 is uniquely determined by
I';. Hence, 7 coincides either with the minimal resolution of indeterminacy of yJ*/zf or
of y¥ /xi where m < k. However, in the latter case H meets C,,, whereas it is supposed
to meet C;. Thus, n = 1 which implies m = k = 1 and concludes the proof. O

Definition 4.3. (1) For ¢ € k and (¢, yo) as in Lemma 4.2 a local coordinate system
of the form (zy + ¢, yo) will be called a bottom coordinate system for m: X — Xj.

(2) By Lemma 3.4 for some relatively prime n and [ the lift of zf /yi® and v} /2§ to
X yields a coordinate system (x1,%;) on an open subset U; ~ A? of X such that i,
vanishes on the only (—1)-vertex of I'y. We call (1 + ¢, y1) a top coordinate system for
m: X — Xg.

Remark 4.4. (i) There is some freedom in the choice of a bottom coordinate system.
Indeed, if one replaced yo by yo + ax), where a € k and [ is sufficiently large, then the
proper transform of the new xg-axis will still meet C;. Similarly, one can replace xy by
xo + byo, b € k. Hence, we can assume that every given finite subset M of Uy \ {qo}
does not meet the coordinate axis.

(ii) A neighborhood Uy ~ Aimyo of ¢ as in Lemma 4.2 always exists whenever k
and m are relatively prime. Indeed, a neighborhood U, isomorphic to an affine plane
always exists by Lemma 4.1. Consider now a smooth curve H' C X meeting C,
transversely. Then the proper transform H) C X, of H contains ¢y and it is smooth
since contractions preserve SNC type of curves. Choosing a coordinate system (zg, yo)
on Uy such that Hy is tangent to H|, at go with sufficiently high order we see that the
graph of 77 }(Hy) has the desired form. Using the similar argument we can alway find
a smooth affine line Fy C X, such that the graph of 7=!(F}) is linear with the proper
transform of Fy meeting C,,.

Lemma 4.5. Let 7 : X — Xy be a proper morphism of smooth projective rational
surfaces such that its restriction is an isomorphism over Xy \ qo for some qo € X,
and the dual graph Ty of 7=1(qo) is the graph of a minimal resolution of indeterminacy
point of a rational function of the form z*/y™ where k and m are relatively prime.
Let Uy ~ Aiwo be an open subset of Xo with the origin at qo such that the graph of
w1 (Hy) is linear where Hy is the xg-axis. Then m can be presented as a composition
of morphisms v; : X; — X;_1,i=1,..., N with X = Xy such that

(i) the restriction of v; is an isomorphism over X; 1\ {qi_1} for some ¢;_1 € X; 1
and the exceptional divisor v; ' (¢i—1) contains only one (—1)-curve H;;

(i) there is an open subset U; ~ Ai,yi of X; such that q; € H; and y; vanishes on
H,NU; fori < N;

(iii) (xs,yi) 1s a bottom coordinate system for v; 1 and a top coordinate system v;;
i.€., Vir1 1S the minimal resolution of indeterminacy points of a function of the form
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(z; — ;)% Jyl" where ¢; is the x;-coordinate of q; and, furthermore, m; = k; = 1 for
1 < N —2, while my_1 < ky_1;
(iv) Hy coincides with the only irreducible component E of n=1(qo) with selfinter-

section —1.

Proof. Let C,...,C, be as in Lemma 4.2. If the proper transform H of Hy meets C',
then the conclusion follows from Lemma 4.2 with 7 = v4. In particular, this is true
when the length n of 'y is 1, i.e., Cy = C), and 7 is the blowing up of X, at ¢o. Hence,
we suppose that H meets C,, and use induction on n. Let 14 : X; — X be the blowing
up of qo, i.e., Hy = v;*(qo) is the proper transform of C,,. Then (xq, ) is the bottom
coordinate system for 1y and m = vy o m; where the restriction of m; : X — X is an
isomorphism over X \ {¢;} for some ¢ € H;. Note that we have a top coordinate
system (x1, ;) for H; with origin at ¢; (in particular, y; vanishes on Hy). Note also that
the graph IV obtained by removing C,, and its adjacent edge from I'y is a contractible
graph which unique (—1)-vertex is still £. Furthermore, this graph is the dual graph
of 7 *(q1). Since its length is n — 1 we are done by the induction assumption. ([l

Proposition 4.6. Let p : X = Xo, ¢ € Xo, and piv1: X = X, i=1,...,n—1
be as in Proposition 3.6. Let (xg,%0) be a bottom coordinate system on A? ~ Uy C X
for uy : X] — X with the origin at qo. Then p can be presented as a composition of
morphisms v; : X; — X;_1,1=1,..., N with X = Xy such that

(i) the restriction of v; is an isomorphism over X;_1 \ {q;_1} for some q¢;—1 € X;_4
and the exceptional divisor of v; contains only one (—1)-curve H;;

(i) there is an open subset U; ~ Aihyi of X; such that q; € U; N H; and y; vanishes
on H; NU; fori < N;

(iil) each v;iq is the minimal resolution of indeterminacy points of a function of the
form (x; — ;)% [y where ¢; is the x;-coordinate of ¢; and m; < k;.

