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SYMMETRIC PRODUCTS AND PUNCTURING CAMPANA-SPECIAL

VARIETIES

FINN BARTSCH, ARIYAN JAVANPEYKAR, AND AARON LEVIN

Abstract. We give a counterexample to the Arithmetic Puncturing Conjecture and Geometric
Puncturing Conjecture of Hassett–Tschinkel using symmetric powers of uniruled surfaces, and pro-
pose a corrected conjecture inspired by Campana’s conjectures on special varieties. We verify
Campana’s conjecture on potential density for symmetric powers of products of curves. As a by-
product, we obtain an example of a surface without a potentially dense set of rational points,
but for which some symmetric power does have a dense set of rational points, and even satisfies
Corvaja–Zannier’s version of the Hilbert property.

1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to give a counterexample to the Puncturing Conjectures of Hassett–
Tschinkel using symmetric products of surfaces, and to propose corrected conjectures guided by
Campana’s conjectures on special varieties, dense entire curves, and potential density of rational
points over number fields and function fields, respectively.

We start with an overview of Campana’s conjectures for quasi-projective varieties. To do so, let
k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. A variety over k is a finite type separated
integral scheme over k.

Central to this paper is the class of special varieties introduced by Campana in [Cam04] for
smooth projective varieties and [Cam11, Definition 8.1] in his more general orbifold setting. We
state the definition here, and refer to Section 2 for a discussion of some basic properties of special
varieties. A pair (X,D) is an snc pair if X is a smooth proper variety over k and D is a simple
normal crossings divisor on X. We follow [Iit82, §11] and let Ω1

X(logD) ⊂ Ω1
X be the subsheaf of

differential forms with log poles along D. Define ΩpX(logD) = ΛpΩ1
X(logD). Bogomolov showed

that for every line bundle L admitting a nonzero morphism L → ΩpX(logD), the Iitaka dimension
κ(L) is at most p; see [Bog78, §12, Theorem 4] for the projective case and [EV92, Corollary 6.9] in
the snc case. For snc pairs, the following definition encapsulates all we need.

Definition 1.1. Let (X,D) be an snc pair. For 1 ≤ p ≤ dimX, a line bundle L on X is a
Bogomolov sheaf of rank p (for (X,D)) if there is a nonzero morphism L → ΩpX(logD) and the
Iitaka dimension κ(L) of L is equal to p. A line bundle L on X is a Bogomolov sheaf (for (X,D))
if there is an integer 1 ≤ p ≤ dimX such that L is a Bogomolov sheaf of rank p. The snc pair
(X,D) is special if it does not have any Bogomolov sheaves.

For (possibly very singular) varieties, the notion of specialness is defined by passing to an snc
model. More precisely:

Definition 1.2. A variety X over k is special if there is a resolution of singularities Y → X and a
smooth projective compactification Y of Y whose boundary Y \Y =: D is an snc divisor such that
the snc pair (Y ,D) is special.
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By Lemma 2.1, this definition is independent of the choice of the resolution and compactification.

1.1. Complex-analytic notions of specialness. We now introduce the conjecturally equivalent
counterparts to Campana’s notion of specialness.

Definition 1.3 (Brody specialness). A variety X over C is Brody-special if there is a holomorphic
map C → Xan whose image is Zariski-dense in X.

IfX is a variety over C, we let dX denote the Kobayashi pseudometric onXan. This pseudometric
plays a crucial role in Campana’s conjecture through the following notion (which Campana refers
to as “hyperbolically special” [Cam04, Definition 9.1.1]).

Definition 1.4 (Kobayashi-specialness). A variety X over C is Kobayashi-special if there is a
proper birational morphism X ′ → X such that X ′ is a smooth variety with dX′ ≡ 0.

It follows from a classical theorem of Campbell–Ogawa and Campbell–Howard–Ochiai (see The-
orem 1.16 below) that, if X is Kobayashi-special, then the Kobayashi pseudometric dY is identically
zero for any desingularization Y → X.

By the distance-decreasing property of the Kobayashi pseudometric, if X is a Kobayashi-special
variety over C, then dX ≡ 0 (as any desingularization X ′ → X is surjective and has vanishing
pseudometric). However, the condition that dX ≡ 0 does not necessarily imply thatX is Kobayashi-
special if X is singular. For example, the cone over a hyperbolic curve has vanishing Kobayashi
pseudometric (as it is covered by different copies of Gm), but it is not Kobayashi-special as it
dominates (up to blow-up) a hyperbolic curve. This shows that the notion of Kobayashi-specialness
really requires passing to a desingularization.

Campana conjectured that the above three notions are all equivalent:

Conjecture 1.5 (Campana). Let X be a variety over C. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) X is special.
(2) X is Brody-special.
(3) X is Kobayashi-special.

Although this conjecture is stated for all varieties, it easily reduces to the smooth case.

1.2. Arithmetic specialness. Recall that k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.
The arithmetic property that should characterize the property of being special for a variety X

over k is that there is an abundance of rational points on X. To make this more precise, let S
be an integral noetherian scheme with function field K := K(S) and let X → S be a morphism

of schemes. We define X(S)(1) to be the set of P in X(K) such that, for every point s in S of
codimension one, the point P lies in the image of X(OS,s) → X(K). Vojta refers to the points

in X(S)(1) as near-integral S-points; see [Voj15]. If S is one-dimensional, then X(S) = X(S)(1),
so that near-integral S-points are the same as S-points. Moreover, if X → S is proper, then
X(S)(1) = X(K) = XK(K), i.e., the K-rational points on XK are the near-integral S-points of
X. The notion of near-integral S-points is the “correct” notion to consider when studying rational
points on proper varieties over finitely generated fields of positive transcendence degree over Q.

Definition 1.6 (Arithmetic specialness). A variety X over k is arithmetically-special over k if there
is a Z-finitely generated subring A ⊂ k and a finite type separated model X for X over A such that
the set X (A)(1) of near-integral A-points is dense in X.

For example, a variety X over Q is arithmetically-special over Q if and only if there is a number
field K, a finite set of finite places S of K, and a model X for X over OK,S such that X (OK,S) is

dense in X. Moreover, a proper variety X over Q (resp. k) is arithmetically-special over Q (resp.
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k) if and only if there is a number field K ⊂ Q (resp. a finitely generated subfield K ⊂ k) and a
proper model X for X over K such that X (K) is dense in X.

Arithmetic specialness is a formal way of capturing the well-studied property of having a po-
tentially dense set of rational points. Examples of arithmetically-special varieties include curves of
genus at most one, unirational varieties, abelian varieties, Enriques surfaces, certain K3 surfaces
(and conjecturally all), and certain Fano varieties (and, again, conjecturally all) [Has03, HT00].

One of our main results is that certain symmetric products of non-arithmetically-special surfaces
are arithmetically-special (see Theorem A).

1.3. Geometric specialness. A function field analogue of the notion of arithmetic specialness
was introduced in [JR22]. Roughly speaking, instead of asking for the abundance of rational points
over a number field, one asks for the abundance of pointed curves (which figure as rational points
over function fields).

Definition 1.7 (Geometrically-special). A variety X over k is geometrically-special over k if, for
every dense open subset U ⊂ X, there exists a smooth affine connected pointed curve (C, c), a
point x in U(k), and a sequence of morphisms {fi : (C, c) → (X,x)}∞i=1 such that C ×X is covered
by the graphs Γfi of these maps, i.e., the closure of ∪∞

i=1Γfi in C ×X equals C ×X.

For a variety to be geometrically-special means, roughly speaking, that it is covered by curves
in a particularly strong sense. This notion was studied (mostly for projective varieties) in [JR22],
but also [BJR, PRT22]. The following conjecture is essentially due to Campana.

Conjecture 1.8 (Campana). Let X be a variety over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic
zero. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) X is special.
(2) X is arithmetically-special over k.
(3) X is geometrically-special over k.

None of the implications are known in full generality, unless X is one-dimensional or a closed
subvariety of an abelian variety. Indeed, if X is a closed subvariety of an abelian variety, then
the above conjecture follows from the work of Faltings and Yamanoi [Fal94, Yam15] (see [JR22,
Theorem 3.5] for a detailed explanation).

Conjectures 1.5 and 1.8 provide a plethora of predictions, and the aim of this paper is to in-
vestigate predictions made for smooth varieties deprived of a closed subset of codimension at least
two. There are other aspects of Campana’s conjectures pertaining to non-archimedean specialness
[MR23] and numerical dimension [PRT22, Wu] which we do not discuss here.

Guided by these predictions, we prove that certain symmetric products of non-geometrically-
special surfaces are geometrically-special (see Theorem A).

1.4. Hilbert irreducibility. Campana’s arithmetic conjecture predicts that a special variety has
a potentially dense set of integral points over some suitable Z-finitely generated subring of k. In
other words, special varieties should have many integral points. Quantifying what “many” points
could mean (besides mere density) naturally leads to Hilbert-type properties (studied originally for
their relation to the inverse Galois problem [Ser92, § 3]).

We follow [CZ17] (see also [CDJ+22, Definition 1.2]) and introduce the weak Hilbert property.
Note that a morphism Y → X of normal (geometrically integral) varieties is a ramified cover if it
is finite surjective and not étale.

Definition 1.9 (Corvaja–Zannier). A normal proper variety X over a field K has the weak Hilbert
property over K if for every integer n ≥ 1 and every finite collection (πi : Yi → X) of ramified
covers with each Yi a normal variety over K, the set

X(K) \ ∪ni=1πi(Yi(K))
3



is dense in X.

Note that in our definition of the weak Hilbert property we consider proper varieties (hence
K-points) only for simplicity’s sake; the more general definition for quasi-projective schemes over
regular Z-finitely generated subrings of k is given by Luger in [Lugc, Definition 1.3].

In the study of liftabilty of rational points along ramified covers of not necessarily proper varieties
(e.g., punctured varieties), the notion of a strongly thin subset is indispensable:

Definition 1.10. Let X be a normal variety over a field K. A subset Ω ⊂ X(K) is strongly thin
if there is an integer n ≥ 1 and a finite collection (πi : Yi → X) of finite ramified covers such that

Ω \ ∪ni=1πi(Yi(K))

is not dense.

With this definition, a normal proper variety X over a field k has the weak Hilbert property over
k (in the sense of Definition 1.9) if and only if X(k) is not strongly thin.

In the non-proper setting, the definition of the weak Hilbert property pertains to density of
near-integral points (as in the definition of an arithmetically-special variety).

Definition 1.11. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. A normal variety
X over k has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property over k if there is a Z-finitely generated subring
A ⊂ k and a finite type separated model X for X over A such that the set X (A)(1) of near-integral
A-points is not strongly thin in X.

Note that if X has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property over k and L/k is an extension of
algebraically closed fields, then XL has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property over L; this is a
consequence of [BSFP, Proposition 3.2]. Obviously, if X has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property,
then X is arithmetically-special.

The weak Hilbert property for X means, roughly speaking, that any ramified cover of X has
“fewer” points than X (and that X has many points itself). In [CZ17] Corvaja–Zannier conjectured
that any smooth projective variety with a potentially dense set of rational points has the weak
Hilbert property potentially (we note that the smoothness assumption here is crucial, see Remark
7.11). Combined with Campana’s conjecture (Conjecture 1.8) in the general quasi-projective setting
this leads to the following:

Conjecture 1.12 (Campana, Corvaja–Zannier). Let X be a smooth variety over a finitely generated
field K of characteristic zero. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) The variety XK is special.
(2) The variety XK is arithmetically-special.
(3) The variety XK has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property.

