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1. Introduction

Complex hyperbolic n-ball Bn is a higher dimensional analogue of the unit 1-ball
B1 in hyperbolic geometry. It is the domain Bn = {z ∈ Cn : |z| < 1}, or equivalently
PV− the projectivization of the negative cone V− = {u ∈ V : h(u, u) < 0} for
V ∼= Cn+1 equipped with a hermitian form h with signature (n, 1). In this paper we

study the following compact arithmetic quotient of B2. We start from K = Q(
√
D)

a quadratic field with discriminant D > 0 and a CM extension F = K(
√
α) for some

totally negative α ∈ K. We have 2 pairs of embeddings of F → C: σ1, σ̄1, σ2, σ̄2.
Consider (V, h) where V ∼= F⊕3 is an F -vector space equipped with a hermitian
form h with signature (2, 1) under the first pair of embeddings and definite under
the other pair of embeddings. Then the special unitary group Γ := SU(hσ1 ,OF )
that preserves h and has entries in OF gives an arithmetic lattice, and its action on
(F ⊗C, hσ1) induces a compact arithmetic quotient of B2. Denote D′ to be the norm
of the relative discriminant of the CM extension F/K. We proved the following.

Theorem 1.1. For any genus g, there exists D0(g) > 0 and D′
0 > 0 such that for

D > D0(g) and D′ > D′
0, the corresponding Γ\B2 defined as above has no complex

curves of genus g.

This also has a moduli interpretation in terms of abelian sixfolds with OF -
endomorphism. See Section 5.2 for detail. We say that a skew-Hermitian form
T over C has signature (m,n) if the Hermitian form i−1T has signature (m,n).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.11582v1


2 ZHEHAO LI

Theorem 1.2. Fix a skew-Hermitian form T over F such that T is of signature
(2, 1) under a pair of complex embeddings of F and is definite under the other pair.
For any complex curve C of genus g, consider abelian schemes f : A → C of
dimension 6 with OF -endomorphism of type (O3

F , T ). Then there exists D0(g) > 0
and D′

0 > 0 such that for D > D0(g) and D′ > D′
0, such type of abelian schemes

must be isotrivial.

The proof uses the method of volume estimates, which has been used in, for ex-
ample, [HT02, HT12, BT13, BT18, BT19] to prove interesting results in algebraic
geometry. In contrast to existing literature, we use it to understand the geome-
try of quotient singularities. Compared to similar objects such as Hilbert modular
surfaces, notable new phenomena for arithmetic quotient of 2-balls include the ex-
istence of 1-dimensional quotient singularities given by some special curves, and
non-cyclic quotient singularities at the intersection of these curves. This requires a
volume estimate to give a bound on the intersection number between these stacky
special curves and any other complex curves. Compared to the volume estimates in
[Mem23], our work focuses on the geometry near the quotient singularities instead
of the boundaries.

2. Background

2.1. Complex Hyperbolic 2-ball. In this section we define complex hyperbolic
n-balls and summarize useful facts about the n = 2 case. See [Gol99] or [Par03] for
detail.

2.1.1. The projective model. The unit ball in Cn and the Bergman metric, which
is a natural metric with constant negative holomorphic sectional curvature, give a
model for complex hyperbolic n-space Bn. When n = 1, this is the usual Poincaré
unit disc model of the hyperbolic plane. We now give a brief review of Bn, especially
the case where n = 2.

A Hermitian form on Cn is a C-valued R-bilinear form h : Cn × Cn → C such
that for any fixed w ∈ Cn, v 7→ h(v, w) is C-linear, and for any v, w ∈ Cn, h(v, w) =

h(w, v). Alternatively, if we fix a basis of Cn, so v, w can be considered as column
vectors, then a Hermitian form h is given by (v, w) 7→ vHJhw for some Hermitian
matrix Jh. Here the superscriptH means the Hermitian conjugate, i.e. the transpose
of the element-wise complex conjugation of the matrix, and thus a matrix J is
Hermitian if J = JH .

Let V be Cn+1 equipped with a Hermitian form 〈·, ·〉 of signature (n, 1). One
example is the standard Hermitian form hstd(u, v) = u1v̄1 + · · ·+ unv̄n − un+1v̄n+1.
Since 〈u, u〉 is real for any u ∈ V , we can define subsets:

negative V− = {u ∈ V : 〈u, u〉 < 0}
null V0 = {u ∈ V \{0} : 〈u, u〉 = 0}
positive V+ = {u ∈ V : 〈u, u〉 > 0}

and for u ∈ V we denote u < 0 (resp. u > 0) if u ∈ V− (resp. V+). Since
〈λu, λu〉 = |λ|2〈u, u〉 for any scalar λ ∈ C∗ and any u ∈ V , the projectivization
map P : Cn+1 → Pn

C preserves the sign of 〈u, u〉 and thus PV−, PV0, and PV+ are
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well-defined. The projective model of complex hyperbolic n-space Bn is defined to
be the negative lines in V , i.e. Bn := PV−. Thus, its boundary ∂Bn = PV0.

We can define a natural metric on Bn called the Bergman metric. First we denote
the “tance” function for any u, v ∈ V− ∪ V+:

ta(u, v) :=
〈u, v〉〈v, u〉
〈u, u〉〈v, v〉 ∈ R

It has the following useful properties:

(i) ta(u, v) = ta(v, u) for any u, v ∈ V− ∪ V+;
(ii) ta(λu, v) = ta(u, v) for any λ ∈ C∗ and u, v ∈ V− ∪ V+, so ta(·, ·) is well-

defined on PV− ∪ PV+;
(iii) ta(u, v) ≥ 1 if u, v ∈ V−; ta(u, v) ≥ 0 if u, v ∈ V+; ta(u, v) ≤ 0 if u ∈ V+ and

v ∈ V−.

For the proof, only ta(u, v) ≥ 1 for u, v ∈ V− is not trivial. It can be explicitly
proved in the case of the standard Hermitian form and then extended to the general
case by Cayley transforms which will be defined below. Now the distance function
d(·, ·) on Bn given by the Bergman metric is defined to be

cosh2

(

d(u, v)

2

)

:= ta(u, v) :=
〈u, v〉〈v, u〉
〈u, u〉〈v, v〉

for u, v ∈ Bn, or alternatively,

ds2 =
−4

〈u, u〉2 det
(

〈u, u〉 〈u, du〉
〈du, u〉 〈du, du〉

)

.

The −4 normalizes its holomorphic sectional curvature to be −1.
The Bergman metric is invariant to the choice of the Hermitian form in the sense

that for different choices of Hermitian forms, the complex hyperbolic n-spaces are
isometric. More specifically, we have the standard Hermitian form hstd(u, v) =
u1v̄1+ · · ·+unv̄n−un+1v̄n+1 corresponding to the diagonal matrix Jstd with diagonal
entries 1, · · · , 1,−1. Then consider J any Hermitian matrix of signature (n, 1), so
J can be unitarily diagonalized with real eigenvalues, i.e. we can find a matrix
T ∈ GLn+1(C) such that J = THJstdT . Then we have an isometry called Cayley
transform (Cn+1, J) → (Cn+1, Jstd), u 7→ Tu. When we consider hstd(u, v) =
u1v̄1 + · · · + unv̄n − un+1v̄n+1, any point [u1, · · · , un+1] ∈ PV− corresponds to a
point (u1/un+1, · · · , un/un+1) inside the open unit ball in Cn, so we also call Bn the
complex hyperbolic n-ball.

2.1.2. Isometries. Consider V ∼= Cn+1 equipped with a Hermitian form h(·, ·) = 〈·, ·〉
of signature (n, 1). If we fix a basis of V , the Hermitian form is represented by a
Hermitian matrix J , and linear transformations M on V preserving the Hermitian
form satisfy:

〈Mu,Mv〉 = vHMHJMu = 〈u, v〉 = vHJu.

for any u, v ∈ V , so it is equivalent to requiring MHJM = J . Thus they define the
unitary group:

U(J) := {M ∈ Mn+1(C) : 〈Mu,Mv〉 = 〈u, v〉 ∀u, v ∈ V } ∼= U(n, 1).
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The last isomorphism is induced by Cayley transform T : U(J) → U(Jstd) =:
U(n, 1), M 7→ TMT−1. Since det(MHJM) = det(J), we also have | det(M)| = 1.
Since scalar multiplication λIn+1 for any λ ∈ C∗ commutes with any M ∈ U(J),
U(J) is well-defined on PV , and the kernel of this action on PV is {λI : |λ| = 1} ∼=
U(1) ⊂ U(J). Then, we define the projective unitary group

PU(J) := U(J)/{λ · id : |λ| = 1} = SU(J)/{λ · id ∈ SU(J) : |λ| = 1}
whose element always has a representative with determinant 1 in SU(J). Indeed,
Bn is homogeneous:

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 3.1.3 of [Gol99]). PU(J) acts transitively on Bn.

Then we focus on the case n = 2 and list some results about the classification
of isometries on B2. In the literature they are mostly proved for the case where
J = Jstd, but the statements also apply to the general case since they do not depend
on the choice of basis.

To state the classification, we first have the following trichotomy:

Definition 2.2. A holomorphic complex hyperbolic isometry is

(i) loxodromic if it fixes exactly two points of ∂B2;
(ii) parabolic if it fixes exactly one point of ∂B2;
(iii) elliptic if it fixes at least one point of B2.