Proof. It n =1, then we are done by Lemma 4.5. Otherwise, let 11 = p; and consider
the top coordinate system (x1,y;) of uy associated with (zg,yo). In particular, y;
vanishes on the (—1)-vertex H] of the exceptional divisor of u;. Let I and T; be as
in Proposition 3.6. The smallest subgraph of I' consisting of the proper transform of
Hj and all vertices of I'y is linear. Thus, we can decompose j5 as in Lemma 4.5 using
(1,y1) as the bottom coordinate system in the first factor of the decomposition. Now
the induction yields the desired conclusion. ([l

Lemma 4.7. Let the assumptions of Proposition /.6 hold, Hy be the xq-coordinate in
Us, and Uy ~ Azo,go be an open subset of Xo with the origin at qu and iy vanishing
on Hy N UO, i.e., (Zo,%0) is another bottom coordinate system for vy : X1 — Xp.
Let Aiy ~ UZ C X, and é; have the same meaning for (Zo,4o) as U; and ¢; for
(xo,y0). Let a be an automorphism of Xy such that a(q) = qo, a(Uy) = Us, and
a*((Zo,90)) = (xo(1 4+ p(xo,v0)), yo(1 + q(x0,v0))) where p and q are rational functions
on Uy ~ Aio,yo that are reqular in a neighborhood of the origin and vanish at the origin.
Then for every i > 1 one has ¢; = ¢; and there exists an automorphism «; of X; such

that o;(U;) = U; and v;o...ovjoq; =qoy;0...0U.
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Proof. Recall that z, = zf/yd,v1 = vbh/xl, &1 = &5 /4 and §; = 4}/%0 where ki —
mn = 1. In particular, (zo,yo) = (2 y}", 27yF). Then

o (1) = 31 (1 + filzo,yo)) = a1 (1 + fu(@iyl", 2t)) = 21 (1 + pa(w1,31))

and

o (41) = y1(1 + g1(z0,%0)) = 1 (1 + gr (2o, 27yr)) = v (1 + @ (21, 91))

where f; and ¢, are rational functions regular at the origin and vanishing at it. Since
k,m > 0 we see that p; and ¢, are rational functions regular on the x;-axis in U; ~
Ail " and vanishing on it. Hence, ¢; = ¢; and for the lift oy : X7 — X; of a one has

Ozl(Ul) U1 and

a1 ((z1,91)) = (1(1+pi(z, v1), (L4 qu(w1,91)))

Let (Z1,91) = (x1 — c1,y1) and (%1,%1) = (&1 - ¢1,91). Since both pl(xl,yl))~ and
¢1(z1,y1)) vanish on the zj-axis we see that a*(Z1) = Z1(1 + p1(Z1,71)) and a*(4;) =
91(1 + ¢1(Z1,71)) where p; and ¢ vanish at the origin. Thus, replacing (xg, ) and
(i, dj0) with (Z1,71) and (Zy,7), respectively, and using the induction on N we get
the desired conclusion. OJ

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.7 we have the following.

Proposition 4.8. Let the assumptions of Lemma 4.7 hold, R be the closure of Uo \
w(Ux) and R be the closure of Uy \ u(Uy). Then a(R) = R.

5. THE CASE OF SURFACES
Let us fix notations for the rest of this section.

Notation 5.1. (1) Let Q' = P! x P! be the quadric that is the natural completion of
AZ . Let By = {y = b} and F, = {z = a} where a,b € P'. Let ¢, = Fj N Ej and
= F,NE_. By Q, C Q we denote the union of Aiy and the germ (Q',pl.). We
consider also the quadric Q" that is the natural completion of AZt and suppose that
E!, F! Q! q) and pj; have the same meaning for Q" as Ej, F! Q., ¢, and pj for ).
(2) Let m and k be relatively prime natural numbers with m < k. We suppose that
n and [ are as in Remark 3.3. In particular, Kl —mn = 1. By x : Q" --» Q' we denote
the rational map that extends the morphism AZ, — A2 (s, t) — (s't™, s"tF) (ie.,

T,y
X(s,t) = (st t) form =k =1).

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ € k and « be the automorphism of Q' whose restriction to Ai’y s
given by (z,y) — (v + ¢, y). Then ao x|gr yields a morphism x. : Q) — Q..

Proof. Since the restriction of « yields an automorphism of ), it suffices to consider
the case ¢ = 0. Note that p/_ is contained a neighborhood isomorphic to Aiy where
(Z,9) = (1/z,1/y) and the union of this neighborhood with A2 contains @,. There is
the similar neighborhood A?; of p/, whose union with A?, contains Q/ where (8,) =
(1/s,1/t). The formula for7x in Notation 5.1 implies that x is regular on Agi and
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X(A;g) C A2, (more precisely, X|A§7£ is given by (8,1) +— (§4™, §"t*F)). Thus, Yy is
regular on Q7 and x(Q”) C @, which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 5.3. Let 7: Q — Q.. be the minimal resolution of indeterminacy points of the
function (z — ¢)* /y™ at . and E be the only (—1)-component in 7~ (q.).

(1) Let k > 1. Then there is a morphism X. : Q7 — Q such that Y. = 7o X. and the
restriction of X, to A2, is an embedding. Furthermore, X.(E{ \ {q%}) C E and there
is an irreducible component C' of 7 1(¢.) meeting E such that X.(F \ {pl}) c C.

(2) If k = m = 1, then the same conclusion holds if one replaces C' with the proper
transform of F. in Q.

Proof. Let Xo : Q" --» @ be the lift of y.. Note that s = x*((z — ¢)*/y™) and
t = x:(y'/(z — c)"). Hence, (1) follows from Lemma 3.4. The similar argument works
for (2) with s = x*((z — ¢)/y) and t = x*(y). Since the restriction of 7 over @’ \ {¢.}
is an isomorphism we have the regularity of x. which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 5.4. Let X be a smooth complete rational surface, Uy ~ Aio,yo be an open

subset of X, and ¢ = (c,0) € Uy. Let v : X = X be the minimal resolution of
indeterminacy of the function (zo—c)k /yi at q, that is, (zo,yo) is a bottom coordinate

system for v and we have a top coordinate system (x1,y1) on an open subset Uy ~ Aihyl

ofX as in Definition 4.3. Suppose that ¢ : Q. — X is a morphism such that its
restriction to Aiy yields the isomorphism Ai’y — Aio,yo for which p*(xo,y0) = (z,y).

Then there is a morphism ¢ : Q7 — X such that its restriction yields an isomorphism
A2, — Uy with &*(z1,y1) = (s,1).

