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LEFSCHETZ DEFECT IN FAMILIES

MATTEO VERNI

Abstract. We provide a cohomological characterization of the Lefschetz de-
fect of smooth complex projective varieties. As a consequence, we deduce that
the Lefschetz defect of a smooth Fano variety is invariant under smooth de-
formation. We also characterize the Lefschetz defect of an abelian variety in
terms of its isogeny factors, and study it in families.

1. Introduction

In [Cas12], the author introduces the Lefschetz defect δX (see Definition 2.1)
forX a smooth Fano variety. It measures how many “special” steps occur in runs
of the MMP of (X,−D) for all effective divisors D. This invariant has proven
useful in the effort to classify Fano fourfolds: for the latest developments in this
direction, see [Cas24].

Since there are finitely many deformation families of Fano manifolds in each
dimension, to classify these varieties one is particularly interested in those in-
variants that are preserved under deformation. One is then naturally led to ask
whether the Lefschetz defect is such an invariant. Previously, this had been
established in the case δX = 2 and ρX = 3 as an indirect consequence of the
classification result of [Sec23].

In the present work, our main result is that the Lefschetz defect is indeed
deformation invariant.

Theorem 1.1. Let X1 and X2 be two smooth Fano varieties which are deforma-

tion equivalent via a smooth deformation. Then δX1 = δX2 .

It follows that the strong characterization results of [Cas12], [CD15], [CRS22]
and [Cas24] hold throughout each deformation family.

On the way to the proof we make the following remark of independent interest
(see Section 2.1 for definitions).

Proposition 1.2. For any linearly equivalent divisors D and D′ on a smooth

projective variety, we have

δX(D) = δX(D
′).

In the second part of the paper, we begin to study the Lefschetz defect of
smooth projective varieties other than Fano. The second main result precisely
relates the Lefschetz defect of an abelian variety with its isogeny factors and
their multiplicity.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.10192v1


2 MATTEO VERNI

Theorem 1.3. Let A be an abelian variety of dimension n. Then δA = 0 if and

only if A does not contain elliptic curves nor abelian surfaces of Picard number

greater than 1. If instead δA > 0, then exactly one of the following is verified:

• A ∼ C ×E where E is an elliptic curve, and if kE ≥ 1 is its multiplicity

as an isogeny factor of A then

δA =

{
kE if E does not have CM

2kE − 1 if E has CM
.

• A ∼ C × S where S is a simple abelian surface of type II, ρS = 3 and

δA = 2.

Furthermore, any elliptic curve showing up as an isogeny factor of A does

so with multiplicity at most one.

• A ∼ C × S ′ where S ′ is a simple abelian surface of type I or IV, ρS′ = 2
and

δA = 1.

Furthermore, there are no elliptic curves contained in A.

This result can also be seen as one possible way of addressing the problem
brought up in the introduction of [Cas23, Section 8], namely to find splitting
results in the spirit of [Cas12, Th. 3.3.], outside the smooth Fano setting. This
was done for mildly singular Fano varieties in [Noc12], and our result provides
an instance completely outside the Fano context.

1.1. Outline of the article. In Section 2 we recall basic definitions and remarks
about the Lefschetz defect. In Section 2.2 we prove a generalization (Proposition
2.4) of [Voi92, Lemme 1.5], from which we deduce that δX(D) depends only on the
cohomological class [D] and not onD itself. This provides a purely cohomological
characterization of δX to be used throughout, and it proves Proposition 1.2.

In Section 3 we collect the supporting results and give the proof of Theorem
1.1: the necessary ingredients are Corollary 2.5 and a result on deformation
invariance of the cone of effective divisors, which was established at increasing
levels of generality in the works [Siu02], [DH11] and [Tot12].

In Section 4 we make the link between Lefschetz defect and isogeny factors
of an abelian variety, and prove Theorem 1.3. In subsection 4.1, we deduce
from Theorem 1.3 that the Lefschetz defect is “stable” under deformations in
the abelian setting too, however here “stable” should be taken with more care
as in the presence of nontrivial Noether-Lefschetz loci on the moduli space, one
can only hope for invariance in a more subtle sense.
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how to write an article. In particular, I thank Claire Voisin for the suggestion of
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2. Lefschetz Defect

2.1. Basic definitions and remarks. In this section, X will always denote
a smooth projective variety, if not specified otherwise. We first recall general
definitions and remarks, and then establish the characterization (8).