ForM ∈ SU(J), we have the following restriction on its characteristic polynomial,
which is a consequence of MHJM = J .

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 6.2.5 of [Gol99]). If M ∈ SU(J) and λ0 is an eigenvalue of
M , then λ̄−1

0 is also an eigenvalue of M . Therefore, if we denote t := tr(M), then
the characteristic polynomial of M is λ3 − tλ2 + t̄λ− 1. �

Now we can state the classification of isometries.

Theorem 2.4 (Theorem 6.2.4 of [Gol99]). Consider M ∈ SU(J).

(i) M is loxodromic if and only if one of the eigenvalues λ has |λ| 6= 1. In this
case, if we denote λ = reiθ for r, θ ∈ R, then the three eigenvalues are reiθ,
r−1eiθ, e−2iθ. If they have eigenvectors u, v, w respectively, then

〈u, u〉 = 〈v, v〉 = 〈u, w〉 = 〈v, w〉 = 0, 〈w,w〉 > 0, 〈u, v〉 6= 0.

(ii) M is parabolic if and only if it has a repeated eigenvalue whose eigenspace is
spanned by one null vector. It is called pure parabolic (resp. screw parabolic)
if the dimension of this eigenspace is 3 (resp. 2).

(iii) M is elliptic if and only if it can diagonalized and all the eigenvalues have
norm 1. We have the following cases:
(a) M only has one fixed point in B2. In this case, let the fixed point be

given by a negative eigenvector u with eigenvalue λ1. Then either we
have a repeated eigenvalue λ2 = λ3 6= λ1 corresponding to an eigenspace
spanned by two positive vectors, or all eigenvalues λ1, λ2, λ3 are distinct
and each of λ2, λ3 corresponds to a positive eigenspace. M is called a
complex reflection about a point in the first case, and is regular elliptic
in the second case.
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(b) M is called a complex reflection about a line or boundary elliptic when
the fixed points in B2 form a complex line. In this case, this line cor-
responds to a 2-dimensional eigenspace spanned by both positive and
negative vectors. In other words, we can find eigenvectors u, v, w corre-
sponding to eigenvalues λ1 = λ2 6= λ3 with u < 0 and v, w > 0.

(c) The last case is where M corresponds to scalar multiplication by a third
root of unity.

By Lemma 2.3, the trace of an isometry determines the characteristic polynomial,
so we have the following by computation of the resultant.

Theorem 2.5 (Theorem 6.2.4 of [Gol99]). Let f(τ) = |τ |4− 8Re (τ 3) + 18|τ |2− 27.
Let M ∈ SU(J). Then

(i) M is loxodromic if and only if f(tr(M)) > 0;
(ii) M has distinct eigenvalues if and only if f(tr(M)) < 0;
(iii) M has repeated eigenvalues if and only if f(tr(M)) = 0.

When M ∈ SU(J) is diagonalizable, we can pick some eigenvectors as a basis of
C3. Using the orthogonal relations above we have the following useful identities.

Corollary 2.6. Consider M ∈ SU(J).

(i) When M is loxodromic, denote the three eigenvalues to be reiθ, r−1eiθ, e−2iθ

and their respective eigenvectors v1, v2, v3. Then for any u ∈ (C3, J),

u =
〈u, v2〉
〈v1, v2〉

v1 +
〈u, v1〉
〈v2, v1〉

v2 +
〈u, v3〉
〈v3, v3〉

v3. (2.7)

and thus

1 =
〈u, v2〉〈v1, u〉
〈v1, v2〉〈u, u〉

+
〈u, v1〉〈v2, u〉
〈v2, v1〉〈u, u〉

+
〈u, v3〉〈v3, u〉
〈v3, v3〉〈u, u〉

=: w + w̄ + ta(u, v3) (2.8)

if we denote w := 〈u,v2〉〈v1,u〉
〈v1,v2〉〈u,u〉 .

(ii) When M is regular elliptic or a complex reflection about a point (resp. bound-
ary elliptic), we can find eigenvectors v1, v2, v3 corresponding to eigenvalues
λ1, λ2, λ3 respectively such that λ1 6= λ2 and λ1 6= λ3 (resp. λ1 = λ2 6= λ3),
and

〈v1, v1〉 < 0, 〈v2, v2〉, 〈v3, v3〉 > 0, 〈v1, v2〉 = 〈v1, v3〉 = 〈v2, v3〉 = 0

and consequently, for any u ∈ (C3, J),

u =
〈u, v1〉
〈v1, v1〉

v1 +
〈u, v2〉
〈v2, v2〉

v2 +
〈u, v3〉
〈v3, v3〉

v3. (2.9)

and thus

1 =
〈u, v1〉〈v1, u〉
〈v1, v1〉〈u, u〉

+
〈u, v2〉〈v2, u〉
〈v2, v2〉〈u, u〉

+
〈u, v3〉〈v3, u〉
〈v3, v3〉〈u, u〉

=:

3
∑

j=1

ta(u, vj) (2.10)
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2.1.3. Complex Lines and Distance Formulas. One can classify the totally geodesic
subspaces of Bn using the general theory of symmetric spaces:

Theorem 2.11 (Section 3.1.11 of [Gol99]). The only totally geodesic subspaces of
Bn are either complex linear subspaces or totally real totally geodesic submanifolds.

When n = 2, they are complex lines and totally real Lagrangian planes. Complex
lines are the usual complex lines in C2 that intersect the open unit 2-ball when
we consider B2 as the open unit 2-ball. Equivalently, a complex line L ⊂ B2 is
the projectivization of the intersection between a 2-dimensional linear subspace of
V = (C3, J) and the negative cone V−. Therefore, it can be determined by its
polar vector: L = {z ∈ B2 : 〈z, n〉 = 0} for some n ∈ V+. Totally real Lagrangian
planes are embedded copies of the real hyperbolic space H2

R. When we consider the
standard Hermitian form, they are the images under a PU(Jstd)-action of the space
given by those points in B2 with real coordinates.

Then we list some distance formulas related to complex lines.

Proposition 2.12 (Corollary 6.7 of [Par03]). Let L be a complex line with polar
vector n. For any z ∈ B2, the distance d(z, L) from z to L is given by

cosh2

(

d(z, L)

2

)

= 1− ta(z, n) ≥ 1.

Proposition 2.13 (Section 3.3.2 of [Gol99] or Proposition 6.8 of [Par03]). Let L1, L2

be complex lines with polar vector n1, n2. Then

(i) If ta(n1, n2) > 1, then L1 and L2 do not intersect in B2∪∂B2 (which is called
ultraparallel) and

cosh2

(

d(L1, L2)

2

)

= ta(n1, n2) > 1.

(ii) If ta(n1, n2) = 1, then L1 and L2 intersect on ∂B2 (which is called asymp-
totic) or coincide.

(iii) If ta(n1, n2) < 1, then L1 and L2 intersect in B2.

2.2. Arithmetic Quotient of Type I. Let K be a totally real number field of
degree m. Consider a CM extension F := K(

√
α) for some totally negative α ∈ K.

The embeddings come in complex conjugate pairs: σ1, σ̄1, · · · , σm, σ̄m. Then, take a
Hermitian form h(·, ·) = 〈·, ·〉 in n+ 1 variables with coefficients in F , i.e.

〈z, w〉 := wHJz, z, w ∈ F n+1

for some Hermitian matrix J = JH ∈ Mn+1(F ), such that for the first pair of
embeddings (σ1, σ̄1), h

σ1 and hσ̄1 are of signature (n, 1), and for all other pairs of
embeddings (σ, σ̄) = (σ2, σ̄2), · · · , (σm, σ̄m), h

σ and hσ̄ are definite. Then under the
first pair of embeddings, these define an arithmetic lattice Γ := SU(hσ1 ,OF ) :=
SU(hσ1)∩ SL3(OF ) and the Shimura variety X := Bn/Γ. We will focus on the case

where K = Q(
√
D) is a real quadratic field with discriminant D > 0. We identify

F with σ1(F ).
The lattices constructed in this way are cocompact since SU(n + 1) is compact

and then we can apply [McR11, Theorem 5.2] or [MR13, Lemma 8.1.3]. There-
fore, by Godement’s compactness criterion, Γ has no nontrivial unipotent elements.
Furthermore, this implies that there is no parabolic element in Γ by Theorem 2.5.
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3. Geometry of Elliptic Points

Now we will focus on the situation in the main theorem. We fix the setting and
notation as follows:

K := Q(
√
D) with discriminant D > 0. F := K(

√
α) a CM extension

with the norm of the relative discriminant D2 > D′
0 for some fixed D′

0

such that there is no non-totally real integer z ∈ OF with |z| ≤ 3 in
all embeddings. Denote its complex embeddings σ1, σ̄1, σ2, σ̄2. Take a
Hermitian form h(·, ·) = 〈·, ·〉 represented by a matrix J on F 3 with
coefficients in F such that hσ1 and hσ̄1 are of signature (2, 1), and hσ2 and
hσ̄2 are definite. Consider the arithmetic lattice Γ := SU(hσ1 ,OF ) :=
SU(hσ1) ∩ SL3(OF ) and the arithmetic quotient X := Γ\B2.