Proof. Let the notations of Lemmas 5.3 hold. Then there is a commutative diagram

R R

Q. = X.

Recall that s = y*((z — ¢)*/y™) and t = x:(y'/(x — c)"). Hence, s = (¢ 0 xc)*((wo —
c)¥/ym) and t = (pox.)*(yh/(ro—c)™). By Definition 4.3 we can suppose that (z1,y;) =
v (g — )%yt ub /(xg — ¢)™). Let ¢ := ko X, : Q" — X. Then the commutativity of
the diagram implies that ¢*(z1,y1) = (s,t) and we have the desired conclusion. O

Proposition 5.5. Let the assumptions of Proposition 3.6 hold with Xg = Q" and H
being an irreducible component in a complete connected SNC curve D C X. Suppose
that v; + X; — X;_1 and U; ~ Ai,yi,i = 1,..., N are as in Proposition /.0, i.e.,
Xy=X. Let W(D) be a finite subset of Uy and qo = ¥(H) be the origin in Ai’y cq.
Suppose also that (x,y) coincides with (xg,y0). Then replacing H, if necessary, by
another irreducible component of D one can find a morphism oy : Q! — Xy such that
its restriction yields an isomorphism A%, — Uy ~ A2 = for which o (zn,yn) = (s,1)
and 0(D) is the union of the curve Hy = 0(H) and a finite subset.
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Proof. Let 1~ '(qo) contain the proper transform H of an irreducible component of
D different from H. Contracting Hy and some other irreducible components in the
weighted dual graph T’ of u~!(qy) we obtain another contractible graph [ with the
proper transform of H as the only (—1)-vertex. Note that we have a morphism f :
X — X, such that @ factors through i and [ is the weighted dual graph of i (qo).
Since the replacement of Hy and p by H and ji reduces the number of vertices in dual
graphs we can asssume from the beginning that H is the only irreducible component of
D whose proper transform is contained in g 1(qo). Let ¢o : Q. — X, be the identity
isomorphism, i.e., ¢i(zo, yo) = (z,y). By Lemma 5.4 we have morphism ¢; : Q) — X3
such that ¢f(z1,11) = (s,t). Note that by our assumption unless N = 1 none of the
irreducible components of ; *(go) is the proper transform of an irreducible component
of D. Proceeding by induction we get a morphism ¢y : Q" — Xy such that none of
the irreducible components of ~1(qo) but Hy is the proper transform of irreducible
components of D and ¢} (xy,yn) = (s,t) which is the desired conclusion. O

Proposition 5.6. Let the assumptions of Proposition 5.5 hold and p be invertible over
a neighborhood of a point v € Ay x Ay C Uy. The one can suppose that

(1) pn(PL) is a general point of Xy ;
(ii) vy = p~*(vo) is contained in A x A C Uy.
Proof. Let o : Xo — Xq be given by
ax by

) = (&,9)
where a and b are general elements of k. Then Aﬁwjo ~ U, is an open subset of X,
containing vy and (Zy, §o) is another bottom coordinate system for 14 : X7 — X,. Let
i U; have the same meaning as in Lemma 4.7, R be the closure of Uy \ u(Uy),
and R be the closure of Uy \ p(Uy). By Proposition 4.8 a~'(R) = R. Since a and
b are general a~!(vg) is a general point of Uy. In particular, a~!(vy) does not belong
to R which implies (ii). Since a(p”.) is a general point of Uy we have also (i) which
concludes the proof. O

a(fv,y)Z(a_x,b_y

In the next lemmas we shall justify the assumptions of Propositions 5.5 and 5.6

Lemma 5.7. Let ¢ : X — P" be a birational morphism of smooth complete varieties,
v € X, and v be invertible over a neighborhood of vy = ¥ (v). Let D be a nontrivial
line bundle on X and D be a divisor in X such that D = Ox(D). Suppose that the
pushforward of D generates a nontrivial line bundle on P™. Then for an appropriate
choice of D there is a birational morphism ¢ : B x P* — X such that

(i) @ is locally invertible over a neighborhood of v;

(ii) there is a general point o of some irreducible component of D such that each
curve p(b x P'), b € B meets D at o only and the intersection of this curve and D is
transversal;

(iii) the restriction of D to (b x P) is a nontrivial line bundle.

Proof. Let L be a hyperplane in P" that does not contain vg. One can choose a
rational function f on P" with a divisor T such that T+ ¥,D = mL. Note that
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O(D) = O(y*(T) + D). Hence, we can suppose that 1,D = mL. By the assumption
m # 0. Choose a general point o in L and a general hyperplane P*~! in P*. Then for
A"~1 C P"! one can consider the set of lines each of which pass through o’ and a point
of A"!. This set generates a morphism ¢y : A"~ ! x P! — P". Since o’ is general we
can suppose that ¢ is invertible over a neighborhood of the line ¢g(by X P') containing
vp. Thus, 1 is invertible over (B x P!) for some open subset B C A"~! containing by.
The lift of @o|pxpr to X yields ¢ : B x P! — X such that ever curve ¢(b x P!) meets
D only at a general point in the proper transform H of L. Hence, the restriction of D
to ¢(b x P!) is a nontrivial line bundle which concludes the proof. 0J

Lemma 5.8. Let 3: Y — P? be a birational morphism from a smooth complete surface
Y such that it is invertible over a neighborhood of ug € P2. Let T be a complete SNC
curve in'Y such that u = 7 (ug) ¢ T and B(T) is finite. Then there is a commutative
diagram

A

X =Y
3) L It
Q/ _:/_) ]P>2

where X is a smooth complete rational surface, the morphisms 1 and \ are birational
and A is locally invertible over a neighborhood of {u}UT. Furthermore, one can suppose
that ¢ : X — Xy = Q' satisfies the assumptions of Propositions 5.6 with D = \7*(T),
and vg = (A1 (u)).