For any algebraic variety Y , N1(Y )Q denotes the Q-vector space generated
by all integral curves C ⊂ Y modulo numerical equivalence. Proper morphisms
Y → Z induce functorially linear maps N1(Y )Q → N1(Z)Q in the obvious way.

Definition 2.1. Let i : D →֒ X be the embedding of an integral divisor. We
define

δX(D) := codimN1(X)Q i∗N1(D)Q.

We define the Lefschetz defect of X as the number

(1) δX := max
D⊂X
integral

δX(D).

For a detailed survey on the Lefschetz defect and its applications, see [Cas23].
We observe that we could have taken the maximum in (1) over all (possibly

nonreduced, possibly reducible) effective divisors. Firstly, for any nonreduced
divisor D, one has δX(D) = δX(Dred). Indeed, when computing dimQ i∗N1(D)Q
we are considering integral curves inside X : since the embedding of a reduced
subscheme only depends on the topological embedding, the class of a curve C ⊂
D does not care about the nonreduced structure ofD, the only thing that matters
is the topological subspace |C| ⊂ |D| ⊂ |X|. Moreover, if D = D1 ∪D2, one sees
that δX(D) ≤ δX(D1) since all curves lying on D1 are also lying on D.

We conclude that

(2) δX = max
D⊂X

δX(D).

Denoting the Picard rank of X by ρX , we remark that

(3) 0 ≤ δX ≤ ρX − 1.

Indeed, δX 6= ρX since any integral curve C on a divisor D is intersected nontriv-
ially by hyperplane sections ofX , so [C] represents a nontrivial class of i∗N1(D)Q.

Another situation where δX(D) is easily computed is the following. LetD ⊂ X
be as above and suppose there exists a retraction X → D, i.e., a morphism of
varieties which is a left-inverse to the inclusion morphism D →֒ X . Then X → D
induces on numerical 1-cycles a retraction to the map N1(D,Q) → N1(X,Q),
which then must be injective. We conclude that

(4) δX(D) = ρX − ρD.
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Remark 2.2. [Cas23, Remark 3] For any complex projective variety X , N1(X)∨Q
is naturally identified with N1(X)Q. Moreover the latter injects into H2(X,Q),
as homological equivalence of divisors is equivalent to numerical equivalence up
to torsion. Thus we obtain a more cohomological formulation of δX(D), namely

(5) δX(D) = dimKer
(
η∗ : N1(X)Q → H2(D,Q)

)
.

Note also that in case H2(X,OX) = 0, we have the diagram

N1(X)Q N1(D)Q

H2(X,Q) H2(D,Q)

∼ ,

which implies

δX(D) = dimKer
(
η∗ : H2(X,Q) → H2(D,Q)

)
.

2.2. Another cohomological characterization of δX(D). For X a compact
complex manifold, recall that there exists a cycle class map

CHk(X) → H2k(X,Q)

Z 7→ [Z]

Recall that for any closed analytic subvariety σ : V →֒ X , [V ] can be defined

via any resolution of singularities Ṽ
τ
−→ V by pushing forward the fundamental

class. More precisely, setting
∼
σ := σ ◦ τ

[V ] = σ∗(1∼
Z
) = PD−1

X ◦ (
∼
σ
∗
)∨ ◦ PD∼

Z
(1∼
Z
)

where PDX : Hk(X,Q) → H2n−k(X,Q)∨ are Poincaré duality morphisms and

1∼
Z
∈ H0(

∼

Z,Q) ≃ Q

is the generator associated to a given choice of orientation.

Remarkably, the subspace of cohomology classes on a Kähler manifold X that
are trivial when restricted to a submanifold V depends only on the cohomology
class [V ]. More precisely, one has

Proposition 2.3. [Voi92, Lemme 1.5] Let Y be a Kähler manifold and W a

submanifold of codimension c. Then

Ker
(
H2(Y,R)

σ∗
−→ H2(W,R)

)
= Ker

(
H2(Y,R)

`[W ]
−−−→ H2+2c(Y,R)

)
.

Note that this statement fails for cohomology of higher degrees, as explained
by Voisin in Appendix B to [SY22, Remark B.3].