The weak Hilbert property also has “Brody” (resp. “Kobayashi”, resp. “geometric”) analogues
which are probably equivalent to Brody-specialness (resp. Kobayashi-specialness, resp. geometric
specialness); see, for example, [CW23] and [Cam]. We omit a further discussion of these topics
here, and focus primarily on the arithmetic aspects.

1.5. Symmetric products. If X is a quasi-projective variety and m ≥ 1 is an integer, the permu-
tation group Sm acts on Xm by σ · (x1, . . . , xm) = (xσ(1), . . . , xσ(m)). We let Symm(X) = Xm/Sm
denote the m-th symmetric power of X.

Note that Symm(X) is an m ·dim(X)-dimensional quasi-projective variety, and that the quotient
morphismXm → Symm(X) is a finite surjective morphism. Let ∆i,j ⊂ Xm be the closed subscheme
given by the set of points P = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Xm satisfying xi = xj . We define the big diagonal

∆(m) of the m-th symmetric power Symm(X) to be the image of ∆m := ∪1≤i<j≤m∆i,j. If X is
4



smooth, the closed subset ∆(m) contains the singular locus of Symm(X), as the morphism Xm \
∆m → Symm(X) \∆(m) is an Sm-torsor, and thus finite étale.

Arapura and Archava [AA03] showed that any symmetric power of a general type variety of
dimension at least two is of general type. Conversely, if the symmetric power of a variety is of
general type, then obviously the variety itself is of general type. It is natural to ask whether similar
statements hold for the antithesis of the class of varieties of general type (i.e., the class of special
varieties). It is not hard to show that, if X is special, all of its symmetric powers will be special.
However, it can very well happen that the symmetric power of a non-special variety is special. Let
us be more precise.

Let C be a smooth projective connected curve over k of genus g ≥ 2, and let m ≥ g be an integer.
Central to this paper are the (singular!) symmetric powers of the surface C × P1

k. As shown in
[CCR22, Theorem 3], we have the following result pertaining to Campana’s Conjecture 1.5.

Theorem 1.13 (Campana–Cadorel–Rousseau). Let C be a smooth projective connected curve over
C of genus g, and let m ≥ g be a positive integer. Then the following statements hold.

(1) The variety Symm(C × P1) is special.
(2) The variety Symm(C × P1) is Brody-special.
(3) The variety Symm(C × P1) is Kobayashi-special.

Guided by Conjecture 1.8 we verify that the special variety Symm(C×P1) is both arithmetically-
special and geometrically-special (see Corollaries 5.9 and 6.6 below).

Theorem A. Let C be a smooth projective connected curve over k of genus g, and let m ≥ g be
a positive integer. Then Symm(C × P1) is arithmetically-special over k and geometrically-special
over k.

The study of potential density of rational points on symmetric powers Symn(X) of a surface X
is not new. For example, in [HT00], it is shown that the Kodaira dimension of Symn(X) is n times
the Kodaira dimension of X. This leads Hassett and Tschinkel to predict that the behaviour of
rational points on X and Symn(X) should be similar (see [HT00, p. 2]). Note that Theorem A
contradicts this expectation.

Motivated by Corvaja–Zannier’s conjectures on the Hilbert property, we also establish the
stronger fact that Symm(C×P1) has the potential weak Hilbert property (see Theorem 7.9 below).

Theorem B. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over a finitely generated field K of
characteristic zero and m ≥ g a positive integer. Then there is a finite field extension L/K such
that Symm(CL × P1

L) has the weak Hilbert property over L.

Our proof of Theorem B uses the recently established version of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem
for abelian varieties [CDJ+22]. In fact, to prove the (potential) weak Hilbert property for Symm(C×
P1
K), we first establish a version of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem for the symmetric product

Symm(C) of the curve C; this leads to an interesting application pertaining to the infinitude of
Sm-Galois points on C (see Corollary 7.5 for a precise statement).

Note that for E an elliptic curve and C as in Theorem 7.9, the variety Symm(C × E) is special
and Brody-special [CCR22, Theorem 3]. However, we are surprisingly not able to prove that it has
a dense set of rational points over a large enough number field, unless C dominates E. The situation
is similar in the (isotrivial) function field setting: we are only able to prove that Symm(C × E) is
geometrically-special if C dominates E (see Theorems 5.10 and 6.7 below).

Theorem C. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over a finitely generated field K of
characteristic zero. Let E be an elliptic curve over K such that CK dominates EK . If m ≥ g, then
Symm(CK × EK) is arithmetically-special and geometrically-special.

5



In the proof of Theorem C, we invoke the following criterion for density of graphs which is
established using properties of Hilbert schemes (see Theorem 4.5); we believe this density criterion
to be of independent interest.

Theorem D. Let Y be a variety over k and let X be a quasi-projective variety. Let (φi : Y → X)i∈I
be a family of morphisms. Suppose that there is a point y0 ∈ Y such that {φi(y0) | i ∈ I} is dense
in X. Then the union of graphs

⋃
Γφi is dense in Y ×X.

It remains an open problem to show that Symm(C×E) is arithmetically-special (resp. geometrically-
special), even for g = m = 2. If g = m = 2, enlarging the base field K appropriately, we are
naturally led to investigate whether there is a collection of quadratic points c1, c2, . . . ∈ C such that
the associated collection in Sym2(C)(K) is dense and such that, for every i = 1, 2, . . ., the rank of
E over the residue field K(ci) of ci is strictly larger than the rank of E(K). However, we do not
know how to prove the existence of such a collection of quadratic points.

Note that in this paper we are mostly concerned with the specialness of symmetric powers of non-
special varieties. It is however also natural to study the hyperbolicity of such symmetric powers.
For example, if S is a smooth projective hyperbolic variety over C, then one can show that Symm(S)
is also hyperbolic, under suitable assumptions (see [CCR22, GFP]).

If X is a special (resp. arithmetically-special) variety over k, then it is obvious that Symm(X)
is special (resp. arithmetically-special). Indeed, in the arithmetic setting, if X has a dense set
of integral points, then so does Xm. Projecting these integral points along Xm → Symm(X), it
follows directly that Symm(X) has a dense set of integral points as well. On the other hand, it is
not at all clear whether some smooth model of Symm(X) has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property;
note that Conjecture 1.12 predicts that this is the case. If X is rational over K, then Symm(X)
is rational as well [Mat68] and thus satisfies the Hilbert property. Moreover, if X is a smooth
projective rationally connected variety satisfying a certain strong form of weak approximation,
then Symm(X) does as well [CZ24, Theorem 1.3]; in particular, for such X, some smooth model
of Symm(X) has the Hilbert property. However, we do not know whether some smooth model of
Symm(A) satisfies the potential weak Hilbert property if A is an abelian variety of dimension at
least two.

1.6. The Puncturing Problems. In Problem 2.11 and Problem 2.14 of [HT01], Hassett and
Tschinkel proposed the following “Arithmetic Puncturing Problem” and “Geometric Puncturing
Problem”:

Problem 1.14 (Arithmetic Puncturing Problem). Let X be a projective variety with canonical sin-
gularities and Z a subvariety of codimension ≥ 2. Assume that rational points on X are potentially
dense. Are integral points on (X,Z) potentially dense? (In other words, if X is arithmetically-
special, is X \ Z also arithmetically-special?)

Problem 1.15 (Geometric Puncturing Problem). Let X be a projective variety with canonical
singularities and Z a subvariety of codimension ≥ 2. Assume that no (pseudo-)étale cover of
(X, ∅) dominates a variety of general type. Is it true that (X,Z) admits no pseudo-étale cover
dominating a pair of log general type? (In other words, with the terminology of Definition 2.9, if
X is weakly-special, is X \ Z also weakly-special?)

Theorem A and a simple observation on the complement of the big diagonal in the symmetric
product of a variety (see Theorem 3.3) give a counterexample to the above Puncturing Problems.

Theorem E (Counterexample to Hassett–Tschinkel’s arithmetic puncturing problem, proven in
Section 6). Let C be a smooth proper geometrically connected curve of genus g ≥ 2 over a number
field K, and let m ≥ g. Define X := Symm(C × P1

K). Then the following statements hold.
6



(1) There is a finite field extension L/K such that X(L) is dense, i.e., the normal projective
variety XK is arithmetically-special over K.

(2) Integral points on the pair (X,Z), where Z is the big diagonal, are not potentially dense
and codimX(Z) ≥ 2, i.e., the variety XK \ ZK is not arithmetically-special over K and
X \ Z ⊂ X is a big dense open.

(3) The normal projective variety X has canonical singularities.

Theorem F (Counterexample to Hassett–Tschinkel’s geometric puncturing problem, proven in
Section 3). Let C be a smooth proper connected curve of genus g ≥ 2 over an algebraically closed
field k of characteristic zero, and let m ≥ g. Define X := Symm(C × P1

k). Then the following
statements hold.

(1) No finite étale cover of X dominates a positive-dimensional variety of general type.
(2) The pair (X,Z), where Z is the big diagonal, has a pseudo-étale cover which dominates a

pair of log-general type.
(3) The normal projective variety X has canonical singularities.

Our counterexamples Symm(C × P1) to the above puncturing problems were already mentioned
in [CCR22, p.384]. In fact, our “smallest” example V = Sym2(C×P1), with C a smooth projective
genus two curve, is a special fourfold which becomes non-special after removing a closed subset of
codimension two.

Although our example involves a singular projective variety X, we note that a desired application
of a positive answer to the Arithmetic Puncturing Problem, namely the potential density of rational
points on K3 surfaces [HT01, Remark 2.14], required a positive answer in the singular context (which
turns out to be false). Indeed, our construction and argument (in the arithmetic case) are parallel
to those in Hassett and Tschinkel’s [HT01, Remark 2.14], except that they look at Symn(S) for a
K3 surface S, whereas we consider the case S = C × P1.

Despite the fact that Hassett-Tschinkel’s conjectures are false for varieties with canonical singu-
larities, it seems reasonable to suspect that they are true for smooth varieties. In the next section
we propose corrected conjectures guided by Campana’s conjectures.

1.7. The corrected puncturing conjectures. Our starting point is the following “puncturing”
property for smooth special varieties.

Theorem G (Proven in Section 2). Let X be a smooth special variety over k, and let U ⊂ X be a
dense open whose complement is of codimension at least two. Then U is special.

Note that this is an example of a purity statement. Other examples of such purity statements
include, for example, that the fundamental group of X is isomorphic to the fundamental group of U
or that the natural restriction map Br(X) → Br(U) of Brauer groups is an isomorphism. Theorem
G fails without smoothness assumptions as we have illustrated using Symm(C × P1) (see Theorem
F), and so do the purity statements for π1 and Br.

Campana’s conjectures (Conjecture 1.5 and Conjecture 1.8) combined with Theorem G thus
predict that every notion of specialness for a smooth variety is preserved after passing to an open
whose complement is of codimension at least two.

The following result fits in well with the above prediction; it is a consequence of the classical
theorem on the invariance of Kobayashi’s pseudometric on a smooth variety deprived of a closed
subset of codimension at least two [Kob98, Theorem 3.2.19] (see [CHO76, CO75]).

Theorem 1.16 (Campbell–Ogawa, Campbell–Howard–Ochiai). Let X be a smooth Kobayashi-
special variety over C, and let U ⊂ X be a dense open whose complement is of codimension at least
two. Then U is Kobayashi-special.

