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ABELIAN VARIETIES ANALOGS OF TWO RESULTS ABOUT ALGEBRAIC

CURVES

NELSON ALVARADO AND GIUSEPPE PARESCHI

Abstract. We characterize decomposable principally polarized abelian varieties of the form E×B,
with E an elliptic curve, in two different ways. The first one is by the non-surjectivity of a certain
multiplication map of global sections, i.e. by the non-vanishing of a certain 0-th Koszul cohomology
group. The second one is by the non-surjectivity of a certain second order gaussian map. Both
results are analogous to well known characterizations of hyperelliptic curves among all smooth
curves of given genus. We also show that, according to previous work of the first author, the second
characterization can be seen as an effective version of a theorem of Nakamaye characterizing the
above decomposable abelian varieties as those of minimal Seshadri constant.

1. Introduction

In curve theory it is possible to characterize curves of genus ≥ 2 with special Brill-Noether
properties (e.g. hyperelliptic curves) by means of algebraic properties of the section ring of the
canonical bundle, or of line bundles of suitable high degree. We allude to properties as normal
generation, normal presentation, vanishing of Koszul cohomology groups, i.e. ”syzygies”. Another
less known way of characterizing hyperelliptic curves is by the non-surjectivity of certain higher
gaussian maps. An interesting feature of this sort of results is that they are in terms of the non-
surjectivity of certainly uniformly defined linear maps.

The aim of this note is to show two results suggesting that there is a chance that similar
things can be done, at least in some cases, in the realm of abelian varieties. In this paper we will
mainly (but not exclusively) focus on the crucial case of principal polarizations.

To put the main results into perspective, recall that, among smooth curves of fixed genus
g ≥ 2, hyperelliptic curves are the most special ones in many respects (e.g. Brill-Noether theory).
As such, they admit many different characterizations. We will show that, in some respects, decom-
posable g-dimensional p.p.a.v.’s E × B, with dimE = 1 seem to play, among p.p.a.v’s,, the same
role of hyperelliptic curves among curves, as they can be characterized, among all g-dimensional
p.p.a.v.’s , in two different ways, which are analogous to two specific characterizations of hyperel-
liptic curves.

1.1. First characterization. Our first result is

Theorem A. Let (A, θ) be a principally polarized abelian variety and Θ a divisor representing the
polarization. The following are equivalent:

(1) A is isomorphic, as polarized variety, to E ×B, where dimE = 1.
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(2) For every x ∈ A there exists α ∈ Pic0A such that the multiplication map of global sections

H0(A,OA(2Θ))⊗H0(A,Ix(3Θ)⊗ Pα) → H0(A,Ix(5Θ)⊗ Pα) (1.1)

is not surjective.
(3) There exists x ∈ A and α ∈ Pic0A such that the map (1.1) is not surjective.

A more manageable version Theorem A is given by

Corollary B. Let Θ by a symmetric divisor representing the principal polarization, and let e ∈ A
be the neutral element. Then A ∼= E × B, as in Theorem A, if and only if the multiplication map
of global sections

H0(A,OA(2Θ))⊗H0(A,Ie(3Θ)) → H0(A,Ie(5Θ))

is not surjective.

To put this into perspective, let us recall a classical theorem about smooth projective curves,
due to the combined efforts of Mumford, Eisenbud-Koh-Stillman, Green-Lazarsfeld (after a previous
result/conjecture of Lange-Martens).

Let C be a curve of genus g ≥ 1 and L, N two line bundles on C. We consider the multipli-
cation map of global sections

mL,N : H0(C,L) ⊗H0(C,N) → H0(C,L⊗N). (1.2)

(a) The map mL,N is always surjective as soon as degL,degN ≥ 2g and degL + degN > 4g
( [M2, §2, Theorem 6], [G, Corollary 4.2.4]). According to Mukai, this result and the next one can
be seen as a Fujita-type statement: we write L = ωC ⊗ E, N = KC ⊗ F so that the condition for
the surjectivity of ML,N is: degE,deg F ≥ 2 and degE + degF > 4.

(b) If degL = degN = 2g then the map mL,N is always surjective if L 6= N ( [EKS, Theorem 2]).
If L = M the map mL,L is surjective unless L is not very ample (i.e., in the notation above, E is
effective) or C is hyperelliptic ( [GL1, Corollary 1.4], [LM]).

Part (a) of the previous result was extended to abelian varieties by Koizumi, [Ko, Theorem
4.6], improving earlier results of Mumford, [M1, Corollary p.340]. Koizumi’s theorem says that for
all α ∈ Pic0X and n,m such that n ≥ 2, m ≥ n and n+m > 4 the map

H0(A,OA(nΘ)⊗H0(A,OA(mΘ)⊗ Pα) → H0(A,OA((n +m)Θ⊗ Pα) (1.3)

is surjective for every α ∈ Pic0A (see [BL, Proposition 7.3.4], [K2, Theorem 6.8(c)]).

Theorem A can be seen as an analog of part (b), which can be stated as follows: the curve
C is elliptic or hyperelliptic if and only if for every line bundle L = ωC ⊗ E with degE = 2 and
for every point x ∈ C there exists a line bundle M = ωC ⊗ F with degF = 3 such that the map
mL,M(−x) is not surjective.

We recall that Theorem A, as well as the above result on curves, can be seen as a result
concerning graded modules. In the case of Theorem A the modules are

RA,x,α(2, 3) :=
⊕

n≥0

H0(A,Ix((2n + 3)Θ)⊗ Pα).