(3.1)

3.1. Repulsion of Elliptic Points. This section is dedicated to show repulsion of
elliptic points, for example, isolated elliptic points tend to be far apart when the
discriminant D of the real quadratic field defining the space is big. Such repulsion
phenomena for Shimura varieties have been shown in certain cases in terms of level
structures. For instance, [BT16] showed the repulsion of cusps and special subva-
rieties for products of modular curves in terms of the level structure, and [BT18]
proved similar results for cusps and points of Hilbert modular varieties.

Note that in this section we are showing the repulsion of the preimages of elliptic
points of X in B2, i.e. the points in B2 stabilized by some elements in Γ. The
repulsion can descend to X since the action of Γ is properly discontinuous, and it
is useful when we derive the multiplicity bounds in Section 4.

Now, we call points (resp. complex lines) in B2 (or their images inX) stabilized by
an elliptic element inside the arithmetic lattice elliptic points (resp. elliptic complex
lines), and an elliptic point u is an isolated elliptic point if for some elliptic element
M inside its stabilizer group, u is an isolated point in the locus that M stabilizes.
The precise statement of repulsion of isolated elliptic points is the following.

Proposition 3.2. Follow the notation in (3.1). For any given R > 0, there exists
D0(R) > 0 such that when D > D0(R), if u and v are distinct isolated elliptic points
on B2, then their distance dB2(u, v) > R.

We first assume that u and v are stabilized by M1 and M2 in Γ respectively, where
M1 and M2 have the same set of eigenvalues. First we identify possible orders of
elliptic elements in this context.

Lemma 3.3. For K := Q(
√
D) with discriminant D > 0 and F := K(

√
α) a CM

extension, the maximal possible order of elliptic elements is 18 if D > 21. If we
further assume that F 6= K(

√
α) for α = −1,−2,−3,−7, then the only possible

triples of eigenvalues are (1,−1,−1), (1, ω, ω2), (1, i,−i), (1,−ω,−ω2).

Proof. Since Γ acts properly discontinuously, the order n of an elliptic element M ∈
Γ is finite, and the eigenvalues {λ1, λ2, λ3} of M are n-th roots of unity. Therefore,
the splitting field F ({λj}j) of the characteristic polynomial of M over F should
include the n-th cyclotomic field, but the possible values of [F ({λj}j) : Q] are 4,8,12,
so n can only be a divisor of them and now there are only finitely many cases. When



8 ZHEHAO LI

[F ({λj}j) : Q] is 8 or 12, F ({λj}j) = Q(ζn) must contain K := Q(
√
D), which is

impossible when D > 21 (n = 21 is the maximal odd integer with [Q(ζn) : Q] ≤ 12).

Assuming [Q(ζn) : Q] is 4 or 6 and D > 9, Q(ζn) adjoining
√
D will be a nontrivial

field extension and it must give F ({λj}j), so Q(ζn) must contain
√
α. Now we can

check each case: n cannot be 5 or 10 as Q(ζ5) contains no imaginary quadratic
field; n can be 8 only when F = K(

√
−2) or K(i); n can be 12 only when F =

K(
√
−3)orK(i); n can be 7 or 14 only when F = K(

√
−7); n can be 9 or 18 only

when F = K(
√
−3).

Thus, when F 6= K(
√
α) for α = −1,−2,−3,−7, the only possible values of n

are 2,3,4,6. Applying λ1λ2λ3 = 1 and λ1+ λ2+ λ3 ∈ OF , we finish the classification
of possible triples of eigenvalues. �

From 2.1.2, we know that when the triple of eigenvalues is (1,−1,−1) and there
is a negative eigenvector corresponds to eigenvalue −1, the elliptic element will
stabilize a complex line given by the (−1)-eigenspace. Except this case, the other
types of elliptic elements correspond to isolated elliptic points.

Come back to the setting of Proposition 3.2. By Theorem 2.4, we can let {uj}j=1,2,3 ∈
F ({λj}j=1,2,3) (resp. {vj}j=1,2,3) be the pairwise orthogonal eigenvectors of the ellip-

tic element M1 (resp. M2), and {λj}j=1,2,3 (resp. {λ̃j}j=1,2,3) are the corresponding
eigenvalues. The arithmetic of the Hermitian form gives the following.

Lemma 3.4. Follow the notation in (3.1). For any given R > 0, there exists
D0(R) > 0 such that when D > D0(R), |tr(M1M2)|2 and 2Re (tr(M1M2)) are ratio-
nal integers, and Re (tr(M1M2)) ≤ |tr(M1M2)| ≤ 3.

Proof. Since {uj}j=1,2,3 (resp. {vj}j=1,2,3) give a pairwise orthogonal basis, we can
apply (2.7) to vk (resp. uk ) to get the following useful equation for any fixed
k ∈ {1, 2, 3}:

3
∑

j=1

ta(vk, uj) =
3
∑

j=1

〈vk, uj〉〈uj, vk〉
〈uj, uj〉〈vk, vk〉

= 1

(

resp.
3
∑

j=1

ta(uk, vj) =
3
∑

j=1

〈uk, vj〉〈vj, uk〉
〈vj, vj〉〈uk, uk〉

= 1

)

.

(3.5)
To compute tr(M1M2), first note that the orthogonal relations give the following:

(u1 u2 u3)
H J (u1 u2 u3) =





〈u1, u1〉
〈u2, u2〉

〈u3, u3〉





=⇒ (u1 u2 u3)
−1 =





1/〈u1, u1〉
1/〈u2, u2〉

1/〈u3, u3〉



 (u1 u2 u3)
H J
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Using this we can rewrite the diagonalized M1 and M2 and get:

tr(M1M2)

=tr



(u1 u2 u3)





λ1

λ2

λ3



 (u1 u2 u3)
−1 (v1 v2 v3)





λ̃1

λ̃2

λ̃3



 (u1 u2 u3)
−1





=tr

(







λ1

〈u1,u1〉
λ2

〈u2,u2〉
λ3

〈u3,u3〉






(u1 u2 u3)

H J (v1 v2 v3)







λ̃1

〈v1,v1〉
λ̃2

〈v2,v2〉
λ̃3

〈v3,v3〉






(v1 v2 v3)

H J (u1 u2 u3)

)

=
3
∑

j,k=1

λjλ̃kta(uj, vk) (3.6)

Until the end of this lemma, let u3 (resp. v3) denote the negative eigenvector,
so the other two eigenvectors are positive, and ta(u3, v3) gives the distance between
the elliptic points. This gives:

|tr(M1M2)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

3
∑

j,k=1

λjλ̃kta(uj, vk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
3
∑

j,k=1

|ta(uj, vk)|

= ta(u3, v3) +
2
∑

j,k=1

ta(uj, vk)−
2
∑

j=1

(ta(uj, v3) + ta(u3, vj))

= ta(u3, v3) + (ta(u3, v3) + 1)− 2(1− ta(u3, v3)) by (3.5)

= 4ta(u3, v3)− 1

In our setting, we can extend the embeddings F −֒→ C to F (λj) −֒→ C while fixing
the embeddings of the eigenvalues, and we use the same notation for these extended
embeddings. Then the argument above fits into the embedding σ2 that gives the
definite hermitian form:

|tr(M1M2)
σ2 | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

3
∑

j,k=1

λjλ̃kta
σ2(uσ2

j , vσ2

k )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
3
∑

j,k=1

∣

∣taσ2(uσ2

j , vσ2

k )
∣

∣ = 3

where the last equality is due to (3.5).
Since ta(u3, v3) is bounded by cosh−1(R/2), |tr(M1M2)|2 is an integral element

in OQ(
√
D) with both embeddings in R nonnegative and bounded by fixed numbers.

When D is big, this is possible only when |tr(M1M2)|2 ∈ Z, and thus |tr(M1M2)|2 =
|tr(M1M2)

σ2 |2 ≤ 9. The same argument applies to 2Re (tr(M1M2)).
�

Further investigation of tr(M1M2) will finish the proof.
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Proof of Proposition 3.2. Since |tr(M1M2)|2 is a rational integer bounded by 9, when
the norm of the relative discriminant of F/K is large enough to make sure there is
no non-totally real integer z ∈ OF with |z| ≤ 3 in all embeddings, tr(M1M2) will
be real. Note that this can be independent from D. We first look at the case where
(λ1, λ2, λ3) = (λ̃1, λ̃2, λ̃3) = (λ, λ̄, 1) for eiθ = λ 6∈ R. Denote t = λ + λ̄. Since
ta(uj, vk) ∈ R for j, k = 1, 2, 3, tr(M1M2) ∈ R means:

Im (tr(M1M2)) =

3
∑

j,k=1

Im (λjλ̃k)ta(uj, vk)

= sin(θ)(ta(u1, v3) + ta(u3, v1))− sin(θ)(ta(u2, v3) + ta(u3, v2))

+ sin(2θ)ta(u1, v1)− sin(2θ)ta(u2, v2)

= sin(θ)(cos(θ)− 1)(ta(u1, v1)− ta(u2, v2)) = 0

Since λ 6∈ R, this implies that a := ta(u1, v1) = ta(u2, v2). Apply the same argument
to Im (tr(M−1