7



In the case of Brody-specialness, arithmetic-specialness, and geometric-specialness, the expected
puncturing property is not known. This leads to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.17 (The puncturing conjectures). Let X be a smooth variety over k, and let Z ⊂ X
be a closed subset of codimension at least two. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If k = C and X is Brody-special, then X \ Z is Brody-special.
(2) If X is geometrically-special over k, then X \ Z is geometrically-special over k.
(3) If X is arithmetically-special over k, then X \ Z is arithmetically-special over k.
(4) If X has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property over k, then X \ Z has the arithmetic weak

Hilbert property over k.

Note that Conjecture 1.17 is similar to the Puncturing Problems of Hassett-Tschinkel, but with
four important differences:

• we restrict to smooth varieties,
• we allow X to be non-proper,
• we propose additional conjectures for Brody-special and geometrically-special varieties as
well as for varieties satisfying the potential weak Hilbert property,

• we replace “weakly-special” by “special”. (In this paper, we ignore the question of whether
a smooth weakly-special variety remains weakly-special after puncturing.)

Let us discuss some supporting evidence for Conjecture 1.17. For example, as rationally con-
nected varieties are special [Cam04, Corollary 2.28], it is natural to study Conjecture 1.17 for such
varieties. Campana–Winkelmann showed that complements of small closed subsets in a smooth
projective rationally connected variety admit a dense entire curve (hence are Brody-special); see
[CW23]. Prior to their work it was not even known whether all rationally connected varieties admit
a dense entire curve. On the other hand, since we do not know whether every rationally connected
smooth projective variety (or even every smooth projective Fano variety) is arithmetically-special,
we also do not know this for complements of small closed subsets in such varieties, except in some
special cases [MR22, MZ]. On the positive side, it is not hard to verify that rationally connected
smooth varieties are geometrically-special [JR22, Proposition 2.14], and that such varieties remain
rationally connected (hence geometrically-special) after removing a closed subset of codimension
at least two.

Now, for A an abelian variety and Z a closed subset of codimension at least two, since A is
special, the variety A \ Z is special (Theorem G). It is thus natural to test Conjecture 1.17 for
abelian varieties. The existence of a dense entire curve in A is a consequence of the fact that it is
uniformised by affine space (see [JR22, Proposition 3.3]), i.e., abelian varieties are Brody-special.
A proof of the fact that the complement of a small closed subset of an abelian variety is (still)
Brody-special was given by Vojta [Voj15, Proposition 3.2]. On the arithmetic side, it is well-known
that abelian varieties are arithmetically-special by Frey–Jarden’s work on abelian varieties [FJ74].
However, proving the arithmetic specialness of A\Z is a notoriously hard problem; it can be verified
if A is a product of elliptic curves or if Z consists of the origin and A is a simple CM abelian variety;
see [HT01, Example 4.4]. Heuristics motivated by the Arithmetic Puncturing Problem are given in
[Sik22] and [KT02]. Thus, the arithmetic picture remains essentially completely unresolved (even
for abelian surfaces). On the positive side, in the analogous (isotrivial) function field setting, one
can prove the geometric specialness of A \ Z for any closed subset Z ⊂ A of codimension at least
two in a complex abelian variety (see [Bar]).

Finally, ifG is a connected linear algebraic group over k, then it is not hard to see thatG is special.
Let Z ⊂ G be a closed subset of codimension at least two. Recently, it was shown that G \ Z is
geometrically-special [Bar], and in [Luga] it was shown by Luger that G \Z satisfies the arithmetic
weak Hilbert property (and hence is arithmetically-special). The proof of the arithmetic weak-
Hilbert property for G \ Z uses strong approximation for semisimple simply connected algebraic
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groups, and that big opens in such groups still satisfy a form of strong approximation; this form of
“purity” for smooth varieties with strong approximation was asked about by Wittenberg [Wit18,
Question 2.11].
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2. Campana’s special varieties

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let (X,D) and (X ′,D′) be snc
pairs over k. A morphism (X,D) → (X ′,D′) of snc pairs is a morphism f : X → X ′ such that
f−1(D′) ⊂ D. A rational map (X,D) (X ′,D′) is a strict rational map X \ D X ′ \ D′,
i.e., there is a proper birational surjective morphism Y → X \ D such that the rational map
Y → X \D X ′ \D′ is a morphism.

Note that, if f : (X,D) → (X ′,D′) is a morphism of snc pairs, then the morphism f∗ΩpX′ → ΩpX
induces a morphism f∗ΩpX′(logD′) → ΩpX(logD). It suffices to prove this for p = 1 in which case
it is not hard to show [Iit82, Proposition 11.2].

Lemma 2.1. Let f : (X,D) → (X ′,D′) be a morphism of snc pairs such that X \D → X ′ \D′ is
proper birational. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ dimX be an integer. Then, (X,D) has a Bogomolov sheaf of rank
p if and only if (X ′,D′) has one.

Proof. If L′ is a Bogomolov sheaf of rank p on (X ′,D′), then a nonzero morphism L′ → ΩpX′(logD′)
induces a nonzero morphism f∗L′ → f∗ΩpX′(logD′) and via composition with the natural pullback
map f∗ΩpX′(logD′) → ΩpX(logD) we obtain a nonzero morphism f∗L′ → ΩpX(logD). As we have
κ(L′) = κ(f∗L′), we see that f∗L′ is a Bogomolov sheaf of rank p on (X,D).

Conversely, let L be a Bogomolov sheaf of rank p on (X,D). Let U ′ ⊆ X ′ denote the maximal
open over which f is an isomorphism and let U := f−1(U ′). Note that the complement of U ′ in X ′

has codimension at least two. Then f identifies D ∩ U with D′ ∩ U ′, so that (f∗Ω
p
X(logD))|U ′ =

ΩpX′(logD′)|U ′ . Thus, (f∗L)|U ′ admits a nonzero morphism to (ΩpX′(logD′))|U ′ . As X ′ is a smooth

variety, the line bundle (f∗L)|U ′ on U ′ extends to a line bundle L̃ on X ′ and by Hartogs’ Lemma, the

morphism of sheaves (f∗L)|U ′ → (ΩpX′(logD′))|U ′ extends to a nonzero morphism L̃ → ΩpX′(logD′).

By construction, we have L̃(X ′) = (f∗L)(U
′) = L(U) (and similarly for tensor powers of L̃), so

that L(X) ⊆ L̃(X ′) and consequently κ(L̃) ≥ κ(L) = p. Hence, L̃ is a Bogomolov sheaf of rank p
on (X ′,D′), as desired. �

Lemma 2.2. Let f : (X,D) → (X ′,D′) be a surjective morphism of snc pairs. If L is a Bogomolov
sheaf for (X ′,D′), then f∗L is a Bogomolov sheaf for (X,D).

Proof. By definition, there is an integer p such that L admits a nonzero morphism to ΩpX′(logD′)
and such that κ(L) = p. Since f is surjective (and separable), the morphism f∗ΩpX′(logD′) →
ΩpX(logD) is injective [Iit82, Proposition 11.2]. In particular, the line bundle f∗L admits a nonzero
morphism to ΩpX(logD). Lastly, note that κ(f∗L) = κ(L), which finishes the proof. �

It is a highly non-trivial fact that a finite étale cover of a special snc pair is special:
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Theorem 2.3 (Campana). Let (X,D) be a special snc pair. Let (X ′,D′) → (X,D) be an étale
covering. Then (X ′,D′) is special.

Proof. Our definition of a special snc pair (Definition 1.1) coincides with Campana’s definition
[Cam11, Définition 5.17] by [Cam11, Théorème 9.9]. Thus, we may appeal to Campana’s theorem
[Cam11, Théorème 10.11]. �

An snc pair (X,D) is of general type if ωX(D) is a big line bundle on X. We note Campana’s
observation that a special snc pair does not dominate a positive-dimensional snc pair of general
type (this follows from the far more general [Cam11, Théorème 9.9]).

Proposition 2.4 (Campana). Let f : (X,D) → (X ′,D′) be a dominant rational map of snc pairs,
where (X,D) is special. If (X ′,D′) is of general type, then dimX ′ = 0.

A generically finite morphism (X ′,D′) → (X,D) of snc pairs is an étale covering ifX ′\D′ → X\D
is finite étale.

Definition 2.5. An snc pair (X,D) is weakly-special if, for every étale covering (X ′,D′) → (X,D),
the snc pair (X ′,D′) does not admit a dominant rational map (X ′,D′) → (Z,DZ) to an snc pair
of general type (Z,DZ ) with dimZ > 0.

Corollary 2.6 (Campana). If (X,D) is a special snc pair, then (X,D) is weakly-special.

Proof. Let (X ′,D′) → (X,D) be an étale covering. Then (X ′,D′) is special by Theorem 2.3. In
particular, the snc pair (X ′,D′) does not admit a dominant rational map to any positive-dimensional
snc pair of general type (Proposition 2.4). This shows that (X,D) is weakly-special, as required. �

2.1. Puncturing, images, and birational invariance. With the Bogomolov sheaf-theoretic
definition of a special variety, the fact that smooth special varieties remain special after puncturing
is not difficult:

Proof of Theorem G. Let (X,D) be an snc compactification of X and denote by Z ⊆ X the closure
of X \U in X. Let ψ : X ′ → X be a proper birational surjective morphism which is an isomorphism
over X \Z such that E := X ′ \ψ−1(U) is an snc divisor. (Thus, (X ′, E) is an snc compactification
of U .) To prove the theorem, we have to show that the snc pair (X ′, E) is special. Indeed,
assume that (X ′, E) were not special. Then, there is an integer p ≥ 1 and a Bogomolov sheaf
L′ ⊆ ΩpX′(logE). Consider the pushforward sheaf ψ∗L

′ on X . As ψ is an isomorphism over the

open subset X \ Z, the restriction (ψ∗L
′)|X\Z is a line bundle on X \ Z. Moreover, we have

that (ψ∗L
′)|X\Z ⊆ Ωp

X
(logD)|X\Z . As U ⊆ X has a complement of codimension at least two by

assumption, the closed subset Z ⊆ X is of codimension at least two. Thus, as X is smooth, the
line bundle (ψ∗L

′)|X\Z on X \ Z extends to a sub-line bundle L ⊆ Ωp
X
(logD) on X by Hartogs’

Lemma. Now observe that by construction, we have (L′)⊗n(X ′ \ E) = (L⊗n)(X) for every integer
n. Hence, we have inclusions (L′)⊗n(X ′) ⊆ L⊗n(X). This shows that the Iitaka dimensions of
these line bundles satisfy κ(L) ≥ κ(L′). Consequently, L is a Bogomolov sheaf on X, contradicting
our assumption that X is special. So we see that L′ cannot exist, so that the pair (X ′, E) has no
Bogomolov sheaves and is hence special. �

Remark 2.7. The assumption in Theorem G on the codimension is obviously necessary. Indeed,
Gm is special, however Gm \ {1} is (hyperbolic and) not special.

We note the following basic properties of special varieties.

Lemma 2.8. Let f : X → Y be a surjective morphism of varieties. Then the following statements
hold.
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(1) If X is special, then Y is special.
(2) If f is proper and birational, then X is special if and only if Y is special.
(3) If f is finite étale, then X is special if and only if Y is special.