LEFSCHETZ DEFECT IN FAMILIES 5

We can in fact prove a generalization of the above proposition which works
for certain singular subvarieties. Its proof follows in part that of [Voi92], with
adequate adjustments.

Proposition 2.4. Let X be a smooth projective variety over C of dimension n
and σ : V →֒ X a locally complete intersection subvariety of dimension d ≥ 2
and codimension c = n− d. Then

(6) Ker
(
H2(X,Q)

σ∗
−→ H2(V,Q)

)
= Ker

(
H2(X,Q)

`[V ]
−−−→ H2+2c(X,Q)

)
.

It follows immediately that we also have the equality

(7) Ker
(
N1(X,Q)

σ∗
−→ H2(V,Q)

)
= Ker

(
N1(X,Q)

`[V ]
−−−→ H2+2c(X,Q)

)
.

Using (5) we deduce from (7) the following.

Corollary 2.5. Let D ⊂ X be a divisor in X smooth complex projective variety.

Then

(8) δX(D) = dimKer
(
N1(X,Q)

`[D]
−−→ H4(X,Q)

)
.

In particular, Corollary 1.2 holds.
For the proof of Proposition 2.4 we will use the following results on the Betti
cohomology of complex algebraic varieties:

Theorem 2.6. For Y a locally complete intersection subvariety of PN , and H∩Y
a general hyperplane section of Y , one has that

Hk(Y,Q) → Hk(H ∩ Y,Q)

is an isomorphism for k < dim(Y )− 1 and injective for k = dim(Y )− 1.

Proof. This is the theorem “LHT for singular spaces” at page 24 of [GM88],
applied to the locally complete intersection case. �

Theorem 2.7. [Del74, Proposition 8.2.7] Let ϕ : Y → X be a proper morphism

with X smooth projective. Let τ : Ỹ → Y be a desingularization and let ϕ̃ :=

ϕ ◦ τ : Ỹ → X. Then for any k,

Ker
(
ϕ∗ : Hk(X,Q) → Hk(Y,Q)

)
= Ker

(
ϕ̃∗ : Hk(X,Q) → Hk(Ỹ ,Q)

)
.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Consider a resolution of singularities Ṽ
τ
−→ V and de-

note the induced composite morphism Ṽ → X by σ̃ := σ ◦ τ . One inclusion in
(6) is easy: by the projection formula,

` [V ] = σ̃∗ ◦ σ̃
∗ = σ̃∗τ

∗σ∗,

thus
Ker σ∗ ⊂ Ker (` [V ]).

We are left to prove the opposite inclusion, which we break down into steps.
Step 1: We first reduce to the case where V is a surface. Let α ∈ Ker(` [V ]),

and let h be the ample class associated to an ample divisor H . We denote by S
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the surface we obtain from V by taking a general H-hyperplane section a total
of d− 2 times. Let us denote by j the embedding of S in V , and set η = σ ◦ j.
We have [S] = hd−2

` [V ], hence

α ` [S] = 0.

We have the following commutative diagram

H2(X) H2(V )

H2(S)

σ∗

η∗
j∗

where j∗ is injective by Theorem 2.6. In order to conclude that σ∗α = 0 it thus
suffices to prove the implication

α ` [S] = 0 ⇒ η∗α = 0

which amounts exactly to the d = 2 case.

Step 2: Let π : S̃ → S be a resolution of singularities and let η̃ := η ◦ π. In
this step we prove that

α ` [S] ⇒ η̃∗α = 0.

The argument will follow very closely the one of [Voi92], which proves Proposition
2.3 for any d. However, note that it would not work here if we had not reduced
to d = 2.

Consider the usual nondegenerate quadratic form on H2(S̃,Q)

q(γ, ν) :=

∫

S̃

γ ` ν.

For any α, β ∈ H2(X,Q) we have

q(η̃∗α, η̃∗β) :=

∫

X

α ` β ` [S],

from which we see that α ` [S] = 0 implies η̃∗α ∈ Ker q|Im η̃∗ . This means it
suffices to prove that the restriction q|Im η̃∗ is nondegenerate.