Moreover it is worth to recall that, remarkably, the above characterization of hyperelliptic
curves is a particular case of a general result of Green-Lazarsfeld on the projective normality of
very ample line bundles in function of the Brill-Noether theory of the curve ( [GL1]). In turn such
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result has a (still open) conjectural extension to syzygies (Green-Lazarsfeld’s [GL1, Conjecture
3.4]), which is known to hold in certain cases (see e.g. [GL2], [F]). A natural question (to which
at this point we have no answer, not even conjectural, see however §5 below) is whether there is
something like that in the realm of abelian varieties (having also in mind that Koizumi’s result has
been extended to defining equations and higher syzygies, see [K2, Theorem 6.13], [P2], [PP2]).

1.2. Second characterization. This makes use of higher gaussian maps (see §2(8) below). They
were introduced, in the context of deformation theory of linear series on curves, in [ACGH, Chapter
9]. Subsequently, they were re-introduced, in a general setting, in [W].

Theorem C. Let (A, θ) be a polarized abelian variety (not necessarily principally polarized) and
let OA(Θ) any line bundle representing the polarization. Let p ≥ 2. The following are equivalent

(1) A is isomorphic, as polarized variety, to E ×B, where dimE = 1.
(2) There exists α ∈ Pic0A such that the p-th order gaussian map

RelpA(OA(2(p + 1)Θ),OA(2(p + 1)Θ)⊗ Pα) → H0(A,SpΩ1
A ⊗OA(4(p + 1)Θ)⊗ Pα) (1.4)

is not surjective.
(3) The gaussian map

RelpA(OA(2(p + 1)Θ),OA(2(p + 1)Θ)) → H0(A,SpΩ1
A ⊗OA(4(p + 1)Θ)) (1.5)

is not surjective.

We remark that, for principal polarizations, the theorem is false for p = 0, 1 (see the next
Subsection). The crucial case is p = 2, asserting that A ∼= E × B if and only if there exists some
α ∈ Pic0A such that

Rel2A(OA(6Θ),OA(6Θ)⊗ Pα) → H0(A,S2Ω1
A ⊗OA(12Θ) ⊗ Pα) (1.6)

is not surjective, or the analogous condition (3) holds.

Again, to put thing into perspective, we first recall the following theorem of Bertram-Ein-
Lazarsfeld ( [BEL, Theorem 1.7]) on gaussian maps on curves:

(a) given a smooth curve C of genus g ≥ 1, for all pairs of line bundles L and M on C such that
degL,degM ≥ (g+1)(p+1) and degL+degM > (p+2)(2g−2)+4(p+1), the p-th order gaussian
map

RelpC(L,M) → H0(C,ω⊗p
C ⊗ L⊗M) (1.7)

is surjective,
(b) there exist pairs of line bundles L and M on C with degL = degM = (p+2)(g− 1) + 2(p+1)
such that the map (1.7) is not surjective if and only if g(C) = 1 or C is hyperelliptic.

Part (a) of the above theorem was (partially) extended to abelian varieties in [P1, Theorem C]
(re-proved and improved in [A, Theorem 6.1]), stating that, if n,m ≥ 2(p+1) and n+m > 4(p+1)
then the k-th order gaussian map

RelpA(OA(nΘ),OA(mΘ)⊗ Pα) → H0(A,SpΩ1
A ⊗OA((n+m)Θ)⊗ Pα)

is surjective for all α ∈ Pic0A. So Theorem C is analogous to part (b) for p ≥ 2.
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1.3. p-jets separation. Contrary to Theorem A, the proof of Theorem C is not direct (in fact it
would be interesting to have a direct proof). In fact what we prove is an equivalent characterization
in terms of jets separation:

Theorem D. Let (A,OA(Θ)) be a polarized abelian variety. The following are equivalent

(1) A is not isomorphic, as polarized variety, to E ×B, where dimE = 1.
(2) Let p be an integer ≥ 2. For all α ∈ Pic0A the line bundle OA((p+1)Θ)⊗Pα is p-immersive,

i.e. separates p-jets at every point of A, i.e. the natural map

H0(A,OA((p + 1)Θ) ⊗ Pα) → H0(A,OA(p+ 1)Θ)⊗ Pα ⊗ (OA/I
p+1
x ))

is surjective for all x ∈ A.
(3) For all α ∈ Pic0A the line bundle OA(3Θ)⊗ Pα is 2-immersive.

Note that, for principal polarizations, this is not true for p = 0, 1. For example, OA(2Θ) never
separates tangent vectors at every point. The equivalence of Theorem D with Theorem C follows
the work of the first author. This is recalled in Subsection 4.4 below. Briefly, via the Fourier-Mukai
transform, [A, Theorem 1.2] establishes an equivalence between the p-jets separation thresholds
and surjectivity thresholds of gaussian maps of order p.

Possible extensions of Theorems C and D seem (conjecturally) less obscure than Theorem A,
as they point to the Sehadri constant. In fact an interesting aspect of Theorem D (and consequently,
Theorem C) is that it provides an (optimal) effective version (and a different proof) of Nakamaye’s
theorem characterizing polarized abelian varieties of the form E×B as the only ones achieving the
minimal Seshadri constant, namely 1 ( [N, Theorem 1.1]). This is explained in Section 5, where we
have included other remarks, questions and conjectures.

2. Notation, terminology and basic facts used in the paper

We will work over an algebraically closed ground field k of characteristic zero.

(1) Kernel bundle. For a base point free line bundle L on the variety A we denote ML the
locally free sheaf defined by the exact sequence

0 → ML → H0(A,L)⊗OA → L → 0.

(2) Polarizations and isogenies. Given an ample line bundle L on an abelian variety A, we
denote l its class in the Néron-Severi group and

ϕl : A → Pic0A

the corresponding isogeny. Given a non zero integer k,

kA : A → A

denotes the multiplication-by-k isogeny x 7→ kx.