1 M2)) = 0, we obtain b := ta(u1, v2) = ta(u2, v1). Therefore, ta(uj, v3)
and ta(u3, vj) are all equal to 1− a− b.

Now we check each case of possible pairs of negative eigenvectors. First, (u1, v3)
cannot be both negative, since otherwise ta(u1, v3) = ta(u2, v3) = 1 − a− b should
have opposite signs by definition, but they cannot be 0 as ta(u1, v3) ≥ 1. This also
applies to (u2, v3), (u3, v1), and (u3, v2). Then, suppose that (u1, v1) are negative
eigenvectors. It means that a = ta(u1, v1) ≥ 1, b < 0, ta(u3, v3) = 2a + 2b− 1 ≥ 0,
and ta(u1, v3) = ta(u2, v3) = 1−a−b should have opposite signs. Thus, 1−a−b = 0,
and we have

tr(M−1
1 M2) = ta(u3, v3) + ta(u1, v1) + ta(u2, v2) + λ̄2ta(u1, v2) + λ2ta(u2, v1)

= (2a+ 2b− 1) + 2a+ (λ̄2 + λ2)(1− a)

= (t2 − 1) + (4− t2)a

≥ (t2 − 1) + (4− t2) = 3

Since |tr(M−1
1 M2)| ≤ 3, we have tr(M−1

1 M2) = 3 and thus M−1
1 M2 = I. This

argument also applies to (u1, v2), (u2, v1), and (u2, v2). The last case left is when
(u3, v3) are negative eigenvectors. Then

tr(M1M2) + tr(M−1
1 M2) + tr(M1M

−1
2 ) + tr(M−1

1 M−1
2 )

= 4ta(u3, v3) + 2t(ta(u1, v3 + ta(u2, v3) + ta(u3, v1) + ta(u3, v2))

+ (λ̄2 + λ2 + 2)(ta(u1, v1) + ta(u2, v2) + ta(u1, v2) + ta(u2, v1)) by (3.6)

= 4ta(u3, v3) + 4t(1− ta(u3, v3)) + t2(ta(u3, v3) + 1) by (3.5)

= (t− 2)2ta(u3, v3) + t2 + 4t

Since u3 and v3 correspond to eigenvalue 1, ta(u3, v3) ∈ F . Moreover, the computa-
tion above shows that (t− 2)2ta(u3, v3) ∈ OF ∩ R = OK and it is bounded in both

real embeddings of K = Q(
√
D), so when D is big, (t− 2)2ta(u3, v3) ∈ Z. However,

this means that 1 ≤ ta(u3, v3) = taσ2(uσ2

3 , vσ2

3 ) ≤ 1, so ta(u3, v3) = 1.
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In conclusion, in all the possible cases, both negative eigenvectors in fact represent
the same point.

Now the only case left is the case where (λ1, λ2, λ3) = (λ̃1, λ̃2, λ̃3) = (−1,−1, 1)
and u3, v3 < 0, but then

tr(M1M2) = ta(u3, v3) +
2
∑

j,k=1

ta(uj, vk)−
2
∑

j=1

(ta(uj, v3) + ta(u3, vj))

= ta(u3, v3) + (ta(u3, v3) + 1)− 2(1− ta(u3, v3))

= 4ta(u3, v3)− 1 (3.7)

≥ 4− 1 = 3

so |tr(M1M2)| ≤ 3 gives that M1M2 = I.

Now we have proved the case where the respective stabilizers M1 andM2 for u and
v have the same set of eigenvalues. For the general case, we first obtain the bound
D0(R) of D such that the distance between isolated elliptic points with conjugate
stabilizers has a lower bound 2R. Then for isolated elliptic points u and v with
stabilizers M1 and M2, since 2R < d(v,M1v) ≤ d(v, u) + d(u,M1v) = 2d(u, v), we
have d(u, v) > R.

�

The proposition above only applies to isolated elliptic points. For distinct elliptic
elements which stabilize complex lines, it is possible that these two stacky lines inter-
sect. This happens in one of the simplest examples: consider J = diag(1, 1,−

√
D)

and elliptic elements M1 = diag(1,−1,−1) and M2 = diag(−1, 1,−1) representing
flipping over the two coordinate axes, and then the loci stabilized by them intersect
at the origin [0, 0, 1]. This example also shows that the isotropy groups are not nec-
essarily cyclic in this context. However, we still have the following repulsion result
in this case.

Proposition 3.8. Follow the notation in (3.1). For any given R > 0, there exists
D0(R) > 0 such that when D > D0(R), if M1 and M2 are elliptic elements with
eigenvalues (−1,−1, 1) stabilizing distinct complex lines, then either their distance
dB2(L1, L2) > R, or they intersect at an isolated elliptic point.

Proof. Denote L1, L2 the complex lines stabilized by M1,M2 respectively. We can
assume that (λ1, λ2, λ3) = (λ̃1, λ̃2, λ̃3) = (−1,−1, 1) and u1, v1 < 0.

If L1 ∩ L2 6= ∅, then we can pick u1 = v1 to be the intersection point. Note that
M1M2 should stabilize u1, and the corresponding eigenvalue is (−1)2 = 1. Thus,
M1M2 is either the identity which means M1 = M−1

2 = M2, or an elliptic element
stabilizing an isolated elliptic point.

If L1 ∩ L2 = ∅, then since the space is compact, they cannot be asymptotic and
thus ta(u3, v3) > 1. However, ta(u3, v3)

σ2 ≤ 1, so ta(u3, v3) 6∈ Q. From (3.7) and
Lemma 3.4 we see that 8ta(u3, v3) = 2tr(M1M2) + 2 ∈ OF ∩ R = OK . Thus,
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8ta(u3, v3) ∈ OK\Z. Then if we pick D0 with
√
D0 ≥ 8 cosh2(R/2), then

8 cosh2

(

d(L1, L2)

2

)

= 8ta(u3, v3) > 8ta(u3, v3)−8ta(u3, v3)
σ2 ≥

√
D > 8 cosh2

(

R

2

)

.

�

As a corollary, the proofs of Proposition 3.2 and 3.8 above give strong restrictions
on possible stabilizer groups:

Corollary 3.9. Follow the notation in (3.1). Then for any given R > 0, there
exists D0(R) > 0 such that when D > D0(R), the order of possible stabilizer groups
of an isolated elliptic point is no more than 48.

Proof. We first summarize what we got in the proof of Proposition 3.2 in this situa-
tion: for M1,M2 ∈ Γ stabilizing u ∈ B2 with the same triple of eigenvalues (λ, λ̄, 1)
where λ ∈ {−1, ω, i,−ω}:

(1) When λ 6= −1, the eigenvalues of M1,M2 corresponding to u cannot be
respectively 1 and λ (or λ̄). (∗)

(2) If eigenvalues of M1,M2 corresponding to u are the same non-real number
(resp. complex conjugate non-real numbers), then M1 = M2 (resp. M1 =
M−1

2 ).
(3) When both eigenvalues of M1,M2 corresponding to u are 1, nothing was

proved.

Now we generalize these to the case where M1,M2 ∈ Γ stabilizing u ∈ B2 with prob-
ably different triples of eigenvalues. Let the eigenvalues of M1,M2 corresponding to
u be λ1, λ2 respectively.

(1) λ1, λ2 cannot be respectively 1 and λ for λ 6= ±1: otherwise, note that M1M2

and M2 are elliptic elements whose eigenvalue corresponding to u is λ, so by
(∗), M1M2 = M2 and thus M1 = I.

(2) When one of λ1, λ2 is not real, M1,M2 should be in the same cyclic group.
Let λj be a primitive nj-th root of unity for j = 1, 2. We check each case
as follows. If (n1, n2) = (3, 4) or (4, 6), then M1M2 is an elliptic element
of order at least 12, which contradicts Lemma 3.3. If (n1, n2) = (2, 4), then
M1M2 andM−1

2 are elliptic elements with the same eigenvalue corresponding
to u, so by (∗), M1M2 = M−1

2 , and M1 is in the cyclic group generated by
M2. Similar argument also works when (n1, n2) = (2, 6), (3, 6), (2, 3).

(3) When λ1, λ2 ∈ {±1}, M1,M2 may not be in the same cyclic group. However,
consider u⊥ := {v ∈ V : 〈u, v〉 = 0}. The restriction of the hermitian
form on u⊥ is positive definite, so the subgroup G1 consisting of elliptic
elements whose eigenvalues corresponding to u are 1 now descends to lie in
a copy of SU(2) given by (u⊥, 〈·, ·〉). By the classification of finite subgroup
of SU(2) and our constraints on orders of elements, G1 must be among
cyclic groups Z/nZ for n = 2, 3, 4, 6, dihedral groups Dn of order 2n for
n = 2, 3, 4, 6, tetrahedral group A4, and octahedral group S4. For the full
stabilizer group G of u, if G\G1 is nonempty, it should consist of elliptic
elements whose eigenvalues corresponding to u are -1, i.e. they stabilize
complex lines passing through u. In this case, for any M ∈ G\G1, M

2 = I
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and M−1G1M consists of elliptic elements whose eigenvalues corresponding
to u are 1, so M−1G1M = G1. Therefore, the index of G1 in G is at most 2.

In conclusion, if u ∈ B2 has a nontrivial stabilizer group, then it is either a cyclic
group of order n whose eigenvalues corresponding to u are those n-th roots of unity
for n ∈ {2, 3, 4, 6}, or it is isomorphic to a finite subgroup of SU(2) of order at most
24 (or its extension of index 2). �

For a specific choice of the CM extension F = K(α), this bound may be improved
by further analysis on possible finite subgroups of SU(2). See [Bea09] for detail.