Proof. Let L be a general line in P2. Then L does not contain uy and the set M, C P?

of points over which 3 is not invertible (note that 5(T) C My). Thus, U = P2\ L is
a neighborhood of uy isomorphic to Aio,yo. Let F' be any irreducible component of 7T'.
Then [ admits a decomposition as in Proposition 3.6 with ) : X — X, and H replaced
by 8:Y — P? and F. Consequently, 5 admits a decomposition as in Proposition 4.6
with (xg, 7o) having the same meaning as the bottom coordinate system in Proposition
4.6. By Remark 4.4 the coordinate system (z, yo) can be chosen so that ug € Aj < A; .
Choosing )’ as the natural completion of Aiwo we get the birational map v : Q' --» P?
which gives rise to commutative diagram in (3) with A being a rational map. However,
resolving the indeterminacy points of A (which are located in $71(L)) we can suppose
that A\ is a morphism. Let H be the proper transform of F' in X. By construction all
the assumption of Proposition 5.5 for ¢ : X — @', H, D, vy, and (z,yo) are valid. By

Proposition 5.6 we have the desired conclusion. O]

Proposition 5.9. Let the assumptions and conclusions of Lemma 5.8 hold and M be
a finite subset of X that does not contain v = A\~Y(u). Then there is an irreducible
component H in D and a birational morphism ¢ : B x P! — X such that

(i) ¢ is locally invertible over a neighborhood of v;

(ii) there is a general point o € H such that for every b € B the curve o(b x P')
meets D at o only and the intersection of (b x P) and H is transversal;

(iii) the image of ¢ does not meet M.
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Proof. Recall that we have a decomposition ¢ = p o 0 as in Propositions 3.6 and 4.6
where 0 : X — X = Xy and i Xy — Q. Furthermore, there is an irreducible
component H of D such that #(D) is contained in the union of the curve Hy = 6(H)
and the set My of points over which 6 is not invertible. By Lemma 5.8 and Propositions
5.5-5.6 Uyx contains vy = pu'(vy) = 6(v) and we have a morphism ¢y : Q7 — Xy
invertible over Uy where Uy is the isomorphic image of Ag,t under ¢py. Since v is
invertible over vy, 6 is invertible over vy and, thus, vy does not belong to the finite set
M’ = MyUO(M). Let M" = o (M')NA2, and vy = pn (s, to) where by Proposition
5.6 (so,t0) € AX x A¥. Consider all a,b and ¢ € k for which the image of the morphism
Yape : AL = Q! 2z — (a + bz + ¢2%,2) contains (sp,%p). Note that for any point
(s1,t1) # (S0,t0) in AZ, and a € k one can choose b and ¢ such that the image of
Yab,c does not contain (s1,%;). In particular, we can suppose that for a general ay and
some pair (bg, ¢p) the image of 7,4, py.c, does not meet M”. Hence, for an appropriate
neighborhood B C A' of by we have a morphism Bx Al — AZ,, (b, z) — (ap+bz+coz, 2)
invertible over (sg, tg) such that its image image does not meet M”. This map extends
to a morphism v : BxP! — Q" such that y(Bxoo) = p/.. Note that ¢yoy(BxP!) does
not meet M’ since the restriction of ¢y to AZ, is an isomorphism onto Uy and @y (p,)
is a general point of Xy by Proposition 5.6. Furthermore, every curve ¢y o (b x P1)
meets Hy transversely and at one general point only since every curve (b x P!) meets
the s-axis transversely and only at the point with s-coordinate ay. Since the image of
N o7 does not meet My we see that oy o admits a lift ¢ : B x P! — X such that
(i)-(iii) hold. Hence, we are done. O

Lemma 5.10. Let 7 : X — X and ¢ : B x P! — X be birational morphisms of
smooth varieties such m is locally invertible over a neighborhood of v € X, v = 1= 1(v)
1s contained in the image of ¢ and ¢ s locally invertible over a neighborhood of v. Let
D be a line bundle on X and D = 7*D. Suppose that forb € B such that v € o(bx P)
the restriction of D to o(b x PY) is a nontrivial line bundle. Then there exists ¢ :
B x P! — X locally invertible over a neighborhood of v such that the restriction of D
to (b x PY) is a nontrivial line bundle.

Proof. Put ¢ = mop. Note that if the restriction of D to @(bxP1) is a trivial line bundle,
then so is the restriction of D to ¢(s x P'). This yields the desired conclusion. 0J

Theorem 5.11. Let X be a smooth complete rational surface and D be a nontrivial
line bundle on X with zero section Z. Then D\ Z is elliptic.

Proof. Recall that X is of class Ay (e.g., see the proof of Lemma 4.1) and, hence,
X is elliptic since every variety of class Ag is elliptic | , Section 3.5|. Thus,
by Corollary 2.5 it suffices to show that for every v € X one can find a birational
morphism ¢ : B x P!' — X invertible over a neighborhood of v such that for by € B
with v € ¢(by X P') the restriction of D to p(by x P!) is a nontrivial line bundle. Let
U ~ A? be a neighborhood of v in X. Letting IP? be a completion of U we have a rational
map 3 : X --» P? which is regular and invertible over U. Resolving indeterminacy
points of this map we get a morphism X — P? invertible over U. By Lemma 5.10 we
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can suppose that X = X , that is [ is regular. By Lemma 5.7 we can assume that
B(supp D) is finite for some SNC divisor D such that D = O(D). Hence, we have
a morphism v : X — @' as in Lemma 5.8. By Proposition 5.9 there is a birational
morphism ¢ : B x P! — X as in Proposition 5.9 such that the curve ¢(by x P!) passing
through v meets only one irreducible component H of D. Hence, the restriction of D
to (0 x P1) is a nontrivial line bundle which yields the desired conclusion. U

6. MAIN THEOREM
The aim of this section is the following.

Theorem 6.1. Let X be a complete uniformly rational variety and D — X be a
nontrivial line bundle on X with zero section Zp. ThenY =D\ Zp is elliptic.

By Corollary 2.5 it suffices to show that for every v € X one can find a smooth
variety B and a birational morphism ¢ : B x P! — X invertible over a neighborhood
of v such that for by € B with v € ¢(by x P!) the restriction of D to ¢(by x P!) is a
nontrivial line bundle. To establish this fact we need to check the following property
for every v € X.