(3) Fourier-Mukai functors. A Fourier-Mukai functor between bounded derived categories,
associated to a kernel F on X × Y is denoted

ΦF : D(X) → D(Y ).
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(4) Cohomological support loci. Given an an abelian variety A, we denote P the Poincaré line
bundle on A × Pic0A. Given α ∈ Pic0A (respectively x ∈ A) the line bundle on A (resp.
on Pic0A) parametrized by a closed point α (resp. by x) is denoted Pα (resp. Px). Given
a coherent sheaf F on A, its cohomological support loci are the subvarieties (of Pic0A)

V i(A,F) = {α ∈ Pic0A | hi(A,F ⊗ Pα) > 0}.

(5) Vanishing conditions on coherent sheaves. A coherent sheaf F on an abelian variety A is
said to satisfy the index theorem with index zero, or, for short, to be IT(0), if V i(A,F) = ∅
for all i > 0. It is said to satisfy generic vanishing, or, for short, to be a GV sheaf, if
codimPic0AV

i(A,F) ≥ i for all i > 0. It is known by Hacon and Pareschi-Popa ( [H], [PP3])
that F is a GV sheaf if and only if its derived dual F∨ := RHom(F ,OA) satisfies the weak
index theorem with index g (where g = dimA), i.e. its Fourier-Mukai transform (with kernel
P∨) is a sheaf in cohomological degree g:

ΦP∨(F∨) = RgΦP∨(F∨)[−g]. (2.1)

Finally, F is said to be M-regular if codimPic0AV
i(A,F) > i for all i > 0. This is equivalent

to the fact that (2.1) holds and the sheaf RgΦP∨(F∨) is torsion free. Needless to say, a
coherent sheaf F satisfies conditions IT(0), or GV or M-regularity if and only if F ⊗ Pα

does, for every α ∈ Pic0A.

(6) Q-twisted coherent sheaves. According to [L2, Definitions 6.2.1 and 6.2.2] Q-twisted co-
herent sheaves are equivalence classes of pairs (F , δ), where F is a coherent sheaf on an
abelian variety A and δ is a class in NS(A)Q, under the equivalence relation generated by
(F ⊗ L, δ) ∼ (F , l + δ) (where l is a polarization and L is a line bundle representing it).
The equivalence class of (F , δ) is denoted F〈δ〉.

(7) Vanishing conditions on Q-twisted coherent sheaves. According to [JP, §5] the above van-
ishing conditions extend as follows: given a polarization l, represented by a line bundle L,
a coherent sheaf F , and a rational number λ = a

b
, the Q-twisted coherent sheaf F〈λl〉 is

said to be IT(0) (respectively GV, M-regular) if the coherent sheaf b∗AF ⊗ L⊗ab is (see (2)
above for the notation). It should be noted that to be IT(0) is an open condition, in the
sense that F〈λl〉 is IT(0) if and only if for all sufficiently small ε ∈ Q+, F〈λ− εl〉 is IT(0)
( [JP, Theorem 5.2(c)]). On the other hand F〈λl〉 is GV if and only of F〈λ+ εl〉 is IT(0)
for all ǫ ∈ Q+ ( [JP, Theorem 5.2(a)]).

(8) Gaussian maps (see e.g. [ACGH, §9], [W], [BEL, §1], [P1, §1]). On a projective variety A,
let L and M two line bundles. The p-th order gaussian map is the linear map

γpL,M : H0(A×A,Ip
∆ ⊗ (L⊠M)) → H0(A×A, (Ip

∆ ⊗ (L⊠M))|∆) = H0(A,SpΩ1
A ⊗ L⊗M)

It is customary to refer to the source as the space of p-th order relations between L and M
and denote it

RelpA(L,M) := H0(A×A,Ip
∆ ⊗ (L⊠M)).

3. Proof of Theorem A

3.1. Reduction. What we will prove is the following

Theorem 3.1.1. If dimA ≥ 2 and Θ is irreducible then the vector bundles MOA(2Θ)⊗OA(3Θ)⊗Pα

are globally generated for all α ∈ Pic0A.
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Assuming this, Theorem A follows by the following standard argument. In the first place
we recall that Θ is reducible if and only if the p.p.a.v. (A, θ) is decomposable, namely the product
of lower dimensional p.p.a.v.’s (Ai, θi) (e.g. [BL, Theorems 4.3.1-6], [K2, Corollary 10.4]). If this
is the case then conditions (2) and (3) of Theorem A hold for the p.p.a.v. A if and only if they
they hold on at least one of the factors Ai. Therefore (1) implies (2) (and (3)), because (2) is
clearly true on elliptic curves. It remains to prove that (3) implies (1). By the same remark it is
sufficient to prove that, under the assumption that dimA ≥ 2 and Θ irreducible, the multiplication
map (1.1) is surjective for all x ∈ A and α ∈ Pic0A. We have that Ix(3Θ) and Ix(5Θ) are IT(0)
(because OA(3Θ)⊗ Pα and OA(5Θ)⊗ Pα are base point free for all α ∈ Pic0A). Therefore, taking
cohomology in the exact sequence

0 → MOA(2Θ) ⊗ Ix(3Θ)⊗ Pα → H0(A,OA(2Θ)) ⊗ Ix(3Θ)⊗ Pα → Ix(5Θ)⊗ Pα → 0,

we get that the simultaneous surjectivity of all multiplication maps of global sections (1.1) is
equivalent to the fact that the coherent sheaves MOA(2Θ) ⊗ Ix(3Θ) are IT(0) for all x ∈ A. The
standard exact sequence

0 → MOA(2Θ) ⊗ Ix(3Θ) → MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(3Θ) → (MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(3Θ))|x → 0

shows that the sheaves MOA(2Θ) ⊗ Ix(3Θ) are IT(0) as soon as MOA(2Θ) ⊗ OA(3Θ) is IT(0) and
globally generated. But it is well known that MOA(2Θ) ⊗ OA(3Θ) is IT(0) (this is an equivalent
statement of Koizumi’s surjectivity result recalled in the introduction after Corollary B). This
concludes the proof that Theorem 3.1.1 implies Theorem A.