The signature of q is described by the Hodge index theorem. The real coho-

mology H2(S̃,R) decomposes as

H2(S̃,R) = (H2,0(S̃)⊕H0,2(S̃))R ⊕H1,1(S̃)R,

where the direct sum is orthogonal for q and the subscript R designates the
subspace of real cohomology classes. q is positive definite on the first subspace
and it has signature (+,−, . . . ,−) on the second subspace. The real cohomology
H2(X,R) has a similar decomposition and the morphism η̃∗, being a morphism
of Hodge structures, preserves such a decomposition. It follows that

Im η̃∗ = Im η̃∗(2,0)+(0,2) ⊕ Im η̃∗(1,1).

Hence it suffices to prove that q|Im η̃∗(2,0)+(0,2) and q|Im η̃∗(1,1) are nondegenerate.
For the first one this is obvious because q(H2,0(S̃)⊕H0,2(S̃))R

is positive definite. For
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the second one, this follows from the fact that the image contains the big and
nef class η̃∗h, which thus has positive self intersection, and from the signature of
q on H1,1(S̃)R.

Step 3: We are left to prove the implication

η̃∗α = 0 ⇒ η∗α = 0.

But this is exactly the content of Theorem 2.7, hence we are done. �

3. Lefschetz defect in families of Fano Manifolds

In this section we focus on the Fano manifold case: it is restricted to this
context that the Lefschetz defect has been introduced, because of its interpre-
tation in terms of MMP runs ([Cas23, Section 3]). The advantage of the Fano
hypothesis for our study of the behaviour in families is that the cohomology of
these variety is more closely related to its Picard groups; the first varies well with
deformations, while the second is the one to which the Lefschetz defect heavily
depends on.

Throughout this section, X will denote a smooth Fano variety. First, note
that H2(X,OX) = 0, thus N1(X)Q = H2(X,Q). This means (8) becomes

(9) δX(D) = dimKer
(
H2(X,Q)

`[D]
−−→ H4(X,Q)

)

We consider a smooth deformation family of X over B : this means a smooth
morphism f : X → B, with B connected, for which the relative canonical is an
anti-ample line bundle relatively over the base, making each fiber a smooth Fano
variety, together with a chosen point 0 ∈ B such that Xt ≃ X . We denote such
data as an arrow f : X → (B, 0).

Question 3.1. How does δXt
vary with t ?

For ρX = 1 or dimX ≤ 2, δX is trivially deformation invariant. The first
is clear from the bounds 0 ≤ δX ≤ ρX − 1 of (3), and the fact that ρX stays
constant for smooth deformations of varieties with h2,0 = 0. This also covers the
case dimX = 1 since then X ≃ P1. If instead X is a del Pezzo surface, then any
integral curve C has N1(C)R = R[C] hence δX = δX(D) = ρX − 1

3.1. Extending line bundles. Ideally, we want to spread effective divisors from
one fiber to a whole family of effective divisors over the base. This in general
is only possible up to basechanging the family: as long as the basechange is

surjective, this does not pose any problem towards our final goal of comparing
specific fibers Xt and Xs, as we do not care in which parameter space t and s
live.

The first step is easy: it is well known that up to surjective basechange one
can spread a line bundle on a fiber to a line bundle over the entire total space of
the family, whenever the relative Picard scheme is smooth over its base.



8 MATTEO VERNI

Theorem 3.2. Let f : X → B be a smooth projective morphism with inte-

gral fibers with B smooth connected quasi-projective over a field k, and assume

h2(Xt,OXt
) = 0 for all t ∈ B. Let 0 ∈ B be a point and L ∈ PicX0. Then there

exists a projective, generically étale morphism (B′, 0′)
τ
−→ (B, 0) with B′ smooth

connected and a line bundle L on XB′ = X ×B B
′ such that L|X0′

≃ OX0(D).

Proof. This is well known, following from the fact that by [FGI+05, Theorem

9.4.8] the relative Picard scheme PicX/B
π
−→ B exists and by [FGI+05, Proposition

9.5.19] it is smooth. Finding the line bundle L as requested amounts to finding a
basechange B′ → B such that π′

B : PicXB′/B′ → B′ has a section passing through
the fiber of the projection PicXB′/B′ → PicX/B above the point OX0(D) ∈ PicX/B.
This can be done, for example by looking at the Henselianization of the local
ring at 0 ∈ B, from which one can lift morphisms along any smooth morphism.
This lifting property then holds for a smaller, quasi-finite étale neighbourhood
of U → B of 0 ∈ B, and one concludes by passing to a Nagata compactification
U ⊂ B′ → B. �

3.2. Effectivity of Cartier divisors in a family. By the previous section we
can extend (up to basechange) a Cartier divisor D on one fiber X0 to a Cartier
divisor D over the entire domain X . What is not at all clear a priori is whether
or not the other fibers Dt will be effective in case D = D0 is effective. Luckily,
this happens to be true in the setting we are interested in, that of families of
smooth Fano manifolds.