For stabilizer groups of an elliptic complex line, this classification is trivial in
our case: if two nontrivial elliptic elements stabilize the same complex line, then
they have the same 2-dimensional (−1)-eigenspace and thus the same orthogonal
1-eigenspace, so they have to be the same.

3.2. Injectivity Radius. Recall that the injectivity radius ρX(x) of a point x ∈ X
is defined as half of the length of the shortest closed geodesic through x. In our
setting, we do not have a uniform lower bound of injectivity radii since the closed
geodesics of points close to an elliptic point can be arbitrarily small. However, if
we only consider loxodromic elements, we do have the following lower bound of
injectivity radii.

Proposition 3.10. Follow the notation in (3.1). Let the injectivity radius of a point
x ∈ X given by loxodromic elements be

ρLoxX (x) := min
M loxodromic

d(x,Mx)/2.

Then there exists D0 > 0 such that when D > D0, ρ
Lox
X (x) ≥ cosh−1

(

D1/4 − 1

2

)

.

Proof. For a loxodromic element M , by Theorem 2.4 we write its eigenvalues as λ,
λ̄−1 and λ̄/λ with |λ| > 1, and if their respective eigenvectors are v1, v2, v3, then

1 = w + w̄ + ta(u, v3) for any u ∈ V \V0 and w := 〈u,v2〉〈v1,u〉
〈v1,v2〉〈u,u〉 . Suppose that x ∈ X

is represented by u ∈ V−. Since u ∈ V− and v3 ∈ V+, ta(u, v3) ≤ 0, and thus
Re (w) ≥ 1/2.

Before we compute the injectivity radius, first note that when the discriminant D
grows, |λ| will become large as follows: tr(M) = λ+ λ̄−1+ λ̄/λ satisfies tr(M) ∈ OF

and |tr(M)σ2 | ≤ 3 since Mσ2 ∈ U(3) only has eigenvalues of norm 1. Thus, |tr(M)|2
is either a rational integer bounded by 9, or an integer in OK\Z, but by the proof of
Proposition 3.2, the first case implies that M is elliptic, so |tr(M)|2 ∈ OK\Z. This
gives that |tr(M)|2 = (|tr(M)|2 − |tr(M)σ2 |2) + |tr(M)σ2 |2 ≥

√
D.
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Now we compute the injectivity radius. Note that ta(u,Mu) = 〈Mu,u〉〈u,Mu〉
〈Mu,Mu〉〈u,u〉 =

∣

∣

∣

〈Mu,u〉
〈u,u〉

∣

∣

∣

2

. Then since Mu = λ 〈u,v2〉
〈v1,v2〉v1 + λ̄−1 〈u,v1〉

〈v2,v1〉v2 +
λ̄
λ

〈u,v3〉
〈v3,v3〉v3,

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈Mu, u〉
〈u, u〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣λw + λ̄−1w̄ + λ̄/λ(1− w − w̄)
∣

∣

≥
∣

∣|λw + λ̄−1w̄| − |λ̄/λ(1− w − w̄)|
∣

∣ = |λw + λ̄−1w̄| − (w + w̄ − 1)

≥Re (|λ|w + |λ̄−1|w̄)− (w + w̄ − 1) = Re (w)(|λ|+ |λ|−1 − 2) + 1

≥(|tr(M)| − 3)/2 + 1

≥D1/4 − 1

2
.

�

If the closed geodesics of a point given by an elliptic element fixing one single
point is small, then this point should be close to this isolated elliptic point. This
geometric intuition can be made precise as follows.

Proposition 3.11. For any given R > 0, if dB2(u,Mu) < R for some u ∈ B2 and
some elliptic element M of order 2, 3, 4, or 6, with isolated fixed point v1 ∈ B2,
then dB2(u, v1) < R.

Proof. Let v1, v2, v3 be pairwise orthogonal eigenvectors of M and λ1, λ2, λ3 be their
corresponding eigenvalues. Apply (2.7) to u and we have

Mu = λ1
〈u, v1〉
〈v1, v1〉

v1 + λ2
〈u, v2〉
〈v2, v2〉

v2 + λ3
〈u, v3〉
〈v3, v3〉

v3

and then
∣

∣

∣

∣

〈Mu, u〉
〈u, u〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |λ1ta(u, v1) + λ2ta(u, v2) + λ3ta(u, v3)|

≥ |Re (ta(u, v1) + λ2/λ1ta(u, v2) + λ3/λ1ta(u, v3))|
Since

∑3
j=1 ta(u, vj) = 1, ta(u, v2), ta(u, v3) ≤ 0 and |λ2/λ1| = |λ3/λ1| = 1, we have

Re (ta(u, v1)+λ2/λ1ta(u, v2)+λ3/λ1ta(u, v3)) ≥ ta(u, v1)+ta(u, v2)+ta(u, v3) = 1.
Thus,

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈Mu, u〉
〈u, u〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ Re (ta(u, v1) + λ2/λ1ta(u, v2) + λ3/λ1ta(u, v3))

= ta(u, v1) + Re (λ2/λ1)ta(u, v2) + Re (λ3/λ1)ta(u, v3)

≥ (1− k)ta(u, v1) + k

where k is the largest real part of nontrivial n-th roots of unity, i.e. k = −1,−1/2, 0, 1/2
for n = 2, 3, 4, 6 respectively. Therefore,

cosh(dB2(u, v1)) = 2ta(u, v1)− 1 ≤ 2

∣

∣

∣

〈Mu,u〉
〈u,u〉

∣

∣

∣
− k

1− k
− 1 < 4 cosh(R/2)− 3 ≤ cosh(R).

�

Similarly, we have the following for elliptic complex lines.
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Proposition 3.12. For any given R > 0, if dB2(u,Mu) < R for some u ∈ B2 and
some elliptic element M stabilizing a complex line L with normal vector n, then
dB2(u, L) < R/2.

Proof. Let v1, v2, n be pairwise orthogonal eigenvectors of M and −1,−1, 1 be their
corresponding eigenvalues. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈Mu, u〉
〈u, u〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |−ta(u, v1)− ta(u, v2) + ta(u, n)| = 1− 2ta(u, n) < cosh(R/2).

Thus,

cosh2

(

dB2(u, L)

2

)

= 1− ta(u, n) <
cosh(R/2) + 1

2
= cosh2

(

R

4

)

.

�

4. Multiplicity Bounds

In this section, we will conclude two kinds of multiplicity bounds for any curve
C ⊂ X = Γ\B2 inside our compact quotient of the hyperbolic 2-ball. The first one
is the multiplicity bound of C at a point x ∈ C ⊂ X in terms of the volume of C in
a geodesic ball centered at x. This is a corollary of a theorem by Hwang and To in
[HT02]:

Theorem 4.1. Follow the notation in (3.1). Then for any complex analytic curve
C ⊂ X and an isolated elliptic point x ∈ C with stabilizer group Gx, let Bx,r be
the geodesic ball centered at x with radius r. Then there exists D0(r) > 0 such that
when D > D0(r),

vol(C ∩ Bx,r) ≥
4π

|Gx|
sinh2

(r

2

)

multx(C).

Proof. [HT02, Theorem 1] says that, for any complex analytic curve C̃ ⊂ B2 and

any point x̃ ∈ C̃, the geodesic ball B̃x̃,r centered at x̃ with radius r satisfies

vol(C̃ ∩ B̃x̃,r) ≥ 4π sinh2
(r

2

)

multx̃(C̃).

Now we use Proposition 3.2 for R = 3r to pick the D0, i.e. for D > D0, distances
between distinct isolated elliptic points are greater than 3r. Then for C ⊂ X and
x ∈ C, consider x̃ ∈ B2 a preimage of x under the quotient map φ̃ : B2 → X .
Now the restriction φ = φ̃|B̃x̃,r

: B̃x̃,r → Bx,r is a surjection. For any p ∈ Bx,r\{x},
consider φ−1(p). When D is large, p̃,Mp̃ ∈ B̃x̃,r implies that M is not loxodromic

by Proposition 3.10. If M is elliptic, p̃,Mp̃ ∈ B̃x̃,r implies that d(p̃,Mp̃) < 2r, and
then by Proposition 3.11 and D > D0, M is in the stabilizer group of x. Therefore,
|φ−1(p)| is at most the order of the isotropic group of x, which is bounded by 48 by
Corollary 3.9. �

The other one is a multiplicity bound for the intersection of any curve C with an
elliptic complex line L ⊂ X in terms of a geodesic tubular neighborhood of L. Most
of the rest of this section is dedicated to prove the following theorem, while we will
derive a relative version at the end of this section.
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Theorem 4.2. Follow the notation in (3.1). For any complex analytic curve C ⊂ X
and a set of elliptic complex line {Lj ⊂ X}j, let WL,r = {p ∈ X : d(p, L) < r} be
the geodesic tubular neighborhood of L with radius r. Then for any r, there exists
D0(r) > 0 such that when D > D0(r),

vol(C ∩ ∪jWLj ,r) ≥
π

6
sinh2

(r

2

)

∑

j

(C · Lj)

The proof will use the idea in [HT12, Theorem 1], where a similar bound was
proved for the intersection between any curve and the diagonal inside a product
of hyperbolic curves. The idea here is to find a semi-positive (1,1)-form defined in
the neighborhood of the complex line L, such that its integration against L over
WL,r is bounded by the volume of L and its potential function is plurisubharmonic
with desired pole orders along L. Then this gives a multiplicity bound through
computation of the Lelong numbers.