3.2. Main Lemma. In the proof of Theorem 3.1.1 the generation properties (in the sense of the
paper [P4]) of the vector bundle MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ) play an essential role. In fact the main point
is

Lemma 3.2.1. Let (A, θ) be an indecomposable p.p.a.v. of dimension g ≥ 2.

(1) The subvariety V 0(A,MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ)) (with its reduced structure) is a prime divisor of

Pic0A algebraically equivalent to 4g−1θ̂ (where θ̂ denotes the principal polarization on the
dual abelian variety Pic0A).

(2) the map

evU :
⊕

β∈U

H0(A,MOA(2θ) ⊗OA(2Θ)⊗ Pβ)⊗ P−1
β → MOA(2θ) ⊗OA(2Θ)

is surjective for all nonempty open subsets U ⊂ Pic0A meeting V 0(A,MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ)).

(we recall that, in the terminology introduced in ( [P4, Definition 1.1]) statement (2) means that
the vector bundle MOA(2θ) ⊗OA(2Θ) is generated by {V 0(A,MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ))}).

Lemma 3.2.1 implies Theorem 3.1.1. This follows at once from [P4, Proposition 2.3.1]. Let
us review explicitely the argument in the case at hand. For x ∈ A let Uα

x be the open set of
Pic0A defined as Uα

x = {β ∈ Pic0A | x 6∈ Θα−β}, where, for γ ∈ Pic0A, Θγ denotes the divisor
corresponding to the line bundle OA(Θ)⊗ Pγ (which is the translate of Θ by γ, where γ is seen as
a point of A via the identification induced by the principal polarization). We have that x ∈ Θα−β

if and only if β ∈ Θα−x. Therefore U
α
x is the complement of a theta divisor of Pic0A and therefore,

by (1) of the Lemma, Uα
x meets the irreducible subvariety V 0(A,MOA(2Θ) ⊗ OA(2Θ)) as soon as
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g ≥ 2. Hence, by (2) of the Lemma, the map
⊕

β∈Uα
x

H0(A,MOA(2θ) ⊗OA(2Θ)⊗ Pβ)⊗H0(A,OA(Θ)⊗ Pα−β) → (MOA(2θ) ⊗OA(3Θ)⊗ Pα)|x

is surjective. Therefore the vector bundle M := MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(3Θ)⊗ Pα is globally generated at
x, because the above map factors through the evaluation of global sections of M at x. Since x is
arbitrary, M is globally generated. This proves that Lemma 3.2.1 imples Theorem 3.1.1.

3.3. Proof of Lemma 3.2.1. (1) Applying the Fourier-Mukai transform ΦP to the twisted eval-
uation map

e : H0(A,OA(2Θ)) ⊗OA(2Θ) → OA(4Θ)

we get a map of vector bundles on Pic0A (both of rank 4g)

ΦP(e) : H
0(OA(2Θ)) ⊗ ΦP(OA(2Θ)) → ΦP(OA(4Θ))

which, by base-change, is fiberwise the multiplication-of-global-sections map

mα : H0(A,OA(2Θ) ⊗H0(A,OA(2Θ)⊗ Pα) → H0(OA(4Θ)⊗ Pα).

Therefore

V 0(A,MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ))

(with the reduced scheme structure) coincides with the support of the divisor of zeroes

D := (detΦP(e))0.

The Néron-Severi class of D is 4g−1θ̂. This follows from the computation of the first Chern class
of the source and target of the map ΦP(e), for example using that

ϕ∗
2θ(ΦP(OA(2Θ))) ∼= OA(−2Θ)⊕2g and ϕ∗

4θ(ΦP(OA(4Θ))) ∼= OA(−4Θ)⊕4g

( [Mu2, Proposition 3.11(1)]), and that the degree of the isogenies ϕkθ is k
2g, (as they are identified,

via the principal polarization, to the multiplication-by-k isogenies).

Now we consider the pulled back map

ϕ∗
2θΦP(e) : H

0(OA(2Θ)) ⊗ ϕ∗
2θΦP(OA(2Θ)) → ϕ∗

2θΦP(OA(4Θ))

As above the class of the divisor of zeroes of the determinant of this map, say E, is 4gθ.

If θ is irreducible, assuming, as we can, that the divisor Θ is symmetric, we have that

E =
∑

a∈A[2]

Θa (3.1)

(note that, since Θ is assumed to be irreducible, this is a sum of distinct prime divisors). This is
shown in [PS, Subsection 3.4]. Briefly, the proof is as follows. Fiberwise the map ϕ∗

2θΦP(e) is the

multiplication map of global sections

mx : H0(A,OA(2Θ)) ⊗H0(A,OA((2Θ)x)) → H0(A,OA(2Θ + (2Θ)x)). (3.2)

A theorem of Kempf ( [K1, Theorem 3], see [PS, Theorem 2.1] for the correct statement) says that
the dimension of the kernel of the map mx is the number of points in A[2]∩Θx, where A[2] denotes
the group of 2-division points of A. In particular the linear map mx is singular if and only if x ∈ Θa

for some a ∈ A[2] (recall that Θ is assumed to be symmetric). This proves that the support of E
is the right hand side of (3.1). Since the class of the right hand side is equal to class of E, namely
4gθ, (3.1) is proved.
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Finally, since ϕ∗
2θ(ϕ2θ∗(Θ)) =

∑
a∈A[2]Θa, it follows that D = ϕ2θ∗(Θ). We recall that it is

well known (see e.g. [P3, p.1591]) that ϕ2θ∗(Θ) is a prime divisor (of class 4g−1). Hence it coincides

with V 0(A,MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ)).