Definition 6.2. Let X be a smooth complete rational variety, v be a point in X with
a neighborhood isomorphic to an open subset of A™ (which is automatic in the case
when X is uniformly rational), and D be a nontrivial line bundle on X. We say that
the triple (X, D, v) has P-property if there is an SNC divisor D’ such that D = Ox(D’)
and either

(a)  there is a morphism of X onto P such that its restriction to a neighborhood
of v is an embedding and the pushforward of D’ is not a principal divisor on P", or,
otherwise,

(b)  there is a birational morphism ¢ : B x P! — X invertible over a neighborhood
of v such that p(B x P') meets D’ at a general point o of one irreducible component
H of D' only and the intersection of every curve ¢(b x P!), b € B and H at this point
is transversal.

In fact, we do not need to establish this property for every triple as in Definition
6.2 since by Lemma 5.10 we can replace (X, D,v) by (X, D, ) where 7: X — X is a
proper birational morphism from a smooth variety X invertible over a neighborhood of
v, D =7D, and ¥ = 771 (v). Furthermore, by Lemma 5.7 and Corollary 2.5, Theorem
6.1 is valid under the assumption (a) of Definition 6.2. Thus, we suppose further that
there is a birational morphism 6 : X — P™ invertible over a neighborhood of 6(v) such
that 6(supp D’) is contained in the indeterminacy set of §7!.

Lemma 6.3. One can suppose that there is a P'-bundle pr : Q — S over S ~ P!
and a proper birational morphism o : X — @ such that for the composition o = proq :
X — S one has the following

(i) a(supp D) is contained in the indeterminacy set P of o
of pr is contained in P;

L and none of the fibers
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(ii) there is a neighborhood W C S\pr(P) of so = o(v) for which 0|,y : 0/ (W) —
W is a P'-bundle:
(iii) pr has two disjoint section S and Sy.

Proof. Let P be the indeterminacy set of #~!. We consider a general line L through
vg = O(v) in P" (in particular, L does not meet P), a general point py € L, and a
general hyperplane S ~ P"~! through vy in P*. Let v : Q — P" be the blowing up of
P" at py. Then one has the natural morphism pr : Q — S which is a P!-bundle. By
Lemma 5.10 we can replace X with its blowing up X at 6~(py) (and we also replace v
by its preimage in this blowmg up). This yields the morphism « : X — Q. Note that
the indeterminacy set P of o~ comades with y~!(P). Since L does not meet P there
is a neighborhood W C S\ pr(P) of pr(vg) such that pr=*(WW)N P = (). Consequently,
0lo-1wy : 07 (W) — W is a P!-bundle. Since py ¢ P the exceptional divisor of v does
not meet P. Hence, none of the fibers of pr is contained in P because the exceptional
divisor is a section Sy of the P!-bundle (the other section S is generated by S). This
concludes the proof. O

Lemma 6.4. One can also suppose that there is a P'-bundle pr : Q — S over a smooth
complete rational variety S and a proper birational morphism o : X — Q) such that for
the composition o = proa : X — S one has the following

(i) a(supp D) is contained in the indeterminacy set P of a~t, dim o(H) =n —2 for
every irreducible component H of D = a~Y(P), and none of the fibers of pr is contained
m P;

(i) the restriction of o over a neighborhood W C S of sy = o(v) is P'-bundle,
o tW)ND =0, and W is isomorphic to a subset of P"71;

(iii) pr has two disjoint section S and Sy.

Proof. Let o : X — @, 0 X — 5, pr: @ — 5, and P be as in Lemma 6.3. Let
7:8 = Sbea proper birational morphism from a smooth variety S, X =X xg8,
and Q = Q x5 S. Let o : X — S, pry : X - X, prg Q — Q be the natural
projections and & : X — Q be the birational morphism induced by «. By Raynaud’s
flattening theorem 7 : S — S can be chosen such that § is flat. Furthermore, since
is flat over sy = p(v) we can suppose that 7 is invertible over a neighborhood W of s
inS | , Chapter 4, Theorem 1|. Thus, the restriction of pry over W is invertible
and, in particular it is invertible over neighborhood of v € o '(W). Let P be the
indeterminacy set of &1, that is, P C prél(P). Since @ is smooth every irreducible
component H of D = & '(P) is a hypersurface in X by van der Waerden’s theorem
(e.g., | , Chap. II, Section 7.3|). Hence, §(H) must have dimension n — 2 since
each fiber of ¢ is one-dimensional because of flatness. By Lemma 6.3 (i) pr—'(s) \ P
is a nonempty open subset of pr—'(s) ~ P! for every s € S. Hence, pr—'(s) \ P is a
nonempty open subset of pr ~1(s) for every 5 € S. Thus, none of the fibers of pr is
contained in P. By Lemma 5.10 we can replace X by X (and v by pry % (v)) which
yields the desired conclusion, since (iii) follows from Lemma 6.3 (iii). O
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Lemma 6.5. Let the notations of Lemma 6.4 hold and F be an irreducible component
of T'= o(D). Suppose that property P is true for the triple (S, Os(F),so). Then there
is @ morphism ¢ : B x P* — S invertible over a neighborhood of sy such that the set
F (B xPY) consists of general points of F' and at one of them o the intersection of
every curve p(b x PY), b € B and F is transversal.

Proof. Let Z be a proper closed subset of F'. Recall that we have a morphism 7 : S —
P"~! locally invertible over a neighborhood of 7(sg). Let Z' = w(Z). If F' = n(F) is a
hypersurface in P"~!, then consider a general point o' in F’\ Z’, a neighborhood B of
7(s0) in a hyperplane L ~ P"~2 of P"~! containing 7(so) but not o', and the set of lines
passing through o’ and the points of B. One can choose B such that this set generates
a morphism 1 : B x P! — P"~! and none of these lines meets Z’. Since o’ is a general
point of F’ the morphism 7 is invertible over a neighborhood of the line through m(s)
and o/. Hence, for an appropriate B we can suppose that ¢ admits a lift to .S which is
a desired morphism ¢ : B x P! — S. If dim F’ < n — 3, then the desired conclusion
follows from the assumption (b) of property P and we are done. O

For a smooth irreducible subvariety C' of codimension at least 2 in a smooth variety
Y we denote by Blg Y the blowing up of Y along C. If Y is a variety over V' (that is,
we have a morphism §: Y — V) and F' is a hypersurface in V' such that g(C) = F
and S|¢ : C' — F is an unramified covering, then we call C' a multisection over F'.