Before we derive a result about the quotient space, we will first do the computation
on W̃L̃,r for one elliptic complex line L̃ ⊂ B2. The statement on B2 we will prove is
the following:

Proposition 4.3. Follow the notation in (3.1). For any complex analytic curve
C̃ ⊂ B2 and an elliptic complex line L̃ ⊂ B2, let W̃L̃,r = {p ∈ B2 : dB2(p, L̃) < r} be

the geodesic tubular neighborhood of L̃ with radius r. Then for any r, there exists
D0(r) > 0 such that when D > D0(r),

vol(C̃ ∩ W̃L̃,r) ≥ 4π sinh2
(r

2

)

(C̃ · L̃).

By Proposition 2.12, let

µ̃(p) = tanh2

(

d(p, L̃)

2

)

=
−ta(p, n)

1− ta(p, n)

where n is a normal vector of L, and the tubular neighborhood in B2 is

W̃L,r = {p ∈ B2 : d(p, L) < r} = {p ∈ B2 : µ̃(p) < 2 tanh2(r/2)}.
Since the metric is invariant to different choices of hermitian forms, it suffices to
prove the case for J = diag(1, 1,−1). We can also assume the complex line L̃
has normal vector n = [1, 0, 0] ∈ PV + as the PU(2, 1)-action is transitive on B2.
Consider p = (z, w) = [z, w, 1] ∈ PV −. Then we have

µ̃ =
|z|2

1− |w|2 .

We first conclude a criterion for plurisubharmonic function when log µ̃ is the input.

Lemma 4.4. For any given r∗ > 0, let s∗ := log(tanh2(r∗/2)). Then for any C2

function f : [−∞, s∗] → R, the function f ◦ (log µ̃) is plurisubharmonic on W̃L̃,r\L̃
if f ′′(s), f ′(s) ≥ 0 for s < s∗.

Proof. It suffices to check that i∂∂̄(f(log µ̃)) is semipositive. We can check this by
writing down the (1, 1)-form in coordinates (z, w): we say that a (1, 1)-form ω on
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B2 is represented by a matrix M if

M =

(

ω
(

∂
∂z
, ∂
∂z̄

)

ω
(

∂
∂z
, ∂
∂w̄

)

ω
(

∂
∂w

, ∂
∂z̄

)

ω
(

∂
∂w

, ∂
∂w̄

)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

(z,w)

.

Then i∂∂̄µ̃ and i∂µ̃ ∧ ∂̄µ̃ are respectively represented by:
(

1
1−|w|2

z̄w
(1−|w|2)2

zw̄
(1−|w|2)2

|z|2(1+|w|2)
(1−|w|2)3

)

and µ̃ ·
(

1
1−|w|2

z̄w
(1−|w|2)2

zw̄
(1−|w|2)2

|z|2|w|2
(1−|w|2)3

)

. (4.5)

Since

i∂∂̄(f ◦ log µ̃) = f ′(log µ̃)

µ̃
· i∂∂̄µ̃+

f ′′(log µ̃)− f ′(log µ̃)

µ̃2
· i∂µ̃ ∧ ∂̄µ̃,

it is represented by

f ′(log µ̃)

µ̃
·
(

1
1−|w|2

z̄w
(1−|w|2)2

zw̄
(1−|w|2)2

|z|2(1+|w|2)
(1−|w|2)3

)

+
f ′′(log µ̃)− f ′(log µ̃)

µ̃2
· µ̃ ·

(

1
1−|w|2

z̄w
(1−|w|2)2

zw̄
(1−|w|2)2

|z|2|w|2
(1−|w|2)3

)

=f ′′(log µ̃) ·
(

1
|z|2

z̄w
|z|2(1−|w|2)

zw̄
|z|2(1−|w|2)

|w|2
(1−|w|2)2

)

+ f ′(log µ̃) ·
(

0 0
0 1

(1−|w|2)2

)

,

and it is positive semidefinite when f ′(s), f ′′(s) ≥ 0 since the two matrices in the
last row have zero determinants and positive traces. �

In the following we will consider the function F (s) = −2 log(1 − es). It can be
constructed following the idea by Hwang and To in [HT12]. We first verify that
ω̃F := i∂∂̄(F ◦ log µ̃) is semipositive and bounded by the volume form in our setting.

Lemma 4.6. ω̃F := i∂∂̄(F ◦ log µ̃) satisfies 0 ≤ ω̃F ≤ ωB2, where ωB2 is the Kähler
form given by the Bergman metric.

Proof. Since s ∈ [−∞, 0),

F ′(s) =
2es

1− es
, F ′′(s) =

2es

(1− es)2
,

are nonnegative and by Lemma 4.4, ω̃F is semipositive. The Kähler form ωB2 is
represented by

2

(1− |z|2 − |w|2)2
(

1− |w|2 z̄w
zw̄ 1− |z|2

)

.

We plug F into the computation in the proof of Lemma 4.4 and we get that ω̃F is
represented by

2|z|2(1− |w|2)
(1− |z|2 − |w|2)2 ·

(

1
|z|2

z̄w
|z|2(1−|w|2)

zw̄
|z|2(1−|w|2)

|w|2
(1−|w|2)2

)

+
2|z|2

1− |z|2 − |w|2 ·
(

0 0
0 1

(1−|w|2)2

)

=
2

(1− |z|2 − |w|2)2 ·
(

1− |w|2 z̄w

zw̄ |z|2(1−|z|2−|w|2)
(1−|w|2)2

)

.

Since 1 − |z|2 − |w|2 > 0, |z|2(1−|z|2−|w|2)
(1−|w|2)2 < 1−|z|2−|w|2

1−|w|2 ≤ 1−|z|2−|w|2+|z|2|w|2
1−|w|2 = 1 − |z|2,

and thus ω̃F ≤ ωB2 . �

Similar to Lemma 21 in [BT16], we have the following.
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Lemma 4.7. 1
2 sinh2(r/2)

∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

ω̃F is an increasing function of r.

Proof. By Stokes’ theorem,
∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

ω̃F = F ′(log tanh2(r/2))

∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

i∂∂̄ log µ̃

= 2 sinh2(r/2)

∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

i∂∂̄ log µ̃

because we can approximate F by a linear function of slope F ′(log tanh2(r/2)) at the

boundary of W̃L̃,r without changing the integral of the interior. Moreover, applying
Lemma 4.4 to f(s) = s shows that log µ̃ is plurisubharmonic, and then the claim
follows. �

Now we can conclude the proof as in the proof of Theorem 19(b) in [BT16].

Proof of Proposition 4.3. By Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, we have
∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

ωB2 ≥
∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

ω̃F ≥ 2 sinh2(r/2) · lim
r→0

∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

i∂∂̄ log µ̃.

We can bound the limit by a local calculation of Lelong numbers the same as in
[HT12] with minor modifications: for points in a small polydisc neighborhood Uj of

each intersection point (0, wj) ∈ C̃ ∩ L̃, µ̃ = |z|2
1−|w|2 ≤ λ|z|2 for some fixed λ > 1 as

there are only finitely many Uj , and this constant term λ will have no impact when
we take the limit to compute the Lelong number. The same as in [HT12], we can
conclude that

lim
r→0

∫

C̃∩W̃
L̃,r

i∂∂̄ log µ̃ ≥ 2π · (C̃ · L̃).

�

Now we continue to prove Theorem 4.2, i.e. descend Proposition 4.3 to the quo-
tient space X = Γ\B2 and consider a finite set of elliptic complex lines {Lj ⊂ X}j.
For each Lj , pick a preimage L̃j ⊂ B2, so all the preimages of Lj are given by Γ · L̃j.

For an elliptic complex line L̃ ⊂ B2, let ΓL̃ ⊂ Γ be the stabilizer group of L̃. Since

L̃ is determined by its normal vector n, the stabilizer is in fact ΓL̃ = {M ∈ Γ :

M · n = λn for some λ ∈ C∗} if we consider n ∈ V+. Note that W̃L̃,r is invariant

under the action of M ∈ ΓL̃ since ta(M · p, n) = ta(p,M−1 · n) = ta(p, n).
To derive a result on ∪jWLj ,r, we consider the covering given by the disjoint union

of tubular neighborhoods of {L̃j}j, and we will show that the sizes of the fibers are
bounded.

Lemma 4.8. Follow the notation in (3.1). For any given r > 0, there exists D0 > 0
such that the number of elements in the fibers of the quotient map

π̃ : ⊔jW̃L̃j ,r
→ ∪jWLj ,r

is at most 24 for any D > D0.
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Proof. Assume that it is not injective at p ∈ ∪jWLj ,r. It means that by rewriting the

indices we can assume that p has a preimage p̃ ∈ W̃L̃1,r
such that there is either a

distinct p̃0 ∈ W̃L̃1,r
withM ·p̃ = p̃0 forM ∈ Γ, or a not necessarily distinct p̃0 ∈ W̃L̃2,r

with M · p̃ = p̃1 for M ∈ Γ. In the first case, p̃0 6= p̃ means that M 6∈ ΓL̃1
, so M−1 ·L̃1

is a distinct elliptic complex line in B2, and p̃ = M−1 · p̃0 ∈ W̃L̃1,r
∩W̃M−1·L̃1,r

. In the

second case, since L̃1 and L̃2 have distinct images in X , M · L̃1 and L̃2 are distinct
in B2, and we have p̃0 = M · p̃ ∈ W̃L̃2,r

∩ W̃M ·L̃1,r
.