(2) Let us denote, for typographical brevity,

E := MOA(2Θ) ⊗OA(2Θ).

Let

T := ΦP∨(E∨)[g] = RgΦP∨(E∨)

(the equality holds because E is a GV sheaf, see §2(5)). Note that, by duality, T is the dual of
the vector bundle ΦP(E). By [P4, Corollary 6.2.1] (see below), in order to prove (2) it is enough
to prove that the scheme-theoretic support of T is irreducible and reduced, and that T is of pure
dimension g − 1. But T sits in the locally free resolution

0 → RgΦP∨(OA(−4Θ)) → Hg(A,OA(−2Θ))⊗ ΦP∨(OA(−2Θ)) → T → 0

where the first map is the dual of ΦP(e). Therefore T is of pure dimension g − 1 supported on the
divisor D. This proves (2).

3.4. Appendix: proof of the generation property. For the reader’s convenience, we outline
the proof of [P4, Corollary 6.2.1] in the case at hand, which is much simpler. We need to show is
that the map ⊕

β∈U

H0(A, E ⊗ Pβ)⊗H0(A,P∨
β ⊗ k(x)) → H0(A, E ⊗ k(x)) (3.3)

(where k(x) ∼= k denotes the residue field at x) is surjective for all x ∈ A and for all open sets
U ⊂ Pic0A meeting D. Dualizing the individual maps of (3.3) we get

Extg(k(x), E∨) → Hg(A, E∨ ⊗ P∨
β )⊗H0(A,P∨

β ⊗ k(x))∨

The Fourier-Mukai equivalence ΦP∨ : D(A) → D(Pic0A) identifies the source of the above map to
Hom(P∨

x ,ΦP∨(E∨)) = Hom(P∨
x , R

gΦP∨(E∨)) (recalling that E is a GV sheaf, see above). Moreover,
by base-change, Hg(A, E∨ ⊗ P∨

β ) is identified to fibre at β of the coherent sheaf RgΦP∨(E∨) and

H0(A,P∨
β ⊗ k(x))∨ is identified to the fibre at β of the line bundle Px. In conclusion, the Fourier-

Mukai equivalence ΦP∨ identifies the dual of the map (3.3) to the evaluation map

H0(Pic0A,RgΦP∨(E∨)⊗ Px) →
∐

β∈U

RgΦP∨(E∨)⊗ Px ⊗ k(β) (3.4)

An element of the kernel of this map would be a global section vanishing identically on a non
empty open set of the support of the sheaf (pure of dimension g − 1) RgΦP∨(E∨), which is a one-
codimensional reduced irreducible subvariety of Pic0A. Therefore such a global section must be
zero.

4. 2-jets separation and proof of Theorems C and D

4.1. Proof of Theorem D. We recall that a line bundle L is said to separate p-jets at a point
x ∈ A if the map H0(A,L) → H0(A,L ⊗ OA/I

p+1
x ) is surjective, and p-immersive if it separates

p-jets at every point.

It is clear, as it happens for elliptic curves, that if A ∼= E × B no line bundle of the form
OA((p + 1)Θ)⊗ Pα) is p-immersive. To establish the converse we begin with the following
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Lemma 4.1.1. The sheaf I2
x(2Θ)⊗ Pα is M-regular for all x ∈ A and α ∈ Pic0A if and only if A

is not isomorphic, as polarized variety, to E ×B, where E is an elliptic curve.

Proof. It is enough to prove the statement for Pα = OA, and we can assume that Θ is symmetric.
Since V i(A,Ix(2Θ)) is empty for i ≥ 2, Ix(2Θ) is M-regular if and only if codimPic0AV

1(A,I2
x(2Θ)) >

1. Since the line bundlesOA(2Θ)⊗Pα are translates ofOA(2Θ) (and conversely) and I2
x(t

∗
yOA(2Θ)) ∼=

t∗y(I
2
x−y(2Θ)) we have that V 1(A,I2

x(2Θ)) coincides with the locus R = {z ∈ A,h1(A,I2
z (2Θ)) > 0},

i.e. the ramification locus of the Kummer morphism f : A :→ P(H0(A,OA(2Θ)∨). If the p.p.a.v A
is indecomposable then it is well known that R is either 0-dimensional or empty. If (A, θ) is decom-
posed as the product of (A1, θ1)× (A2, θ2) then the components of the ramification locus (if any)
have dimension equal to dimA1 or dimA2. In conclusion, the ramification locus has codimension
1 if and only if one of the factors is an elliptic curve. �

As it is well known, if I2
x(2Θ) is M-regular, then I2

x(3Θ) is globally generated (this is the
basic M-regularity criterion of [PP1, Theorem 2.4]). In particular, it is globally generated at the
point x itself, i.e. the map H0(A,I2

x(3Θ)) → H0(A, (I2
x/I

3
x)(3Θ)) is surjective, and it is easily seen

that this means that H0(A,OA(3Θ)) surjects onto H0(A, (OA/I
3
x)(3Θ)), i.e. OA(3Θ) separates

2-jets at x. Since x is arbitrary this proves the implication (1) ⇒ (3) Theorem D.