Lemma 6.6. Let o : Y' — Y = V xP! be a proper morphism of smooth n-dimensional
varieties, pr : Yy — V be the natural projection, p = proc, and F be a hypersurface in
V' such that the restriction of a over V' \ F is invertible. Then one can find an open
subset V* of V with a nonempty smooth F* = V* N F such that a|y-1y+) 1 07/ (V*) —
pr=Y(V*) is a composition of blowing ups v; : Y; = Blg, | Y; 1 = Y, 1, i=1,....N
(where Yy = pr=1(V*) and Yy = 07 Y(V*)) such that C;_y is a multisection over F*.
Furthermore, o~ (F*) is an SNC' divisor with every point in o~ *(F*) contained in at
most two irreducible components of o~ (F*).

Proof. Let F* be any nonempty smooth affine open subset of F' such that it admits
a finite morphism onto an open subset W of A"~2. Choose an affine neighborhood
V* C V of F* such that the morphism F* — W extends to a morphism V* — W,
that is, o~ %(V*) and pr—}(V*) are varieties over W. To simplify notations replace
V and F by V* and F*, and morphisms over V by their restrictions over V*. By
[ , Chapter ITI, Corollary 10.7] we can suppose now that the natural morphisms
oY (V) — W and pr}(V) — W are smooth. Let K be the algebraic closure of the
field of rational functions on W. For every algebraic variety X over W we denote by
XX the variety Spec K Xgpeck X and we also use upper index K for points in X¥
and functions on it. Then we have proper morphisms o¥ : Y¥ — YK = (V x P)K,
pr¥ : VE — VK and o : Y¥ — VK where Y¥ and Y are smooth surfaces, V¥
is a smooth curve and the restriction of o is an isomorphism over V¥ \ F¥. By
[ , Chap. V, Theorem 5.3] o can be presented as a composition of monoidal
transformations v¥ : YK — YK i = 1,... N with centers at points ¢f;. The

i 7
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SNC curve (o¥)~!1(F¥) consists of irreducible components LX such that the proper
transform of LX in V¥ is the exceptional divisor of 1€ for i > 1, whereas L is the
proper transform of (pr¥)~'(F¥). Each ¢¥ is either the intersection of the proper
transforms in Y;¥ of two components L) and L (where j,I < i) or it belongs to
the proper transform of L§( only. Equipping L;( with a coordinate function we can
treat the coordinate of ¢X is a mutivalued function C; over W and, therefore, over
F. Taking a smaller F' = F*, if necessary, one can suppose that Cj is a multisection
over F located in pr~!(F) ~ F x P'. Thus, we have v, : Blg, Yy = Y} — Yj and
the field extension K/k transforms this morphism into vf : V¥ — Y. Assume
that we have already constructed Y; such that the preimage R of F' in Y; under the
natural projection Y; — V is a hypersurface of SNC type and it consists of irreducible
components L;, j = 0,...,i of the form C x P! each of which becomes the proper
transform of L¥ in Y;¥ under the field extension K/k. Reducing the size of F' we can
suppose that C; is a multisection over F' such that either it is the intersection of L;
and L; or it is contained in L; only without meeting the other irreducible components
of P,. In particular, v, : Blg, Y; = Y1, — Y] is the blowing up along a smooth center,
Ly ~ C; x P!, P,y is an SNC hypersurface, and the field extension K/k transforms
this morphism into v, : Y;X, — Y/¥. Thus, the induction concludes the proof. O

Notation 6.7. (1) Let the notation of Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5 hold and V* C S be an
open affine set such that F* = F N V* contains o and admits a finite étale morphism
onto an open subset of A""2 extendable to a morphism V* — A"2. Furthermore,
we suppose that V* does not meet T\ F. For Y = o }(V*) and Yy = pr ' (V*) we
have the morphisms ay : Y — Yp, pryy : Yo = V*, and gy : Y — V* that are the
restrictions of «, pr, and p over V*. Without loss of generality we can also suppose
that ¢! (F*) = ¢!(0) coincides with R = B x py where p, € P

(2) Let @ = (B X P') Xgppr @, X = (B xP') xg,, X, D= (BxP!) xg,,D
(where D is as in Lemma 6.4), pr : Q — BxP'and p: X — B x P! are the natural
projections and the morphism & : X — Q is induced by a. For every b € B we let
Qb = pr (b x PY).

(3) For every variety Z over V* we let Z = Z xy« V* where V* = <p_1(V*) and for
a morphism v : Z; — Zs of varieties above V* we denote by fy 71 — 22 the induced
morph1sm In particular, we have the morphlsms ay Y = YO, pry : Yo — V* and

Y — V*. For every b € B we consider Y? = pry, (V* N (b x PY)) C Qb and

Yb =0y LV (b x PYY).

Lemma 6.8. One can suppose that there is a natural isomorphism u : Q — B x QM
over B x P* where by is any point in B (say, so € @(by x P1)).

Proof. By Lemma 6.4 (iii) pr has two disjoint sections S and Sy. Thus, Q \ Sy can be
viewed as a line bundle £ over B x P! and Q as the proectivization of £ & € where &€
is the trivial line bundle. Let £, and &, be the restrictions of these bundles to b x P*.
Replacing B by an appropriate affine neighborhood of by we can suppose that a divisor
generating £ is linearly equivalent to a divisor of the form m(B x ¢) where ¢ € P! and



18 SH. KALIMAN

m € Z. Thus, L = k*Ly, where k : B x P! — P! ~ by x P! is the natural projection.
Consequently, k*(Ly, ® &) = L ® € and Q is isomorphic to B x Q% over B x PL. [

Restricting the isomorphism g from Lemma 6.8 to Yo C Q we get the following

Lemma 6.9. There is a rational map vy : YO --» B x YJ’O that s bireqular over the
neighborhood U = V* Npro u~Y(B x Y®) of R.

Lemma 6.10. There is a rational map v : Y -=» Bx Y™ that is bireqular over U and
Y% is a smooth surface.