In both cases, p̃ is now in the intersection of tubular neighborhoods of two distinct
elliptic complex lines. Let L̃a, L̃b denote these two elliptic complex lines and let their
nontrivial stabilizers in Γ be Ma and Mb respectively. By Proposition 3.8, when D
is large, disjoint elliptic complex lines should be far apart and thus W̃L̃a,r

∩ W̃L̃b,r

is empty. If these two elliptic complex lines intersect, then by Proposition 3.8,
the intersection point is an isolated elliptic point stabilized by MaMb. Note that
p̃0 ∈ W̃L̃b,r

implies d(Mb · p̃, p̃) < 2r, and then by d(p̃, La) < r, Mb · p̃ ∈ W̃L̃a,3r
.

Then,

d(p̃,MaMb · p̃) ≤ d(p̃,Mb · p̃) + d(Mb · p̃,MaMb · p̃)
< 2r + 6r

= 8r.

Then by Proposition 3.11, p̃ is inside the ball centered at the intersection point
of radius 8r. Now by Proposition 3.2, when D is large enough to make sure that
distances between distinct isolated elliptic points are more than 16r, p̃ can at most
lie in a unique hyperbolic ball centered at an isolated elliptic point.

In conclusion, we have shown that when D > D0 for some D0 only depending
on r, for any p ∈ ∪jWLj ,r with a preimage p̃ ∈ ⊔jW̃L̃j ,r

, p̃ is at most in a unique
hyperbolic ball centered at an isolated elliptic point, and any additional preimage
of p will generate an additional distinct elliptic complex line going through this
isolated elliptic point. By Corollary 3.9, an isolated elliptic point can lie on at most
24 distinct elliptic complex lines, so p can at most have 24 preimages in ⊔jW̃L̃j ,r

. �

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let ωX denote the volume form on X . By Proposition 4.3
and Lemma 4.8, we have

vol(C ∩ ∪jWLj ,r) =

∫

∪jWLj,r

[C] ∧ ωX

≥ 1

24

∑

j

∫

W̃
L̃j ,r

[C̃] ∧ ωB2

≥ π

6
sinh2

(r

2

)

∑

j

(C · Lj).

�

Similar to [BT16, Proposition 23], we can derive the following relative version.
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Proposition 4.9. Follow the notation in (3.1). Then for any given 0 < r < R,
there exists D0(R) > 0 such that when D > D0(R),

vol(C ∩WL,R) ≥
cosh2(R/2)

24 cosh2(r/2)
vol(C ∩WL,r).

Proof. We will first show that
1

cosh2(r/2)

∫

Γ
L̃
\(C̃∩W̃

L̃,r
)

ωB2 is a nondecreasing func-

tion of r, where L̃ is given by z = 0. Consider f(t) = log
(

t
1−t

)

and by Lelong-
Poincaré we have:

i∂∂̄(f ◦ µ̃) = i∂∂̄ log |z|2 − i∂∂̄ log(1− |z|2 − |w|2)

= π[L̃] +
1

2
ωB2 .

By Stokes’ theorem, we have:

1

2

∫

Γ
L̃
\(C̃∩W̃

L̃,r
)

ωB2 + π · (L̃ · C̃) =

∫

Γ
L̃
\(C̃∩W̃

L̃,r
)

i∂∂̄(f ◦ µ̃)

= f ′(log(tanh2(r/2)))

∫

Γ
L̃
\(C̃∩W̃

L̃,r
)

i∂∂̄ log µ̃.

By Lemma 4.4, log µ̃ is plurisubharmonic, so
∫

C∩WL,r
i∂∂̄ log µ̃ is a nondecreasing

function of r. f ′(log(tanh2(r/2))) = cosh2(r/2) is an increasing function of r, so
1

cosh2(r/2)

∫

Γ
L̃
\(C̃∩W̃

L̃,r
)

ωB2 is a nondecreasing function of r and we obtain an in-

equality in ΓL̃\W̃L̃,R by plugging in 0 < r < R. When D is big, by Lemma 4.8 the

degree of the quotient map ΓL̃\W̃L̃,R → WL,R is bounded by 24, so the inequality
descends to WL,R if we add a factor of 24. �

Similarly, we have the relative version for volume estimates for a point.

Proposition 4.10. Follow the notation in (3.1). Then for any given 0 < r < R and
any isolated elliptic point x ∈ X, there exists D0(R) > 0 such that when D > D0(R),

vol(C ∩ Bx,R) ≥
cosh2(R/2)

48 cosh2(r/2)
vol(C ∩Bx,r).

Proof. It suffices to show that
1

cosh2(r/2)

∫

C∩B̃x,r

ωB2 is a nondecreasing function of

r for the case where x is [0, 0, 1] ∈ B2. Now for any p = [z, w, 1] ∈ B2, we have
cosh2(d(x, p)/2) = ta(x, p) = 1/(1− |z|2 − |w|2). Now consider g(t) = − log(1− t),
and thus g′(|z|2 + |w|2) = 1/(1 − |z|2 − |w|2) = cosh2(d(x, p)/2). Then by Stokes’
theorem:

∫

C∩B̃x,r

ωB2 =

∫

C∩B̃x,r

2i∂∂̄(− log(1− |z|2 − |w|2))

= cosh2(r/2)

∫

C∩B̃x,r

2i∂∂̄(|z|2 + |w|2)

Note that p = [z, w, 1] 7→ |z|2+ |w|2 is plurisubharmonic, so we finish the proof. �
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5. Proof of Main Theorems

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider any irreducible curve C ⊂ X of genus g.
The idea of the proof is to derive two contradictory inequalities in terms of the
volume and the genus of the curve when the discriminant D is large. We will first
show the case where C does not have generic stacky-ness, i.e. it is not a component
of an elliptic complex line. The other case will follow using the same strategy.

Step 1. An upper bound of volX(C) when C is not a component of an elliptic
complex line

Let U ⊂ C be the open subset of C with all elliptic points removed. Then U can
be uniformized by H. Apply Schwarz’s lemma to the hyperbolic metric on X and
the uniformized metric on H of constant curvature −1, and then by Gauss-Bonnet
we have

1

4π
volX(C) ≤ −χ(C) ≤ 2g − 2 + #{elliptic points} (5.1)

where χ(C) is the orbifold Euler characteristic. This inequality will become an
upper bound of volX(C) if we can show that #{elliptic points} < c · volX(C) for
some small constant c < 1

4π
. Now we will first show a bound of #{elliptic points}

for a fixed number R > 0, and later we can see how to pick R in terms of the genus
g.

Step 1.1. an upper bound of numbers of elliptic points on C given by elliptic
complex lines

Consider all elliptic complex lines {Lj}j in X that intersect C. Then by Theo-
rem 4.2 when D is large we have:

#{elliptic points given by elliptic complex lines} ≤
∑

j

(C · Lj) ≤
volX(C)

π
6
sinh2

(

r
2

) .

Step 1.2. an upper bound of numbers of elliptic points on C given by isolated
elliptic points

By Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 3.2, whenD is large, the balls of radius r centered
at isolated elliptic points are disjoint, and thus

#{isolated elliptic points counted by multiplicity} ≤ volX(C)
π
12
sinh2

(

r
2

) .

In conclusion, we have

1

4π
volX(C) ≤ 2g − 2 +

volX(C)
π
18
sinh2

(

r
2

)

and when sinh2
(

r
2

)

> 72, we obtain an upper bound of volX(C).

Step 2. In the meantime, consider any point p on C. By Theorem 4.1, we have a
lower bound of volX(C) in terms of the injectivity radius of this point. We want
this lower bound to be larger than the upper bound we just obtained when D is
large, which will imply that such C cannot exist. If a point on C with injectivity
radius r = R1 can lead to such a contradiction, it suffices to find a point on C whose
distance to any isolated elliptic points is greater than 2R1 and to any elliptic lines
is greater than R1 when D is big by Proposition 3.10, 3.11 and 3.12.
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Suppose we cannot, i.e. the whole curve C is contained in a union of hyperbolic
balls of radius 2R1 and tubes of radius R1. C is compact so this cover can be finite.
Denote the centers of these balls x1, · · · , xm1

and complex lines for these tubes
L1, · · · , Lm2

. The relative versions of the volume inequalities (Proposition 4.10 and
4.9) give that for some R2 > R1 we have

vol(C ∩Bx,2R2
) ≥ 26vol(C ∩Bx,2R1

)

vol(C ∩WL,R2
) ≥ 26vol(C ∩WL,R1

)

By Proposition 3.2 and 3.8, when D grows we can make sure each point in the union
for R2 is covered by at most 1 ball and 24 tubes. Then, we have

26volX(C) ≤ 26(

m1
∑

j=1

vol(C ∩ Bxj ,2R1
) +

m2
∑

j=1

vol(C ∩WLj ,R1
))

≤
m1
∑

j=1

vol(C ∩Bxj ,2R2
) +

m2
∑

j=1

vol(C ∩WLj ,R2
)

≤ 25volX(C)

which is a contradiction. Therefore, there is no curves of genus g when D is large if
this curve is not an elliptic complex line.