Proof. Let Y ′ → Y be a resolution of singularities and let Y ′ be an snc compactification of Y ′ with
boundary D′. Note that X ×Y Y

′ has a unique irreducible component whose natural map down
to X is birational. Let X ′ be a resolution of singularities of this component of X ×Y Y

′. Let X ′

be an snc compactification of X ′ with boundary D such that the morphism X ′ → Y ′ extends to a
morphism X ′ → Y ′. We obtain a surjective morphism of snc pairs (X ′,D) → (Y ,D′).

We now prove (1). If Y is not special, then there is a Bogomolov sheaf L for (Y ,D′). In
particular, its pullback to X ′ is a Bogomolov sheaf for (X ′,D) by Lemma 2.2, so that X is not
special by definition.

To prove (2), assume that f is proper birational. In that case, the induced morphism X ′ → Y ′

is proper birational as well. Now suppose that X is not special. Then there is a Bogomolov sheaf
on (X ′,D). By Lemma 2.1, we see that (Y ′,D′) has a Bogomolov sheaf, so that it is not special.
Hence Y is not special.

To prove (3), assume that f is finite étale. Then X ×Y Y
′ is a connected finite étale cover of

Y ′. Thus, (X ′,D) → (Y ,D′) is an étale covering of the special snc pair (Y ,D′). In particular,
by Campana’s theorem (Theorem 2.3), it follows that (X ′,D) is special, so that X is special by
definition. �

A notion closely related to specialness is that of a weakly-special variety:

Definition 2.9. We say that a variety X is weakly-special if there is a resolution of singularities
X ′ → X and an snc compactification X ′ of X ′ with boundaryD such that (X ′,D) is weakly-special.
(This definition extends the usual definition of weakly-special variety to non-proper varieties. Our
definition is a priori different from the definition given in [CDY].)

If X is a variety, then X is weakly-special if and only if, for every resolution of singularities
X ′ → X and every snc compactification X ′ of X ′ with D := X ′ \X ′, the pair (X ′,D) is weakly-
special. In other words, the notion of being weakly-special is independent of the choice of snc
model.

The following corollary due to Campana follows directly from the definitions and Corollary 2.6.

Corollary 2.10 (Campana). If X is a special variety, then X is weakly-special.

Remark 2.11. If X is proper and dimX ≤ 2, then the converse to Corollary 2.10 holds. Indeed,
this is trivial for curves and for surfaces follows by going through the Enriques–Kodaira classification
(see [Cam04, Corollary 3.33] for a classification of special surfaces). If dimX ≥ 3, there are examples
of weakly-special non-special smooth projective varieties; see [BT04, RTW21, BCJW].

3. Ascending and descending specialness properties

Before we prove Theorem 3.3, we state and prove two well-known lemmas on the class of special
varieties.

Proposition 3.1. Let X → Y be a dominant morphism of varieties over k. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) If X is special, then Y is special.
(2) If X is weakly-special, then Y is weakly-special.
(3) If k = C and X is Brody-special, then Y is Brody-special.
(4) If k = C and X is Kobayashi-special, then Y is Kobayashi-special.
(5) If X is arithmetically-special, then Y is arithmetically-special.
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(6) If X is geometrically-special, then Y is geometrically-special.

Proof. If X is special, then Y is special by Lemma 2.8; this proves (1).
If Y is not weakly-special, then there is a resolution of singularities Y ′ → Y , a finite étale

cover Y ′′ → Y ′, an snc compactification Y ′′ of Y ′′ with boundary D and a surjective morphism
(Y ′′,D) → (Z,DZ) of snc pairs, where (Z,DZ) is an snc pair of general type. Let X ′ be a resolution
of singularities of X ×Y Y

′ and note that X ′ → X is a proper birational surjective morphism. Let
X ′′ be X ′ ×Y ′ Y ′′ and note that X ′′ → X ′ is a finite étale cover. Choose an snc compactification
X ′′ of X ′′ with boundary D′ such that (X ′′,D′) → (Y ′′,D) is a surjective morphism of snc pairs.
This shows that X is not weakly-special, as (X ′′,D′) admits a surjective morphism to the snc pair
(Z,DZ). This proves (2).

To prove (3), compose a dense entire curve in Xan with the dominant map Xan → Y an to obtain
a dense entire curve in Y an.

To prove (4), we use the distance-decreasing property of the Kobayashi pseudo-metric. More
precisely, let Y ′ → Y be a resolution of singularities. Let X ′ → X ×Y Y ′ be a resolution of
singularities of X. In particular, we have dX′ ≡ 0 by definition. Since X ′ surjects onto Y ′, it
follows that dY ′ ≡ 0, so that Y is Kobayashi-special.

To prove (5), use that the image of a dense subset of near-integral points on X along X → Y is a
dense subset of near-integral points on Y (after choosing suitable models over a suitable Z-finitely
generated subring of k).

Finally, (6) is proven in [JR22, Section 2.2]. �

Proposition 3.2. Let X → Y be a finite étale morphism of (integral) varieties over k. Then the
following statements hold.

(1) The variety X is special if and only if Y is special.
(2) The variety X is weakly-special if and only if Y is weakly-special.
(3) If k = C, then X is Brody-special if and only if Y is Brody-special.
(4) If k = C, then X is Kobayashi-special if and only if Y is Kobayashi-special.
(5) The variety X is arithmetically-special if and only if Y is arithmetically-special.
(6) The variety X is geometrically-special if and only if Y is geometrically-special.

Proof. First note that X → Y is surjective. Thus, if X is special (resp. weakly-special, Brody-
special, etc.), then it follows from Proposition 3.1 that Y is so as well. We now prove the converse
statements.

If Y is special, then X is special by Lemma 2.8; this proves (1). Furthermore, it follows directly
from the definition that if Y is weakly-special, then X is weakly-special; this proves (2). Also, note
that (3) follows from the fact that entire curves lift along finite étale morphisms. It remains to
prove (4), (5) and (6).

To prove (4), assume that dY ≡ 0. To show that dX ≡ 0, assume that there are distinct points
p1 and p2 in X such that dX(p1, p2) > 0. Define the equivalence class of a point P in a complex-
analytic space X to be the locus of points Q such that dX (P,Q) = 0. Then, since the Kobayashi
pseudometric defines a continuous function on X ×X, the equivalence class X1 of p1 is closed in
X. Moreover, since dX(p1, p2) > 0, this equivalence class is disjoint from the (closed) equivalence
class X2 of p2. Moreover, the formula for the pseudo-metric dY given in [Kob98, Theorem 3.2.8.(1)]
shows that the equivalence class of any point P of X surjects onto Y . Since Xan is connected,
we have that Xan 6= X1 ∪ X2. Therefore, there is a point p3 in X such that dX(p1, p3) > 0 and
dX(p2, p3) > 0. Thus, the equivalence class X3 of p3 is a closed subset disjoint from X2 and X3. If
n := deg(X → Y ), then repeating this process gives a sequence of closed subsets X1, . . . ,Xn which
are pairwise disjoint. Since the covering X → Y is of degree n, we see that X = X1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Xn

contradicting the connectivity of X. This proves (4).
12



Note that (5) is a consequence of a (fairly general) version of the Chevalley-Weil theorem. Due to
lack of reference in the near-integral setting we include a proof. We closely follow [JL24, Lemma 8.2].
Assume that Y is arithmetically-special over k. Choose a regular Z-finitely generated integral
domain A ⊂ k, a finite type separated model X for X over A, a finite type separated model Y for
Y over A, and a finite étale surjective morphism F : X → Y extending X → Y such that Y(A)(1)

is dense in Y . For every near-integral point y ∈ Y(A)(1), there exist a dense open subscheme Uy ⊂
SpecA whose complement in SpecA is of codimension at least two and a morphism Uy → Y. Pulling
back Uy → Y along F : X → Y, we obtain a finite étale surjective morphism Vy := Uy×YX → Uy of

degree deg(f) which, by purity of the branch locus extends to a finite étale morphism Vy → SpecA.
By the Hermite-Minkowski theorem for arithmetic schemes [HH09], the set of isomorphism classes

of the Vy is finite as y runs over Y(A)(1). In particular, there is a Z-finitely generated integral

domain B ⊂ k containing A such that some dense subset of Y(A)(1) lies in the image of X (B)(1).
This implies that the latter is dense, as required.

Finally, to conclude the proof, note that (6) is [JR22, Lemma 2.11]. �

As an application of the above propositions, we make the simple observation that if the comple-
ment of the big diagonal in a symmetric power of X is special, then X is forced to be special. We
also prove the analogous statement for every other notion of specialness.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a variety over k, let n ≥ 1 be an integer, and let Z ⊂ Symn(X) be the
big diagonal. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If X is not special, then Symn(X) \ Z is not special.
(2) If X is not weakly-special, then Symn(X) \ Z is not weakly-special.
(3) If k = C and X is not Brody-special, then Symn(X) \ Z is not Brody-special.
(4) If k = C and X is not Kobayashi-special, then Symn(X) \ Z is not Kobayashi-special.
(5) If X is not arithmetically-special over k, then Symn(X) \ Z is not arithmetically-special

over k.
(6) If X is not geometrically-special over k, then Symn(X) \Z is not geometrically-special over

k.

Proof. Note that Xn \ ∆ → Symn(X) \ Z is finite étale. Thus, if Symn(X) \ Z is special, then
Xn \ ∆ is special (Proposition 3.2). Now, since the special variety Xn \ ∆ surjects onto X (use
the composition of the inclusion Xn \ ∆ ⊂ Xn with a projection map Xn → X), it follows from
Proposition 3.1 that X is special. This proves (1).

The same line of reasoning also proves (2), (3), (4), (5) and (6). �

We can now show that Symm(C×P1) for C a smooth projective curve of genus g ≥ 2 and m ≥ g
gives a counterexample to Hassett–Tschinkel’s geometric puncturing problem (Problem 1.15), that
is, we can now prove Theorem F.

Proof of Theorem F. That Symm(C × P1) is weakly-special follows from Theorem 1.13 and Corol-
lary 2.10; this shows (1). The complement of the big diagonal in Symm(C×P1) is not weakly-special
by Theorem 3.3; this shows (2). Thus, it remains to show that Symm(C × P1) has canonical sin-
gularities. This follows from the fact that the Hilbert scheme Hilbm(C × P1

k) of closed subschemes
of length m on C × P1 provides a crepant resolution of singularities of Symm(C × P1) [BK05,
Theorem 7.4.6]. �

We finish with a discussion of a question of Kamenova–Lehn [KL, Question 3.7].

Remark 3.4. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over C. Let m ≥ g. Then the variety
Symm(C × P1) can be used to give a negative answer to a question of Kamenova and Lehn [KL,
Question 3.7.(1)]. Indeed, we know that Symm(C × P1) is Kobayashi-special (Theorem 1.13) with
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canonical (hence log-terminal) singularities (Theorem F.(3)). However, the complement of the big
diagonal in Symm(C × P1) is smooth and not Kobayashi-special (Theorem 3.3.(4)).

4. A criterion for density of graphs

When checking whether a given variety X is geometrically-special, one has to check that the
graphs of the morphisms φi : C → X one has written down are actually dense in C ×X. As this
can be sometimes rather difficult, this subsection is dedicated to establishing a criterion that can
be slightly easier to check in practice.