Theorem 3.3. Let X → B be smooth family of Fano varieties, with B a smooth

curve. There exists a smooth curve B′ and a surjective morphism B′ → B
such that, setting X ′ := XB′, for any L ∈ Pic(X ′) one has that h0(X ′

s,L|X ′
s
) is

independent of s. In particular, if L|X0
defines an effective divisor then so does

L|Xt
.

Proof. This is an immediate application of the much more general theorem
[Tot12, Theorem 6.1]. As the author himself mentions, the case of his result
we need here is less general and was already present in the literature beforehand,
see the works [DH11] and [Siu02]. �

3.3. Invariance of δX for Fano families. In this section we prove the main
Theorem 1.1, namely that the Lefschetz Defect of a smooth Fano variety is
invariant under smooth deformation.

Before beginning the proof, recall that for any complex manifoldX there exists
a natural map

Pic(X) → H2(X,Z).

which sends L to its first chern class c1(L). When X compact, for any D effective
Cartier divisor one can define [D] as discussed in Section 2.2: then one has that
[D] = c1(OX(D)).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It suffices to show δX1 ≤ δX2 . Let D1 ⊂ X1 be an effective
Cartier divisor such that δX1(D) = δX1 . Let X → B be a smooth family and
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t1, t2 ∈ B such that Xti ≃ Xi. Up to basechanging we may assume that the
conclusions of Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 hold. Then there is some D
Cartier on X such that D|Xt1

≃ D1. Since D1 is effective then D2 := D|Xt2
is

effective too, hence δX2(D2) ≤ δX2

Fix some t ∈ B. For a small enough U ⊂ B contractible analytic neighbour-
hood of t, the submersion XU → U is C∞-trivial. In particular the restriction
morphism H2(XU ,Q) → H2(Xs,Q) is an isomorphism for all s ∈ U . By the
functoriality of taking first chern classes of line bundles on complex manifolds,
c1(O(D))|XS

= c1(O(D|Xs
)) = [D|Xs

] for all s ∈ U . In particular, for any s ∈ U
we have the following commutative diagram

H2(Xt,Q) H2(XU ,Q) H2(Xs,Q)

H4(Xt,Q) H4(XU ,Q) H4(Xs,Q)

`[DXt
]

∼ ∼

`c1(OXU
(D|U )) `[DXs ]

∼ ∼

.

In particular, the kernel of the left and right vertical maps are identified via the
isomorphism in cohomology induced by the diffeomorphism of the fibers Xt ≃ Xs.
By (9), we can thus conclude that δXt

(D1) = δXs
(Ds). This shows s 7→ δXs

(Ds)
is locally constant, around any t ∈ B. Since B is connected, we obtain that
δXt1

(D1) = δXt2
(D2).

Putting everyting together, we conclude

δX1 = δX1(D1) = δX2(D2) ≤ δX2 . �

4. Lefschetz defect on abelian varieties

In this section, we study the number δA in the case A is an abelian variety. In
particular, for any effective divisor D ⊂ A, we observe that the number δA(D)
behaves in a way that heavily depends on the Itaka dimension of the line bundle
OA(D).

Recall the definition of Itaka dimension: for L a line bundle on a normal
algebraic variety X ,

κ(X,L) := min

{
d ∈ N

∣∣∣∣
h0(X,L⊗m)

md
bounded as m→ ∞

}
.

If we denote by φL⊗m : X 99K P(H0(X,L⊗m)) the rational map induced by
the linear system |L⊗m|, and by WL⊗m ⊂ P(H0(X,L⊗m) the closure of ImφL⊗m ,
then

(10) κ(X,L) = dimWm for m >> 0.