Proof. Let vy, : Vi1 — Y, i =1,..., N be the decomposition of ay : Y — Y} as in
Lemma 6.6 and let x; : Y; — V* be the natural projection. Then every an irreducible
component L; of k; ' (F*) is of the form C x P! for some multisection C over F*. Recall
that Y; 11 = Blg, Y; for a multisection C; over F* where either (a ) Ci=L;N Ll, gl <i
or (b) C; is contained in L; only. Let L; = ¢ (L;) where ¢; : Y; = Y; xy» V* = Yj is
the natural projection. Since p(R) = o we have L; ~ B x (k7 '(0) N L;) which is the
disjoint union of irreducible components isomorphic to B x P*. Similarly, C; = v H(Cy)
is naturally isomorphic to B x K; where K; = C; N K; 1(0) is a finite set. We can
suppose that F* is a principal divisor in V* given by the zeros of a function f on
V*. We use the symbols f; to denote the lifts of f to Y; and we let f; = V! fi
The transversality of the intersection of F* and the curves (b x P') implies that
fo vanishes on Lo with multiplicity 1. This implies in turn that the scheme v5(Cy)
coincides with the reduced variety Cp. Hence, [ , Chapter II, Corollary 7.15|
implies that Yl = Bly:(cy) YO = Blg, YO where the latter variety admits a rational map
Bléo % --+ B X Bly,xxk, }A/Obo over the rational map % --» Bx Yobo that is biregular over
U. Note also that Ylbo = Bly,x &, Yobo is a smooth surface. Assume that we constructed
a rational map YZ --+» B X Bly xxk; Yibo which is biregular over U with Yibo being a
smooth surface and that for every j < ¢ the zero multiplicity m; of f; on L; coincides
with the zero multiplicity of fz on ij. Hence, for a regular function g on Y; vanishing
on L; with multiplcity 1 the function 1} g vanishes on E with multiplicity 1. The latter
implies that the scheme 9 (C;) coincides with the reduced variety C;. This yields again
a rational map Yz+1 --» B X Blyyxk; Y ° with the desired properties Since C; (resp.
C;) is the transversal intersection of L; and L; (resp. L; and L;) in case (a) the zero
multiplicities of f;;; on L;;; and le on LZH are both equal to m; 4+ m;, whereas in
case (b) they are equal to m;. Thus, the equality of the multiplicities is preserved and
we are done by induction. O

The morphism « : X — @ is invertible over S \ 7" where 7" is as in Lemma 6.5. In
particular, « is invertible over V*\ T = V*\ F*. Since ¢ ' (V*\ F*)=V*\RDU\R
we see that dy is invertible over U \ R which implies an isomorphism oy,' (U \ R) =~

pr ' (U\ R) over U\ R.

Proposition 6.11. Let Z be the variety obtained by the natural gluing of Zy = oy (U)
and Zy = Q \ pr~'(R) via the isomorphism oy, (U \ R) ~ pr~'(U \ R). Then there
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is a natural projection n : Z — B x P! such that Z is isomorphic to B x Z% over
Q ~ B x Q% where Z° = n71(b x P1).

Proof. Let n; be the restriction of 0, to Z; and 1y be the restriction of pr to Z,. The
isomorphism gy, (U \ R) ~ pr~ (U \ R) implies that these maps agree over U \ R and,
thus, we have n : Z — B x P!. Note that Zi’o = 7% N Z; is naturally isomorphism
to Y%, whereas Z5° = Z% N Z, is naturally isomorphic to Q% \ pr~'(R). The rational
maps from Lemmas 6.9 and 6.10 satisfy the following commutative diagram

Y Zs BxYh

1 \L(id,dl‘)}’)

Yo % BxY
where éz?}’ (Yt }A/Obo is the restriction of ay, the horizontal arrows are biregular over
U, and the vertical arrows are biregular over U \ R. The restriction of vy over U \ R
extends to an isomorphism between Z, = Q \ pr *(R) and B x ZY over B x P'. The
restriction of v over U yields an embedding of Z; into BxY?® = Bx Z% over BxP'. The

commutativity of the diagram implies now that this isomorphism and this embedding
agree over U\ R. This yields the desired isomorphism Z ~ Bx (Z*UZY) = BxZ%. O

Let X, D, 6: X — BxP!, and & : X — Q be as in Notation 6.7. Since p is invertible
over a neighborhood of sy (see Lemma 6.5) we see that the natural projection X — X
is invertible over v and, thus, the preimage of v is a singleton v € X.

Lemma 6.12. Let the notations of Proposition 6.11 hold. Then there is a rational
map 7y : X -7 reqular over Z for which

(i) the restriction of v over U is biregular;

(i) M = y(D\ 6~ Y(R)) is a codimension 2 subvariety in Z such that for every b € B
the set My, = Z° N M is finite;

(iii) 7 is biregular over Z \ M (in particular, v is biregular over a neighborhood of
7(0))-
Proof. Consider the restriction 7, of & over (B x P!) \ R and the morphism 7y :
0"HU) — oy (U) induced by the isomorphism o~*(U) — o' (U) (that is, 7o is the
identity isomorphism). Since a~!(S\ T) is naturally isomorphic to pr=(S \ T) we
see that v, and 72 agree over U \ R which yields 7 : X --5 Z and statement (i). By
Lemma 6.5 ¢ is invertible over a neighborhood W of sy in S and by Lemma 6.4 (ii)
o' (W) does not meet D. Hence, D does not meet ¢~ '(¢~'(W)). Without loss of
generality we can suppose that ¢(b x P') meets W for every b € B. Then the set M,
is contained in the union of a finite number of fibers of the restriction 7, : Z° — P!
of n: Z — B x P!. Furthermore, by Lemma 6.4 (i) M, cannot contain a fiber of n.
Hence, we have statement (ii). Since & and v coincide over (B x P')\ R statement (i)
implies that v is biregular on the complement of D\ ~'(R) in v~'(Z). Since v ¢ D
we have & ¢ D which concludes (iii) and the proof. O

Proposition 6.13. Let D be a nontrivial line bundle on a smooth complete rational
variety X and v € X be a point that possesses a neighborhood isomorphic to an open
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subset of A™. Let m: X — X be a morphism from a smooth rational variety X locally
invertible over a neighborhood of v, D = 7D, and = 7 (v). Suppose that for every
triple (X, D,v) as above the triple (X, D, ) can be chosen so that P-property is valid
for it whenever dim X =n — 1. Then the same remains true if dim X = n.