We start by proving some technical lemmas. For some intuition about the first lemma, consider
the case where the polynomial p = 1 is constant. Then the set ∆p,n described in the lemma is
just the usual diagonal. It is clearly closed as X is a separated scheme. Recall that a numerical
polynomial is a polynomial p ∈ Q[t] such that p(n) ∈ Z for every n ∈ Z.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a projective variety with a fixed ample line bundle L. Let p ∈ Q[t] be a
numerical polynomial and let n ∈ N. Then the following subset of Xn = X ×X × ...×X is closed:

∆p,n =

{
(x1, ..., xn) ∈ Xn

∣∣∣∣
{x1, ..., xn} is contained in a closed subscheme of X

with Hilbert polynomial p

}

Proof. Consider the Hilbert scheme H = Hilb(X, p) which parametrizes closed subschemes of X
with Hilbert polynomial p. Note that H is a projective scheme which comes equipped with a
universal family F ⊆ X ×H, which is a closed subscheme of X ×H (and, set-theoretically consists
of those points (x, h) ∈ X ×H satisfying x ∈ h).

Now let G ⊆ Xn×Hn be the intersection of Fn and Xn×∆ where ∆ ⊆ Hn denotes the diagonal
(which is closed as H is projective). Then G is the intersection of two closed subschemes and is
hence a closed subscheme of Xn ×Hn. As H is proper, the projection Xn ×Hn → Xn is closed.
Hence the image of G in Xn is closed. Now, note that this image is precisely the subset ∆p,n. �

Suppose we are given a collection of points in projective space Pn and want to figure out whether
all of them are contained in some line. Then we can check this by looking at all three-element
subsets of the collection. In particular, we can check it without ever looking at infinitely many of
them at once. We generalize this idea.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a projective variety with a fixed ample line bundle L. Let p ∈ Q[t] be a
numerical polynomial. Let (xi)i∈I be a collection of closed points of X. Suppose that there is no
closed subscheme of X with Hilbert polynomial p containing all the xi. Then there is a finite subset
J ⊆ I such that the collection (xj)j∈J also has this property.

Proof. Consider the Hilbert scheme H = Hilb(X, p) together with the universal family F ⊆ X×H.
For i ∈ I, let Zi ⊆ H be the fiber of the projection F → X over the point xi. Set-theoretically,
Zi is the closed subset consisting of all points h ∈ H satisfying xi ∈ h. The assumption that no
closed subscheme of X with Hilbert polynomial p contains all the xi means that

⋂
i∈I Zi is empty.

Because H is of finite type over a field, it is quasi-compact. This implies that there is a finite subset
J ⊆ I such that

⋂
j∈J Zj is empty. The finite collection (xj)j∈J now has the desired properties. �

We can now use the lemmas we just proved to study the graphs of morphisms.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a projective variety with a fixed ample line bundle L. Let Y be a variety and
let (φi : Y → X)i∈I be a family of morphisms. Let p ∈ Q[t] be a numerical polynomial. Consider
the following subset of Y :

Z =

{
y ∈ Y

∣∣∣∣
{φi(y) | i ∈ I} ⊆ X is contained in a

closed subscheme of X with Hilbert polynomial p

}
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Then Z is closed in Y .

Proof. For a finite subset J ⊆ I we define the following morphism:

ΦJ : Y → X |J | y 7→ (φj(y))j∈J

By Lemma 4.2, the failure of infinitely many points to lie on a closed subscheme of some fixed
Hilbert polynomial can be detected on a finite subset of them. Consequently, we have:

Z =
⋂

J⊆I finite

Φ−1
J (∆p,|J |)

where we used the notation of Lemma 4.1. By using that lemma, we see that this equality expresses
Z as an intersection of closed subsets, so Z is closed. �

Remark 4.4. Combining the previous lemma with the observation that Q[t] is countable leads to
the following corollary: Let X be a projective variety and let Y be a variety. Let (φi : Y → X)i∈I
be a family of morphisms. Then the following set is a countable union of closed subvarieties of Y :

{y ∈ Y | {φi(y) | i ∈ I} ⊆ X is not dense}

In particular, when working over an uncountable base field and dim(Y ) > 0, the complement of this
set is either empty or contains uncountably many points. We will however not use this statement
in the sequel as the conclusion is vacuous when working over countable fields.

We can now prove our desired criterion for testing the density of the graphs of a family of
morphisms. Note that if we assume k to be uncountable, the next theorem immediately follows
from the previous remark.

Theorem 4.5. Let Y be a variety and let X be a quasi-projective variety. Let (φi : Y → X)i∈I be
a family of morphisms. Suppose that there is a point y0 ∈ Y such that {φi(y0) | i ∈ I} is dense in
X. Then S =

⋃
Γφi is dense in Y ×X.

Proof. We may assume that X is projective. (Indeed, let X be a projective compactification of
X. Then S is dense in Y × X if and only if it is dense in Y × X .) We now, for the rest of the
proof, fix a closed immersion of X into projective space. Doing this allows us to talk about Hilbert
polynomials of closed subschemes of X.

For the sake of contradiction, suppose that S was not dense in Y ×X. Then, there is a proper
closed subscheme Z ( Y ×X containing S. By generic flatness, the (surjective) projection morphism
Z → Y is flat over a dense open Y o ⊆ Y . Let Zo denote the preimage of Y o in Z. It is an open
subset of Z. Since the Hilbert polynomial of the fibers is independent of the fiber for a flat morphism
[Har77, Theorem III.9.9], every fiber of the projection Zo → Y o has the same Hilbert polynomial
p. Since Y ×X is irreducible, we must have dim(Z) < dim(Y ×X). This implies that p has degree
smaller than dimX. As Z contains S, this means that for every y ∈ Y o, the set {φi(y) | i ∈ I}
(which is the “fiber” of S over y) is contained in a closed subscheme of X with Hilbert polynomial p
(namely the fiber of Zo → Y o over y). Consequently, the dense open Y o is contained in the subset

{
y ∈ Y

∣∣∣∣
{φi(y) | i ∈ I} ⊆ X is contained in a

closed subscheme of X with Hilbert polynomial p

}
.

However, by Lemma 4.3, the latter subset is closed. Since it does not contain y0 by assumption,
this is a contradiction. So Z cannot exist and we are done. �

Remark 4.6. We can also rephrase Theorem 4.5 as follows: Suppose that (φi : Y → X)i∈I is a
family of morphisms from the variety Y to the quasi-projective variety X. Consider the induced
morphism Y × I → Y ×X which sends (y, i) to (y, φi(y)) (where we consider the set I as the I-
indexed disjoint union of copies of Spec(k)). Then, if the restriction {y}×I → {y}×X is dominant
for one point y ∈ Y , the morphism Y × I → Y ×X is dominant as well.
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Corollary 4.7. Let K be a field of characteristic zero. Let Y be a variety over K with Y (K) dense
and let X be a quasi-projective variety over K. Let (φi : Y → X)i∈I be a family of morphisms
over K. Suppose that there is a point y0 ∈ Y (K) such that {φi(y0) | i ∈ I} is dense in X. Then
S =

⋃
Γφi(K) is dense in Y ×X.

Proof. Since Y (K) is dense in Y , for every i, we have that Γφi(K) is dense in Γφi . Thus, the subset⋃
i∈I Γφi(K) is dense in

⋃
i∈I Γφi . However, the latter is dense in Y ×X by Theorem 4.5. �

Remark 4.8. In this paper we will use Theorem 4.5 to prove that certain symmetric powers are
geometrically-special (see Theorems 5.8 and 5.10 below). We will also use Theorem 4.5 (or rather
its consequence Corollary 4.7) to prove that certain symmetric powers are arithmetically-special
(see Theorem 6.7). Finally, in [Bar], Theorem 4.5 is used to prove the geometric specialness of
every algebraic group.

5. Geometrically-special varieties: density of pointed curves

We recall the definition of a geometrically-special variety ([JR22, Definition 1.7] or Definition
1.7). Throughout this section, k denotes an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.

Definition 5.1. Let X be a variety over k. We say that X is geometrically-special (over k) if there
is a dense subset S ⊆ X(k) such that for every s ∈ S there is a smooth quasi-projective curve C,
a closed point c ∈ C and a family of morphisms (φi : C → X)i∈I satisfying φi(c) = s such that⋃
i∈I Γφi ⊆ C ×X is Zariski-dense. Here, Γφi denotes the graph of the morphism φi.

Slightly abusing the language, we will call a family of morphisms (φi)i∈I as in the above definition
a covering set for X through s, even though the graphs really cover the product space C×X. If X
is a variety and U ⊆ X is an open subvariety such that U is geometrically-special, then the variety
X is geometrically-special as well, as we can simply postcompose any given covering set with the
inclusion map U → X.

5.1. Symmetric powers. In this subsection we show that for a curve C of genus g, the symmetric
powers Symm(C) and Symm(C × P1) are geometrically-special for all m ≥ g, thereby proving part
(5) of Theorem A. We first note the following general lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a proper variety and let F be a coherent sheaf on X such that P(F) is
integral. Then there is a dense open U ⊆ X such that, for every x ∈ U(k), every covering set
(φi : (C, c) → (X,x))i∈I and every y ∈ P(F) lying over x, there is a covering set (ψj : (C, c) →
(P(F), y))j∈J .

Proof. Let U ⊆ X be a nonempty open subscheme over which F is free. Then there is a natural
number n ≥ 0 such that F|U ∼= On

U . Consequently, we have P(F|U ) ∼= Pn−1
U as schemes over U . This

implies in particular that the proper varieties P(F) and Pn−1 ×X are birational. Let y ∈ P(F|U )
lying over a point x ∈ U(k) for which there is a covering set (φi : (C, c) → (X,x))i∈I . We may
view y as a point on Pn−1 × U ⊂ Pn−1 × X and write y = (y1, x). Let f : (C, c) → (Pn−1, y) be
a non-constant morphism. Note that the automorphism group G of (Pn−1, y1) acts transitively on
Pn−1 \ {y1}. Thus, the collection of morphisms ((g ◦ f, φi) : (C, c) → (Pn−1 × X, y))g∈G,i∈I is a
covering set. Now let σ : Pn−1 ×X P(F) be the birational map induced by the identification of
Pn−1 × U and P(F). Then, by construction, y lies in the regular locus of σ. Thus, we obtain, for
every i ∈ I, g ∈ G, a rational map σ ◦ (g ◦ f, φi) : (C, c) (P(F), y). Since C is a smooth curve
and P(F) is a proper variety, these rational maps define morphisms. Thus, we obtain a covering
set (σ ◦ (g ◦ f, φi) : (C, c) → (P(F), y)g∈G,i∈I , as desired. �

The relevance of the lemma for our purposes comes from the following well-known fact; see
[Sch63, Theorem 4].
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Lemma 5.3. If C is a smooth projective curve of genus gC and m ≥ 1 is an integer, then there is
a coherent sheaf E on Picm(C) and an isomorphism Symm(C) ∼= P(E) of schemes over Picm(C),
where the morphism Symm(C) → Picm(C) comes from viewing an element [(c1, ..., cm)] ∈ Symm(C)
as the divisor c1+ ...+cm on C. If m ≥ gC , then the support of E equals Picm(C), so that Symm(C)
is birational to Pm−gC × Picm(C).

Corollary 5.4. Let C be a smooth projective curve and m ≥ gC an integer. Then there is a dense
open subset U ⊆ Symm(C), a smooth projective curve D, and a point d ∈ D(k), such that for
every u ∈ U(k), there is a covering set (ψj : (D, d) → (Symm(C), u))j∈J . In particular, the variety
Symm(C) is geometrically-special.