Step 3. When C is a component of an elliptic complex line, this is similar: we
still have (5.1) except there is a factor of 1/2 on the right hand side because of the
generic quotient singularity of the line, and the order of the elliptic points might be
different, but it is bounded by the original order. Since intersection points of elliptic
complex lines are isolated elliptic points, we only have to consider isolated elliptic
points on the curve. Consequently, (5.1) becomes:

1

4π
volX(C) ≤ 1

2

[

2g − 2 +
volX(C)

π
12
sinh2

(

r
2

)

]

.

and gives an upper bound of volX(C) for large D. For the lower bound of volX(C),
the same idea applies except that we do not need to consider tubular neighborhood
by Proposition 3.8. �

5.2. Moduli interpretation. In this section we will prove Theorem 1.2. We will
first describe the Hodge structures the compact ball quotient parametrizes and their
correspondence with the abelian varieties in the theorem.

To describe the Hodge structures we want, first note that n-balls parametrize
C-Hodge structures: an element v ∈ PV− defines a 1-dimensional subspace of V ,
and the Hermitian form h polarizes the decomposition V = Cv⊕v⊥ as it is negative
definite on Cv and positive definite on v⊥. This can be extended to an integral
Hodge structure using the arithmetic of the lattices as follows.

Consider a Z-lattice HZ
∼= O3

F of rank 12 equipped with an OF -action, so HC =
C ⊗Z HZ can be decomposed into a direct sum of eigenspaces of the OF -action
HC

∼= Hσ1 ⊕H σ̄1 ⊕Hσ2 ⊕H σ̄2 where the OF -action on each component is given by
the corresponding complex embedding of F ⊂ C. For each embedding σ : F → C,
consider πσ : HC = C⊗Z HZ → Cσ ⊗OF

HZ
∼= C3 given by identity map, where Cσ

emphisizes that the OF action on C is given by σ. For any embedding σ′ : F → C,
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any t ∈ OF , and v ∈ Hσ′

, σ′(t)πσ(v) = πσ(σ
′(t)v) = πσ(t · v) = σ(t)πσ(v), which

implies that πσ(v) = 0 when σ 6= σ′. Therefore, πσ is indeed a projection onto the
σ-eigenspace and it gives a canonical way to identify the σ-eigenspace. For example,
1⊗ v ∈ HC = (σ1(v), σ̄1(v), σ2(v), σ̄2(v)) for v ∈ HZ.

Note that under this identification, the complex conjugation in HC is not given
by complex conjugation in each eigenspace. In fact, consider

∑

j bj ⊗ vj ∈ Hσ ⊂
C ⊗ HZ. Then the action of t ∈ OF gives

∑

j σ(t)bj ⊗ vj =
∑

j bj ⊗ tvj . Taking

complex conjugation of the coefficients we can see that
∑

j b̄j⊗vj is in the eigenspace

corresponding to σ̄. Consequently, for x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ HC
∼= Hσ1⊕H σ̄1⊕Hσ2⊕

H σ̄2 , x̄ = (x̄2, x̄1, x̄4, x̄3).
Now for each v ∈ PV σ1

− , we can define a polarized integral Hodge structure on HC

of weight w = −1 by picking the negative and positive definite parts respectively for
each pair of complex embeddings of F . Concretely, fix a nonzero element α ∈ OF∩iR
with Im (σ1(α)) < 0. Without loss of generality we assume the hermitian form −iαh
is positive definite under σ2, and then we define

H−1,0 = Cv ⊕ v̄⊥σ̄1 ⊕ 0⊕H σ̄2,

and H0,−1 = H−1,0 gives

H0,−1 = v⊥σ1 ⊕ Cv̄ ⊕Hσ2 ⊕ 0,

so we do have the Hodge decomposition HC = H0,−1 ⊕H−1,0. Now we can polarize
this Hodge structure using αh: for x, y ∈ HC

∼= V σ1 ⊕ V σ̄1 ⊕ V σ2 ⊕ V σ̄2 ,

Q : HC ⊗ H̄C → C(1) (x, ȳ) 7→
∑

σ

σ(α)hσ(πσ(x), πσ(y)),

and by construction it does define a polarization on the real structure. To see that
it takes integer values on HZ, consider u, v ∈ HZ, and then Q(u, v̄) = Q(u, v) =
trF/Q(αh(u, v)) ∈ Z.

Now we summarize the moduli interpretation of our compact quotient of hyper-
bolic 2-balls as follows. Fix any Hermitian form h : F 3 × F 3 → F with coefficients
in OF such that it is of signature (2, 1) under the first pair of complex embeddings
and definite under the other pair of embeddings, and also fix a nonzero element
α ∈ OF ∩ iR with Im (σ1(α)) < 0. Then for any v ∈ B2 we have constructed an
integral Hodge structure for a Z-lattice HZ

∼= O3
F of rank 12, polarized by Q defined

above. Since polarized integral Hodge structures of weight −1 correspond to abelian
varieties by taking HC/(H

0,−1+HZ), we can state the moduli interpretation in terms
of abelian varieties. For an abelian variety A with OF -multiplication OF −֒→ End(A),
H1(A,Z) has an induced OF -module structure, and we say that A has a polarization
given by a skew-Hermitian form T defined over F if E(u, v) = trF/Q(T (u, v)) is a
Riemann form that polarizes A.

Lemma 5.2. When D′ > D′
0, the compact quotient X = B2/SU(hσ1 ,OF ) is the

moduli space for abelian varieties A of dimension 6 with OF -endomorphism that
have H1(A,Z) ∼= O3

F and admit a polarization given by −αh.

Proof. To continue the construction above, note that the associated positive definite
Hermitian form onH−1,0 is i−1Q, so taking its imaginary part we obtain the Riemann
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form in the language of abelian varieties, which is equal to trF/Q(−αh) if we restrict
the pairing to the lattice.

For any abelian varietyA of dimension 6 withOF -endomorphism whoseH1(A,Z) ∼=
O3

F under the induced OF -action, the OF -action extends to HC = H1(A,Z) ⊗Z C

and gives an eigenspace decomposition of HC. We then further assume that A admit
a polarization given by −αh. By the assumption on the signature of h, the projec-
tion of its H−1,0 onto the σ1-eigenspace is 1-dimensional and determines an element
v ∈ B2.

Thus, B2 parametrizes this type of abelian varieties with a choice of frames
H1(A,Z) ∼= O3

F . For two choices of H1(A,Z) ∼= O3
F , the transition matrix T pre-

serves −αh and, therefore, the hermitian form h, i.e. T ∈ U(h). Since we are
considering the basis of O3

F , the entries of T has to be in OF . By our assump-
tion D′ > D′

0 on the field F , | det T | = 1 means det T = ±1. When det T = −1,
note that −1 acts trivially and −T has determinant 1. Thus, for two elements in
B2 parametrizing the same abelian variety, the transition matrix between them for
some choices of frames can be chosen in SU(h,OF ). Therefore, B2/SU(hσ1 ,OF ) is
the moduli space for the type of abelian varieties described here. �

Before we restate Theorem 1.1, note that the existence of a polarization given
by a skew-Hermitian form defined over F is automatic for an abelian variety with
OF -action:

Lemma 5.3. An abelian variety A of dimension 6 over C with OF -endomorphism
admits a polarization given by a skew-Hermitian form defined over F .

Proof. The OF -action on A makes H1(A,Z) ⊗ Q an F -vector space of dimension
2 · 6/4 = 3. Fix an isomorphism η : F 3 → H1(A,Z) ⊗ Q. Let E be a Riemann
form that polarizes A. Then any u, v ∈ F 3 define a Q-linear map F → Q, t 7→
(η∗E)(t · u, v). By the nondegeneracy of trF/Q, there is an h(u, v) ∈ F such that
(η∗E)(t ·u, v) = trF/Q(th(u, v)). Since Rosati involution is the adjoint operator with
respect to E and F is a CM field, h : F 3 × F 3 → F is skew-Hermitian with respect
to the F -action. �

Now we restate Theorem 1.1 in terms of families of abelian varieties over a com-
plex curve. For a complex curve C and an abelian schemes f : A → C with OF -
endomorphism, V := (R1f∗Z)

∨ has an induced OF -module structure. We say that A
is of type (M , T ) for an OF -moduleM and a skew-Hermitian form T defined over F ,
if there exists a global polarization Q : V×V → Z such that for any c ∈ C its restric-
tion Qc to fiber Vc gives a Hodge isometry (Vc,Qc(u, v)) ∼= (M, trF/Q(T (u, v))). We
say that a skew-Hermitian form h over C has signature (m,n) if the Hermitian form
i−1h has signature (m,n). To apply Lemma 5.2, note that for any skew-Hermitian
form T defined over F that gives a polarization, we always have nT = −αh for some
n ∈ Z, α ∈ OF ∩ iR, and h a Hermitian form over OF , so we only need to check the
signature of the skew-Hermitian form.

Theorem 5.4 (Theorem 1.2). Fix a skew-Hermitian form T over F such that T
is of signature (2, 1) under a pair of complex embeddings of F and is definite under
the other pair. For any complex curve C of genus g, consider abelian schemes
f : A → C of dimension 6 with OF -endomorphism of type (O3

F , T ). Then there
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exists D0(g) > 0 and D′
0 > 0 such that for D > D0(g) and D′ > D′

0, such type of
abelian schemes must be isotrivial. �
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