Proof. Since v has a neighborhood isomorphic to A” we can suppose that the conclu-
sions of Lemma 6.4 hold. Consider the triple (S, F,sg) where F = Og(F). By the
assumption there exists a morphism 7 : S — S invertible over a neighborhood of s
such that P-property holds for the triple (S, F,3,) where F = 7*F and 3o = 7 ().
Let X = X xg 5, D be the lift of D to X and ¢ be the preimage of v in X. It
suffices to prove P-property for (X D, 0). Changing notations we can suppose that
(X,D,v) = (X,D,?). Let p : Bx P! — S and 0 € F be as in Lemma 6.5, by € B
be such that sg € ¢(bp x P') and, thus, v € o' (¢(by x P')). Let the notations of
Lemma 6.12 hold and D’ = x~!(supp D) where D = Ox(D') and x : X — X is
the natural projection. Then 7(?) is contained in Z%. By Proposition 5.9 there is
an irreducible component Eq of 4(D’) N Z% for which one can find a birational mor-
phism ¢y : By x P! — Z% invertible over a neighborhood of (%) in Z% such that
Yo(By x PY) N M,, = 0, the set ¥o(By x P') N ~(D') is a general point o; of Ej,
and every curve 1(b; x P!), by € B intersects Ej, transversely at o;. By Propo-
sition 6.11 there is an isomorphism 7 : B x Z% — Z. Note that the morphism
¥ Bx By xP' — Z (b,by,t) — 7(b,1g(by,t)) is locally invertible over a neighborhood
of ¥(0) in Z. Let b € By be such that v(0) € 1(by x 19 x P1). Replacing B x B; with
an neighborhood B of (by, 1) we can suppose that ¥(B x P!) does not meet M. Then
every curve (b x PY) € Z°, b= (b,b,) € B intersects y(D') at the point of = 7((b, 0))
only with the intersection being transversal. Furthermore, by Lemma 6.12 (iii) one has

v

a lift @/v) :Bx P! = X of 1 invertible over © such that every curve (b x P') intersects
D' at v~'(0}) only with the intersection being transversal and 4! (o?) contained in the
irreducible component H = 4~ '(7(B x E,)) of D'. Note that H = x'(H) where H
is an irreducible component D’ such that o(H) = F and 0 = k(7((bo,01))) is a general
point of H located above o € F. The morphism y = ko z/u) :BxP' = X is locally
invertible over v, X(é x PY) Nsupp D' = 8, and every curve X(l; x P!) intersects H at

o0 transversely. This concludes the proof. 0

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By Proposition 5.9 and Lemma 5.7 for a smooth projective sur-
face X and a triple (X,D,v) one can find a triple (X,D,?) as in Proposition 6.13
which satisfies the P-property. Proposition 6.13 and induction imply that the same
is true when X is a complete uniformly rational variety of any dimension. Thus, we
can suppose that there is a birational morphism ¢ : B x P! — X invertible over a
neighborhood of v such that every curve ¢(b x P'), b € B meets only one irreducible
component of D’. Hence, the restriction of D to any of these curves is a nontrivial line
bundle. Every complete uniformly rational variety is elliptic by Theorem 1.1. Now
Corollary 2.5 implies the desired conclusion. O
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While discussing principal G,,-bundles we suppose a priori that they are locally
trivial in the étale topology.

Corollary 6.14. Let X be a complete uniformly rational variety and 8 :Y — X be a
nontrivial principal G,,-bundle. Then'Y 1is elliptic.

Proof. The morphism /3 extends to a proper morphism Y — X which is a P!-bundle
such that the divisor G = Y \ Y is an unramified two-sheeted covering of X. If G
consists of two sections, then Y can be viewed as the complement to a zero section of
a nontrivial line bundle over X which implies ellipticity by Theorem 6.1. It remains
to establish the following (certainly well-known) fact that G cannot be irreducible for
a smooth complete rational variety X (that is, § : Y — X is locally trivial in the
Zariski topology). Let us start first with the case when the ground field is C. Consider
a birational map P" --+» X. Resolving the indeterminacy set P C P™ of this map one
gets a smooth complete rational variety W with birational morphisms n : W — P"
and ¢ : W — X. Every element [0] of the fundamental group m (W) can be presented
by a differentiable map 6 : S! — W from a circle S* whose image does not meet
n~'(P). Since m;(P") = 0 the map nod : S' — P" can be extended to a differentiable
map v : A — P" from a closed disc A with the boundary S'. By the transversality
argument one can suppose that v(A) does not meet P since the latter is of the complex
codimension at least 2. Hence, v admits a lift A — W which shows that [0] is the
zero element of 71 (W). Thus, 71 (W) = 0. Every element [o] of the fundamental group
71(X) can be presented by a differentiable map o : S' — X whose image does not
meet the indeterminacy set of (7'. Hence, [o] belongs to the image of (W) and,
thus, m;(X) = 0. On the other hand, for G to be irreducible one needs a nontrivial
m1(X) which concludes the case of complex varieties. Now the standard application of
the Lefschetz principle implies that G cannot be irreducible in the case of a general
ground field k which concludes the proof. O

M. Zaidenberg suggested the following strengthened version of Question 1 in Intro-
ducation to which the author does not know the answer.

Question 2 (Zaidenberg). Let X be a smooth complete elliptic variety that verifies
the strengthened curve-orbit property and D — X be a nontrivial line bundle with the
zero section Zp. Is Y =D\ Zp elliptic?

It is worth mentioning that there are non-rational unirational varieties that satisfy
the strengthened curve-orbit property (see | ])-
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