Proof. Note that Picm(C) is an abelian variety, isomorphic to the Jacobian of C. In particular,
it is projective and geometrically-special [JR22, Proposition 3.1]. Let o ∈ Picm(C) be any point
through which there is a covering set (φi : (D, d) → (Picm(C), o))i∈I . Then, as the automorphism
group of an abelian variety acts transitively, we see that for any given point x ∈ Picm(C), there
is a covering set ((D, d) → (Picm(C), x)). By Lemma 5.3, there is a coherent sheaf E on Picm(C)
such that Symm(C) ∼= P(E). Thus, by Lemma 5.2, there is a dense open subset V ⊆ Picm(C) such
that there is a covering set from the pointed curve (D, d) through every point of Symm(C) lying
over V ⊆ Picm(C). Now let U be the preimage of V in Symm(C) and note that U is nonempty
(hence a dense open) as the map Symm(C) → Picm(C) is surjective. This concludes the proof. �

We will need the following Lemmas in our proof that Symm(C × P1) is geometrically-special.

Lemma 5.5. Let X, Y be two varieties and let φ : X → Y be a finite morphism. Let S ⊆ X(k) be
a subset. Then, if φ(S) ⊆ Y is dense, so is S ⊆ X.

Proof. Finite morphisms are closed. For closed continuous maps between topological spaces, we
have φ(S) = φ(S). Thus φ(S) = Y and in particular φ is surjective. As finite surjective morphisms
preserve dimension, it follows that dim(X) = dim(Y ) = dim(S). As X is irreducible this means
S = X and we are done. �

Lemma 5.6. Let X, Y be two varieties and let D be a curve. Let φ : X → Y be a finite morphism
and let (ψi : D → X)i∈I be a family of morphisms. Then, if

⋃
i∈I Γφ◦ψi

⊆ D × Y is dense, so is⋃
i∈I Γψi

⊆ D ×X.

Proof. Note that, for every i ∈ I, we have (idD, φ)(Γψi
) = Γφ◦ψi

. Thus we conclude by Lemma
5.5. �

Lemma 5.7. Let (x1, ..., xm) be an m-tuple of pairwise distinct closed points of P1. Let (y1, ..., ym)
be any other m-tuple of closed points of P1. Then there is an endomorphism φ : P1 → P1 satisfying
φ(xi) = yi for every i = 1, ...,m.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that none of the xi or yi is the point at infinity.
But then a suitable Lagrange interpolation polynomial does the job. �

The basic idea of our proof that Symm(C × P1) is geometrically-special is to take a covering
set for Symm(C) and turn it into a covering set for Symm(C × P1) by postcomposing with many
different morphisms Symm(C) → Symm(C × P1) coming from many different morphisms C → P1.
After these morphisms are constructed, we may test the density of the graphs after projecting down
to Symm(C)× Symm(P1), and then it only remains to do the bookkeeping. As this approach does
not depend on C being a curve, we state the result in more generality.

Theorem 5.8. Let m be a positive integer and let X be a quasi-projective variety such that
Symm(X) is geometrically-special. Then Symm(X × P1) is geometrically-special.
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Proof. Since geometric-specialness is a “birational invariant” (see [JR22, Lemma 2.6]), we may
replace X by a blow-up. Thus, we may assume that there is a dominant morphism π : X → P1. Let
s ∈ Symm(X) be a point through which there is a covering set. We may assume that s represents an
m-tuple of pairwise distinct points of X, say s = [x1, ..., xm] where we picked an arbitrary ordering.
We may even assume that the π(xk) are pairwise distinct (since the set of such points is a non-empty
open). We now construct a covering set through the point [(x1, z1), ..., (xm, zm)] ∈ Symm(X × P1)
for any m-tuple (z1, ..., zm) ∈ (P1)m.

Let (φi : (D, d) → (Symm(X), s))i∈I be a covering set. We may shrink the covering set (while
retaining its status as a covering set) by removing all morphisms whose image does not contain an
m-tuple disjoint from the set π−1(π({x1, ..., xm})). Now consider the following set:

J := {(a1, ..., am, b1, ..., bm) ∈ (P1)2m | the ak are pairwise distinct and each distinct from all π(xk)}

For every j = (a1, ..., am, b1, ..., bm) ∈ J , we let αj be any endomorphism of P1 which sends the
points (a1, ..., am, π(x1), ..., π(xm)) to the points (b1, ..., bm, z1, ..., zm) (this exists by Lemma 5.7).
We obtain morphisms βj := αj ◦ π : X → P1. These give morphisms (idX , βj) : X → X × P1,
which induce morphisms γj : Symm(X) → Symm(X × P1). Our covering set then consists of the
morphisms (γj ◦ φi)(i,j)∈I×J . It remains to verify that this is indeed a covering set.

For this, first note that our base point d ∈ D always gets mapped to s = [x1, ..., xm] ∈ Symm(X)
under φi. The xk always get mapped to the corresponding zk by construction of βj . Thus, the
image of d in Symm(X × P1) is always [(x1, z1), ..., (xm, zm)], as required.

By Lemma 5.6, the density of the graphs may be tested after projection along τ : Symm(X ×
P1) → Symm(X) × Symm(P1). To verify the density now, start by fixing an i ∈ I. By our choice
of the covering set for Symm(X), there is a point d′ ∈ D such that φi(d

′) is an m-tuple of pairwise
distinct points of X completely disjoint from the set π−1(π({x1, ..., xm})). (In fact, since this is
an open condition on d′, infinitely many such d′ exist.) Fixing one d′ for now, we see that φi(d

′)
appears, in some ordering, as the first half of an element of J . In fact, it does so infinitely many
times, as it appears m! times for every tuple (b1, ..., bm) ∈ (P1)m. This implies:

⋃

j∈J

(d′, (τ ◦ γj ◦ φi)(d′)) = (d′, φi(d
′))× Symm(P1) ⊆ D × Symm(X)× Symm(P1)

By using either Theorem 4.5 or by using that infinitely many such d′ exist, we obtain
⋃

j∈J

Γτ◦γj◦φi = Γφi × Symm(P1) ⊆ D × Symm(X)× Symm(P1)

and taking the union over i ∈ I establishes the required density, since the φi form a covering set
for Symm(X). �

Corollary 5.9. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g. If m ≥ g, then Symm(C × P1) is
geometrically-special.

Proof. Since m ≥ g, we have that Symm(C) is geometrically-special by Corollary 5.4. Hence the
result follows from Theorem 5.8. �

To prove the geometric-specialness of Symm(C×E) we will use that the existence of a nonconstant
morphism C → E implies that Symm(C × E) → Symm(C) has many sections. We will then
postcompose the covering sets through well-chosen points of Symm(C) with these sections to obtain
covering sets for Symm(C × E).

Theorem 5.10. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g and let E be an elliptic curve
admitting a surjection π : C → E. Let m ≥ g be a natural number. Then Symm(C × E) is
geometrically-special.
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Proof. Let [c1, ..., cm] ∈ Symm(C) be a point such that π(ci) ∈ E is a torsion point for every
i = 1, ...,m and such that there is a covering set for Symm(C) through [c1, ..., cm]. Observe that
the set of such points is dense in Symm(C) as the first condition holds on a dense set and the
second condition holds on a nonempty open by Corollary 5.4. Fix an integer k and let zi = [k](ci),
where [k] : E → E denotes the multiplication-by-k morphism. Note that the set of all points
[(c1, z1), ..., (cm, zm)] ∈ Symm(C × E) obtained this way is dense in Symm(C × E). Thus, to show
geometric specialness, it suffices to construct a covering set for Symm(C ×E) through such a point
[(c1, z1), ..., (cm, zm)] ∈ Symm(C ×E). Since we assumed the π(ci) to be torsion points of E, there
is an integer n such that [n](π(ci)) = 0 ∈ E for all i = 1, ...,m.

By construction, there is a covering set (φi : (D, d) → (Symm(C), [c1, ..., cm]))i∈I . For each
integer j ∈ Z, we define the morphism γj : Symm(C) → Symm(C × E) to be the m-th symmetric
power of the morphism (idC , [nj + k] ◦ π) : C → C × E. We claim that the family of morphisms
(γj ◦ φi : D → Symm(C ×E))i∈I,j∈Z constitutes a covering set for Symm(C ×E) through the point
[(c1, z1), ..., (cm, zm)].

To verify this, first note that γj sends the point [c1, ..., cm] to [(c1, [nj + k](π(c1))), ..., (cm, [nj +
k](π(cm)))], and as we assumed all π(ci) to be n-torsion, we have [nj + k](π(ci)) = [k](π(ci)) = zi.
As φi sends the point d ∈ D to [c1, ..., cm] ∈ Symn(C) by definition, this implies that the morphisms
γj ◦ φi do indeed send d ∈ D to [(c1, z1), ..., (cm, zm)] ∈ Symn(C × E). It remains to verify the
density of the graphs in D × Symm(C × E).

Next, we verify that the morphisms (γj : Symm(C) → Symm(C×E))j∈Z have jointly dense image.
To see this, first note that by Lemma 5.6, we may test this after projecting to Symm(C)×Symm(E).
Next, note that by Theorem 4.5, it suffices to show that there is a point x ∈ Symm(C) such that
the set {Symm([nj + k] ◦π)(x) | j ∈ Z} is dense in Symm(E). To see that such a point x exists, let
e ∈ Em be a nondegenerate point and choose x ∈ Symm(C) such that Symm(π)(x) is the image of
e in Symm(E). This x then has the desired property.

To conclude, observe that

⋃

i∈I,j∈Z

Γγj◦φi =
⋃

j∈Z

(idD, γj)

(
⋃

i∈I

Γφi

)

so that

⋃

i∈I,j∈Z

Γγj◦φi =
⋃

j∈Z

(idD, γj)

(
⋃

i∈I

Γφi

)

As the φi form a covering set, it follows that
⋃

i∈I,j∈Z

Γγj◦φi =
⋃

j∈Z

(idD, γj)(D × Symm(C)) = D ×
⋃

j∈Z

γj(Sym
m(C))

and since we verified that the morphisms γj have jointly dense image, we conclude. �

6. Potential density

In this section we first characterize which symmetric powers of C ×P1 are arithmetically-special
(i.e., have a potentially dense set of rational points). In our approach, we will need the existence
of rational points on certain twists of (P1)m. This naturally leads us to studying L-rational points
on (P1)m whose coordinates form a transitive Sm-set.

Lemma 6.1. Let K be an infinite field and let L be a finite separable field extension of K of degree
m. Let τ1, . . . , τm : L → K be the m pairwise distinct embeddings of L into K. For α in L, let
Pα = (τ1(α), . . . , τm(α)) ∈ Am(K). Then the set

R = {Pα | α ∈ L} ⊂ Am(K)
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is dense in Am.

Proof. Let α1, . . . , αm be a K-basis for L. Consider the (m × m)-matrix M = (τiαj). As is
well-known, (detM)2 is the discriminant of the K-basis α1, . . . , αm, which is nonzero since L/K
is separable. Then the matrix M defines an invertible linear map Am → Am under which R is
the image of Am(K). Since K is infinite, Am(K) is dense in Am, and it follows that R is also
Zariski-dense in Am. �

Note that Lemma 6.1 gives a simple proof of the Primitive Element Theorem in the case of
infinite fields. Indeed, the set associated to non-primitive elements {Pα | α ∈ L,L 6= K(α)} is not
dense in Am (it’s contained in the union of hyperplanes of the form xi = xj, i 6= j). Therefore
there must exist a primitive element for L/K. Note that this proof depends only on the following
two facts: Am(K) is dense in Am if K is infinite, and the discriminant of any K-basis of a finite
separable extension L/K is nonzero.