The same argument (actually an easier version of it, because it follows that for p ≥ 3 the
sheaf Ip

x(pΘ) is IT(0), and not only M-regular) proves that the implication (3) ⇒ (2).

4.2. p-jets separation thresholds. For the reader’s benefit, we recall the notion of p-jets sepa-
ration thresholds and p-th gaussian maps surjectivity thresholds from the paper [A]. Let L be an
ample line bundle on A. Since the set of all translates t∗yL coincides with the set of all line bundles
of the form L⊗Pα, we have that L is p-immersive if and only if, fixing a point e ∈ A (for example
the neutral element) the line bundles L⊗ Pα separate p-jets at e for all α ∈ Pic0A. In turn, this is

equivalent to the fact that the coherent sheaf Ip+1
e L is an IT(0) sheaf. But (see §2(7)) the IT(0)

property can be defined also for Q-twisted sheaves, as Ip+1
e 〈λL〉 for λ ∈ Q. Therefore it is natural

to define the p-jets separation thresholds as

ǫp(l) = inf{λ ∈ Q | Ip+1
e 〈λL〉 is IT(0)}

(note that such invariants depend only on the Néron-Severi class l of L). This generalizes to higher
jets the base point freeness threshold introduced in [JP, §8] and [C].

By definition the p-jets thresholds are multiplicative, in the sense that, given a polarization
θ on A, ǫp(kθ) =

1
k
ǫp(θ). Moreover it known ( [A, Corollary 3.9]) that

ǫp((p + 1)θ) =
ǫp(θ)

p+ 1
≤ 1. (4.1)

Moreover equality is achieved, i.e. ǫp((p+1)θ) = 1, if and only if (p+1)θ is not p-immersive. Thus
Theorem D tells that, for p ≥ 2, this happens if and only if A ∼= E ×B.

4.3. Gaussian maps thresholds. Following a similar principle, in [A, §5] are defined higher
gaussian maps surjectivity thresholds. To recall this, we use the notation of §2(8) on gaussian
maps. In the first place, applying p2∗ to the exact sequence

0 → Ip+1
∆ ⊗ (L⊠M) → Ip

∆ ⊗ (L⊠M) → (Ip
∆/I

p+1
∆ )(L⊠M) → 0
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one gets exact sequences

0 → Rp
A,L ⊗M → Rp−1

A,L ⊗M → SpΩ1
A ⊗ L⊗M

where Ri
A,L := p2∗(I

i+1
∆ ⊗L), and the gaussian map γpL,M is the H0 of the last map. It is easily seen

that this is exact also on the right as soon as the line bundle L is p-immersive (see e.g. [A, (5.3)]),
i.e., in the above notation, ǫp(L) < 1 (this also implies also that the coherent sheaves Rp

A,L are

locally free for k ≤ p). If this is the case the condition that the locally free sheaf Rp
A,L is IT(0)

implies that the gaussian map γpL,M⊗Pα
is surjective for all α ∈ Pic0A. Since the IT(0) condition

makes sense for Q-twisted sheaves, it is natural to define

µp = inf{t ∈ Q | Rp
A,L is IT(0)}1

Then [A, Theorem 5.5]2 states that, as soon as L is p-immersive then µp(L) depends only on the
Néron-Severi class of L, so one can call it µp(l) and

µp(l) =
ǫp(l)

1− ǫp(l)
. (4.2)

4.4. Proof of Theorem C. Theorem C follows quickly from (4.2). Indeed, as we saw, Theorem D
can be stated as follows: given an integer p ≥ 2, A is not isomorphic, as polarized variety, to E×B
if and only if ǫp((p+ 1)θ) < 1 i.e. ǫp(2(p+ 1)θ) < 1

2 . By (4.2) this yields µp(2(p+ 1)θ) < 1 i.e. the

p-th gaussian map (1.4) is surjective for all α ∈ Pic0A. This proves the (2) implies (1) in Theorem
D. The implication (1) ⇒ (3) can be proved in a similar way, or more directly one sees simply that
the p-th gaussian map (1.5) is never surjective on elliptic curves (in this case the dimensions of the
source and target are equal and the map can’t be injective because, as it is well known, for p even
(respectively odd) it is zero on skew-symmetric (resp. symmetric) tensors). Hence the map is not
surjective on decomposable polarized abelian varieties of the form E ×B.

5. Variants, remarks and conjectures

5.1. Variants of the first characterization. Theorem A can be extended to other multiplication
maps of global sections, involving semihomogeneous vector bundles. This statements don’t seem
to have an analog for curves of genus g ≥ 2. In what follows we will use the notation of the
paper [AP] for simple semihomogeneous bundles. Namely, given a polarized abelian variety (A, l),
and a rational number λ = a

b
, with b > 0, we will denote EA,λl a simple semihomogeneous vector

bundle on A such that [detE]
rkE = λl in NS(A)Q ( [Mu1, Theorem 7.11]). Then we have

Theorem 5.1.1. Let (A, θ) be a p.p.a.v., and let n ≥ 2. The following are equivalent:

(1) A is isomorphic, as polarized variety, to E ×B, where dimE = 1.
(2) For every x ∈ A there exists α ∈ Pic0A such that the multiplication map of global sections

H0(A,OA(nΘ))⊗H0(A,Ix ⊗ EA, 2n−1

n−1
θ ⊗ Pα) → H0(A,Ix(nΘ)⊗ EA, 2n−1

n−1
θ ⊗ Pα) (5.1)

is not surjective.
(3) There exists x ∈ A and α ∈ Pic0A such that the map (5.1) is not surjective.