Let us fix a complex abelian variety A of dimension n. Then the Itaka dimen-
sion of the line bundle OA(D) for D ⊂ A an effective divisor manifests in a very
explicit geometric way, which we now recall. It is a remarkable basic fact about
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abelian varieties that for any effective divisor D ⊂ A, the linear system |2D| is
basepoint-free. Moreover, if

A
ϕ
−→ B

ψ
−→ P(|2D|)

is the Stein factorization of φ2D, then B itself is an abelian variety (by Proposi-
tion, page 88 of [Mum08]). Since ψ is finite, by (10) we have

κ(A,O(D)) = dimB.

We know discuss what is the link between δA(D) and dimB. This analysis will
also show that the finer datum of the isogeny factors of B and their multiplicity
in A determines δA(D) even more precisely.

Proposition 4.1. Let A be an abelian variety, D ⊂ A an effective divisor and

A→ B constructed as above. Set b := dim B. Then we have one of the following

cases:

• If b ≥ 3, then δA(D) = 0.
• If b = 2, then δA(D) = ρB − 1 ∈ {0, . . . , 3}.
• If b = 1, meaning B is an elliptic curve which appears with multiplicity

k ≥ 1 in the factorization up to isogeny of A, then

(11) δA(D) =

{
k if B does not have CM

2k − 1 if B has CM
.

Proof. Note that by the discussion preceeding (2), or a posteriori by (8), one
has δA(D) = δA(2D), so up to substituting D with 2D, we may suppose that
D is basepoint-free. Set C := Ker ϕ; ϕ has connected fibers so C is a con-
nected abelian subvariety of A. By the Poincaré splitting theorem, there exists
another abelian subvariety T ⊂ A and an isogeny µ : C × T → A fitting in the
commutative diagram

C × T A

T B P(|D|)

µ

prT ϕ

(ϕ◦µ)|T ψ

.

In particular, the lower horizontal map is an isogeny as well, hence the pullback
along finite maps N := (ϕ ◦ µ)∗|Tψ

∗OP(1) is ample, and

pr∗TN = µ∗ϕ∗ψ∗OP(|D|)(1) = µ∗L.

Looking at the diagram

N1(C × T )R N1(A)R

H4(C × T,R) H4(A,R)

`pr∗[N ]

µ∗

`[L]

µ∗

,
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where the horizontal arrows are isomorphisms since induced by an isogeny, we
see that the two vertical arrows have isomorphic kernels, hence by (7) we get

δA(L) = dimK where K = Ker
(
N1(C × T )R

`pr∗[N ]
−−−−→ H4(C × T,R)

)
.

In other words, we reduced the computation of δA(D) to the case where A is
a product and ϕ is the projection onto one factor.

By the Kunneth formula, we have the splitting

(12) NS(C × T ) = pr∗C NS(C)⊕Hom(T, C)⊕ pr∗T NS(T ),

where the middle summand is the subgroup of Hodge classes in H1(C)⊗H1(T )
via the identifications

T ≃ AlbT , (Pic0C)
∨ ≃ C.

Since the map ` pr∗T [N ] preserves the Kunneth decompositions of domain and
codomain, we can write K as

K = (K ∩ pr∗CN
1(C)R)⊕ (K ∩Hom(T, C)R)⊕ (K ∩ pr∗TN

1(T )R).

But by Hard Lefschetz for the pair (T, [N ]), we have some understanding of
the dimension of each summand: since dim T = dimB = b, and N is ample on
T , the map

` [N ] : H2(T,R) → H4(T,R)

is injective as soon as b ≥ 3. Similarly, H1(T,R) → H3(T,R) and H0(T,R) →
H2(T,R) are injective for b ≥ 2 and b ≥ 1 respectively. Since all morphisms pr∗T
are injective, we get immediately that

b ≥ 3 ⇒ dimRK = 0,

b = 2 ⇒ dimK = ρT − 1.

Now let us suppose b = 1, meaning T is an elliptic curve. If O ∈ T denotes
the neutral element of T , we have [C] = ϕ∗[O] as codimension 1 cycles on A.
The 0-cycle [O] is an ample generator of Pic T , and ψ∗OP(1) = OT (m[O]) where
m = degψ∗OP(1) > 0. In conclusion,

OA(D) = L = φ∗
LOP(1) = ϕ∗OT (m[O]) = mϕ∗OT ([O]) = mOA(C),

hence D is linearly equivalent to m[C].
In particular, δA(D) = δC×T (C), hence by (4) and (12) we get

δA(D) = ρA − ρC = 1 + rk(Hom(T, C)).