Proposition 6.2. Let K be an infinite field and let K ⊆ L be a finite Galois extension. Choose
an embedding Gal(L/K) ⊆ Sm for some integer m. Then the set

{(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ (P1)m(L) | for all i = 1, . . . ,m and all σ ∈ Gal(L/K), we have σ(xi) = xσ(i)}

is dense in (P1)m.

Proof. Let G be the image of Gal(L/K) in Sm. We first treat the case that G is a transitive
subgroup of Sm. In this case, let G′ = Sm−1 ∩G, where we embed Sm−1 ⊆ Sm as the stabilizer of
a point, and let K ′ = LG

′

be the corresponding fixed field. Then K ⊆ K ′ is an extension of degree
m with Galois closure L. Let τ1, . . . , τm be the m distinct embeddings of K ′ in L over K. Then
G acts on the set {τ1, . . . , τm} and after renumbering the τi, we may assume that σ ◦ τi = τσ(i) for
every i = 1, . . . ,m and every σ ∈ G. Then, by Lemma 6.1, we have that

{(τ1(α), . . . , τm(α)) | α ∈ K ′}

is a dense set of elements of (P1)m(L) with the desired transformation behaviour under Gal(L/K),
finishing the proof if G ⊆ Sm is transitive.

If G ⊆ Sm is not a transitive subgroup, let r1, . . . , rl denote the sizes of the orbits. After
renumbering, we may assume that the orbits are {1, . . . , r1}, {r1 + 1, . . . , r1 + r2}, and so on. For
j = 1, . . . , l, let Gj be the image of G under the natural restriction homomorphism G → Srj and
let Nj ⊆ G be the kernel of G→ Gj . Let Lj ⊆ L be the fixed field of Nj. Then K ⊆ Lj is a Galois
extension with Galois group Gj ⊆ Srj and the subgroup Gj ⊆ Srj is transitive. Thus, by the first

paragraph of this proof, the following set is dense in (P1)rj .

Σj := {(x1, ..., xrj ) ∈ (P1)rj (Lj) | for all i = 1, . . . , rj and all σ ∈ Gj , we have σ(xi) = xσ(i)}

Thus, the product set Σ := Σ1 × · · · × Σl ⊆ (P1)r1(L1) × · · · × (P1)rl(Ll) ⊆ (P1)m(L) is dense in
(P1)m. Now note that by construction, the elements of Σ have the desired transformation behaviour
under Gal(L/K), finishing the proof in general. �

The previous proposition will provide an elementary proof of the density of K-points on certain
twists of (P1)m appearing in our proof of Theorem 6.4 below. We will see later that this density can
also be proven using the structure of such twists as twisted flag varieties; see the proof of Lemma
7.7.

If X → S is a quasi-projective morphism of noetherian schemes and m ≥ 1 is an integer, then
Sm acts on the fiber product Xm = X ×S . . .×SX. We will denote its quotient by Symm

S (X); note
that this is again a quasi-projective scheme over S. This follows from [DG70, Theorem V.4.1], as
explained in [DG70, Remarque V.5.1].
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Lemma 6.3. Let A be a noetherian integral domain with infinite fraction field K, and let X be a
quasi-projective integral scheme over A. If m ≥ 1 is any integer for which Σ := Symm

A (X )(A)(1) is

dense in X , then Symm
A (X × P1

A)(A)
(1) is dense in Symm

A (X × P1
A).

Proof. Let X = XK be the generic fiber of X → SpecA. Note that Xm → Symm
A (X ) extends the

natural quotient morphism Xm → Symm(X) over A.
For every subgroup H ⊆ Sm, let ΣH be the set of points t ∈ Σ for which the fiber (Xm)t is

reduced and every connected component of the finite K-scheme (Xm)t is an H-torsor. Note that
every point of Σ not lying on the big diagonal lies in one of the ΣH . Thus, as we assumed Σ to be
dense, we see that Symm(X) is equal to the (finite) union of the closures ΣH and the big diagonal.
Consequently, since Symm(X) is irreducible (and since the big diagonal is not dense), we conclude
that Symm(X) = ΣH for some subgroup H ⊆ Sm. In other words, there is a subgroup H ⊆ Sm for
which ΣH ⊆ Symm(X) is dense.

For every t ∈ ΣH , we claim that the fiber Ft of the natural projection Symm
A (X×P1

A) → Symm
A (X )

over t ∈ Symm
A (X )(A)(1) has a dense set of near-integral A-points. To show this, it suffices to show

that Ft(K) is dense, as Ft is a proper A-scheme. To do so, fix a t ∈ ΣH and write L for the field
extension given by the connected components of (Xm)t. The field extension L/K is a finite Galois
extension. Observe that Ft ⊗K L is isomorphic to (P1

L)
m and that the image of the set

{(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ (P1)m(L) | for all i = 1, . . . ,m and all σ ∈ Gal(L/K), we have σ(xi) = xσ(i)}

in Ft(L) is contained in Ft(K). Hence it follows from Proposition 6.2 that Ft(K) is dense.

We thus have shown that there is a dense set of t ∈ Symm
A (X )(A)(1) for which the fiber of

Symm
A (X × P1

A) → Symm
A (X ) over t has a dense set of near-integral A-points. We conclude that

Symm
A (X × P1

A)(A)
(1) is dense, as required. �

Theorem 6.4. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let X be a quasi-
projective variety over k such that Symm(X) is arithmetically-special over k. Then Symm(X ×P1)
is arithmetically-special over k.

Proof. Let A ⊂ k be a Z-finitely generated subring with fraction field K, and let X be a quasi-
projective model for X over A. Replacing SpecA by a dense affine open if necessary, we may
assume that Symm

A (X ) is a quasi-projective model for Symm(X) over A (or, alternatively, we can
avoid spreading out by simply appealing to the aforementioned result in [DG70]). Since Symm(X)
is arithmetically-special over k, replacing A by a suitable finitely generated extension, we may
assume that Σ := Symm

A (X )(A)(1) ⊆ Symm(X)(k) is dense. It now follows from Lemma 6.3 that

Symm
A (X × P1

A)(A)
(1) is dense. �

Lemma 6.5. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let m be a positive integer
and let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over k. Then Symm(C) is arithmetically-special
over k if and only if m ≥ g.

Proof. Ifm < g, then the image of Symm(C) → Picm(C) is a positive-dimensional closed subvariety
of an abelian variety of general type, and thus not arithmetically-special by Faltings’s theorem
[Fal94]. It follows that Symm(C) is not arithmetically-special. If m ≥ g, note that Symm(C) is
birational to Pm−g×Picm(C) (see Lemma 5.3). Since Pm−g and Picm(C) are arithmetically-special,
so is their product Pm−g×Picm(C). Since being arithmetically-special is a birational invariant, we
conclude that Symm(C) is arithmetically-special. �

Corollary 6.6. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let m be an integer and
let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over k. Then Symm(C ×P1

k) is arithmetically-special
if and only if m ≥ g.
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Proof. Note that the natural projection C×P1
k → C induces a surjective morphism Symm(C×P1

k) →
Symm(C). In particular, if Symm(C×P1

k) is arithmetically-special, then Symm(C) is arithmetically-
special, so that m ≥ g by Lemma 6.5. Conversely, if m ≥ g, then Symm(C) is arithmetically-special
by Lemma 6.5, so that the result follows from Theorem 6.4. �

We can now show that Symm(C × P1) for C a smooth projective curve of genus g ≥ 2 and
m ≥ g also provides a counterexample to Hassett–Tschinkel’s arithmetic puncturing problem (Prob-
lem 1.14). That is, we can now prove Theorem E from the introduction.

Proof of Theorem E. The variety Symm(C × P1) is arithmetically-special by Corollary 6.6; this
shows (1). The complement of the big diagonal in Symm(C × P1) is not arithmetically-special by
Theorem 3.3; this shows (2). That Symm(C ×P1) has canonical singularities was already shown in
Theorem F (see Section 3 for the proof). �

We now prove the potential density of rational points on Symm(C × E) when m is at least the
genus of C, assuming E is an elliptic curve and C admits a cover C → E.

Theorem 6.7. Let E be an elliptic curve over a finitely generated field K of characteristic zero
and let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over K. Assume that CK dominates EK . If
m ≥ g is a positive integer, then there is a finite field extension L/K such that Symm(C × E)(L)
is dense in Symm(C × E),

Proof. Replacing K by a finite field extension if necessary, we may assume that there is a surjective
morphism π : C → E. The morphism π then induces a natural morphism idC ×π : C → C × E.
Let [n] be the self-map of C × E given by multiplication with n on E and the identity on C, i.e.,
[n] : C×E → C×E sends (c, x) to (c, nx). By the functoriality of symmetric products, the composed
morphism [n] ◦ (idC ×π) : C → C×E induces a morphism πn : Symm(C) → Symm(C×E). We let
φn : Symm(C) → Symm(E) be the morphism πn composed with the projection Symm(C × E) →
Symm(E). Note that φn is also the morphism induced by [n] ◦ π : C → E. Since Em is an abelian
variety, there is a point g ∈ Em(K) such that the subgroup generated by g in Em is dense. (Such a
point is called a non-degenerate point of Em.) It follows that, replacing K by a finite field extension
if necessary, there is a point y0 in Symm(C)(K) such that the set {φi(y0) | i = 1, 2, . . .} is dense.
(Take y0 to be any point mapping to the class of g via φ1.) We have thus the following commutative
diagram:

Symm(C × E)

��

projection
// Symm(E)

Symm(C)× Symm(E)

��
Symm(C)

πn

66

φn

99
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r
r

Replacing K by a finite field extension if necessary, we may assume that Symm(C) has a dense set
of K-points. Let Zn be the image of πn, and note that Zn is isomorphic to Symm(C). In particular,
the set of K-points Zn(K) is dense in Zn. We claim that ∪∞

n=1Zn(K) is dense in Symm(C×E). To
prove this, it suffices to show that its image in Symm(C)×Symm(E) is dense. To verify this, define
Y := Symm(C) and X := Symm(E). Since Y (K) is dense in Y and {φn(y0) | n = 1, 2, . . .} is dense
in X, by Corollary 4.7, the subset ∪∞

n=1Γφn(K) is dense in Y ×X = Symm(C)× Symm(E). �

22



7. The Hilbert property

Recall that a proper variety X over a field k is said to have the Hilbert property over k if X(k) is
not thin [Ser92, §3]. Concretely, we have that X has the Hilbert property over k if, for every finite
collection of finite surjective morphisms (πi : Yi → X)ni=1 with Yi a normal (integral) variety over k
and deg πi ≥ 2, the set X(k) \ ∪ni=1πi(Yi(k)) is dense in X.

Recall that a field K is Hilbertian if P1
K has the Hilbert property over K. For example, every

number field is Hilbertian [Ser92, §3.4]. We will use that a twist of (P1
K)

m satisfies the Hilbert
property if it has aK-point; this follows from Bary-Soroker–Fehm–Petersen’s result that any smooth
compactification of a linear algebraic group over a number field has the Hilbert property [BSFP14,
Corollary 4.2].

Theorem 7.1. Let K be a Hilbertian field of characteristic zero and let X be a smooth proper
variety such that XK is isomorphic to a power of P1

K
. If X(K) is non-empty, then X has the

Hilbert property over K.