1The definition given in [A, Definition 5.4] is slightly different, but equivalent (see [A, Lemma 5.3]).
2This theorem generalizes to arbitrary p the relation between surjectivity of multiplication maps of global sections

and base point freeness shown in [JP, Theorem D], see also [AP, Proposition A, Corollary 4.3.1] for a simpler
formulation.
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This is proved in the very same way, replacing the multiplication maps of global sections
(3.2) (and related maps) used in the proof of Theorem A with the multiplication maps

H0(A,OA(nΘ))⊗H0(A,EA, n
n−1

θ ⊗ Pα) → H0(A,OA(nΘ)⊗ EA, n
n−1

θ ⊗ Pα),

and replacing Kempf’s theorem about the dimension of the kernel of such maps ( [PS, Theorem
2.1]) with [P3, Theorem A].3

5.2. Remarks about the first characterization. (a) As we said in the introduction, we don’t
know how to generalize the first characterization, in the spirit of the beautiful and rich theory
concerning curves. However the following seems to be a reasonable conjecture, extending Theorem
A to higher syzygies (similar to the characterization of hyperelliptic curves given in [GL2]). To
this purpose we consider the Koszul cohomology groups Kp(n,m, x, α) defined as the cohomology
of the complexes

∧p+1H0(OA(nΘ))⊗H0(Ix(mΘ)⊗ Pα) → ∧pH0(OA(nΘ)⊗H0(Ix(n +m)Θ)⊗ Pα) →

→ ∧p−1H0(OA(nΘ))⊗H0(Ix(2n +m)Θ)⊗ Pα).

It can be shown, using [P2] or [PP2], that, for n,m ≥ p+3, Kp(n,m, x, α) = 0 for all x and α (i.e.
the above complex is always exact in the middle), and we expect that, for n = p+2 and m = p+3,
there are pairs (x, α) such that Kp(n,m, x, α) 6= 0 if and only if A is of the form E ×B.

(b) A way to extend Theorem A would be to replace, in the maps of Theorem A(b), the ideal sheaf
of one point Ix with the ideal sheaf of n points, or of a subscheme of length n. We remark that in a
jacobian J(C), where C is a curve of genus g, if Z is a scheme of length g contained in (a translate
of) C then, for a suitable choices of a theta divisor Θ and of α ∈ Pic0J(C) the map

H0(J(C),OJ(C)(2Θ)) ⊗H0(J(C),IZ(3Θ)⊗ Pα) → H0(J(C),IZ(5Θ)⊗ Pα) (5.2)

is not surjective4 (therefore the same happens on decomposable varieties of the form J(C)×B).

5.3. Variants of the second characterization. There are many other different second order
gaussian maps whose non-surjectivity is equivalent to the non-surjectivity of (1.6), hence charac-
terizing decomposable abelian varieties of the form E × B. This follows from (4.2), coupled with
Theorem D. For example, starting with the polarization l = 4θ, from Theorem D we have that if A
is not of the form E ×B then ǫ2(4Θ) = 3

4ǫ2(3Θ) < 3
4 . By (4.2) this implies that µ2(4Θ) < 3 which

means that the gaussian maps

Rel2A(OA(4Θ),OA(12Θ) ⊗ Pα) → H0(A,S2Ω1
A ⊗OA(16Θ) ⊗ Pα)

are surjective for all α ∈ Pic0A. Conversely, it can be shown that for elliptic curves this does not
happen, hence it does not happen also for decomposable varieties A ∼= E ×B.

One has similar characterizations even when µ2(kθ) is not integer. Rather than giving the
general formula (left to the reader) let us give an example. Let l = 5θ. Then, as above, if A is not of
the form E×A then ǫ2(5θ) <

3
5 . Thus, by (4.2), µ2(5θ) <

3
2 , which means that R2

A,OA(5Θ)〈
15
2 θ〉 is an

3Beware that in [P3] the notation is different, namely the (symmetric) simple semihomogeneous vector bundles
EA,a

b
θ are denoted, according to [O], Wb,a).

4One can reduce the non-surjectivity of (5.2) to the non surjectivity of the map

H
0(C,OC(2Θ))⊗H

0(C,OC(3Θ− Z))⊗ Pα) → H
0(C,OC(5Θ− Z))⊗ Pα)

Choosing Θ such that OC(2Θ) is not very ample and α ∈ Pic0J(C) such that OC(3Θ − Z) ⊗ Pα
∼= OC(2Θ) one

has the non-surjectivity. Note that if the curve C is hyperelliptic then for any choice of Θ, for α ∈ Pic0A such that
OC(3Θ− Z) ⊗ Pα

∼= OC(2Θ) the above map is not surjective.
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IT(0) Q-twisted coherent sheaf. This can be expressed as the surjectivity of certain (second order)
gaussian maps by means of semihomogeneous vector bundles, as in [AP]. Indeed, considering a
simple semihomogeneous vector bundle E := EA, 15

2
θ (notation as in Subsection 5.1), the condition

that the Q-twisted coherent sheaf R2
A,OA(5Θ)〈

15
2 θ〉 is IT(0) equivalent to the condition that the

locally free sheaf R2
A,OA(5Θ) ⊗ EA, 15

2
θ is IT(0) ( [AP, Proposition 2.1.2]). In turns this means the

surjectivity of the gaussian maps

Rel2A(OA(5Θ), EA, 15
2
θ ⊗ Pα) → H0(A,S2Ω1

A ⊗OA(5Θ)⊗ EA, 15
2
θ ⊗ Pα).