Let kT be the multiplicity of the elliptic curve T in the factorization up to isogeny
of A. Then

Hom(T, C) = Hom(T, T kT−1) = (kt − 1) End(T ),

and since clearly kT = kB we obtain the formula (11).
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The case b = 0 cannot occur, since that would mean δX(L) = ρA, which cannot
happen as remarked in (3). Alternatively, note that C = Kerϕ is by construction
([Mum08] page 88) a connected component of

H(D) = {z ∈ A|t∗zD = D},

where tz is the translation by z, but this subset is never the whole A since for
any choice of x ∈ D, y /∈ D, then y − x /∈ H(D).

�

As the above proposition shows, it turns out that δA is very often reached by
δA(D) where D is an abelian subvariety of codimension one, apart from certain
cases where δA(D) is low and determined by very specific simple abelian surfaces
showing up as isogeny factors of A. We can now prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The statement in the case δA = 0 follows immediately
from Proposition 4.1. Suppose then δA(D) = δA > 0 for some effective divisor
D ⊂ A. Then b ≤ 2: if b = 1, we fall in the first case of the present corollary,
by the third point of Proposition 4.1. If instead b = 2, we have δA = δA(ϕ

∗N) ∈
{1, 2, 3} for some N ample on B. If B where not simple, meaning B ∼ E × E ′,
and if L denotes the pullback of an ample line bundle of E onto A, then δA(L) ≥
ρB − 1 = δA(D) = δA so δA(L) = δA and we fall again in the first case of the
corollary.

So let us suppose we are not in the first case of the corollary, which by the above
argument means that b = 2 and B simple. The latter implies that δA ∈ {1, 2};
once again by δA(ϕ

∗N) = ρB − 1, these two possible values correspond to the
second and third cases of the corollary. The type of the simple abelian surfaces
follows from the restrictions on Picard rank imposed by the type, as in [BL04,
Proposition 5.5.7 ]. The stated obstruction to the presence of elliptic curves is due
to the working assumption of us not being in the first case of the corollary. �

As an example, Theorem 1.3 says that if A is an abelian threefold, then surely
δA ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 5}, and we will have the following cases (ERM and ECM denote
respectively real-multiplication and complex-multiplication elliptic curves):

• δA = 5 and A ∼ E3
CM .

• δA = 3 and A ∼ ERM ×E2
CM .

• δA = 2 and either A ∼ SII × E, where SII is a simple abelian surface of
type II (hence ρSII

= 3), or A ∼ E2
RM × E with E 6∼ ERM .

• δA = 1 and eitherA ∼ E × E ′ × E ′′ with all three curves non-isogenous,
or A ∼ S ×E with S simple not isogenous to SII such as above.

• δA = 0 and A simple.

4.1. Families of abelian varieties. Before looking at the behaviour of the Lef-
schetz defect in families of abelian varieties, we should point out that the families
we must take into consideration cannot be the naive ones: this is because for
abelian varieties we have Noether-Lefschetz phenomena complicating the picture,
which were totally absent in the Fano case. More specifically, the Picard number
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of Fano varieties stays constant under deformation, while for abelian varieties it
jumps on a countable union of analytic subvarieties of the moduli space, so the
cohomology classes we are trying to count are disappearing and reappearing in
an uncontrolled manner as we deform. This is the same problem that appears
when trying to parametrize, say, abelian varieties with complex multiplication:
one cannot hope for a good coarse moduli space only of abelian varieties X such
that EndQ(X) = F for some non-real number field F . Rather, one should impose
the weaker requirement F ⊂ EndQ(X): this condition does indeed yield (coarse)
moduli spaces ([BL04, Chapter 9]). Analogously, to control NS(X) we consider
the following families.

Definition 4.2. Let X be a compact complex manifold and Λ an abelian group.
A Λ-polarization on X is an embedding of abelian groups

j : Λ →֒ NS(A).

For example, a polarization in the usual sense is a Z-polarization which lands
Z into the ample cone. Fix (X, j) a Λ-polarized manifold.