Proof. Note that X is a twisted flag variety over K (in the sense of [Dem77, §6, Definition 1]). Let
x ∈ X(K) be a K-rational point. Let G = AutX/k be the automorphism group scheme of X. By

[Dem77, Proposition 4], we have that G is a smooth affine finite type group scheme over K whose
connected component G0 is a connected semisimple linear algebraic group over K such that X is
a homogeneous space under G. Let P be the stabilizer group scheme of x. Then P is a parabolic
subgroup, hence connected. Thus, as K is a perfect Hilbertian field, the homogeneous space G/P
has the Hilbert property over K by [BSFP14, Corollary 4.6]. Since X is isomorphic to G/P (via
G→ X defined by g 7→ g · x), we conclude that X has the Hilbert property over K. �

A smooth projective variety over k with the Hilbert property over k has a dense set of k-points.
However, the converse fails. For example, if E is an elliptic curve of positive rank over a number
field k, then E does not have the Hilbert property over k (despite E(k) being dense). It does
however satisfy the weak Hilbert property (by Faltings’s theorem [Fal83]). In fact, a smooth proper
variety over a number field k has the Hilbert property if and only if it has the weak Hilbert property
and Xk has no non-trivial finite étale covers (see [CZ17]).

The weak Hilbert property for X guarantees that given a ramified cover Y → X, many fibers Yx
do not have a k-point. Assuming that Y → X is Galois and “genuinely ramified”, this statement
can be strengthened as follows.

Lemma 7.2. Let X be a smooth proper variety with the weak Hilbert property over K. Let Y → X
be a ramified Galois covering which has no nontrivial étale subcovering. Then, the set of x ∈ X(K)
such that Yx is integral is dense.

Proof. Let G be the Galois group of Y → X. Consider the collection of coverings Y/H → X as H
runs over all subgroups H 6= G. Note that each such covering is ramified (as it is a subcovering of
Y → X). Therefore, by applying the weak Hilbert property to the collection (Y/H → X)H⊂G,H 6=G,
we see that the set of non-branch points x in X(K) with (Y/H)x(K) = ∅ for every H ( G is dense.
Note that for each such x, the fiber Yx is integral. �

We will use that the weak Hilbert property is inherited by the total space of a family of varieties
satisfying the Hilbert property over a base satisfying the weak Hilbert property. The precise result
we need is a consequence of a general fibration theorem proven in [Lugb] (which improves on the
fibration theorems of [BSFP14] and [Jav24]).

Theorem 7.3 (Mixed fibration theorem). Let K be a field of characteristic zero and let f : X → S
be a proper surjective morphism of normal varieties over K. Let Γ ⊂ X(K) be a subset. Let
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Σ ⊂ S(K) be a subset which is not strongly thin. Suppose that, for every s in Σ, the proper K-
scheme Xs is integral and normal and that the subset Xs(K) ∩ Γ is not thin in Xs. Then Γ is not
strongly thin in X.

7.1. Symmetric products.

Lemma 7.4. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over a finitely generated field K of
characteristic zero. Then there is a finite field extension L/K such that the smooth projective
variety Symm(CL) has the weak Hilbert property over L if and only if m ≥ g.

Proof. If there is a finite field extension L/K such that Symm(CL) has the weak Hilbert property
over L, then Symm(CK) is arithmetically-special (trivially), so that m ≥ g by Lemma 6.5. Now,
assume m ≥ g, and let Jac(C) be the Jacobian of C. Since m ≥ g, replacing K by a finite field

extension if necessary, we may assume that Symm(C) is K-birational to P
m−g
K ×Jac(C) (by Lemma

5.3). Note that Pm−g has the Hilbert property over K [Ser92, §3]. Moreover, replacing K by a
finite field extension if necessary, by work of Frey–Jarden [FJ74], the abelian variety Jac(C) has
a dense set of K-points (see [Jav21, Corollary 3.8] for a precise statement), and thus the weak
Hilbert property over K [CDJ+22]. In particular, by the mixed fibration theorem (Theorem 7.3)

(or the product theorem for WHP [CDJ+22, Theorem 1.9]), the variety P
m−g
K ×Jac(C) has the weak

Hilbert property over K. In particular, since the weak Hilbert property is a birational invariant
amongst smooth projective varieties [CDJ+22, Proposition 3.1], it follows that Symm(C) has the
weak Hilbert property over K, as required. �

As an interesting application of the weak Hilbert property of Symm(C), we obtain the infinitude
of Sm-points on curves for every m at least the genus:

Corollary 7.5. Let C be a smooth projective geometrically connected curve over a finitely generated
field K of characteristic zero. If m ≥ g, then there is a finite field extension L/K such that the set
of c in CL whose residue field κ(c) is an Sm-Galois extension of L is infinite.

Proof. Replacing K by a finite field extension if necessary, we may assume that Symm(C) has the
weak Hilbert property over K (Lemma 7.4). Now, note that the morphism Cm → Symm(C) has no
non-trivial étale subcovers. Indeed, for every x in C(K), the fiber over [(x, x, . . . , x)] is the single
point (x, . . . , x). In particular, since the morphism Cm → Symm(C) is generically an Sm-torsor,
the corollary follows from Lemma 7.2. �

Remark 7.6 (Wittenberg). If m ≥ 2g, then one can prove Corollary 7.5 without appealing to the
weak Hilbert property of abelian varieties [CDJ+22]. We thank Olivier Wittenberg for allowing us
to include the following argument.

First, extending K if necessary, we may assume that Picm(C)(K) is dense. Let p be a general
point of Picm(C). Then the fiber Symm(C)p of Symm(C) → Picm(C) over p is a projective
space and the cover (Cm)p → (Symm(C))p is generically an Sm-torsor. Now consider the cover

C × Symm−1(C) → Symm(C), which is an intermediate cover of Cm → Symm(C). Note that,
passing to the fiber over p ∈ Picm(C), the projection onto the first coordinate (C×Symm−1(C))p →
C is a projective bundle with fibers of dimensionm−g. In particular, we see that (C×Symm−1(C))p
is geometrically irreducible. Furthermore, the covering C × Symm−1(C) → Symm(C) ramifies
only over the big diagonal and the fiber over the generic point of the big diagonal has one point
of multiplicity two and is otherwise étale. Consequently, the local monodromy is generated by
a single transposition. As p was general, we see that the same holds around the codimension
one points of the branch locus of (C × Symm−1(C))p → (Symm(C))p. Now, as (Symm(C))p is
geometrically simply connected and (C × Symm−1(C))p is geometrically irreducible, we see that
the local monodromy groups generate the global monodromy group. As a transitive subgroup of
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Sm generated by transpositions must be the entire symmetric group Sm, we see that the global
monodromy group of (C × Symm−1(C))p → (Symm(C))p is given by Sm. Consequently, its Galois
closure is (Cm)p → (Symm(C))p and (Cm)p is geometrically irreducible. In particular, by Hilbert’s
irreducibility theorem applied to the projective space (Symm(C))p, we see that (Cm)p has a dense
set of closed points whose Galois group is Sm. As p was a general point, the same follows for Cm

and hence for C.

Lemma 7.7. Let A be a noetherian integral domain whose fraction field K is Hilbertian and of
characteristic zero. Let X be a quasi-projective integral scheme over A. If Symm

A (X )(A)(1) ⊂
Symm(XK)(K) is not strongly thin, then Symm

A (X ×A P1
A)(A)

(1) is not strongly thin.

Proof. (We adapt the proof of Theorem 6.4.) Define X = XK and Γ := Symm
A (X ×A P1

A)(A)
(1),

and consider the proper surjective morphism Symm
A (X ×A P1

A) → Symm
A (X ). Choose a dense open

U ⊆ X and a dominant morphism U → P1
A. This induces a section of Symm

A (X ×AP
1
A) → Symm

A (X )

over Symm(U). Define Σ := Symm
A (X )(A)(1) ∩ Symm

A (U)(A)
(1), and note that Σ is not strongly

thin (as Symm
A (X )(A)(1) is not strongly thin). Now, for every s in Σ, the fiber of the morphism

Symm(X×P1
K) → Symm(X) over s (where we view s as a K-point of Symm(X)) is a twist of (P1

K)
m

with a K-point (since Symm
A (X ×A P1

A) → Symm
A (X ) has a section over Symm(U)). Therefore, for

such an s, the fiber Xs has the Hilbert property over K by Theorem 7.1, i.e., Xs(K) is not thin.
Now since Xs(K)∩Γ = Xs(K) by definition of Γ, we see that Xs(K)∩Γ is not thin. Therefore, by
the mixed fibration theorem (Theorem 7.3), we conclude that Γ is not strongly thin, as required. �

For the sake of clarity, we state the following consequence of Lemma 7.7.

Corollary 7.8. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let X be a quasi-
projective normal variety over k such that Symm(X) has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property over
k. Then Symm(X × P1

k) has the arithmetic weak Hilbert property over k.

Proof. Choose suitable models and apply Lemma 7.7. �

Theorem 7.9. Let K be a finitely generated field of characteristic zero. Let m ≥ g be an integer
and let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g over K. Then there is a finite field extension
L/K such that Symm(CL × P1

L) has the weak Hilbert property over L.

Proof. Since m ≥ g, replacing K by a finite field extension if necessary, we may and do assume
that Symm(C) has the weak Hilbert property (Lemma 7.4). It now follows from Corollary 7.8 that,
replacing K by a finite field extension if necessary, the normal variety Symm(C×P1

K) has the weak
Hilbert property over K. �

We note that the prediction made by Conjecture 1.12 is that some resolution of singularities of
Symn(C×P1

K) has the weak Hilbert property. This follows however from the fact that Symn(C×P1
K)

has the weak Hilbert property and the following lemma.

Lemma 7.10 (Going up works). Let Y → X be a proper birational surjective morphism of normal
proper varieties over a field K of characteristic zero. If X has the weak Hilbert property, then Y
has the weak Hilbert property.

Proof. Let Z → Y be a ramified cover and consider the Stein factorization Z ′ → X of Z → Y → X.
Note that the finite surjective morphism Z ′ → X is ramified. (Indeed, let Z ′′ → Y be the pull-back
of Z ′ → X along Y → X. Assume that Z ′ → X is étale. Then Z ′′ → Y is étale. Moreover,
the finite surjective morphism Z → Y factors over the finite étale morphism Z ′′ → Y . Since the
degree of Z → Y equals the degree of Z ′ → X, we see that Z → Z ′′ is of degree one, hence an
isomorphism. We conclude that Z → Y is étale.) In particular, since X(K) is not strongly thin,
there is a dense set Σ of points in Y (K) such that, for every y in Σ, the fiber Zy does not have a
K-point. �
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For the reader’s convenience, let us show that the weak Hilbert property for the symmetric
product Symm(C × P1

K) is a priori stronger than the weak Hilbert property for one of its desin-
gularizations. In fact, one can not in general “descend” the weak Hilbert property along proper
birational maps.

Remark 7.11 (Going down fails). Let Y be the normal irreducible projective surface in P3
Q defined

by

x0x
4
2 + x1x

4
3 = x20x

3
1 + x30x

2
1.

Let X → Y be the minimal model of Y , and note that X is an Enriques surface. In particular,
X has the potential weak Hilbert property [GCM23]. However, the normal projective surface Y
is geometrically simply connected, but does not have the potential Hilbert property (see [CZ17,
Theorem 1.3 and Remark 3.5]). In particular, the smoothness assumption is necessary in Conjecture
1.12.
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