5.4. Relation with the Seshadri constant. In view of (4.1) the normalized p-jets separation

thresholds of a polarization θ are defined as the quantities
ǫp(θ)
p+1 . Let us recall a result of the first

author relating them to the Seshadri constant. Let ǫ(A, θ) denote the Seshadri constant of the
polarization θ ( [L1, p.293]). Then [A, Theorem 3.7] states that ǫp+r(θ) ≤ ǫp(θ) + ǫr(θ) (hence in
particular ǫkp(θ) ≤ kǫp(θ)) and

ǫ(A, θ) = sup
p≥0

p+ 1

ǫp(θ)
= lim

p→∞

p+ 1

ǫp(θ)
. (5.3)

This result is in fact a sharpened version, valid for abelian varieties, of Demailly’s theorem relating
the Seshadri constant to asymptotic p-jets separation ( [L1, Theorem 5.1.17], [BS]).

It follows that Theorem D is an effective version of Nakamaye’s theorem characterizing polar-
ized abelian varieties of the form E ×B as the only ones achieving the minimal Seshadri constant,
namely 1 ( [N, Theorem 1.1]). In fact, thanks to (5.3), Nakamaye’s theorem characterizes such

decomposable abelian varieties as the only ones such that supp≥0
p+1
ǫp(θ)

= 1, but Theorem D shows

that they are in fact the only ones such that sup0≤p≤2
p+1
ǫp(θ)

= 1. In other words, in this case the

asymptotic description (5.3) is equivalent to an explicit finite condition.

Thus a natural conjecture, already raised in [A, Question 7.2] as a problem, is that something
of this sort always happens. Namely for all real numbers λ ≥ 1 there is a positive integer p0(λ) such

that ǫ(A, θ) ≤ λ if and only if supp≤p0(λ)
p+1
ǫp(θ)

≤ λ. If true the locus of polarized abelian varieties

(A,OA(θ)) such that ǫ(A, θ) ≤ λ would be characterized, via the above mentioned [A, Theorem
1.2], by the non-surjectivity of suitable gaussian map of order p0(λ).
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(2020) 815–846

[LM] Lange, H., Martens, G.: Normal generation and presentation of line bundles of low degree. J. Reine Angew.
Math. 356 (1985) 1-18

[L1] Lazarsfeld, R. Positivity in Algebraic Geometry I, Springer, 2004
[L2] Lazarsfeld, R. Positivity in Algebraic Geometry II, Springer, 2004
[Mu1] S. Mukai, Semi-homogeneous vector bundles on abelian varieties J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 18 (1978), 239–272
[Mu2] S. Mukai, Duality between D(X) and D(X) with its application to Picard sheaves, Nagoya Math. J. 81 (1981),

153–175.
[M1] Mumford, D., Equations defining abelian varieties I, Inv. Math 1 (1966) 287–354
[M2] Mumford, D., Varieties defined by quadratic equations, in Questions on Algebraic Varieties, Varenna 1969

C.I.M.E. Summer Schools (1969) Springer, 29–100
[N] Nakamaye, M., Seshadri constants on abelian varieties, Amer. J. Math. 118 (1996), no. 3, 621–635.
[O] Oprea, D., The Verlinde bundles and the semihomogeneous Wirtinger duality, J. Reine Angew. Math. 654

(2011), 181–217
[P1] Pareschi, G., Gaussian maps and multiplication maps on certain projective varieties, Comp. Math. 98 (1995)

219–268
[P2] Pareschi, G., Syzygies of abelian varieties, Journal of the American Mathematical Society 13 (2000), 651-664
[P3] Pareschi, G., Torsion points on theta divisors and semihomogeneous vector bundles, Algebra and Number

Theory Vol.15 n.6 (2021) 1581 - 1592
[P4] Pareschi, G., Generation and ampleness of coherent sheaves on abelian varieties, with application to Brill-

Noether theory, Pure and Applied Mathematics Quarterly, 20 (2024) 2379-2413
[PP1] Pareschi, G., Popa M., Regularity of abelian varieties I, Journal of the AMS 16 (2002) 285–302
[PP2] Pareschi, G., Popa M., Regularity of abelian varieties II: basic results on linear series and defining equations,

J. Alg. Geom. (2004) 167–193
[PP3] Pareschi, G., Popa, M., GV-sheaves, Fourier–Mukai transform, and generic vanishing, Amer. J. Math. 133

(2011), 235–271
[PS] Pareschi, G., Salvati Manni, R., 2-torsion points on theta divisors, International Mathematics Research No-

tices, Volume 2021 Issue 19 (2021) p. 14616 – 14628
[W] Wahl, J., Introduction to Gaussian maps on an algebraic curve, Complex projective geometry, London Math.

Soc. Lecture Note Ser., 179, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, (1992), 304–323.

Department of Mathematics, University of Rome, Tor Vergata, Italy

Email address: nelson.alvarado@ug.uchile.it

Email address: pareschi@mat.uniroma2.it


	1. Introduction
	1.1. First characterization. 
	1.2. Second characterization. 
	1.3. p-jets separation

	2.  Notation, terminology and basic facts used in the paper
	3. Proof of Theorem A
	3.1. Reduction
	3.2. Main Lemma
	3.3. Proof of Lemma 3.2.1
	3.4. Appendix: proof of the generation property

	4. 2-jets separation and proof of Theorems C and D
	4.1. Proof of Theorem D
	4.2. p-jets separation thresholds
	4.3. Gaussian maps thresholds
	4.4. Proof of Theorem C

	5. Variants, remarks and conjectures
	5.1. Variants of the first characterization
	5.2. Remarks about the first characterization
	5.3. Variants of the second characterization
	5.4. Relation with the Seshadri constant

	References