Definition 4.3. A Λ-polarized deformation of (X, j) is a smooth proper family
X → B such that B is a connected complex manifold , 0 ∈ B a point such that
X0 ≃ X and for all b ∈ B, there is a chosen Λ-polarization

jb : Λ →֒ NS(Xb)

which corresponds to the inclusion j under the identification

H2(Xb,Z) ≃ H2(X,Z).

Nontrivial deformations of this type are plentiful: their existence follows from
the existence of deformations of abelian varieties X with F ⊂ EndQ(X) men-
tioned in the above discussion (see also [BL04, Proposition 5.5.7]).

Definition 4.4. Let (X, j) be a Λ-polarized complex manifold. For any effective
divisor D ⊂ X we define the number

δ(X,j)(D) := Ker(Λ⊗Z Q
`c1(D)
−−−−→ H4(X,Q))

and accordingly we define the Λ-defect of X as the number

δ(X,j) = max
D⊂X

δ(X,j)(D).

Note that for a smooth projective complex variety X and D ⊂ X a divisor,
we have by definition that the Lefschetz defect is exactly the NS(X)-defect as
above, i.e., we have

δ(X,id)(D) = δX(D),

where on the left we see X as a NS(X)-polarized manifold with the obvious
polarization.
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Proposition 4.5. For any Λ-deformation A → S of abelian varieties and any

two points t, t′ ∈ S, one has

δ(At,jt) = δ(At′ ,jt′)
.

In particular, the Lefschetz defect of an abelian variety A can only increase for

any NS(A)-polarized deformation of A, and it stays constant outside a countable

union of proper analytic subsets of the base.

Proof. The second statement follows from the first, where the countably many
analytic subsets mentioned are exactly the ones where the Picard number jumps
up. Note that the Picard number cannot jump down as there is an inclusion
NS(A) →֒ NS(At) by the definition of NS(A)-polarized deformation.

Let δ(At,jt) = δ(At,jt)(D). Then we saw above that there exists a morphism of
abelian varieties ϕ : At → B and OAt

(D) = ϕ∗N for N ample on B. Once again
we denote C := Kerϕ, and we set b := dimB = κ(At,OAt

(D)).
From the complex tori viewpoint, a deformation of A corresponds to a defor-

mation of its defining lattice ΠA inside Cg. The subtorus C ⊂ A corresponds to
a sublattice ΠC ⊂ ΠA, and the deformation of ΠA induces a unique deformation
on ΠC . By taking the quotients of this inclusion of lattices, we get a deformation
of the lattice ΠB. This means there exist deformations B and C of B and C
respectively, and a morphism

φ : A → B

relative over S, whose fiber over s has kernel equal to Cs. Since all fibers of A
are abelian, then all subtori Cs and all quotient tori Bs are abelian as well.

Suppose first that b = 2. By [BL04, Lemma 8.7.1] and the discussion preceed-
ing it, N on B extends to a line bundle N on B and Ns is ample on each Bs. We
define L := φ∗N ; we then have Lt = OAt

(D), and Ls is effective for all s ∈ S. If
[D] ∈ Λ ⊂ H2(At,Z), then [Ls] ∈ Λ ⊂ H2(As,Z) for all s ∈ S and

δΛ(Ls) = rk(js(Λ) ∩ φ
∗
sNS(Bs))− 1

since Ns being ample on each Bs means φ∗
s[Ns] ∈ ΛQ∩φ∗

sNS(Bs) is the only class
coming from Bs that does not vanish after ` [Ls]. Now note that, for all s ∈ S,

js(Λ) ∩ φ
∗
s NS(Bs) = js(Λ) ∩ φ

∗
sH

2(Bs,Z).

The right side has a dimension which is invariant for s ∈ S, so δ(As,js)(Ls) stays
constant as s varies.

Applying this to s = t, t′ we conclude that

δ(At,jt) = δ(At,jt)(D) = δ(At′ ,jt′)
(Lt′) ≤ δ(At′ ,jt′)

.

Now the case b = 1: we have α ` [D] = 0 ⇐⇒ α ` [C] = 0, thus we can switch
back to the more convenient characterization (5), writing

δ(As,js)(Ls) = dimKer(ΛQ

i∗s−→ H2(Cs,Q)),

where is is the natural embedding Cs →֒ As. The above number does not depend
on s, by definition of Λ-polarized family, which is what we were looking for. �
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